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LOEDS,  THUESDAT,  FEBEUAET  15.  JPagt 

MEETING  OF  THE  PARLIAMENT. 

The  Seenon  of  Parliamekt  was  opened  by  Oummission. 

Th«  LoBD  CHAncELLOB  tkUvtred 

OF  THE  LoBDS—Garter  King  of  Arms  attending,  delivered  at  the  Table 
(ia  the  usual  manner)  a  last  of  the  Lords  Temporal  in  the  Fourth 
Seesion  of  the  Twenty-second  Parliament  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

The  Lobd  Chahoellob — 
The  Earl  Granville,  one  of  Her  Majesty's  Principal  Secretaries  of  State, 
acquainted  the  House  that  Her  Majesty  had  been  pleased  to  create 
Boundell,  Lord  Selborue,  Lord  Chancellor  of  Great  Britain,  a  Viscount 
and  Earl  of  the  United  Kingdom,  by  the  style  and  title  of  Yiscouut 
Wolmer  of  Blackmoor,  in  the  county  of  Southampton,  and  Earl  of 
Selbome  in  the  said  oouaty  . .  . .  . .  . .  6 

New  Peeb — 

Sir  Garnet  Joseph  AVolseley,  G.C.B.,  G.O.M.G.,  General  and  Adjutaat- 
Oeneral  of  Her  Majesty's  Forces,  and  late  General  Oommandtng-in- 
Ghief  the  Expeditionary  Force  in  Egypt,  created  Baron  Wolseley  of 
Cairo,  and  of  Wolseley  in  the  county  of  Stafford. 

Sat  Fieot— 
The  Lord  Keane,  after  the  death  of  his  brother. 

Select  Vestries— 

Bill,  pro  formd,  read  L*. 

'SCtHntss  in  9nsfner  to  ^tx  iHajcst^'e  ^aat  Scacioue  5p»c^— 
The  Qdexn's  Speech  having  been  reporUd  by  The  Lobd  Ohascellob  ; — 
An  Address  to  Her  U^esty  Uiereon  mov&d  by  The  Marl  of  Durham— 
(The  Motion  being  tecended  by  7%e  Cord  R»ay)  . .  . .  7 

After  long  debate.  Address  agreed  to,  nemine  duttntiMtte,  and  ordered  to  he 
presented  to  Her  Majesty  by  the  Lords  with  White  Staves. 
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Chairman  of  Committees— The  Earl  of  Hedesdale  appoiated,  nemitie 
dmentimUf  to  take  the  C9tair^  in  all  Oommittees  of  this  Houfe  tor  Uus- 
Session. 

Committee  for  Faitiuobs — appointor.  , 

SuB-CoMuiTTEE  FOB  THE  JovtisALB—appointed. 

Afpeax.  CouuiTTEK^ppoinUd,  [8.15.] 

COMMONS,  THURSDAY.  FEBEUAEY  16. 

Message  to  attend  the  Lords  Commisnoners ; — The  House  went;— and 
having  returned; — 

Faeuahbrtaat  Oath  (Mb.  Beadladgh)— 
Letter  received  by  Mr.  Speaker  firom  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  one  of  the  Members 
for  Korthampton  , .  . .  . .  . .  65 

Question,  Mr.  Labouchere ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington. 

pABLiAHXKT—FRiviLEafl— Member  Ihpbisohed  (Mb.  Hbaiy)— Questiou,  . 
Mr.  Famell ;  Answer,  Mr.  Speaks        . .  . .  . .  66 

Nbw  'Writs  duriko  the  Beoess  . .  . .  . .  67 

Kew  Meubebs  Swork  . .  , .  . .  . .  67 

Fabliaueht — Fritilboe — Membbb  Imprisoned  (Mr.  Healy)— 

Letter  received  by  Mr.  Speaker  from  the  HieUt  Honourable  the  Chief 

Justice  of  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  in  Irelaod        . .  . .  67- 

Ileved,  "That  the  Letter  do  lie  on  the  T&bU,"^{Tlu  Mvfueu  of  ffurl' 

inffton.) 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  Icavo  out  Iho  words  "  do  lie  on  tho  Table,"  in  order  to  add  tho  words  "informing 
tho  House  of  the  trial,  arrest,  and  imprisonment  of  Mr.  Hetily,  a  Member  of  this 
House,  bo  referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  for  the  puqKtae  of  iDauiring  into  all  the 
matters  connected  with  tho  proceedings  referred  to  thprein,  and  <a  reporting  whether 
they  demand  the  further  attention  of  this  Uoose," — {Mr.  Pat-neU.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words  proposed  to  bo  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question:  " — After  debate,  Question  put :— The  House  dkided; 
Ayes  353,  Noes  47  :  Majority  306.— (Div.  List,  No.  1.) 

Main  Question  put: — Ordered,  That  the  Lettor  of  the  Cliief  Justice  of 
the  Oourt  of  Qneen's  Bench  in  Ireland  do  lie  upon  the  Table. 

PfiiviLEOES— {>r(/tfr«i,  That  a  Committee  of  Frivilejj^s  be  appointed. 

Outlawries  Bill- 
Bill  "  for  the  more  effectual  preventing  Clandestine  Outlawries,"  read 
tho  first  time ;  to  be  read  a  second  time. 

Sll>1)u00  in  ^nefnet  to  ^et  i^^'tstg's  iHost  Stacfous  ^peed}— 

The  Qdeen's  Speeob  having  been  reported  by  Mr.  Speaker;— An  humble 
Address  thereon  moted  by  Mr.  Aehnd~'{th.e  Motion  being  seconded  by 
3/r.  Buchanan)  . .  . .  . .  90 

After  debate,  Amendment  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  tho  third  paragraph,  to  insert  tho  words  '*  bat  this  Uoose  humbly  ex- 
presses its  opinion  that  no  sufficient  reason  has  been  shown  for  the  emplo^rment  of 
Brituh  Forces  in  recon«titnting  the  Oor^nment  of  "Egypt  and  roorganising  its 
affiiirs  under  Uie  authority  of  the  Khediro," — {Sir  Wilfrid  Lmeten.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words  be  there  inserted:" — After  far- 
ther short  debate,  Moved,  "  That  the  Debato  bo  now  adjounied," — (Jtfr, 
A.  J.  /foZ/oi/r:)— Question  put,  and  n^freed  to: — Debate af^WiMtf  till 
Te-tnorrow.  £12.6.^ 

Digitized  byGoOgIc 


TABLB  0?  C0NTSNT3. 
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The  Debatb  on  raa  Addbsbs — Fersonal  ExpUnatioa,  the  Marqaeas  of 

Salisbury  ;  Ofaserrations,  Earl  Granville,  The  T^ord  Chancellor  155 

EoYPTiAK  Expedition— ToTB  of  Thanks  to  Hee  Majestt's  Natal  akh 
MiLiTABT  FoECEs — Letter  received  by  the  Lord  Chancellor  &om  Sir 
Beauchamp  Seymour,  now  Lord  Alcester  . .  , ,  . .  164 

The  said  letter  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table,  and  to  be  entered  on  the 
Journals. 

Payment  of  Wages  in  Fablic-honseB  Prohibition  BOUx-i-l—^'V'"'''-'^  Eari 

5V^A<tf»);  niadl>  (No.-l)  ..  ..  ..  165 

[5.15.] 

COMMONS,  FBIDAT.  FEBBUAEY  16, 
QUESTIONS, 


Post  Office — CoNTaACTS — Tab  Mails  between  I^osdon  abtd  Ditbijn — 

— Questions,  Lord  Claud  Hamilton ;  Answers,  Mr.  Courtney  . ,  166 

Heibopolis — TnE  Wellington  Statue — Question,  Mr.  Coope  ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre  . .  . .  . .  . .  167 

GssrsRAL  Post  Office— Extension  of  Buildikos— QuestioD,  Sir  Henry 

Peek ;  Answer,  Mr.  Shaw  Irftferre  . ,  , .  167 

SoVTU.  Af BicA — The  Tbanstaal — Question,  Sir  Michael  Hieks-Beaeli ; 
Answer.  Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley  . .  . .  168 

Scotland — The  Sete  Crofters— Questions,  Sir  Qeorge  Campbell,  Mr. 

Macfarlane  ;  Answers,  The  Lord  Advocate  . ,  . .  169 

PiRLiAMEWT— The  Standing  CoMMrrrBES— The  Oj.d  J^aw  Courts— Ques- 
tion, Sir  George  Campbell;  Answer,  Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre  . .  170 

In)IA  (EqCLESIASTIOAL  DePARTUENT) — ClROULAB  OF  TUB  BlSHOP  OF  CoLOUBO 

— TK.AK8UI88I0N  THRODOH  THE  FoBT— QuestiOQ,  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler; 

Answer,  Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley. .  . .  . .  ..171 

•  The  DAsnmuN  Conference— Claim  of  Roumania  to  Vote  —  Question, 

Mr.  O'Donnell ;  Answer,  Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurico     . .  , .  171 

Egypt— WuRDEE  of  Professor  Palmer  and  Party— Questions,  Mr. 

O'Donnell;  Answers,  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  ..  ..172 

The  Newspaper  Press  (India)— Government  Adverxisinq — Questions, 

Mr.  O'Donnell,  Mr.  Onslow ;  Answers,  Mr.  J.  K.  Cross, .  . .  173 

Btatdtb  34  Edward  III.  cap.  I— Imprisunment  of  Messrs.  Hkaly, 

Datitt,  and  Qujnn — Qu^ons,  Mr.  Leamy,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answers, 

The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  Mr.  Trevelyan        . ,  . .  174 

Minister  of  Agriculture  and  Commerce— Question,  Colonel  Walrond; 

Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington     ..  ..  ..  17G 

Parliambntart  Oath  (Mr.  Bbadlaugh)— Questions,  Mr.  Newdegate; 

Answers,  Mr.  Speaker,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington    . .  . .  176 

Sea  Fisheries  Committee— The  Bsfort — Question,  Mr.  Heneage ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Chamberlain  ..  ..  ..  ..177 

Tub  Pouob  Fouie  —  Superannuation  —  Question,  Sir  Henry  Selwln- 

Ibbetson ;  Answer,  Mr.  Hibbert  . .  . .  , .  178 

OBDEB  OF  THE  DAY. 


SbftteM  in  Slnsbiec  to  %ti  ffiajtstg'jS  ^ost  €fcacfou9  Sjieecir— Adjourned 
Debate.   [Second  NiohtJ — 
Order  read,  for  rasnming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Questien  [l&th  February] :— Question  a^n  jiroposed,  "That  tboso 
iroxds  be  tU«e  inserted." 
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Addbbss  IK  Anbwbs  to  Hk4  UiffSTic's  1&Q»T  GrRjkcioua  SrsBOK— miHAwm'. 
Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed  Ameadment, 

Tolpave  out  from  the  word  "  but"  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  ordirto  add  the  words 
"  whilst  assonng  Her  M^joity  of  our  su^rt  ia  auoh  Measarea  bb  may  be  nemsary 
for  a  satiafactory  settlement  of  the  affairs  of  Egypt,  humbly  to  express  ov  r^et 
that  steps  were  not  talceo  at  ao  earlier  period  which  mi^ht  have  secured  such  objects 
as  are  of  importance  to  this  Country,  without  involving  the  necessity  for  mihtary 
operations," — {Mr.  Arthur  JnZ/oMr,)— instead  thereof  . .  ..178 

QuestioB  proposed,  **That  the  words  propoaed  to  be  leftont  dtaad  p«rt 
of  the  proposed  Amendment :  "—After  long  debate.  Question  put,  and 

vfgatived. 

Question  pnt, 

"  That  the  words  '  whilst  assuring  Her  Majesty  of  our  support  in  sucli  Measures  as 
may  be  necessary  for  a  satisfactory  settlement  of  the  arfairs  of  Egj-pt,  humbly  to 
express  our  regret  that  steps  were  not  tahen  at  an  earlier  period  which  might  have 
secured  such  objocts  as  are  of  importance  to  this  Country,  without  involnng  the 
necessity  for  military  operations,'  be  there  added." 

The  House  divided;  Ayes  144,  Nom  179;  Hajimty  85.— (Div.  List, 
No.  2.) 

Main  Question  again  proposed : — M«vad,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  ad- 
journed/'— {Sir  WalUrJS.Bartteht:) — Question  put,  and  *^re$d  to.-— 
I)ebate  adjewned  till  Monday  next. 


MOTIONS, 



Parliamentary  Oaths  Act  (1866)  Amendment  Bill— 

Xorei,  **  That  Hr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair  (for  Committee  to  consider  of 
amending  the  Law  relating  to  Paritamentary  Oaths)*'  351 

Question  put:— The  House  divided;  Ayea  160,  Noes  70;  Majority  90. — 
(Div.  List,  No.  3.) 

Uattzr  eenndertd  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Moved,  *■  That  the  Chairman  he  directed  to  move  the  House,  that  leave  be  given  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  Parliamentary  OathR,"— (Jfr.  Attoraey 
Omtral.) 

After  short  debate,  Moved,  "That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progreas,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again, — (Mr.  Chaplin  :)— After  further  short  debate, 
Question  put: — The  Committee  divided;  Ayes  69,  Noes  156;  Majority 
87.— (Dir.  List,  No.  4,) 

Original  Question  again  proposed  . .  . .  258 

Moved,  "  That  the  Chairman  do  now  leave  the  Ofaair," — {Cord  Btnry 
Lennox:) — Qnestion  put: — The  Committee  divided;  Ayes  £8,  Noes  151 ; 
Majority  83.— (Dir.  List,  No.  6.) 

Oxjirinal  Question  again  proposed : — After  short  debate,  Moved,  "  That  the 
Chairman  do  report  Frogress,  and  abk  leave  to  sit  again," — (Mr. 
MoUoy .-) — After  further  short  debate,  Question  put : — The  Committee 
divided:  Ayes  64,  Noes  146 ;  Majority  81.— (Div.  List,  No.  6.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed  . .  266 

After  short  debate,  Meved^  **  That  the  Chairman  do  leport  Progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again," — {Mr.  Boreeford  ^o/w ;)— Question  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  nt  a^ain  u^ton  Mondajf  next, 
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M«t*d,  "  That  leave  be  gitea  to  Bifof?  is  ai  :Kn  to  proldblt  tlie  Sftte  oflbtoxicatiiigr' 
liqaon oa  Sandays  in  the  County  of  Durham "       . .  . .  •  •  30 
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Frjf,  Mt.  Walter  James,  Mr.  Zamhton,  Sir.  JOodds,  Mr.  Thomas  Richardson, 
Mr.  Gourley,  Mr.  James  Thompson) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time 

.-[Bin  21.] 

GciBflnl  Felice  aad  Impmeineiit  (Scatiimd)  TroTisional  Order  (Brongh^ 

Ferry  FaVfug)  Bill— iVrfB^  (JTSs  lord  AdvoMU,  Seeraary  Sir  William  SareOUrt) : 
fmtnUd,  and  read  tho  first  time  [Bill  1]  , .  . .  26 

¥«Uic  Health  (Scotland)  FroTisional  Order  {Fraserburgli  Waterworks)  Bill 

—Ordered  {The  Lord  Adneate,  Seeretary  Sir  TTilliam  Baretturt) ;  prtsantti,  and  read 
fcfirstlime  [Bill2]  ..  ..  ..  368 

Bttknqitey  Bill— (•V>--  Clumbtrlain,  Mr.  Stlieitor  Qmeral,  Mr.  Jokuff^t); 

frttmttd,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  4]  . .  . .  208 

FfttOltB  for  lUTentions  Bill— On&iv^  {Mr.  Chamberlain,  Mr.  Sotieitor  General^  Mr. 

Mm  Ualau) ;  pnaenied^  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  3]  . .  . .  368 

BaUot  Act  Continuance  and  Amendment  "BUM— Ordered  (Sir  CkarUs  DUke,  Stere- 

tarjf  Sir  IFiUimm  Sartoart,  Mr.  Chamberlaiu,  Mr.  Attorney  OenemV);  presmled,  and 

lead  th*  tint  time  [Bill  fi]  ..  .  ..  ..  3C8 

Knnitiinl  Corporations  (Unr^irmed)  Ordered  {Sir  CharUs  Silke,  Seeretarj/ 

Sir  WiUiam  Sareourt,  Mr.  MundeUa,  Mr.  Sihhert) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time 
[BiU6]  ..  ..  268 

Ifidutable  Offences  (Frocednre)  "BiXl— Ordered  (Mr.  AUomty  General,  Mr.  Solicitor 

Qtmtral,  Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland) ;  pretetUtd,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  8]  . .  268 

Ooort  of  Criminal  Appeal  Bill — Ordered  {Mj-.  Attainey  General,  Secretary  Sir  JPHl^igm^  „ 

*    Bareeurt,  Mr.  Solieitisr  General);' prettnted,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  9]  269 

lufiimentaiy  Slections  (Corrupt  and  Illegal  FracUces)  Bill— 0;-<M  {Mr. 

AUmuy  General,  Secretary  Sir  William  Hareourt,  Mr.  Chamberlain^  Sir. Charles  DUke, 
Mr.  Setteitar  ehnerO)  i  prestHtti,  and  md  the  first  time  [Bill  7]      . .  . .  26S 

Bdyal  Dublin  Society  (Mnsenm  of  Science  and  Art)  Bill— O^'^'-^''  {Mr.  Courtney, 

Mr.  Herbert  Gladstone)  \  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  10]   . .  . »  26e 

Qmrckwardens'  Admission  Bill — Ordered  {Sir  Oabrlel  Goldney,  Mr.  Monk) ;  pre- 
sented, and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  11]  269 

Parochial  Boards  (Scotland)  WiBr-Ordsr«d  {J)r.  Cameron,  Mr,  Sexier,  Mr.  Barclay, 

Mr.  MaeJcintoth) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  12]  . .  . .  269 

Cmelty  to  Animals  Acts  Amendment  BiiX— Ordered  {Mr.  Anderson,  Sir  frederick_ 
Milbmni,  Mr.  Samuel  Morley,  Mr.  Jacob  Bright,  Mr.  Paumore  Edwards,  Mr,  Buchanan)  \ 
prvamteif,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  13]  ..  ..  ..  -269 

land  Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1881)  Amendment  WX~Ordered  {Mr.  l-ameli,  Mr. 

Sealy,  Mr.  Juttin  McCarthy,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Lalor) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time 
tBai  14]  ..  ..  ..  269 

Vnireraitiae  Cbrnmittoe  of  Privy  Gounoil  Bill*0/-Ami  {Mr.  CAariee  BoumMl,  Mr. 

Bryee,  Mr.  Shi^  l^.ThcrsldJlo^s);  presented^  mdimA  ^9  bsblAmB  IVS^  .,  269 
BectiTe  Councils  (Ireland)  Bill—  Ordered  {Mr.  Barry,  Mr.  Mealy,  Mr.  Justin  McCarthy, 

Mr.  T.Jf.  e'Ootaior,  Mr.  Sextm) ;  iircMn^,  and  Mad  the  firat  time  [BtU  16]  270 
IkMS  Planting  (Ireland)  'Ml—OrOend  {Mr.  Oorry,   Vismmt  GrtekioH,  Sir  Heresy 

Brute,  0efUd»  Aylmer) ;  presented,  aAd  Mad  the  fin*  time  [Bill  17]  S70 
ti»i<t^  RotBSrsh^S  Wl—Ooneidersd  in  Oommittn :— Beaolation  agreed  to,  and 

^Hfted.•—Bm  ordered  {Mr.  Meni,  Mr.  Norwood,  Mr.  lewie  J?rv)i  pretaHted,  and  md 

thefitattime  [BiUlS]  ..  ..  ..  ..  270 

XoBdon  Bjroim'  Selief  Act  (1870)  Repeal  BiXi-Ordered  {Mr.  Richard  B.  Martin, 

Mr.  Maym'ae,  Mr.  Buxton) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  19]  . .  270 

twtt  Semoral  and  Settlement  (Ireland)  Bill— 0/rfer«i  {Sir  Sen-ey  Bruce  Mr. 

Carry,  Mr.  Lewis,  Mr.  <JSidlivm) ;  Resented,  and  x«ad  the  first  time  [Bill  20]       ^  270 
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[Fghruarjf  le.^  ^tg» 

Borough  Franchise  (Ireland)  VCIX— Ordered  (afr.  Sl^ar.  Mr.  Daweon,  Mr.  Oraf,  M^. 

CaUan,  Mr.  Leamy) ;  pretented,  and  read  the  fint  time*  [BUI  22]        . .  . .  270 

Parochial  Charities  (London)  "RxXL— Ordered  (Jfr.  Bryee,  Mr.  Pen,  Sir  Senry  Peek, 

Mr.  IFiatter  Jamei,  Mr.  Cohen,  Mr.  Darey) ;  pretctited,  and  read  the  Snik  time  [Bfll  i9]  SK 

Begistration  of  Voters  (Ireland)  Bill— 0^^"';''  {Mr.  wuuam  Corbet,  Mr.  Caiian, 

Mr.  Dawten,  Mr,  William  O'S/ien,  Mr.  Gray) ;  preaenled,  and  road  the  firrt  time 
[BiU24]  ■  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  S70 

Int<«icating  Liqaora  (Off  Licences)  "BlU—Gon'idered  in  Cominittee :— Besolatton 
a</reed  to,  and  reported : — Bill  ordered  {Mr.  Letcit  Fry,  Mr.  Sobertt,  Mr.  Stareley  Bill, 
Lord  Moretun) ;  pretenied^  and  read  tho  first  time  [Bill  3$]  . .  271 

Sale  of  Intcoicating  Liqaors  on  Sunday  (Konmonth)  'BOX—Ordered  {Mr.  Carbutt, 

Sir  JTataey  Virian,  Mr.  Siehard}  ;  preeented,  and  read  tlw  flrrt  time  [BOl  20]  ■ .  S71 

Municipal  Franchise  (Ireland)  "SUM— Ordered  (Mr.  O'Connor  Pover,  Mr.  Riekard 

Power,  Mr.  CSutlivan,  Mr.  Sheil) ;  preeented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  27]  . .  271 

Breach  of  Promise  oi  Uarria^^  Bill—  Ordered  {Mr.  Caim,  Mr.  Bryet,  Mr.  Suehmmn, 

Colonel  Makin*^  Mr.  Meldon)  ;  presented,  and  reed  the  first  time  [Bill  28]  . .  271 

Lahoorers  (Ireland)  ^H— Ordered  {Mr.  T.  p.  O'Connor,  Mr.  Paraell,  Sir  Joseph 

M'Kenna,  Mr.  Callan,  Mr.  Lalor) ;  preicnted,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  29]  . .  271 

Poor  Law  Guardians  (Ireland)  Bill— Orrfrr^rf  {Mr.  M'Coan,  Mr.  Gray,  Mr.  CSitUiran, 

Mr.  Maefarlani)  ;  prestnted,  and  read  the  6rBt  time  [Bill  30]  . .  . .  271 

Sea  Fisheries  (Ireland)  Ordered  {Mr.  O'KeUy,  Mr.  mahe,  Mr.  Uamy,  Mr. 

O'Connor  Power.  Mr.  O'Donnell)  ;  preeented,  and  read  the  first  lime  [Bill  31]  . .  211 

Unirersity  EdvCalion  (Ireland)  "BiSX—Ordered  {sir  Joeeph  M'Kenna,  Mr.  Gre-y,  Mr. 
Dateton,  Mr.  O'lknnell,  Mr.  William  Corbet^ ;  preeented,  and  read  the  first  time 
[Bill  32]  . .  . .  . .  . .  272 

Employers*  Liability  Act  (1880)  Amendment  BUX— Ordered  {Mr.  Bmi,  Mr.  Brmd- 

hurst,  Mr.  Dick  Psddie,  Mr.  O'Cimnor  Potter,  Mr.  Passmoiv  Edwards,  Mr.  Maetirer); 
presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  33]  . ,  . .  . .  273 

IndUBtrial  Resources  (Ireland)  WXi— Ordered  {Captain  Aylmer,  Viscomi  Criehtea, 

Mr.  Corry) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  34]  . .  . .  272 

Stage  Plays  (Oxford  and  Cambridge)  WX-Ordered  {Mr.  Shield,  Mr.  WiUiant  fowler, 

Mr.  Hicks,  Mr.  Bulicer) ;  presented,  and*  read  the  first  time  [Bill  St3]  . .  . .  272 

Harriage  with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister  Bill  —  Ordered  {Sir  Thomm  Chamiens,  Mr. 

Alderman  Cotton,  Mr.  Morley,  Dr.  Cameron,  Mr.  Canton)  ;  presented,  and  read  the  first 
time[BiU36]         ..  ..  ..  272 

Tice-Royalty  (Ireland)  Bill—  Ordered  {Mr.  Juttin  McCarthy,  Mr.  Riehard  Power,  Mr. 

0' Kelly,  Mr.  Kenny) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  37]      . .  '  . .  272 

Spirits  in  Bond  Bill— ^o»>i''^>''<' in  Committee: — ^Resolution  ayreed  to,  and  reported:-* 
Bill  ordered  {Mr.  O'SulUcan,  Colonel  Xolait,  Mr.  Richard  Poicer,  Mr.  Daly,  Mr.  James 
Richardson) ;  presented,  and  road  the  first  time  [Bill  38]  . .  . .  272 

Irish  Reproductive  Loan  Fund  Act  (1874)  Amendment  Bill— 0''<^«''^<'  {Mr.  Biakv, 

Mr,  ly Kelly,  Dr.  Commins,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  Ume 

[BiU39]  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..273 

Partnerships  Bill — Considered  in  Committee :— Resolntion  ayreed  to,  and  reported  .'—Bin 

ordered  {Mr.  Serjeant  Simon,  Mr.  Gregory,  Mr.  Barran,  Mr.  Lewis  Pry,  Mr.  Xorwood) ; 

presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  40]  . ,  , .  S7t 

Church  of  England  Patronage  Bill— Orrfi^frf  (Mr.  Edward  Leatham,  Mr.  Henry  E. 

Fou-lrr,  Mr.  George  Russell,  Mr.  Shield) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [BlU  41]  »W 
AgricolturiU  Holdings  Bill—  Ordered{Mr.  stareley  Bill,  Mr.  Monekton)  ;  presented,  and 

read  the  fint  time  [Bill  42]  ..  ..  ..  273 

Bankruptcy  law  Amendment  Bill— <^f'<'  {Mr.  Dixon-SartUmd,  Mr.  &«rat,  Sir 

AfMimtf  XMAnwra] ;  j>mffil«tf,  and  readthe  first  time  [Bill  43]        ..  ..273 

Distress  Law  Amendment  BUI— Ordered  {Sir  Henry  Holland,  Mr.  HeM«<ige,  Sir  Wattrr 

farttehl,  Mr.  Cropper,  Sir  Joseph  Pease) ;  presented,  and  rend  the  first  tisM  [Bill  441  273 
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CemetaiiM  W31—Con»iibr*J  U  Conunittoe RcsoIutioB.  ttfrnd  to,  f»i  r^ttd  :-~Bi}l 
aritrtd  ( Jfr.  Riehard,  Mr.  lUhigworth,  Mi:  Smry  S.  Fowler^  Mr.  Oargt  SittatU,  Mr. 
r««dtU,  Mr.  Caint) ;  prmnUd,  and  read  tha  first  time  ^Bill  45]       . .  . .  273 

ThinOtini  AboHtioa  Bill—  Ordered  (Mr.  Seid.  Sir  Btirdiejf  Wilmot,  Mr.  Samuel  Morley, 

Mr.  Firth) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  timo  [Bill  46]  . ,  . .  274 

Sale  <^  latoxicatuig  Uqaon  on  Sunday  Bill-Oninvrf  (^i>  Jouph  Feaie,  Viteomu 

CutJereagh) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  47}  . .  . .  274 

Corporation  Lands  (Ireland)  WX— Ordered  {Mr.  Molloy,  Mr.  Sexton,  Jfr.  Siehard 

Aver) ;  .^TMnfAl,  and  read  the  first  timo  [Bill  48]  ..  ..274 

fale  of  Intoxicating  Liqaors  (Ireland)  WHl—Ordertd  {Mr.  MMm,  Mr.  whittMrtA^ 

irr..Mifc);^0Hn<«f,  and  read  the  fizst  time  [Bill  49]  ..  ..  27^ 

Cq^^ldtd  EnfrandlUMaMnt  KSk— Ordered  {Mr.  Weugkt  Mr,  Owrge  Swards  Mr. 
Staford  Jfowtrd,  Mr.  AintwoHi,  Mr.  Ferguson)  |  presented,  and  read  t^e  fixst  time 
[Bill  60]  ..  .,  ..  ,.274 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Lienors  on  Snnday  (No*  2)  Bill— o^<'«''^<'  (^r.  Stevetuon,  Mr. 

Birlnf,  Sir  Witiiam  M'Arthur,  Mr.  Charles  Wilson,  Mr.  Walter  James,  Mr.  Charles 

Eoss)  ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  51]  . .  274 
Tithe  Bent  ClUU^  (Extraordinary)  "^H— Ordered  (jfr.  laderwiek,  Mr.  Dnekham, 

Sir  Edward  Filmer,  Mr.  Edward  Zeatkam,  Sir  John  Luiboei,  Mr.  Arthur  Vivian, 

Mr.  trailer)  ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  62]  . .  274 

Bailways  (]^eland}  BUI— Ordered  (.^fr.   Callan,  Mr.  Joseph  Cowea,  Mt\  J}alj/,  Mr. 

Thomas  Biekson,  Mr.  G'SuttivaH,  Colonel  Xolan,  Sir  Joseph  M'lCmna,  Mr.  Uernfml) ; 

presented,  and  read  the  first  timo  [Bill  53]  . .  . .  . .  273 

Oaltempt  of  Court  "Blil— Ordered  (Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Heitnj  ff.  Fotclgr,  Mr.  Farnelf, 

Mr.  JHUwgn,  Mr.  Justin  M'Carthy) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  64]  . ,  275 
Bnial  Fees  "^M—Ordfred  {Sir  Alexander  Gordon,  Mr.  Brititon) ;  presented,  and  read 

the  first  time  [Bill  65]  . .  . .  . .  . .  S7fi 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Yorkshire)  Bill— Ordered  {Mr.  Charles 

VilsoH,  Mr.  Barran,  Mr.  Caine,  Mr.  llUngtcortk,  Mr.  Isaac  Wilson,  Sir  Mathtw  Wilson, 
Mr.  Pea*e) ;  prestnted,  and  read  the  first  timo  [Bill  66]  '     . .  . .  374 

Stoim  BoOers  (Fersens  in  Charge)  Bill-On*r*rf  (Jfr.  Broadhurst,  Mr.  Bun,  Mr. 

Craig)  I  presented,  and  road  the  first  time  [Bill  57]    . .  . .  "  . .  276 

Beer  Adulteration  Bill— {Colonel  Bam*,  Mr.  Eieks,  Mr.  Storer)  ;  presented,  and 

n*d  the  firat  time  [BiU  68]  . .  . .  . .  276 

Ines  Planting  (Ireland)  (Ko-  2)  BiU—Ordered  {Mr.  Marmn,  Mr.  FarmlhSir  Qeorge 

CampMt,  Mr.  Falriei  Mortin^  Mr.  Riehard  Power) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time 

[Bill69]  ..  ..  ..  ..  273 

Sale  of  Intozicatiaig  Liquors  on  Snnday  (GomwalD  W\—Ord«red  (Mr.  Vivian, 

Sir  John  St.  Aabyn,  Mr.  Borlase,  Mt.  AHani);  presented,  and  read  the  first  time 

[BiU  60]  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  276 

Prevention  of  Crinw  (IreUnd)  Act  (1883)  (Audience  to  Solicitors)  Bill- 

Onfyrtd  [Mr.  Findlater,  Mr.  Dodds,  Mr.  Gregory,  Mr.  Oiean);  presented,  and  read  the 

first  time  [Bill  61]  ..  ..  ..  ..  276 

Sea  FiAeries  (Ireland)  (No*  2)  ^31~0rdered  {Lord  Arthur  mil.  Sir  Merreif  Brnee, 

Mr.  Corry) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  62]  . .  . .  276 

CraunonB  and  Inclosure  Acts  Amendment  BlUl— Ordered  {Mi:  James,  Mr.  Bryee, 

Mr.  Chestham)  ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  63j  . .  . .  276 

Barish  ClinrCheS  "^OX—Ordered  (Mr.  Albert  Grey,  Mr.  Buxton,  Mr.  CourtauU,  Mr. 

Crtyiper,  Mr.  Stanley  Leigkton,  Mr.  William  Henry  Gladstone) ;  presented,  and  read  the 

first  time  [BUI  64]    ..  ..  ..  ..  270 

Surrey  (llfeial  ni  Canjiea)  Bill— t^^^'v^  {^r.  Wartw,  Captain  Aylmer) ;  presented,  and 

read  the  first  time  [BiU  69]  . .  . .  . .  . .  276 

ReHef  et  Distress  (Ireland)  W.~Order«d  {Mr.  Byme,  Mr.  lM>Htll,Mr.  O^Kvlly,  Mr. 

Wilkam  Of^het) ;  premtedt  and  read  the  first  timo  [BiU  60]  ..  ■■  27S 
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Cathedral  BtatufeM  Bill— Ofrfcr*^  (J£r.  Btmford  Hopsy  Mr.  Cropper,  Mr.  Oulryttipit, 

Mr.  Oeoffi  Xmuii,  Mr.  Jahn  7WA(>0 ;  ;>r«MiiM,  and  mad  thefiiM  tanie  tBill67]  276 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Amendment  "BXSi—Ord^ed  {Mr.  Oicati,  Mr.  TAomat  J>io/tw<m, 

Mr.  Shaw,  Mr,  Lta,  Mr.  FindtaUr,  Mr.  Siehardtw)  ;  pretentedj  and  read  the  first  time 

[Bmes]  .        ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  277 

Sale  of  Liquors  on  Sundsy  (Ireland)  Aet  (1878)  Amendment  ^—Ordered 

(Jfl'.  MtekardtOH,  Mr.  Oarrff,  Mr.  SlaXie,  Lord  Arthur  Sill,  Mr.  Thomat  Diekton,  Xr. 
Meldaa,  Mr.  Ztwii,  Mi:  Etmift,  Mr.  Arthur  C^Counor,  Mr.  Bedau>Md) ;  presmted,  and 
raad  tli«  first  time  [BUI  09]  . .  . .  . .  . .  277 

Trade  Uarks  Wl— Ordered  {Mr.  Arthur  Arnold,  Mr.  Ai-mitage,  Mr.  Arnold  Morlty, 

J/r.  Orr-fwifl^] ;  ^mMftfif,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  70]  ..  ..  -  277 

Agricoltnrftl  Tenants'  Compensation  WSy— Ordered  {Mr.  chapUn,  Mr.  Sdteari  stw' , 

hope,  Lord  Randolph  Charehill,  Mr.  Sirlieek,  Mr.  Pell,  Mr.  Cowm,  Mr.  SUehie,  Mr. 

Bawnay,  Mr,  Lawrence) ;  pretented,  and  read  the  flnt  time  [Bill  71}  .  *  . .  277 

Fireamu  Bill — Ordered  {Mr,  Morgnn  Llot/d,  Mr.  Inderahi);  preuntedttjid  read  the  Ant 

time  [Bill  73]         ..  ..  ..  ..  ..277 

Agricnltnral  Holdings  'Bi'lii-~0)-dered  {Mr.  Heiieage,  Mr.  Duekham,  Mr.  Foljambe,  Mr. 

Ourdon,  Mr.  Mellor) ;  pretetited,  and  road  the  first  time  [Bill  73]       •  •  . .  277 

Notices  of  Removal  (Scotland}  "BUSi—Ordered  {Sir  Alexander  Oordou,  Mr.  lOLagan)  ; 

pre$ented,  and  road  the  first  time  [Bill  74]  . .  . .  . .  277 

Church  Discipline,  ftc-  Acts  Amendment  Bill— ^''^^''<^<'  (Mr.  Morgan  Lloyd,  Sir 

Senrij  Husstij  Vivian,  Baron  I>e  Ferrii're^,  Mr.  Ovcer) ;  prtsented,  and.)read  the  finit 
timo  [Bill  75]  ,.  ..  ..  "  278 

Seed  AdTanceS  (Scotland)  BiU— Ordered  {Or.  Cameron,  Mr.  Coekraa-Patrivk,  Mr, 

WLatfan^  Mr.  Maehintoek)  ;  pretented,  and  read  the  first  time  [BiU  76]  . .  278 

IttdunhranceB  on  Land  Begistration  Bill— Ortfmtf  {Mr.  Sareoiu  t,  Sir  Henri/ 

Holland,  Mr.  Roundell,  Mr.  Starchy  Silf) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  tnne  [Bill  77] . .  278 
Banking  Laws  (Scotland)  'R\)\--Comldned  in  Committee:— K0BOlution(^/-«rf(o,  and 

reported : — Bill  ordered  {3fr.  .liideiion,  Mi-.  Sarciay,  Mr.  M'Laren)  ;  prceented,  and  read 

the  first  time  [Bill  78]  ■  ■  . .  . .  . .  278 

Imprisonment  for  Debt  "^M—Ordered  {Mr.  Andereon,  Mr.  Michael  JBats,  Sir  Henry 

n'olf,  Mr.  Broadhunt) ;  pretenttdt  and  read  tha  first  time  [Bill  79]..  , .  278 

Chnrch  Boards  Bill— {Mi-.  Alhert  Orey,  Mr.  Seid,  Mr,  Burton,  Mr.  Stuart 

WortUy,  Mr.  StaJTord  Howard) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  80J  . .  278 

TheatrW  Begalation  Bill—<'''<^'''<'  {Mr.  DUon-Mardand,  Mr.  J.  Lawranetj  Mr, 

Macfaiiane) ;  presented,  aod  read  the  first  time  [BiUSl]  ..  279 

BankmptCy  (No-  2)  "BiXir-Ordarad  {Sir  John  Lubboek,  Mr.  Baring^  Mr.  Barty,  Mr. 

Samuel  Morley,  Mr.  Whitley) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  82]  . .  270 

Patents  for  Inventiona  (No*  2)  'B\Sii-*Ordered{SirJohn  LuMoek,  Mr.  WiiUam  Henry 

Smith,  Mr.  J.  Lawraiiee) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  timo  fBill  83]  . .  279 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Isle  of  Wight)  BUI— Ordered  {Mr. 

Ashley,  Mr.  Clifford) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [BUI  84]     . .  . ,  .279 

Free  Libraries  "BaJl— Ordered  {Mr.  Hopwood,  Mr.  SMey,  Mr..Rathbwe,  Mr,  Slafy,  Mr. 

Summers)  ;  pretented,  and  road  the  first  timo  BiU  [85]  . .  . .  279 

Registratiott  of  Voters  (Ireland)  (No.  2)  Bm-Ordered  {Mr.  Meidon.  Mr,  Mr. 

Mitchell  Henry,  Mr.  Findlater,  Cotwel  Xolan) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  thne 

[BiU  86]  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  279 

[3.6.] 

LORDS,  MONDAY,  PEBE0ABY  19. 

Queer's  Sfkecii— Heb  Majesi'v's  Anbtek  tu  the  Address  reporUd     ..  £80 

Tarliauent — Business  of  the  House— Legislation— (Questions,  The  Earl 

of  Hedesdale,  £arl  Stanhope ;  Answers,  Eaii  QranTitle  . .  280 

Aruy — Peomoiion — The  Eotal  Wahiunt — Abticle  20~Que8tions,  Obaer- 

vations,  The  Earl  of  Powisj  Eeply,  The  Earl  of  Morley   .  . .  281 
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MlTSOrOLmK  lUFBOVKHBIITS— XhB    WBLLnTQTOir   STATUX*>QtlMtil[KI,  Ob* 

serrations,  Lord  Monnt-Tunple ;  Beply,  liord  Sudelcy  :-»Blu»i  debate 
fchanoa  . ,  . .  .  • 

Natiohal  Eduoatiok  (Ireland)— Motion  fob  Papers — 
M0V0d  that  there  be  laid  before  this  Houae — 

Copv  of  Bule  72,  of  the  Bules  and  Reflations  of  the  CommisaioQers  of  National 
Edacation  in  Ireland : 

Copy  of  letter,  dated  8th  November  1882,  from  the  Eiirl  of  IxinRford  to  the  Lord  Presi- 
dent of  the  Council  (on  appeal  from  a  decision  of  the  Lord  liieutenant  of  Iroland] 
nspeoting  the  appointment  of  a  atater  of  mercy  as  teacher  in  a  natiMal  school  opea 
to  non-Catholic  duldreo  : 

Copy  of  any  reply  thereto,— Earl  of  Long/or^    ..  ,.  ••286 

After  abort  debate,  Motion  (by  leave  of  th«  House)  withdrawn,  [d.O.") 


COMMONS,  MONDAY,  FEBRUARY  19. 
PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 

PuTATB  Bills — Net  Stahuiho  Obdxb — ^BcsoLirrioK— 

Xoni,  *■  Where  a  Bill  havia^  been  br^u^t  in  on  Motion  [oot  heii^  r  Bill  to  conlna  a 
FrorisifiDal  Order  or  Certificate)  ia  read  the  first  time,  and  ordered  to  be  read  a 

second  time,  on  a  day  appointed,  and  it  appears  that  the  Standing  Orders  relative  to 
Privat«  Bills  may  be  applicable  to  the  Bill,  the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private 
Bills  shall,  on  an  Order  of  the  Hodbc,  examine  the  Bill  with  respect  to  compliance 
with  the  Standing  Orders,  and  shall  proceed  and  report  forthwith,  nnd  the  Oislor  for 
the  Second  Beading  of  the  Bill  shaH  not  bo  aficcted  thereby ;  but,  if  the  Examiner 
report  that  nny  Stuiduig  Order  applicable  to  the  BMl  hsA  not  betni  complied  vith, 
■&d  tha  Belact  Conunittes  on  Standing:  Orders  report  that  aueh  Standing  Order  ought 
Bot  to  lie  dispensed  with,  the  Order  lor  the  Second  Readiog  of  the  Bill  or  the  Order  for 
Commitment  thereof,  as  the  case  may  be,  shall  be  di8CMlrged,**~(7^«  Chairman  of 
WnjfM  and  Means)      . ,  . .  . .  293 

fieeolntion  agned  to,  and  ordered  to  be  a  Standing  Order  of  the  House. 
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ScoTLAKP — The  Skye  Ckoftzes— Question,  Mr.  Maefarlane  ;  Answer,  The 

I^rd  Advocate  . .  . .  , ,  316 

The  Addbess  — Mb,    Pabjiell's   Amendment  —  Question,  Mr.  Stuart- 

Wortley  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Parnell  , .  . ,  , .  316 

SsA  FiSHBBiES  Bill — Question,  Mr.  Whitley;  Answer,  Mr.  Chamberlain  816 
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Law  asd  Fouoe  (Ireland) — Thb  Inquiries  in  Dublin  Castle— Notice  of. 
Qniwtion,  Mr.O'Briao  ..817 

OSDESS  or  THE  DAT, 


Stlrcew  in  Htntsbm  to  ^et  fnajnit9*«  |Ho0t  tfraa'diu  j&peec^^AsjouuivEi} 
Dbbate,   [Thibd  Niohx] — 

.  Ordev  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [15Ui  February]  : 

— 3Cain  Question  again  proposed : — Debate  retunud      . ,  , .  317 

Aftav  long  debate,  Moved,  "  Tii&t  the  Debate  be  bow  adjourned," — (Jfr. 

;)--After  further  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to: — 
.  Debate  further  adjourned  till  To-merrete. 

Parliamentary  Oaths  Act  (1866)  Amendment  Bill— 
Uatcvb  in  Committee.    [Progreu  Xttk  Fehruaryl  384 

Qaastaon  again  proposed, 

"That  the  CAftirman  l>e  directed  to  move  the  Houie,  that  leave  be  given  to  bring-  in  a 
BUltosmHidtfaaLaw  vslaKng  to  Parliamntary  Oatha,"— (Jfr.  Aittm*!/  Omtrvl.) 

After  sbort  debate.  Qaestioii  put:— The  Committee  divided;  Ayes  1S4, 

Moee  58;  Majoiity  131.— (Dir.  List,  No.  7.) 
Seeolntion  reported: — Bill  ordered  {Mr.  Attorney  General,  The  Marqueu  of 

SartfiHfton,  Seeretary  Sir  William  ffarcourt,  Mr.  Solicitor  General) ; 

preunted,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  89.] 

EoTPT  (Ghabobs  OS  Expedition) 'Observations,  Mr.  Onslow ;  Beply.  The 

MSTquess  of  Hartington  . ,  . .  890 

MOTIONS. 


OpitM  and  Xufsel  Viiheriet  Orders  Conflrmation  BHH—orihred  (Mr.  John  Soime, 

Mr.  Ckamitrlmm) ;  premleO,  and  xeod  the  fint  time  [Bill  87]         ..  ..  391 

FuBUc  Petitions — 

Select  (Jommittee  appomiedf  and  nominated : — List  of  the  Committee   ■  ■  <  •  891 

Settled  Land  Act  a883)  Amendment  BiU-Orderei  (JVr.  Sorlau,  Mr.  muiam 

Fnt>Ur,  Mr.  Jamn  Soward,  Mr.  ITopiccod) ;  preuniei,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  88]  992 

Frlvate  Lonatio  Asylums  (Ireland)  WX~-Order$d  {Mr.  wuuam  Corb*ty  Mr.  siakt, 

Mr.'  Sitttoj/n,  Mr.  Dawton,  Mr.  Jtiehard  fOwtr) ;  preimttd,  and  read  the  first  time 
[BjBM]  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  392 

factory  and  Torkshop  Act  (1878)  Amendment  Bill—Ordtred  {Mr.  sroad&urtt.  Sir 

Ckarin  Forster,  Mr.  Bwrl,  Mr.  Henrp  H.  J-'ovler,  Mr,  lUu/ley  UiU)\ prttettted,  and  nad 

the  first  time  [BillSJl  . ,  r »  f .  .393 
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Waste  Lands  (Xreland)  SSmX-^OnUred  (Captain  Aylmtr,  Mr,  l^Henhtrnf  Mr.  Smrjf 

Thomion) ;  preimted,  aod  read  the  first  time  [Bill  92]  ..  392 

Kitchen  ahd  Bepbeshuent  Booms  (House  of  Commons) — Standing  Com- 
mittee itppointed  and  nominated: — List  of  the  Committee  ^ .  .  392 

XBnkipal  BorougllS  ^Xl—Ortlertd  (Jfc  WUliam  FmUr,  Mr.  Jtjfimtda^  Mr.  MtHrf  S. 

Fowler) ;  prutnUd,  and  read  the  arst  tinw  [BiU  «3]  . .  . .  . .  393 

B^jStratioil  of  Firms  Bill— Onttntf  (Mr.  Sarran,  Mr.  Xontood,  Mr.  Monk)  :  pre- 

MJtfAi;  and  read  the  first  time  [BillM]  ..  ..  893 

[1.15.] 

LOBDS>  TUESDAY,  FEBBUAEY  20. 

Bqu  07  the  Lords — The  Ix>rd  Chancellor  acquainted  the  House  Uiat  the 
Clerk  of  the  FaTliameDts  had  prepared  and  laid  it  on  the  Table :  The 
same  was  ordered  to  h&prinUd.    (No.  2.) 

Natiokju,  Education  (laEtAND) — Motion  fob  Papers — 
Mwed  for — 

"  Uopy  of  Rulo  72.  of  tho  Rules  and  Regulations  of  the  CommissioQers  of  National  Edu- 
cation in  Ireland : 

"Copy  of  letter,  dated  8th  November  1882,  from  tho  Earl  of  I^on^ordto  the  Lord' 
nesident  of  the  Council  (on  appeal  from  a  dedsion  of  the  Lord  Ueatenant  of  Ite- 
land)  respecting  the  appointment  of  a  siHter  of  mercy  as  teacher  in  a  natianal  school 

open  to  noD-Catholio  children : 
"Copy  of  Correspondence  between  the  Earl  of  Longford,  the  Commissioners  of  National 
Education  in  Ireland,  and  the  Irish  Government  on  the  same  sobject,*' — (7***  Bad  of 
I^ori)  ..  ..  ..893 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to, 

Incia — Local  Government  —Criminal  Procedure  Amendment  Bill — 
QileetioBs,  Viscount  Oranbrook,  The  Marquess  of  Satiabaiy ;  Answers, 
The  Earl  of  Kimberley       . .  . .  . .  . .  394 

Reoengt  of  Tctnis — Motion  for  an  Address — 

Moved,  "  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Hor  Majesty  for  papers  and  cjorrespofld- 
ence  rcs^ectin^  the  rights  of  British  subjects  in  the  Kegenoy  of  Tunis  under  the 
capitulationi,  in  connexion  with  the  proposed  Treaty  between  Fiance  and  the  Bey 
■idt  TvimB,"—(TMo  Bart  De  la  JFarr)..  ..  ..  395 

After  short  debate,  Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  mthdrattn. 
Land  Lavs  (Ireland)  -Observations,  The  Eail  of  Belmore,  Lord  Wareney  397 

COMMONS,  TUESDAY,  FEBBUAET  20. 
PBIFAT£  BU8INBS8, 


Fabluhent— BTANSiirQ  Obdxrs  and  Seusotidn  ComciTTBEs—Nominatiota 

dt/erred         ..  ..  ..  ..  ..398 

MOTION, 


Fabliakbnt — EBusiness  or  the  House — Noncxs  of  Motion,  fto. — Motion 

FOB  PonrONEMENT — 

Mored,  "That  the  Notices  of  Uotion  and  the  1st  Order  the  Day  b«  postponed 
until  after  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  reaandng  the  Adjourned  Debate  on  the  Address 
to  Rec  iUi9Aj"~(Tho  MarqMU  of  Hartin^on)  ,.  ..  393 

<  Aftw  short  debate.  Motion  c^rttd  (0, 
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Mr.  Courtney . .  . .  . .      '  . .  40S 

Ibish-Kational  Mabttscripts— QueBtioiu,  Mr.  Gibson,  Mr.  Beresford  Hope ; 

Answers,  Mr.  Courtney  . .  . .  403 

BmaTRATiON  OF  Voters  (Ireland) — LzoisLAa-ioN — Question,  Mr,  Meldon ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan       . .  . .  . .  . .  404 

Scotland — The  Qlkndalb  Ohofterj8 — Questions,  Dr.  Cameron,  Mr.  Fraser- 

Mackintosh ;  Answeo-B,  The  Lord  Advocate  . .  . .  405 

State  of  Inland The  Assassinations— Maoistskial  Inquiry  at  Kil- 
HAisnAM — Questions,  Sir  Herbert  Maxwell,  Mq'or  Dickson ;  Answers, 
Mr.  Trerelyan,  Sir  William  Harcourt      . .  , .  . .  406 

South  Africa — Zululabd—Cetkwayo— Question,  Mr.  Dawnay  ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley  . .  . .  . ,  ,      , ,  408 

AfuoA  (West  Coast)— Slavebt  on  the  Nioeb— Question,  Mr.  Dawnay ; 

Anmrer,  Ur.  Evelyn  Ashley  . .  . .  4M 

EarraAH  War  —  DnxBisinioH  os  Expenses,  &c.  —  Tee  Indian  Oohtri- 
icTioir — Questions,  Mr.  B.  N.  Fowler,  Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett ;  An- 
swers, The  Marquess  of  Hartington,  Mr.  Brand  . .  . .  409 

Laid  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1881 — Assistant  Land  Commissioners— Ques- 
tion, Mr.  M'Coan  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  . .  . .  410 

Fishery  Piers  and  Harbours  (Ireland)- Questions,  Mr.  Blake,  Mr. 

Leamy ;  Answers,  Mr.  Courtney,  Mr.  Trevelyan  . .  . .  41-1 

Post  Office— Dobun  Mail  Packets— Question,  Mr.  O'EHiea;  Answer, 

Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre  , ,  . .  . .  . .  411 

Ths  New  Bulbs  of  Frocedcbe  —  Standing  Couhittbes — Questioas,  Mr. 
Baikest  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor ;  Answers,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington, 
Mr.  Speaker  ..  ..  ,.  ..412 

"OBDSM'  OF  THE  DAT, 


^Ubtm  in  %xtsSott  to  f^tx  i^ajestg'ff  fSUmi  (Stactos*  Speech— Adjoukned 
Debate.    [Fourth  Nioht"] — 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Main  Question  [I6th 
Febmaryj : — Question,  again  proposed : — Debate  returned  . .  414 

Amendment  proposed, 

I&  paragraph  10,  line  4,  to  I^ve  out  from  the  word  "upheld,"  to  the  end  of  the 
paiagnph,  in  order  to  insert  the  words  "  and  we  venture  to  exjireaa  our  earnest  hope 
that  the  change  of  policy  which  haa  produced  these  resaltB  will  b«  maintained,  and 
that  no  farther  attempts  will  be  made  to  purchase  the  support  of  persons  diBaffected 
to  Her  Uajesty'a  Kulo,  hy  concessions  to  lawless  agitntion ;  and  that  the  existence  of 
^dangeroos  secret  sodeties  in  Dublin  and  other  parts  of  tho  Country  will  continue  to  be 
met  by  unremitting  enei^  and  vigilance  on  the  part  of  the  Executive,"—  (.Vr.  Gortt^ 
-inftesd  thereof.  ^ 
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Addbbss  ih  Answer  to  Hia  HAiBSTY*8  Vow  Obacioos  Spbbck— Mftfrnmrf. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  {voposed  to  be  left  out  ptand  part  of 
the  Question  : " — After  long  debate,  Moved,  "That  the  Debate  be  nov 
adjourned,"— (5/r  fferhert  Maxwell  :)—Mi6i  further  ehort  debate, 
Question  put,  and  t^grevi  to ; — Debate  aijonmed  till  To-m»rr9w. 


MOTIONS, 


Corn  Sal08  JSSi— Ordered  {Mr.  Amkin,  Sir  Joseph  Sailei/,  Mr.  Duekham,  Mr.  BlMelt, 

Mr.S.  T,  Jhcei^t,  Mr.  mihamim)  ..  ..       -  ..499 

Sites  for  Places  of  Worship,  ftc  (Irdand)  WX— Ordered  (CUm«i  Xbian,  Mr,  Ora^, 

Sir  Servey  Bruce,  Mr.  3%ointM  BieHon,  Mr.  Patriet  Mm-Hn,  Mr.  O'Shea,  Mr.  Biffgar^ 
Mr.Meldon)  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..,499 

Marriage  (Honrs  of  Solemnization)  WHl— Ordered  {Mr.  Caine,  Mr.  Moriej/,  Mr. 

Willie)  ..  ..  ...  499 

Infections  Diseases  Notification  WX— Ordered  {Mr.  Hattingt,  Sir  Trevor  Latcremee, 

Br,  l'Mrf¥hiirm»,  Mr,  Brmhtt)  ..  ..  ..  &M 


ORDER  OF  TEE  DAT, 

Trade  Marks  Bill  [BUI  70]- 

Moted,  "That  tike  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — (Ifi*.  Arthur 
Arnold)         ..                ..  ..  ..  ..600 

After  short  debate,  [Hoose  ooontad  out*]  [  12.80] 


OOMMONS,  WEDiNESnAY.  FEBRUARY  21. 
MOTION, 


Paxuambht— Ordbbs  of  thS  Day — 

Mwed,  "  That  firit  four  Ord«n  »f  JDay  be  pos^msd  until  after  the  Order  of 
the  Day  for  reniming  the  Adjourced  Debate  on  an  Amendment  to  the  Addreaa  to 
Her  Majesty," — {The  Marqueii  of  Hartington)  .,  ..  503 

Seeds  Astahoss  (Sootuhd)  Bilz. — Observations,  Dr.  Gamenm ;  Beply, 

The  Marqness  of  Hartington  , .  , »  , ,  503 

Motion  tgrtti  to. 

ORDER   OF  THE  DAT. 


^bTiTtM  in  ^neton  to  %tx  :0^jt0te'0  iMost  ffiradoQis  Spctcii— ADJotmirBD 
Debate.   [Fifth  Night]— 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  l_20th 
February]  proposed  to  Main  Question  I  Idtii  February] :— Question 
again  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  1^  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question  :  " — Debate  returned  ,,  . .  , .  501 

After  long  debate,  Mowi,  "That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." — {ifr. 
J.  £#w<A*r Motion  agreed  to;— Debate  fu  thet  etdfourntd  till . 
morrov. 
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MOTIONS. 

 0  

Perpetaal  Lease*  Bill  -  OrdertA  (Mr.  Jtarvhy,  ifr.  Mou}mr4,  J>r.  Fvquhmr»»ni^  jirettnted, 

snd  read  the  first  time  [Bill  87]       . .  . .  . .  ,.666 

IlCOme  Tax  Adininistration  We—Ordered  (Jfr.  Subb«rd,  Mr,  WhitUj/,  Sir  CkarUg 

Fmttr,  Mr,  Edward  Lentham) ;  presented,  attd  read  the  first  time  [Bill  98]  . .  696 

Patents  for  ZnTentionS  (No-  ^)BiW-~0rd;r3d  (Xr.  A,tdarton,  Mr.  BrowH,  Mr.  Broad- 

Auraf.  Mr.  Jmettan,  Mr.  Miitde  Palmrr) ;  prmntedy  and  read  tj»  first  tioM  [BiU  99]  . .  666 

I.OBDS.  THUK8DAT,  FEBBtTAET  22. 

OfnCB  OF  THB  CutBK  OF   TBS  FaBUAUBNTS  AKD  OfFICE  OF  THE  GsNTLC- 

MAK  TTsHEB  OF  THE  BucK  EoD— Select  Committee  oppohtM  asd 
mminat«d: — List  of  the  Committee  , .  565 

Stunmra  Oboers  OouunrBE — Committee  apfoinM  and  nomimttni: — IMX 

of  the  Committee  . .  . .  566 

Pbitatk  Bilu— 

All  Petitions  relating  to  Standing  Orders  which  shall  be  presented  daring  the  present 
Soswon  refemd  to  the  Standing  Orders  Committee  unless  otherwise  ordered. 

CoHHinsK  OF  EsLEGTioN — Committee  appotnM  and  nommc^z — ^List  of  the 

Cbmmittee      . .  : .  . .  . .  . .  56S 

South  Afkiga>— Tbuksvaal  BoEsa — Question,  Observational  Iiosd 

Bnbcnume ;  Beply,  The  Earl  of  Derby    . .  . .  . .  566 

HffiHVATS — Lkoislation — QueetioD,  Observations,  Earl  De  La  Warr,  The 
Marquess  of  Hertford ;  Beply,  Lord  Carrington  . .  , .  569 

local  Goirenunent  (Ireland)  FroTiBumal  Order  (Umeriek  Waterworki)  Bill 

[u.]— iVewMtef  ( rA*  Lord  Pn'ry  Sent) ;  read  1%  and  re/erred  to  the  Examiners  (No.  8)    57 1 

[5.O.] 

COMMONS,  THUB8DAY,  FEBRUABY  23. 
QUESTIONS. 

Posi  OEFtcs— Hails  to  the  United  STATES-^Qaeation,  Mr.  Baxtw  t  An- 

sver,  Mr.  Shaw  L^erre     . .  . .  . .  672 

!hx&TT  OF  TiEN-Tsnr — The  OFitw  Duties— Question,  Sir  Joseph  Pease ; 

Answer,  Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice         . .  . .  572 

Coolie  (ImDuif )  Laboitb^Qvekitslahd— Qaestion,  Sir  George  Campbell ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley  . .  , .  . .  573 

lusH  Church  Act,  1869 — The  Purchasers— Fair  Rents— Question,  Mr. 

T.  A.  Dickson ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan    . .  . .  . .  574 
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Edmond  fitzmaurice  . .  . .  . .  . ,  574 
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bn>u~Oo<im'B  Hm.  Colixge— Qnestbn,  Mr.  B.  Samudson ;  Answw, 

Mr.  J.  K.  Cross  . .  . .  675 

SCDTUailH-  DSFOFULaTIOH  OF  SjkVO  W    OBDBB    TO    HAHB    DbXB  FoBESTS'^ 

Ermnnnr  of  the  FRAcncE— Queetion,  Mr.  J.  W.  Ba>riay ;  Answer, 
The  Lord  Advocate  , .  . .  . .  •  •  576 
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Ltdia— Natite  States— MTBOBB—QuestioD,  Mr.  O'BonneU  ;  Answer,  Mr. 

J.  K.  CJroas     , .  . .  . .  . .  . .  692 

PraLW  Health  (Irblaitd) — ^Wateb  Sttpplt  to  OAaDOKAaH,  DowEOAi — 

Question,  Mr.  O'Donnell ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan       . .  . .  592 

Law  axd  Justicb— Ciiss  op  Elizabeth  Wheeler— Questions,  Mr.  Burt, 

Mr.  Macfarlane ;  Answers,  Sir  William  Harcourt        . .  . .  592 

Eaiewats  (Rates  asd  Fares)— The  Select  Comuitteb— Question,  Mr. 

Tomlinson ;  Answer,  Hr.  CHiamberlfun    . .  . .  593 

Tbe  Irish  Lahb  Comuissioit— Pathevt  of  Aebbars— Qaestion,  Oolonel 

OoUbnnit;  Answer,  Mr.  Trereljan  ,.  ...  594 

Farltamkit — The  New  Buxeb  of  Pbocedube— Stasdinq  Couuittees — 

Question,  Mr.  Baikea ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Eartington  . .  594 

MsBCAxmE  Mabike— Signal  SxATiorfS- Question,  Lord  Claud  Hamilton  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman         . .  . .  . .  695 

Aricy— Armt  Pay  BBPAttTUBNT- Patuastbbs — Question,  Captain  Aylmer  j 

Answer,  Sir  Arthur  Hayter  , .  , .  . .  . .  696 

BpAEf— Expulsion"  of  certadt  Cuban  Befcqees  from  Gtibraltar — Question, 

Sir  Stafford  Northcote ;  Answer,  Lord  Bdmond  Fitzmaorice  , .  596 

ORDER   OF  TRE  DAY, 


^MAim  in  SnsfDCt  fa  %ti  ^Hajests's  Mm  ^xmsm  ^peccfi— Adjourned 
DsBAip.   [Sixth  NiobtJ— 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adh'ouraed  Debate  on  Amendment  [:iOth  Feb- 
nmiy]  proposed  to  Main  Question  |  Idth  February:] — Question  again 
proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  etand  part  of  Ae 
Qomiton :  — Debate  rewmtd  . .  . .  . .  597 

After  debate,  Mated,  "  That  Mr.  0*Kelly  be  suspended  tnaa  the  service  of 
the  House," — {TA«  ilarquest  of  Sartington:) — Question  put: — The 
House  dividei;  Ayes  S05,  Noes  20 ;  Majority  285. — (Dir.  List,  No.  8.) 

Qaestiona  again  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand 
part  of  the  Question "        . .  . .  . .  . .  629 

After  long  debate,  Moved,  "That  tlie  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — (J/r. 
farmU :) — Aftw  further  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  a^iW  to : — 
Debate  further  adjoumtd  till  To-morrow. 

MOTIONS. 


Isle  of  Man  (Harbours)  Bill~ 

Ccmidered  in  Committee         . .  . ,  . .  . .  687 

Shred,  "  That  the  Chairman  be  direoted  to  move  th«.  Uouae,  that  leave  be  ^ven  to  bring 
jo  a  Bill  to  matce  further  provision  fur  taking  dues  for  repairing  and  improving  the  . 
Harboura  in  tho  Islo  of  Man,'*— (Jfr.  John  Holmt.) 

After  short-debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to: — Hesolution  r«/or/«(i.* — 
fiill  ordered  (Mr.  John  Solms,  Mr.  Chamberlain) ;  presented,  and  read  the 
first  time  [Bill  101.] 

Cavals — 

tJdect  Oommtttee  appointed,  "to  inqairo  into  the  condition  and  the  podition  of  the 
Canals  and  internal  Xavigation  of  tho  Country,  to  report  thereapOD|  and  to  make  luch 
raonwienadtMM  a»may  appear  necemr/,"— [.ITr.  Satt.) 

pEIHTIKa — 

Select  Committee  appointed  and  mmiitaied : — List  of  the  Committee    ,  •  .  i  68$ 

PartiAmeartary  ElflctioM  (Cloaing  of  FabUc  Houses)  "SiM—Ordtrei  (ifr.  Carbutt, 

Mr.  Arthur  Petue,  Mr.  lUinfwotth,  Mr.  Jacob  Jiriyhl,  Mr.  Andereen,  Mr,  Surt,  Mr. 

(y  Connor  Pototr)  ;  preamted,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  102}         . .  . .  68S 
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[1.16.] 

LORDS,  FBIDAT,  FEBRUAHY  38. 
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—Questions.  Mr.  Jacob  Bright,  Mr.  O'Doonell,  Mr.  Pamell ;  Answers, 
Mr.  Treveljan . .  ..  ..  ..712 

Parltaubnt — Business  of  the  Hovse— Parliambrtart  Oaths  Act  (1866) 
Ahendment  Bill— Question,  Mr.  Schreiber;  Answer,  Tho  Marquess  of 
Hftrtin^ton  ..  714 

tfos  Maqistract  (Ireland)— The  QuseS*s  CouHTT--Question,  Mr.  Marum  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Xrereljan       .,  ..  ..714 

Fishery  Piers  and  Harboties  (Irbland)— Questions,  Mr.  Blakc,  Mr.  W. 

H.  Smith ;  Answers,  Mr.  Courtney  . .  . .  ,.714 

The  Ministry — Extra  PARLiABiEirrARY  Speeches — Speech  op  Mr.  Her- 
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0BDBR8  OF  THE  DAY, 


SWrtesfl  in  Sns&ier  to  %ti  ^ajestg'e  ^ost  Stactoue  Sptec^— Adjottened 
Debate.   [Seventh  Night] — 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  [20th  Feb- 
ruary3 propose  to  Main  Question  [Ifitb  February*]:— Question  again 

Sroposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  ^tand  part  oi  the 
lueetion :  '* — ^Debate rmmed     ,.  ■      ,.  . ,  716 

,  After  long  debate.  Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourued," — {Mr, 
Raiket:) — After  further  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
QueBtion  put,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question:" — The  House   divided;  Ayes  259,  Noes  176;  Ma- 
jdxity  83. 

Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes  . .  . ,  , .  808 

Main  Question  again  proposed : — Moved,  "That  the  Debate  be  now  ad- 
journed, "->(J^>*.  Biggor :) — After  short  dM)atQ,  Question  put,  and  (tgrttd 
to  : — Debate  adjourned  till  Monday  next. 

Ooksolidated  Fund  [Permanent  Charges  Eedemption]— 
Contidered  in  Committee  . .  , ,  "SIS 

ResoIntiuL  ogncd  to;  to  tie  reported  upon  Monday  next. 

[1,0.] 

LOBDS,  MONDAY,  FEBEUAET  26. 

Pbitaxz  Bux8 — 

Ordeml,  na/t  UtteHonSBwiU  aot  receive  any  petition  for  a  Private  Bill  after  Friday  tlie 
'  '9tA  day  of  March  next,  udIcbs  such  Private  Bill  shall  have  been  approved  the 
CbajttfiTv  Diriuon  of  the  Hi^  Court  of  Justice ;  nor  anv  petition  for  a  Private  Bill 

£ proved  "by  the  Chaocor}'  Division  of  the  High  Court  of  Jnstice  after  Tuuday  the  Sth 
y  of  May  next : 

ThattKts  Houn  will  not  recrive  any  npwt  titm  the  Jndges  npon  petitions  presented 

to  tbb  H«uss  fsr  FrivBto  KBs  Hf tar  TWoy  tiie  Sa  Ay  e/ Jfoy  next : 
prdand,  That  the  said  OTden  he  pnnte/ and  jwUmAm^  and  affixed  on  the  doorsof  this 

House  and  Wertminster  Hall.   (No.  4.} 

Channel  TdnniSiI  'Scheme  —  Question,   Observations,  Lord  Stanley  of 
Alderle^,  The  Mftr^uess  of  Salisbury ;  Reply,  Eart  (JranviUo       ^ ,  814 
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I  ^Siraary  26.1 

Representative  Peers  (Scotland)  BUI— 

Bill  to  regulate  procedure  at  the  elections  of  Kepresentative  Peers  for 

Scotland;  and  for  other  purposea— iVMWiisrf  ( 7%^  Zwrf  CftatiwWor)       ,,  815 
After  eliort  debate,  Bill  read  1'  (No.  5.) 

The  ISddtstone  Lighthouse — Questions,  The  Earl  of  Hordvioke,  The  Earl 

of  Mount-Sdeonmbe;  Ansirers,  Lord  Sudeley  . .  . .  823 

[5.80.] 

COMMONS,  MONDAY,  FEBRUAHY  26.  '  , 

NOTICE   OF  MOTION. 


EiuuxRSUM  P&iBOir  (Release  of  Mb.  Pabkbll,  Ac.)— Notick  of  Motioh 

(8iB-  S.  Nortbcotb)— Notices,  Dr.  Camoron,  Mr.  Lubouohne  » .  826 

QUESTIONS, 

Sfais-— SuTEBY  IN  CuBA.— Question,  Mr.  A.  Pease ;  Answer,  Lord  Edmond 

Fitzmaurice   . .     -  . .  . .  . .  . .  826 

Railways— Wobkubn's  Tioeets— Questions,  Mr.  Broadhurst,  Sir  B.  Asahe- 

ton  Orosa ;  Answers,  Mr.  Chamberiain     . ,  . .  . 827 

Abuy — Veterinaby  Department— PosmoH  of  Obtickiis— Question,  3fp.  ■ 
Qreer ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington  ..  . .  8ii7 

Local  Self-Goveknment  (Ireland) — Question,  Baron  Henrj  De  Wornns  ; 

Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington     , .  . .  . .  828 

Law  AifD  Justice — Ofpicb  op  Public  Peosecutoe— Question,  Sir  Geo^rgo 

Campbell ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General  . .  . .  829 

Afbioa  (West  Coast) — The  Congo— Questions,  Mr.  W.  E.  Porstw,  Jifr. 

Bourke;  Answers,  Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice  . .  830 

The  Diplomatic  Seetioe— Sir  Augustus  Paget— Question,  Sir  H.  Drum- 

mond  Wolff;  Answer,  Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice        . .  . .  8S1 

Navy — The  Sick  Berth  Staff— Question,  Sir  H.  Drummond  Woltt;  -An- 
swer, Mr.  Oampbell-Bannerman  . .  . .  831 

The  Ibibb  Lahd  Couuission — The  Sub-Commissioneks— Mb.  PEraR  Ftez- 
fatbice — Questiona,  Mr.  Tottenham,  Mr.  GKbson  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Tre- 
Tdyan  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .  832 

TuBKEY  IN  Asia— Jews  ur  PALEsnins-Qaestion,  Mr. Serjeant  Simon;  An- 
swer, Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice  . .  . .  . .  832 

East  India— Code  of  Cbimikal  Procedure  (Native  Jurisdiction  oteb 
Bbitish  SuBJECT8)—Que6tion,  Mr. E.  Stanhope;  Answer,  The  Marquess 
of  Hartington . .  . .  . .  . .  . ,  83J 

The  Census  Eetuhns — Question,  Mr.  W.  H.  James;  Answer,  Sir  Charles 

W.  Dilke       ..  ..884 

Pabuament — Private  Business — Railway  Bills — Increase  of  Rates — 

Questions,  Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay ;  Answers,  Mr.  Chamberlain  . .  834 

India — ^Native  States — Mohurbhunj — Question,  Mr.  O'Donnell ;  Answer, 

Mr.  J.  K.  Cross  . .  . .  885 

India— Nayite  Sf  ates—Hysobe— Question,  llix.  O'Donn^ ;  Answer,  Mr. 

J.  K.  Cross    . .  . .  . .  . .  . .  835 

Naty— The  Boyal  Mabinxs— Question,  Viscount  Lewisham ;  Answer,  Mr. 

Oampbell-Bannerman  . .  .  ■  636 

Kadaoasoab— ADinRAL  Gore  Jones's  Eepoet  —  Question,  Sir  George 

Campbell ;  Answer,  Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice  . .  . .  837 

Egypt— P&iaoNB — Questions,  Mr.  Bourke,  Lord  Bandolph  Ghurohill ;  An- 
evere.  Lord  Edmond  FitzmauricQ  m 
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The  Ooxoao  Isiaitds— Question,  Sir  Jolm  Hay;  Amwtti  Lord. Edvovd  , 

FitnaaurioB.  ..  ..  &89 

Jmt^xd  Juanas  (Ikbukd)— TBitDiOTa  <»  OoBosza^e  Jttbxes— Questional 

Mr.  O'Donnell ;  Answers,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  . .  838 

The  Magistracy  (Ireland)— Mb.  Feroijson — Question,  Mr.  O'Donnell; 

Answer,  Mt.  Trevelyan  . .  . .  839 

The  Dasubb  Comhission — The  Kilu.  Mocih— Question,  Baron  Henry  J)^ 

Worms ;  Answer,  Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice  . .  840 

Customs  Eb-oegahizatios — The  New  Wabehousinq  Scheme — Suevkyobs 

— Question,  Mr.  Ritchie;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  E.tchequer. .  841 
Law  and  Fougb — Murder  in  a  Police  Oell,  North  Shields— Question, 

Mr.  Dawnay ;  Answer,  Sir  William  Harcourt  , .  . .  842 

SPAnr— ExFULSioif  of  certain  Cobak  Befugbbs  fbou  Gibraltar— Question, 

Sir  B.  Assheton  Cross ;  Answer,  Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice  . .  843 

Irelakd — Ekolish  Policy  —  The  "Ecuo"  Newspaper — Questions,  Sir 

Herbfnt  Maxwell,  Mr.  T.  D.  Solliran ;  Answers,  Sir  WilUam  Haiftourt ; 

Obserrattoos,  Mr.  Pssnnore  Edwards     . .  . .  . .  643 

Coolies  (Indian)  at  La  BEumoN— Question,  Mr.  O'Donnell ;  Answer, 

Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice  . .  . .  . .  . .  845 

Natt— Thb  Egyptian  War  Medal— Question,  Mr.  J.  B.  Torke ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Campbell- Bannerman   . .  . ,  . ,  . ,  84d 

The  Extra  Poclioe  Tax  (Ib£lamd)-^Orean  and  Ballinaoloitgh — Ques- 

.  tions,  Mr.  O'Brien  ;  Answers,  Mr,  Trevelyan  . .  . .  846 

State  oj  Ireland — The  Assassinations — Magisterial  Ikquiry  at  Kil- 
■  MAINHAM— Question,  Mr.  O'Brien ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  . .  847 

The  BOTiX  IbISH  CoHSTABUUBT— BbXURN  SElOWiNO   the  EsXABUeRMENT, 

Nuhbbe,  and  Strekoth — Question,  Mr.  Kenny;  Answer,  Mr.  Tre- 
velyan ..  .,  ,.  847 

Vhtvoait— Mozambique  Tariff,  1877— Question,  Mr.  Stevensoo;  Answer, 

Lord  Edmond  Fitzmauxioe  . ,  . .  . .  . .  848 

£ut  India — Codx  of  Criminal  Procedure  (Native  Jubisdichon  over 
fiRxngH  Stojiots}— Question,  Mr.  Daliymple ;  Answer,  Mr.  T.  K.  Cross  848 

LuD  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1881 — Pbotisions  as  to  Labourers*  Cottages 
— MiKUTXS  OF  THE  CoMUissiOHXBS— QuestiOQ,  Mr.  Metge;  Answer,  Mr. 
Trevelyan      . .  . .  . .  . .  . .  849 

KiLMAiSHAM  Prison  (Release  of  Mr.  Pabnell,  &c.) — Notice  of  Motion 
(Sir  S.  North  cote)— Question,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote;  Answer,  The 
Marquess  of  Hartington  ;  Observations,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote         . .  850 

State  of  Ireland — The  AsaAssiNATioars— Interviews  with  James  Carey, 

THE  Informer — Question,  Mr.  George  Bussell ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  852 

Scotland — Tb£  Skye  Crofters— Questions,  Mr.  Stewart,  Mr.  Macfarlane, 

Sir  George  Campbell ;  Answers,  Sir  William  Harcourt . .  . .  653 

Post  Office — Contbacts— Thb  Mails  between  London  and  Dublin— The 

Pafbrs — Qaesticm,  Lord  Claud  Hamilton ;  Answer,  Mr.  Courtney     . .  853 

OuKE  (Ibblahd)— Alleged  PosTUfO  of  a  Letter  oohtainino  Dtnauitz 
TO  THE  Lord  Libdtehant  of  Ibelams — Question^  Mr.  O'Sbea ;  An- 
■wer,  Mr.  Trerotyan  . .  . .  . .  . .  864 

0BDSR8  OF  THE  DAY, 

^Q^nm  in  ^nafaret  to  |^rc  iBi^t9^%  fKmt  ffirariflas  Skpn^-^Ai>nmana> 
Debate.   [Eighth  Night]— 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [1 6th  February] 
— Main  Question  again  pvoposed : — Debate  r«$umed       . ,  . .  654 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  insert,  st  the  Mid  of  the  lOth  paragraph,  after  the  word  **  Enoatlve,*'  th«  w<ttdt 
*'An4  homhl^  to  uauze  Her  Usjest/  that  the  muiqer  in  wtfich  the  exco|>tioot4 

Digitized  by  GOOQ 


TABLB  OF  CONTEHtS. 
iFOrtutrsf  26.]  i^tf 

Addbim  a  AxiVER  to  Hbr  Hajektt'*  How  GtaAaooi  Smcn— (Mliwihf.  - 

legislation  known  U  tlie  Crimes  Aot  hss  been  and  is  exerdsed  by  tho  (rffidala  of  the 
Crown  in  Ireland  is  tyrannical  and  ui^just.  Tbat  groBs  licenoo  of  ojpprewion  is 
frranted  to  persons  and  classes  bitterly  hostilo  to  tbe  mass  of  the  Irish  people.  That 
Constitutional  agitation  is  despotically  impeded  and  persecuted.  Iliat  justice  is  ad- 
TniniBtered  in  a  most  partial  and  prejudiced  spirit,  and  that  the  oonfidrnoe  d£  the  people 
in  the  application  of  the  Law  is  destroyed  by  a  sj-stem  of  jurj-  packing  which  has 
already,  in  thn  opinion  of  tho  vast  nsjonty  of  the  Irish  people,  led  to  many  iniquitous 
sentences  and  the  esecutioa  of  innocent  persons,  while  it  is  {aaotfcaUy  i^^HlSBible  to 
obtain  justice  or  pxotection  for  the  masses  of  the  people  from  th« present  adiainistrakors, 
of  the  Law.  And  that,  tinleas  the  Irish  Executivs  abandon  unconstitutional  and, 
^Tsnnioal  courses,  and  depend  upon  the  Constitutional  administration  of  the  ordinary 
Law,  the  result  may  be  prejudicial  in  an  extreme  degree  to  the  caoao  of  peace  and 
order  in  Ireland," — {Mr.  Panull. ) 

Qaestion  proposed,  "That  thmo  -words  be  there  inserted :  " — After  lon^ 
debate,  Question  pat: --'TheHonseifmV/lMl;  Ayes  15,  Noes  133;  Ma- 
jority 118. 

Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes  . .  . .  . .  934 

Main  Question  again  proposed  : — Moved,  "  Tliat  the  Debate  be  now  ad- 
journed,"— (Jfr.  Jtuiin  M'Carthy :) — After  short  debate,  Qaestion  put : 
—The  House  imded?  Ayes  20,  Noes  89;  Majority  69.— (Dir.  List,  . 
No.  U.) 

Main  Question  again  proposed : — Moved,  "  That  this  House  do  now  ad- 
journ,"— (Mr.  T,  P.  OY'0finor  .*)— After  flh(nrt  debate,  Motion,  by  teare, 
-  withdrawn. 

Main  Question  again  proposed  : — Debate  fnrthtr  adjourwd  till  To-morrow. 

Consolidated  Fund,  Ac-  (Permanent  Oiai^es  Redemption)  Act  (1873)  Amend- 
ment Bill— Resolution  [February  28]  rtporttd,  and  agreed  to; — Bill  ordtrad  {Mr, 
Flanfair,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  £jreheguer,  Mr.  Courtney) ;  preteiiied,  and  road  the  first 
time  [BiU  107]        ..  ..  ..$43 

MOTIOIfS. 

Bills  of  Sale  {Ireland)  Act  (187B)  Amendment  mi\-Ordered  (Afr.  Monk,  Mr. 

Patrick  Martin,  Mr.  Carry,  Mr.  Et^mo  Collint) :  preunted,  and  read  the  first  time 

[Bill  105]  ..  ..  .,  ..043 

Police  "^31— Ordered  {Mr.  BiMert,  Seeretary  Sir  William  Bareonrt,  Tht  Lord  Advotate)\ 

preunted,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  106^  . .  . .  . .  M4 

Seed  Advances  (Scotland)  (Ho*  3)  WSl— Ordered  (Br.  Cameron,  Mr.  Coehran-Pati  iek, 

Mr.  M'ltaan,  Mr.  Maekintoih);  preienttd,  and  read  the  first  Ume  [Bill  lOS]  . .  944 

[1.30,] 

LORDS,  TUESDAY,  FEBEUARY  27. 

Representative  Peers  (Scotland)  Election  Procedure  BUI— 
Bill  to  regulate  procedure  at  the  elections  of  Bepresentative  Peers  in  Scot- 
land; and  for  other  purposes— Pr«tfq/«(2(7%«^ar/^  Galiowajf)        ..  944 
Aftor  short  debate.  Bill  read  1*  (No.  6.)  [fi.30.] 

COMMONS.  TUESDAY,  F£BEUABY  27. 
PSIVATE  BVSINB88. 


Mloa,  Dunfermline,  and  SiriemUy  MaUwaji  BUI  {hy  Order)— 
Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time/'— ( Mr.  Dodde)        . .  954 
Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 

Question  to  add  the  words  **  upon  this  day  six  months,"— (tfr.  C'kapi'in.) 
Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word  *  now  '  stand  part  of  the  Question  :  " 

— After  short  debate,  Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — 

{Mr.  E.  Stanhope:) — After  further  short  debate,  Motion  ayrved  to; — 

Pebato  atijtvrntd  till  Tuetda^  6tb  March, 
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Btrry  Dock  and  JZm/tMy*  BiU  (iy  OnUr)— 
Movtd,    That  the  BUI  be  now  read  a  geoond  time,"— Ci^r.  MtU)        . .  966 
Jipnd,  "That  the  Debate  bo  dov  adjourned,"— ( ri>nw»(  FolkeBtotu:) — 
Motion  agreed  to : — Debate  adjourned  till  Twiday  6th  March. 

Ex^,  Teign  Vallei/j  and  Chagford  Railtoay  Bill  {hy  Order)— 
Mofi,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— ( Jfr.  Dodds)         . .  967 
Uwtd,  "That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned,"— (afr.      IT.  Barclay:)— 

After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to : — Debate  ad^ovmcd  till  Tuetdajf  6th 

March. 

and  Lincoln  Railway  Bill  (by  Order) — 

Mitttd,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  teoond  time,"— (lA*.  Norwood)  . .  968 
Aftw  short  debate,  Iffouod,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned,"— {Sir 

Walter  B.  Bartteht :)— Motion  agroed  to  .-—Debate  at^owrned  till  Tuetday 

ethHaroh. 

Or/wrf,  AylMbmy,  and  MetropoUian  Junction  Raihoay  Bill  {hg  Order)— 

Moud,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— ( Jfr.  Doddt)        . .  971 
Mwed,  "That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned,"— (Jfr.  J.  R.  Torke:)— 
Motion  agreed  to  .'—Debate  adjourned  till  Tuttday  6th  March. 

8«*fi«ld  Dock  amd  Baihcay  BUI  {iy  Order)— 
Mned,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (J/r.  Doddi)        . .  971 
Moved,  '*Tliat  the  Del>ate  be  now  adjourned," — (Viscount  f'b^ter.g :)-~ 
Motion  agreed  to : — ^Debate  atff'ourned  tlU  Tueeday  6th  March. 

Wuiiter,  Awtt,  and  Alderehot  Railway  Sill  {hy  Order)— 
Jfof«i,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (Jfr.  i?orfi/*)         ..  971 
if«r«(2,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — [Vt$count  Folkestone:) — 
Motion  agreed  to : — Debate  adf  owned  till  Tuetday  6th  March 

MOTIONS. 

PuLUltBNT — SlAKOlKO  OfiDERS— 

Select  (Committee  nominated : — ^List  of  the  Oommittee  971 

EUUAMEST- CoUUrriEli  OF  SEtSKDTIOK— 

Standing  Order  No.  98  read,  as  followeth  : — 

".Tliere  ohall  be  a  Committee,  to  be  designated  '  TIls  Committee  of  Selection,'  to  consist 
of  the  Chmirman  of  tho  Select  Committee  on  Standing  Orders,  who  shall  be  ex  oJMo 
Chairman  tiweof,  and  Five  otbw  lldmbfrs,  vbo  mall  be  nonimited.  «t  the  con- 
mencement  of  every  S^ion,  of  which  Committee  Three  ahall  he  a  quorum"         . .  973 

Amendment  proposed  thereunto,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  Five,"  iu  order 

to  insert  the  word  "  Seven," — (<SiV  John  Mowbray,) — instead  thereof. 
Question  proposed,  "  That  tbo  word  '  Five  *  stand  part  of  the  said  Stand- 

ing  Order  :  " — After  long  debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived. 
Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word  '  Seven  '  be  there  inserted." 
Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  proposed  Amendment,  to  leave  out  the 

word  "Seven,"  in  order  to  insert  the  word  *' Ten,"— (J/r.  Rylands,) 

—instead  thereof. 

Qnestion  proposed,  "That  the  word  'Seren'  be  there  inserted:"— 
After  short  debate,  Question  put : — ^The  House  AW^Im?  ;  Ayes  213,  Noes 
64 ;  Majority  169.— (Div.  List,  No.  12.) 

Mmd,  **  That  Mr.  Cubitt  be  one  other  Member  of  the  Committee,"— 
{Sir  John  Ifewbrag)  . .  , .  . .  . .  1007 

Aftei  duirt  debate,  Quezon  put-,  and  agree  J  to. 

Mued,  "That  Sir  Charles  Forster  be  one  uthor  Member  of  Uio  Com- 
mittee,"— ^Sir  John  Moubrag ;)— Question  put,  and  agr^  to. 
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FABLIAXBKT-CoiflftTTBB  OF  SbLBCTION— COnturaOd. 

Moved,  "  That  Mr.  Mitnhell  Henry  be  one  other  Member  of  the  Com- 
mittee,"— (Sir  John  Mowhray.) 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  name  of  '*  Mr.  Mitchell  Henry," 
in  order  to  insert  the  name  of  "  Mr.  Justin  M'Carthy," — C-^'"'  ^f'fnell,') 
— instead  thereof. 

Qoestion  proposed,  "  That '  Mr.  Mitchell  Henry'  be  one  other  Memlier 
of  the  Committee : "—After  short  debate,  Question  put: — The  Hoasd 
divideii  Ayes  157.  Noes  22;  Majority  135.— (Dir.  Lut,  No.  13.) 

Other  Members  nominated.   


OONTBOVBBTED  ELECTIONS— SaLISBUBT  ElBOTION — 

■Tudgefi'  Certificate  and  Eeport  received  by  Mr.  Speaker ;  and  ordered  to  be 
entered  in  the  Journals  of  this  House      , ,  . ,  . .  1016 

jsr  0  TICS. 


KiLUAomkn  Fbisoh  (Heleask  of  Mr.  Farnell,  &c.)  (Sir  S.  Northcote's 

Monoir)— Notice  of  Question,  Sir  Staflbrd  Northoote    . .  . .  1017 

QUESTIONS, 


Exteaobdinart  Tithe— Leoislatioh'— Questions,  Mr.  Inderwick ;  Answers, 

Sir  "William  Harcourt        . .  . .  . .  . .  1017 

Onuu  Smugolinq  (Hong  Kono)— Question,  Sir  Joseph  Pease ;  Answer,  Mr. 

EYelyn  Ashley  ..  .,  ..  ..1018 

State  of  Irel.\nd— AlleoedIntiuidatiok — Question,  Mr.  Justin  M'Carthy; 

Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan       . .  . .  . .  . .  1018 

TnE  Parks  (Metropolis)— Regent's  Park — Question,  Mr.  Daniel  Gmnt; 

Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .  ..1019 

Post  Office  SATnras  Banks — Question,  Mr.  Kennard ;  Answer,  Mr.  Shaw 

Leferre         ..  ..  ..  ..  1020 

PABLIA3IE1IT— Election  of  Mb.  Tluotht  Harbinotok  for  Wsstueatu — 

Questions,  Mr,  SuUiTon,  Mr.  Pamell ;  Answers,  Mr.  TrevelyRn  . .  1020 
ZjioHTHoirras  OF  THE  UirrrED  KiKODOM— OominHicATioH  wiTR  THE  Bddt- 

stoite  Lighthouse— Question,  Mr.  Stewart  MadiTer;  Answer,  Mr. 

Chamberlain  .,  ..  ..1022 

ScoTi^vND — The  Highland  Croftebs — The  Koyal  Commission— Question, 

Mr.  Macfarlane ;  Answer,  Sir  AVilliam  Harcourt  . .  . .  1022 

Supply — The  Army  and  Navy  Estimates-  -Question,  Mr.  Fuleston ;  An- 
swer, The  Marquess  of  Hartin^n         . .  . .  . .  1023 

.  East  India— Code  of  Criminal  Procedvhe  (Native  Jurisdiction  over 

British  Subjects)— Questions,  Sir  Trevor  Lawrence,  Mr.  Ashmead- 

Bartlett;  Answers,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington         . .  . .  1023 

The  High  Court  of  Justice — The  New  Bules  of  Legal  Frooedure — 

Question,  Mr.  J.  Stewart;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  . .  . .  1025 


MOTION. 


Ireland— The  Kilmainham  "Negotiations" — 

Moved,  "  Thafc  the  Notices  of  MoUodb  and  the  first  six  Orders  of  the  Dav  be  postpooed 
until  after  the  Order  of  the  Hdaf  tot  resamiag  the  Adjourned  Debate  oa  Motion  for 
an  Addrees  to  Her  Majesty,"— (7ft«  Margueti  of  HarHtigtoii)  . .  •  •  1025 

After  debate,  Motion  agreed  to. 
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[FOnur^  27.] 

0RDEB8  OF  THE  DAY, 


flWttBB  in  anatoer  to  |^ec  iBffajestg's  ^oai  (Sraciflus  Sjpeec^— Amottrned  ' 
Debate.    [NraTii  NightI — 
Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjoomed  Debate  on  Main  Question  [l£th 
Febmaryj:— Main  Questirai  again  proposed Debate  returned        . .  1033 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  insert,  at  the  end  of  the  10th  paragraph,  after  the  word  "  Executive,"  the  wonU :  — 
"  Hambly  to  assure  Her  Majesty,  that  the  state  of  distress  anrnng  the  population  of 
many  parts  of  Ireland;  the  imulequate  mtchiaery  of  the  Lnod  Act.  and  its  partiBl 
and  imperfect  chuncter,  especially  wUh  regard  to  leaacholdera^  the  right  of  tenants  to  - 
their  intproremente,  the  parchiuie  syBtem,  and  the  condition  of  the  ugricnltaral  U- 
boarers ;  the  unsatisfactory  operation  of  the  Arreara  Art ;  the  state  of  the  Law  of 
I^Iiamentary  and  Municipal  Franchises  in  Ireland ;  and  the  condition  of  I^ocal  Go- 
Temmcnt  in  that  Country,  are  oU  questions  demanding  the  urgent  attention  of  the 
Legislature  and  the  Government ;  and  that  the  absence  of  any  undertaking  to  legis- 
late on  any  of  these  questions,  or  on  any  question  affecting  the  welfare  of  the  Irish 
People,  mnst  tend  to  promote  discontent  and  intensify  disaffection  in  Ireland," — {Mr. 
ArtAur  O*Conn0r.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  tfaosQ  vords  be  there  inserted  : " — After  long 
debate,  Moted^  "That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {^Mr.  MolUv :) 
— Aftor  further  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — Debate  adjounud  till 
To-morrow. 

Patents  for  Inventions  (No.  2)  BUI  [BiU  83]— 
itwed,    "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"  —  (Sir  John 
LMbbock)        .,  ..  ..  ..  ..  1095 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
mitted for  T^utdag  6th  March. 

Patents  for  Inventions  (No.  3)  BiU  [Bill  99]— 
Voted,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr.  Andereon)     , .  1098 
Motion  agreed  to : — BiU  read  a  second  time,  and  eommitted  for  Tueeda^ 
6th  March.  Lt-0<j 


COMMONS,  WEDNESDAY,  FEBEUAEY  28. 
MOTION. 


F-LBUUUEirx — Obdekb  of  the  Day — 

Moped,  "That  the  other  Orders  of  the  Day  he  postponed  until  aftor  the  Order  of  tho 
Day  for  resuming  the  Adjourned  Debate  on  the  Motion  for  an  Address  to  Her 
Majesty,  and  further  proceedings  thereon," — {The  Marqnett  of  EarUnglon)  ..  1097 

Motion  agreed  to. 

OnDEB  OF  THE  DAY. 


Soiltem  in  ^tufoet  to  f^ec  fHajetfts'B  iKotfl  ffcactous  ii{i»c^— Adjoituxed 

DSBAIE.     [T«NTH  NioHT]  — 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  {_27th  Feb- 
ruary] proposed  to  Main  Uuestion  [tdth  February]  : — Question  again 
proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted :  "—Debate  resumed   . .  109S 

Aner  long  debate,  it  being  a  quarter  of  an  hoar  before  Six  of  the  olook, 
the  Debate  stood  acyourned  till  j[\t-morrote. 

TOLCOLXXVI.    [TH.HD«««.]       [    .    1  Digitized  by  Google 
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[Fthruan/ 29."]  ■  Pagt 

Pasliauekt— BusiHESB  OF  THE  lEtovsti — Obder  OF  FVBUO  BUSXHESB— Miiiis- 

teriitl  Statement,  The  Marquesa  of  Hartington  . .  . .  1148 

Pablio  Worship  Begnlation  Act  (1871)  Amtttdment  uni—Ordtna  {Mr.  Xm'^ 

Mr.  Alhtri  Ortyy  Mr.  Stuart-  Wbrttty)  ;  prtatntett,  and  read  the  firit  tuna  [Bill  169]   . ,  1 1 40 

[5.50.} 

LORDS,  THURSDAY,  MARCH  1. 

Their  Lordships  met ;— And  having  gone  througli  the  Business  on  tbo 
Piper  without  debate—  [House  adjourned.]  [4.30.} 


COMMONS.  THURSDAY,  MARCH  1. 
PRIVATE  BXrSINJBSS, 


S^mit  Ifav^ation  Sill  (Jy  Order) — 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read  ..  . .'  1150 

After  ^ort  debate,  Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  etmmitteA. 


QUESTIONS. 


AaxY — Tbb  Ehhisxillen  Dbagoonb— Question,  Oulonel  Oolthurst ;  Ana  ver, 

The Hanjuaes of  Hartington  ..  ..  lU^ 

Abvt— Staff  Appoihtuents — LtEUTENANT  Genxbal  Qaob.  O.B. — Questioni 

Baron  Henry  De  Worms  ;  Annnrer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington       ,,  U&3 

Aradi  Pasba  —  Conditions  or  Detention  at  Cetiost— Questiont  Mr. 

Laboucfaere;  Answer,  Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice         .,  ..  1^53 

Public   Health  (Metbopolis)— Bow  Cemetery — Question,  Mr.  Brjce; 

Answer,  Sir  Williflm  Hart'ourt  ..  ..  ..  1164 

Prisons  (Ireland)— Mr.  Timothy  Harrinotoit — Question,  Mr.  T.  D. 

Sullivan ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  . .  . .  . .  II54 

Mescahtile  Marine — Transports— -Question,  General  Sir  Qeoi^e  Balfour; 

Answer,  Mr.  Chamberlain  . .  . .  . ,  . .  1 155 

The  Swies  Republic— The  Saltation  Abht— Question,  Sir  John  Hay; 

Answer,  Lord  Edmond  Fitsmaurice         . .  . .  . ,  1 156 

Metropolitan  and  Metropolitan  District  Railways — Question,  Sir 

Henry  Peek ;  Answer)  Mr,  Chamberlain  . .  . .  . .  1 156 

Abut  Medical  and  Transport  Departhekts — ^Report  of  Departubntal 
CoMuiTTEX — Question,  Sir  Henry  Fletcher ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of 
Partington    .,  ..  ,.  1157 

The  Eotptian  Expedition— Orates  of  Soldiers  and  Sailors— Question, 

Sir  Henry  Wilmot;  Answer,  The  Marqupss  of  Hartington  . .  1157 

India— Beuar  and  Assam — Question,  Mr.  O'Donnell;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  K. 

Cross  ..  ..  ..  ..  1158 

Eotpt— The  Moueabaiah — Question,  Mr.  MoUoy ;  Answer,  Lord  Edmond 

Fitzmaurice    . .  . ,  . .  . .  ,.1159 

Egypt — Foreign  and  European  Employes — Question,  Mr.  Molloy ;  An- 
swer, Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice  . .  . ,  . .  116® 

Mercantile  Marine— The  Folkestone  and  Dotsr  Facxbts — Question, 

Mr.  Molloy ;  Answer,  Mr.  Chamberlain   . .  . .  . .  1 1 60 

India  (Madras)— Members  of  Covkcil-- Question,  Mr.  0*Donnell;  An- 
swer, Mr.  J.  K.  Cross         ..  ..  llfil 

Sovtu  Africa— Pondoland— Question,  Mr.  Cropper ;  Answer,  Mr.  Evelyn 

Ashley  ..  ..      ^  ...1163 
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OoLD  Uxvnro  Comtakub  (Issia)— Question,  Mr.  O'Kelly ;  Answer,  Mr.  J. 

K.  Cross        ..  ..  ..  1168 

Wats  akd  Means— The  Futancial  Statement— Question,  Mr.  Salt;  An- 

svor.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exdiequer   ..  ..1103 

P&TBHTS  AKI>  TbADC  MaAKS— OOKSOLISATIOff  OF  TB£  LaV— Que6tiO|M»  Mr. 

Stmrt-Wortley,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith ;  Answers,  Mr.  Chamberlain        . .  1 163 

EoTFT  (Indian  Contingent) — Expenses— Question,  Sir  Qeorge  Campbell ; 

Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  tbo  Exchequer  ..  ..1163 

South  Africa  — ZuLULAND  and  Pondoland— Questions,  Mr.  Dillwyn,  Mr. 

Ashmead-Bartlett ;  Answers,  Mr.  Eveljn  Ashley  ..1164 
Abut  (Auzuubt  Fobces)— Volunteeb  Unifobus- Question,  Earl  Percy; 

Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington      . .  . .  . ,  1164 

EoTPT  (Indian  Contingent}— Expenses— Question,  Mr.  Onslow ;  Answer, 

The  Marquess  of  Hartington  ..  ..1165 

Bpain— International  Lav— ^vbbenoeb  of  Cuban  Befuoexs — Gbnbeal 
Maobo — Question,  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff ;  Answer,  I^rd  Edmond 
Fitzmaurice    . .  . .  . .  . .  . .  1 165 

Egypt— Earl  Grantiixe's  Oiboulab — Question,  Mr,  Adunead-Bartlett ; 

Answer,  Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurioe         . .  . .  1166 

pABLiAHENT — BUSINESS  OF  THE  HousE — Questions,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote, 

Mr.  Baikes ;  Answers,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington     . .  . .  1166 

EoTPT — ^The  Earl  of  Duffebin's  Letter— Questions,  Mr,  Bourke,  Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour,  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff,  Mr.  Gorst,  Mr.  Laboui^ere; 
Answers,  Lord  Edmond  Fitmaurice  ..  ..  1167 

Thb  Danubxan  Conference — The  Kilia  Mouth— Question,  Baron  Henry 

De  Worms ;  Answer,  Lnrd  Edmond  Fitzmaurioe         ..  1170 
RnrpT  (Indian  Continoeni')— Expenses — Question,  Mr.  Oaslow;  Answer, 

The  Marquess  of  Hartington  . .  . .  1171 

Tbs  Irish  Famine  of  1847— Payment  or  the  Debt  Resultinq— Quee- 

tion,  Mr.  O'Connor  Power ;  Answer,  Mr.  TreTelyan  ..  1171 

PiSLuvBNT — The  New  Bules  of  Pbocbdvre — Beferenob  of  Bills  to 
the  Grand  CoMMrrTEES — Question,  Mr.  Baikes;  Answer,  The  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington  ..  ..  *.  U72 

0BDEB8  OF  THE  DAY, 


fltHitess  in  Stnabier  to  %tt  J3IIajntj{*0  i^st  ffitacioutf  ftpetd[t— Adjoubned 
Debate.   [Eleventh  Nioht]— 

Ordw  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  [.27th 
February]  proposed  to  Main  Quoation  [15th  February] :— Question 
again  proposed,  "That  those  words  be  there  inserted:" — Debate 
ruuntfi         ..  ..  ..  1173 

After  long  debate,  Question  put The  House  divided ;  Ayes  32, 
Noes  163;  M^ority  131.— (Dir.  List,  No.  14.) 

Main  Question  again  proposed  ..  ..  ..  1223 

After  short  debate,  U!ain  Question  put,  and  ngrMi  to, 

Comniittee  t^pminttd,  to  disv  ap  an  Address  to  he  presented  to  Her  llajeaty  upon  the 
nid  iteiolation :— List  of  the  Committee  . .  , .  . .  1227 

Addbzsb  in  Answer  to  the  Quern's  Speech— Befobt — 

Beport  of  Address  Irimght  vp,  and  read       . .  . .  . .  1227 

JUoted,  "That  the  said  Address  be  now  rend  a  second  time," — {The  3far~ 

quett  t/  J/Mrtuiyton :) — After  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

address  to  be  presented  by  Piivy  Couiiiillors, 
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MOTIONS. 


Movedf  "That  this  House  will,  To-morrow,  rasolve  itself  into  a  Committee 
.  .to  consider  of  the  Supply  to  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty, "~(7X*  Zlar- 
quMS  of  ffariinffton.) 

Fabxmuekt — Ebmskation  of  thb  Eight  Hon.  Lyos  Platfair  (Chaie- 

■  -  MAN  OF  "Ways  azh)  Means)— Statement,  Mr.  Lyon  Playfair  . .  1247 

After  sbort  debate,  Motion  a^rs$d  to. 

Ordtredf  That  the  several  Estimates  presented  to  this  House  daring  tbe 
present  Session  be  referred  to  the  Committee  of  Supply. 

WaTB  USD  MSAIT^ 

Seiohtd,  That  this  House  will,  To-morrow,  resolve  itself  into  a  Committee 
to  emttider  of  the  Ways  and  Means  for  raising  the  Supply  to  be  granted 
-  to  Her  Majesty.  [12.45.'] 

LORDS,  FHIDAY,  MAfiCH  2. 

Peivatb  Bills — 

Ordered,  Thai  no  Frirate  Bill  brought  from  the  House  of  Commons  shall  be  read  a 

Bccood  time  after  Thttnday  the  21<f  day  of  June  next  [ftcd  other  Orders]  .,  1250 

Pabliambbt— The  Abjouhnment  foe  the  Eahter  Eeoess — Question,  The 

Marquess  of  Salisbury ;  Answer,  Earl  Granville  ,.  12S1 

EoYFTUB  Actaiba— TsE  Eaju*  ot  Buffxbiv's  DmATOH— QoeetioB,  Lord 

Lawrence;  Answer,  Earl Oranville  ,.  ..  1251 

[4.30.] 

COMMONS,  FEIDAY,  MARCH  2. 
PBIVATE  BUSINESS. 


Surry  Dock  and  Saiheof*  Bill  {hy  Mw)— Obaervaiions,  Visoonnt  Folkestone  1252 

NOTICE. 


The  Eoyptiak  ExpsDinoir— Payment  of  Ihklin  Tkoofs  in  Eoypt — 
Notice  of  Ouestion,  Mr.  Onslow ;  Observations,  The  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington,  Hr.  Onslow  . .  1 253 

QUESTIONS. 

Education  Depahtment  —  Board  School  Attendance  —  Qaestion,  I)r, 

Cameron  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Mundella  . .  . ,  . .  1234 

Excise  Department— Retirement  of  Officers — Question,  Mr.  Arthur 

O'Connor ;  Answer,  Mr.  Courtney  . .  . .  . .  1255 

The  Maoisteaot  (Ireland)— Stoneyford  Petty  Sessions— Case  of  Jakes 

Walsh — Question,  Mr.  Marum  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  . .  1S55 

National  Education  (Ireland) — Salaries  of  National  School  Teachers 

— Question,  Mr.  Marum  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Xrevelyan        . .  . .  12S6 

Spaik — IzrrEBHATionAL  Law— Surrender  of  Cuban  Rbfuqebs— Quesdons,' 

Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff;  Answers,  Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley  . .  1256 

The  Irish  Land  Cohuissxoit — Appeals  at  Enniskillen— Question,  Colonel 

O'Beirne ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyaa  ..  r^^^^pjA^ftT 
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OF  OOHTERTS^ 

Natt— H.M.8.  " Nbptunb "— Quartion,  Sir  John  Hay;  Answer,  Mr. 

OampbeU-Bannerman        ..  ..  ..1258 

The  Pares  (Mbteopoub)— Htdb  Fare— Question,  Sir  Eardley  Wilmotj 

Answer,  Mr.  Shaw  Lsfevre  , .  . .  . .  . ,  125fi 

Suez  Casal  Bbpost,  No.  41— Question,  Mr.  Anderson ;  Answer,  Mr. 

Chamberlain  ..  ..  ..  ..  1258 

BoABD  OP  Tbade — ^Thb  Trihitt  House— Cohuttvioation  betweew  Lioht- 
He«nKs  AND  TBK  l^oKB— Qaestion,  Mr.  Yivian ;  Answer,  Mr.  Cham- 
Wlain  ..  ..  ,.  ..  ..  1269 

Parlument — Bbsiqnatioh  op  the  fitanr  Hoir.  Lyon  I*lat*atb  (Chair- 
mas  (ff  Wats  and  Mean*)— Observations,  Sir  Stafford  Northoote    , .  1260 

Parliambnt — Public  Business — Questions,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote,  Sir 
Walter  B.  Barttelot;  Answers,  The  Marquess  of  Haitisgton,  The 
ChancerlloT  of  the  Bxchequer  . .  . ,  . .  1260 

FABLUuzirT-^TaB  Ksw  Boxsa  op  FBocosDimB— Question,  Mr.  Arthur  - 
O'Cwmor ;  Answer,  Mr.  Speaker  . .  ...  1261 

This  House — Telepbonio  CouuuHicATioif  with  the  Exohakoe— Question, 
Mr.  Bitdhie ;  Answer,  Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre  . .  , .  . .  1261 


ORDERS  OF  TBS  DAY, 

SuppLT— Order  for  Gommittee  read ;  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaher  do  now  leave  the  Chair :  — 

CoxruLSOBT  Education  (Irbiabd)— Eesolution — Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  ont  from  the  vord  "ThRt,"  to  the  end  of  the  QaeBtton,  in  order  to  add  the 
vorda  "  it  is  expedient  to  introduce  into  Ireland  the  principle  of  Compulsory  Edu- 
cation, with  sodi  modiGc&tlonB  as  the  sodil  and  reli^ous  conditiona  of  the  Country 
reqiBTe," — (ifr.  0'5AiiK?^nmy,)~-iQBtead  thereof  . .  ..  ..  1262 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
Uie  Queation : " — ^After  debate,  Question  put,  and  ntgativtd. 

Words  added :— Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  t^rted  to, 

SoFFLT — JSMohed,  That  this  House  will  immediately  resolve  itself  into  Com- 
mittee of  Supply, — {Mr.  Trevelj/an.) 

Ik1i<m  made,  and  Question  iHTOpoeed,  "l%at  Mr.  Speaher  do  now  leave 
the  Chair:"— 

MiLTTAHY  Opbbations  (Egtpt) — RESOLUTION — Amendment  proposed, 

To  lean  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the  and  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "  this  House  regrets  that  it  ihoald  he  called  on  to  place  increased  burdens 
upon  the  people,  in  consequence  of  the  late  Military  operations  in  Egypt," — {Sir 
Wilfrid  iawMM,) — instead  thereof  . .  . .  , ,  1300 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question  :  " — After  debate,  Question  put,: — The  House  divided; 
Ayes  94,  Noes  24  ;  Majority  70.— (Div.  List,  No.  15.) 

Vain  bastion,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
^reed  to. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Pabuaueht — "BLBXTsmv  op  Chaiemaw  of  Ways  and  Means — 
Mmeed,  '<  That  Sir  Arthur  Otway  do  take  the  Chair  of  the  Committee,"— 
(7iU  Ifarqveu  of  JIartington)  . .  . .  1391 

Afttt  Bhorfc  debate,  Question  put,  and  ^sreed  Uf.  ^.^.^.^^^  by  GoOgI 


TABUS  OF  OONT?^. 

ISfareh  2.1  Pop* 

BXTBVluZ-^onudertd,  in  Oommittoe— Eoypxian  ExPKDirioir  (Geamx  ik  Aid),  ■ 
1882-3— 

(i.)  Modon  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  TJiat  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £500,000, 1)6 
(franted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Char(?e  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment 
during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March  1883,  as  a  Grant  in  Aid  of  the 
Expenditure  incurred  by  the  Government  ot  India  upon  the  Expedition  to  Egypt,'* 
—{Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  ..  ..  1327 

Afttt  debato,  Qaestioa  pat,  and  Mfreed  to. 

Army  (Supplbmentart  Ebtxmatb),  1882-3 — 

(2.)  £728,000,  for  Additional  Expenditure  for  Army  Serrioea.  coiuoqaent  on  thp  de- 
spatch of  an  Expeditionary  Force  to  Egypt.—  After  debate,  Vote  agreed  to  . .  13ti) 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Manday  next ;  Committee  to  sit  again 
upon  Monday  next.  I  1  Ab."] 

LOBDS,  MONDAY,  HABOH  5. 

East  India — Oodb  of  Obxuzxal  Fboobdubx  (Natitz  JuniKDionoif  otxr 
BuTisii  SuBJECrTB)— Question,  The  Marquess  of  Salisbury;  Answer, 
The  Earl  of  Kimberlej      . .  . .  . .  13*<i 

Sratthtcaitt  and  Suttermere  Railway  Sill — 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2","— C3T*<  Earl  cf  RcdesdaU)  . .  1364 

Amendment  ffloiW,  to  leave  out  ("novr")  and  add  at  the  end  of  tho 

Uotion  ("this  day  six  monthB,") — {TA^  Lord  Mount- 2 emple.) 
After  short  debate,  on  Question,  That  (**  now  ")  stand  part  of  the  Motion  ? 

their  liordships  divided;  Contents  46,  Not-Oontents  11  ;  Majority  35. 

List  of  Contents  and  Kot-Contents    . .  . .  . .  1366 

Retoked  in  the  Affirmaiive  .-—Bill  read  i'  accordingly. 

"SxxY — ^Fat  of  Natal  Officbbs— Question,  Obserrations,  The  Eari  of' 

Belmore ;  Beply,  The  Earl  of  Northbrook  . .  1308 

Ikelajtd — Fbasaht  Paof&ietakt — UonoH  fob  as  Addb^  — 

Morei,  **  That  an  humble  Address  bo  presented  to  U«  Majeaty,  pr&ying  that  a  Royal 
CommiHum  may  be  appointed  to  report  as  to  the  moat  e^oHre  meana  ^ving  t*  a 
Iwger  portion  of  the  people  of  Ireland  a  peruiaaent  pioprietBiy  interest  in  the  soil 
by  purchase  of  their  holdingB,"— (7*^0  MarqumoJ  LanMOowne)        ..  1373 

After  debate,  Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  mikdrawn.  [3<0.1 


COMMONS,  MONDAY,  MABOH  5. 
QUESTIONS. 

Abhy  (India)— Veiebinary  Depabtment— Glanders  in  Cavalby  Beoi- 

M^HTS— Question,  Dr.  Cameron;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  K.  Gross  . .  H08 

National  Manuscbipts  of  Ibelabd— Question,  Mr.  H.  S.  Northcote ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Courtney  ...  . .  . .  . .  1409 

Post  Office — Auebioah  Mail  Sebtzce — Question,  Mr.  Baxter;  Answer^ 

Mr.  Fawcett  ..  ..  ..  ..  1409 

Mbtbofolitak  DisTBtOT  Bailwat — YEm-iLATiHO  Shafts  oh  the  Thajibs 
EHBAiTEitzifT-- Questions,  Mr.  Buxton.  Lord  Algernon  Percy,  Mr.  J.  £. 
Yorke ;  Answers,  Sir  James  M'Garel-Hogg,  Mr.  Chamberlain  . .  HIO 

Abbbabb  of  Bent  (Ibkland)  Aox—Questiou,  Mr.  Oibson ;  Answer,  Mr. 

Trevelyan      ..  ..  ..  ..  ..Nil 

Navy — The  Boyal  Yachts — Question,  Mr.  Gourloy ;  Answer,  Mr.  Camp- 
VpU-Hannerman  ,,  .,  ..  H18 
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Honk ;  Ansver,  Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice  . ,  . .  HIS 

Poos  Lav  (IeelandI — Oataw  Ukion — Question,  Mr.  Bi^ar;  Ansvors, 

Hr. Troveljan,  Mr.  Faweett  ..  ..1414 

ELEUENTAltY  EDUCATION  AcTS — GaLMPTON  ScHOOL — DISMISSAL  OV  A  PtTPIL  

QueatioD,  Mr.  Stewart  Macliver;  Answer,  Mr.  Mundella  ..  1415 

Abkt  (AtrxiLiART  FoBCEs)— Antrim  Artillbbt — Major  Johnston — Qaes- 

tion,  Mr.  Biggar;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington  . .  1416 

Law  awd  Josticb  (Irbland)— Extbaditios  op  P.  J.  Shbsxuah — Qaeation, 

Mr.  Puleston ;  Answer,  Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaarice       , .  . .  1417 

TnB  Magisthact  (Ireland) — Justices  of  Balltuahon — Question,  Mr.  Jus- 
tin M'Carthy  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyau     . .  . .  . .  1*17 

Amxt  (AiruLiABT  Forces) — The  Martini-Henry  Bifle — Question,  Yi»- 

count  Ijewisham ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington  . .  1418 

Book  Lat  (Ireland) — Ottdoob  Ksuev — Qnestion,  Oobnol  Oolthurst ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Trereljan  ..  .,  ..  ,.  1418 
Land  Lat  (Irbland)  Act,  1881 — Loams  to  OccuPiSBSi^gestion,  Mr. 

Biggar ;  Answer.  Mr.  Courtney  ..  ..  1418 

ICmciPAL  Befobm  (Metbofolis) — Question,  Mr.  Stuart- Wortley ;  Answer, 

Sir  William  Harcourt        ..  ..  ..  ..  1419 

Navy — The  Mediterbanban  Squadron— Question,  Sir  John  Hay ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman   . .  . .  . .  . .  1420 

Kavy — H.M.S.  "NEpnrans" — Question,  Mr.  Norwood;  Answer,  Mr. Camp- 

bell-Bannerman  . .  . .  . .  . .  1420 

Egypt — ^Thb  Kourbash — Question,  Sir  Wilfrid  Laweon ;  Answer,  Lord 

Edmond  Fitzmaurice         ..  ..  ..  ..1421 

Egypt  (Be-oboanization)— Tub  Bttboet  and  Control— Question,  Sir  Wil- 
frid liawson ;  Answer,  Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurioe ;  Question,  Mr. 

O'Donnell;  [No  reply]       ..  ..  ..  1423 

Ueund  — EXTBA  Police  Tax  in  Kerry  —  Questions,  Mr.  O'Brien,  Mr. 

Paraell ;  Answers,  Mr.  Irevelyaa  . .  , .  1426 

ftcuB  OF  Ireland— Intebfebencb  of  the  Police— Michael  Banican — 

Question,  Mr.  O'Brien  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trovelyan  . .  . .  1424 

Ihwh  Church  Act,  1869~Purchaseb8— Question,  Mr.  T,  A.  Dickson  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan       . .  . .  . .  1425 

Lasd  Law  (Ibbland)  Act,  1881 —Fair  Rents— Applications— Question, 

Mr.  Kenny  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan       . .  . .  . .  1425 

TntKEY  —  Sebvia  —  Detention  of  Prisoners  —  Question,  Sir  William 

M'Arthur;  Answer.  Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice  ..  ..  1426 

Board  of  Worss  (Ireland) — The  Belfast  Central  Bailway— Question, 

Mr.  T.  A.  Dickson ;  Answer,  Mr.  Courtney  . .  . .  1427 

Egtpi— Murdek  of  Professor  Palmer  and   Party  —  Question,  Mr. 

Q'Donnell ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gampbell-Bannerman  ..  1427 

Lav  and  Juffrics  (Ireland)— Wicklow  Absizbs— Question,  Mr.  W.  J. 

Corbet ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  . .  . .  1428 

Ways  and  Me^ws- Estimates  of  BsvENnE — Question,  Mr.  Schreiber; 

Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .  1429 

Poetuoal — TiiK  CoNoo — Qnestion,  Mr.  Bonrke;  Answer,  Lord  Edmond 

Fitzmaarice    . .  . .  . .  . .  .  ■  1429 

Boabd  of  Inland  Kevencb — Question,  Mr.  Gorst;  Answer,  The  Chancellor 

of  the  Exchequer  ..  ..  ..1429 

East  India  (Madras)— Teku be  of  Land  by  Relatives  of  Civil  Sbb- 

vants— Question,  Mr.  O'Donnell;  Answer.  Mr.  J.  K.  Cross  . .  1480 

Island  Navigation  (Ireland)  —  Thb  River  Febovs  —  Question,  Mr, 

Kenny ;  Answer,  Mr.  Courtney  ..  ..       ^         ■•  1431 

Irish  and  Scotch  Migratory  Aoricultoral  Labour— Question,  Sir  George 

Campbell ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  ..  ..       _  1481 

MiLf  Roads  (Scotland^ — The  Grant  in  Aid— Question,  Tjortl  Colin  Camp- 
bell; Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  . .  . .  ^  J43a  . 
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EOTPT  (FiNANOB,  &0.) — KkTBHTTB  AoOOOTTTS  OF  THB  ESTPTIAV  OOTBRJnUirT 

—Questions,  Ur.  Uolloy,  Sir  WUfirid  Lawson ;  Answers,  Lord  Edmond 

Fitzmaurice    . .  . .  , .  . .  . .  H9S 

Morocco— iLL-TRBATifEHT  of  Jewesses — Oaestlons,  Colonel  Alexander,  Mr. 

0*Doanell;  Answers,  Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice  . .  . .  1434 

IrblamD'— Distress  ik  8lioo— Question,  Mr.  Pamell;  Answer,  Mr.  Ire- 

velyan  .,  ..  ..  ..  ..  1484 

Channel  Tunnel  Scheue— Question,  Mr.  W.  H.  James ;  Answer,  Mr. 

Chamberlain  ..  ,.  ..1435 

Farliauest — Business  of  the  House — Farliahentart  Oaths  Act  (1866) 

AmBHiucKKT  Bill— Question.  Mr.  Schreiber;  Answer.  Mr.  G-Iadstone..  1436 
East  India — Code  of  Crihinal  Pboceddre  (Native  Jurisdiotion  over 

Bmnsn  Subje:ts) — ^Question,  Mr.  E.  Stanhope;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  K. 

CroBS  ..  ..  ..  ..  1436 

Channel  Tqnnel  Sobehe— Question,  Sir  Stafford  Korthoote ;  Answer,  Mr. 

Chamberlain  ..  ..  ..1487 

Parlia&tent— Public  Bills  -Meuobanduu  of  Purposes  and  Enacticents 

—Question,  Mr.  Joseph  Cowen ;  Answer,  Mr.  Speaker  . ,  . .  1437 

ORDERS   OF  THE  DAT. 

— .0 — __ 

Queen's  Speech — Her  Majesty's  Answer  to  the  Address  reported  ..  1437 
Oohhittee  of  Selection  (Sfeoial  Befort)— The  Chairhan's  Panel    . .  1436 

SUPPLY- «0fl<H/crAf  in  Committee— Navt  (Supflehentarv  Estdcate), 
16»2-3— 

(In  the  Committee.) 

( 1 .)  Motion  made,  and  QuesUoa  proposed,  "  That  a  aum,  not  exceeding  £ddO,000,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majeaty,  in  ndditioti  to  tho  suma  already  granted  by  Fariiamcnt,  to 
defray  the  Chacgc  which  will  uome  ia  courso  of  payment  during  tha  year  ending  on 
the  Slat  day  of  Man;h  1883,  for  additional  Expenditure  ariring  out  of  Military 
Operations  in  Egypt "  ..  ..  H38 

After  flhort  debate,  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed.  "  That  a  sam,  not  exceeding 
£274,000,  be  wanted,  &:c."—{Lo>d  Randolph  Churchill)  ..  ..  H4d 

After  further  debate,  Question  put:— The  Committee  dittded;  Ayes  19,  Noes  156 ; 
Majority  137.— {Div.  List,  No.  18.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed     . .  . .  ■ .  • .  1469 

After  short  debate.  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposcdi  "  That  a  sum,  not  wueeding 
£345.000,  bo  granted,  &c.,"— (Jfr.  O'DonnetC)       ..  ..  ..  1476 

After  further  debate.  Question  put,  and  neffativtd. 

Original  Question  put,  and  ajfreed  to. 
(30  £17,500,  Ciril  Charges  of  Expedition  to  Egypt. 

Transvaal,  1882-3. 

(30  Hotioa  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £14,000,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  ute  Charge  whidi  will  oome  in  course  of  payment 
daring  the  year  ending  on  the  Silt  day  of  March  1883,  for  Exponaea  oonoeetea  vith 
the  Transvaal"  ..  ,.  1509 

After  debate,  Movtd,  "  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit 
again," — (SirS.  Atthtton  Crui :) — Question  put: — The  Committee  tf/ftrfid;  Ayes 
9ti,  Noes  128;  M^ority  32.— (Div.  Liat,  No.  17.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  tynid  t», 

GiVZL  SeBTIGBS  AHU  BbVEHUB  DbPARTUENTS  (SlTFrLSUSHTARY 

Estimates),  1882-3. 
Class  I. — Fdbuo  Works  ajo)  Buildikos. 

(4.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceed- 
ing' £2,400,  be  granted  to  Her  Majestv-,  to  defray  the  Cfaai^  which  will  come  in 
course  of  payment  during  tho  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March  1883,  fur  the 
Boyal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens "  ..  .,      _  1539 
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StrppiT-- Omt  SawncBs,  tc.  Estimatbs— Gommifciee—- <w«<Mt«*rf.  ■■  ■ 

Jfiwvtfr  "  Hull '      Ohaimm  do  report  Progteu,  and  uk  Imre  4o  sit  again,"— ^2*4 

SMndolph  ChurckiU ;)— After  ahort  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn^ 
Oiicioal  QnestioD  again  propoaed After  abort  debate,  Oiigiiial  Qoeation  put,  and 

J        agreed  to. 

(5.)  £5,200,  Honsea  of  Parliament  ..  ..  IfiSS 

Amendment  proposed,  "  That  the  Vote  be  reduced  hy  the  Bum  of  £MO,*'-'{Fite<nMi  ' 
;       Smiyn  :) — After  short  debate,  AToendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn  : — Vote  o^retd  to. 
(6.)  £I,J0O,  Connty  Court  BuUiinga. 
(7.]  £3oO,  Harbours,  &c.  under  the  Board  of  Trade. 

(8.)  £6,700,  Rates  on  Government  Property.— After  short  debate,  Vote  ayreed  to  . .  1641 
(9.)  £4,741,  Shannon  Navifvation. — After  short  debate.  Vote  Offi-ee/i  to . .  ..  1843 

fie.)  fl,060,  Royal  CniTen^,  Ireland,  Bnildf ngs. — After  shott  debate,  Vote  g/frnd  ta  1544 
II.)  Uotion  made,  and  Question  prop(»ed,  "  That  a  SupplemoDtary  sum,  not  excee^- 
iag  JS*2.00d,  bo  granted  to  Her  Majoaty,  to  defray  the  Ohaxge  which  will  come  in 
course  of  pnynicnt  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March  1883,  for 
Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings,  including  Rents  and  Furniture,  and  for  the 
maintenfmco  of  cert«in  Oemeterios  abroad  "  . ,  . . 

AftfiS*  abort  debate,  3Iotioa  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  a  Supplcmeotary 
waaif  not  exceeding  £1,900,  be  granted,  &c.," — (Mr.  Rtjlandt :) — After  fvrther  short 
debate.  Question  put The  Committee  dirided ;  Ayes  69,  Noes  92  ;  Majority  33. — 
(piv.  List,  No.  13.) 
Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Moved,  **  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  «t  again," — {Sir 
Walter  B.  Bartlelot :)T~A&eT  Aon  debate,  Uotioa,  by  leave,  nitl^rawa. 

Cn33  II.— Salaries  and  Expenses  of  Civil  Defartubntb. 

(11.)  £6,300,  Poreign  Office.— After  short  debate,  Vote  ffjrmd  <o  .,  looi 
{13.)  £3,500,  Board  of  Trade.— After  short  debate.  Vote  figreed  to  ..  ,.1655 
{14.}  £-',0M,  Charity  CommiBsion. — After  short  debate.  Vote  fo  ,,  16ft7 

[15.)  £465,  Civil  Service  Commission. — After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to  ..  166B 

Mated,  "  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again," — {Sir 
JFtUttr  B.  Bartteht .') — After  short  debate,  Hotjon  agreed  to. 

Besolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow ;  Committee  to  sit  again  upon 
fredne$day. 

Jfanicipal  Corporations  ftTnreformed)  Bill  [Bill  6]— 
Hnred,  '*That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke)  ..  ..  ..  ..  1659 

ACtei  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to  .-—Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  moI' 
mitfed  for  Monday  19th  Uaroh. 

Seed  Advances  (Scotland)  (No.  2)  Bill  [Bill  108]— 
3Imi,  "  That  the  BUI  be  now  read  a  second  time." — (Dr.  CameroH)      . ,  1559 
Ifwid,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Sir  R.  Ateheton  Cron :) 

— After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — Debatia  ad/Qumed  till  2*o* 

morrouf. 


PabUe  House  XdeensinK  CoDimittees  3lXi~0rdered  {Xr.  Barrm,  Mr.  Bmrjf  H. 

FoicUr,  Mr.  Jackson) ;  presented,  and  read  the  Srst  time  [Bill  110]    ..  1563 

Clerical  Disabilities  (Hoose  of  Commons)  "^Xi.— Ordered  {Mr.  Soaudellf  Mr.  Lyon 

FUyfair,  Sir  Gabriel  Ootdney,  Mr.  Tkorold  Rofftrt,  Mr.  Oreffory)  :  pretentei,  and  read 

the  firatUme  [Bill  III]  ..  ..  ..  ..  1563 

[2.O.] 

LOEDS,  TUESDAY,  MARCH  6. 

Sotmi  AmcA— Thb  Tbanstaax— Question,  Lord  Brabonme;  Answer,  The 

Earl  of  Derby  . .  . .  . .  1564 

Payment  of  in  Fublio-housea  Prohibition  Bill  (No.  1)— 

JM,  ^  That  the  Bill  be  non  read  2*,"— ( 7^  Jllari  Stanhope)  . .  1565 

Ameiulment  moved,  to  leave  out  ("now")  and  add  at  the  end  of  the 
Morton  ("this  daysix  months,")— Zorrf  i/fduiw*//;)— After  debate, 
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tJAIBLBOP  CONTBNITS: 

Payment  of  Wages  in  Publfe-ifuttt  frtMbUioH  DifT— omtimwd.^  •  '  ^  ■  t 

on  Question,  That  ("now")  fltan<[  part  of  the  Motion f  thor  Lord- 
ship»  divided ;  Contents  68,  Nofr-Oonteats  30 ;  Majority  58. 

-   List  of  Oont.  and  Kot-Oont.  . ,  . .  . .  1583 

Seiohsd  In  the  Affirmati'vt: — ^Bill  read  2'  acoordinglj,  and  eommtied  to  at 
Committee  of  the  Whole  Houee  on  I'widay  next. 

Land  La*  (Imlawd)— Monow  fob  a  Sblbct  OoMMirTBt— 

Moved,  *'  nikt  a  Sel«ci  Committee  be  ftppohited  to  continue  tbe  inquiry,  oommeseod  hy 
{he  Select  Committee  of  last  Session,  into  the  workio^><rf  reoenfc  Isgislatim  in 
reference  to  land  in  Ireland  and  its  «BEect  upon  iba  .eonditioa  of  \ib.e.omaiitj"—{Z'^ 
Earlof  I>onoughmor$)  ..  ,.  .,  ..  1583 

After  short  debate,  Motion  iigrMd  to. 

BETBHBHtATrra  Pbkbs  (Sootlaxd)  BzLL~OuMtioii,  ObaemtioBs,  Ih* 

Eaxi  of  (HUoway;  Bepty,  The  Lovd  Ohanoallor  . .  1685 

[T.O.j 

COMMONS.  TUESDAY,  MABOH  6. 
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Alloa,  DunfermliM,  and  KirhsaUif  Railway  Bill  {hy  Order) — 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [27th  February],  "That  the  Bill  be  nov  read  a  second 
time :  " — Question  again  proposed,  "  That  the  word  *  now '  stand  part 
of  the  Question  :  " — Debate  resumd  . .  . .  1687 

Hoped,  "  That  the  Debate  be  further  adjourned  till  Tuesday  next," — 
VkatnherUin :)— After  diort  debate,  Motien  agreed  to  .-—Debate  further 
adjourned  till  Tveeday  next. 

£arry  Dock  and  SaHwaye  JBUl  {hy  Order) — 
Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [37th  Feb- 
ruary"), "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time :  " — Question  again 
proposed Debate  rtfMfTwif . .  ..  ..  1698 

-  Mjotion  made,  and  Question,  "  That  the  Debate  be  further  adjourned  till 
Tuesday  UMct," — {Hr.  Cham berlain,)—pnt,  and  agreed  to. 

Sxeteft  Teign  Valley^  and  Chayford  Railway  Bill  [hy  Order) — 
Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [27tii  Feb- 
ruary], "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time : " — Question  again 
proposed: — Debate rMiiffl#(j . ,  ..  ..  ..  1598 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "  That  the  Debate  be  further  adjourned  till 
Tuesday  next," — {Mr.  Chtmherlain,) — put,  uid  agreed  to. 

Hull  and  Lincoln  Railway  Bill  {hy  Order) — 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [27th  Feb- 
ruary], "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time:  " — Question  again 
proposed: — Debate  mum««{ . .  ,.  ..  ..  1698 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  "now,"  and  at  the  end  of 
the  Question  to  add  the  words  "upon  this  day  six  months/' — (ifr. 
Creyke, 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word  "  now  *'  stand  part  of  the  Question :  " 
— .\hved,  "  That  the  Debate  be  further  adjourned  till  Tuesday  next," — 
{Mr.  6'^i«i0r2fiiff  :)-r Amendment,  by  leave,  «rt<AA*dtm.- — Question  put, 
and  ayreed  to : — DebBta  farther  adjourned  till  Tuetday  next. 
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Osfori,  AffUthury,  and  Mtlr^liia*  Junttion  UaiUoay  BiU  {by  Ordtr) — 

Order  r«ad,  for  reBumhig  Adjourned  Debate  od  Questioa  [27th  Feb- 
Tuuyj,  "  That  fhe  Bill  be  now  i«ad  a  escond  time :  "—QaeBtion  again 
proposed : — Debate  returned  ..  . .  1599 

SCotioD  made,  and  QuestioD,  "That  the  Debate  be  further  adjourned  till 
l^iesday  next/' — (J/f.  Vhamhirlain,)—-p\it,  and  ayretd  to. 

8«f/UU  Dock  and  Railway  Bill  {hj  Order) — 
Order  read,  for  roBaming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Queetioa  [27lh  Feb- 
raary].  *'  That       BilTbe  now  read  a  second  time :      Qaeetim  again 
propowd -Debate  fviwmtf . .  ..  ..  1599 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That  the  Debate  be  further  adjourned  till 
Tuesday  next," — {Mr.  Chamberlain,) — put,  and.  agreed  to. 

Wimdior,  Aaeatf  and  Aldenhot  Railtcay  BiU  {by  Order) — 
Ord«r  read,  for  iseumii^  Adjourned  Debate  on  Qaertion  [371ii  F«b- 
Toaiyl,  *'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time:  " — QaeBtion  again 
proposed : — Debate  returned  . .  . .  . .  . .  1600 

Uotion  made,  and  Question,  "That  the  Debate  be  further  adjourned  till 
Tuesday  next," — {Mr.  Chamberlain,)— pat,  and  agreed  to. 

MiUmtdf  Birmingham,  Wolverhampton,  and  Milford  Jun$t%on  Railway  Sill 
{by  Ordery- 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (ifr.  Bodda)         . .  1600 
After  short  debate,  Motion  made,  and  Qaestion,  "  That  the  Second  Kead- 

ing  be  deferred  till  Tueeday  next," — (Mr.  Ch»mherlmn,)-^pixt,  and 

agreed  to.   

8Finr--Iim»aATi«rAX'  law  —  SnsjivirDER  ov  OuBix  BsruaBBs  —  The 
Papbbs— Obaerrationa,  Sir  B.  Assheton  Cross  . .  . .  1600 

QUJS8TI0N8, 

Potr  Offiox— GoiTTRAOTs  —  Thb  Mail  SsaTtoB  bktwun  Loiroov  axd 
DtrsLTK— Oaestions,  Mr.  Gibson,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor,  Mr.  Dawwn,  Mr. 
Pamell ;  Answers,  Mr.  Courtney  . .  1601 

FACSnczLca  of  Ibish  Masusorifts — Qaestion,  Mr.  Stuart-Wortley ;  An- 
swer, Hr.  Courtney  . .  . .  . .  1603 

Post  Office  (Satihos  Bark  Defartvent) — Question,  Mr.  Kennard ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Fawcett  . .  . .  . .  . .  1604 

NiTT — Case  of  William  Bowles  and  G.  Mqitoeit — Question,  Sir  John 

Hay ;  Answer,  Mr.  Caropbell-Bannerman. .  ..  ..  1605 

AufT-»-GbrABUSHK«irr  of  Milttabt  Bailwat  Ookfs — Question,  Viscount 

Newport ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington        . .  , .  1606 

AxitY— Vaooikatiok  of  EBOBurrB — Question,  Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor ;  Answer, 

The  Marquess  of  Hartington  . .  . .  1606 

EarpT  (Irdiah  CoxTntOBHT) — Expenses— Qaestion,  Sir  Henry  Fletcher; 

Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington     . ,  . .  . .  1606 

PooE  Law — ^TAcomATioK  op  Paitpbr  GHTLDfisir — Question,  Mr.  Hopwood ; 

Absvct.  Sir  Obarles  W.  Dtlke  . .  1607 

VnxED  States — The  New  Tariff — Question,  Mr.  M'Laren ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Chamberlain  ..  1607 

Botpt-'The  New  Eotftiah  iNBEHnrrr  LoAir — Qnestions,  Sir  Wilfrid 

Lawson ;  Answers,  Lord  Edmond Fttzmaurice  .,  '    ..  1607 

Post  OpnoE  (Satikm  Bank  Defartmbet) —QoesUons,  Mr.  Arthur 
O^BDOF,  Up.  0*Donnel] ;  Answers,  Hr.  Fawoett       . .  . .  160S 

Obanna,  TimwEi,  ScHEffS — Questaon,  Sir  B.  Asshetcu  Cross ;  Answer,  Mr. 

Cbamberlain  ,,  ,.1609 
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IMm-chQ.]  •  A^<* 

CaiUE  Ain>  OuTRAOB  (Ibklaitd) — ^Befortbd  Mvbobb  or  Lobd  AxDXLkmfa 
Bailiff — Question,  Mr.  Left;  A&awer,  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  ..  ..  ..  ..  1609 

The  Civil  Sebvice  and  Natt  Estiicates — Qneation,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith; 

AnNwer,  Mr.  Oourtnej       . .  . .  . .        "  T<10  ' 

AaofY  Beturns — QueatioD,  Colonel  Alexander;  Answer,  The  MarqnesB  of 

Hartington     ..  ..  ...  .<  16,0 

Abut  Estimates — The  Militia  Vote— QueaUon,  Earl  Percy;  Answer, 

The  Marquess  of  Hartington  ,,  I6I0 

.    Skxd  Adtavoes  (Scotland)  (No.  2)  Bill — Question,  Lord  Colin  Campbell ; 

Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ..  1610 

The  Bupplementabt  EsfiiCATXs— Question,  Mr.  Gore* ;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer     ..  ..  ..  ..1611 

MOTION. 


PABLUHIKf— FbXTATB  BiiX  LsOtSLATIOIT— -RESOLUTlOVa— 

Mopol,  "Th^  la  the  (^onion  of  this  Houses  the  ■yBtem  of  Prirate  BUI  Legidation 
mU«  for  the  attentum  of  Pariiament,  and  of  Her  Majeaty'i  GoTemmont,  and  roquirea 
r^orm,"—(Mr.  Craiff  SeOar)  ..  ..  1611 

After  debate,  Amendment  proposed, 

To  leare  ttnt  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the  «nd  of  the  Quoatton,  in  order  to  add  tlta 
worda  "  this  Houio  adheres  to  the  Besolution  upon  Private  Legi^tBon,  agraed  to 

on  the  22nd  of  March  1872/'— (Jfr.  Dod»on,)~iDBte&i  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question :  " — After  farther  short  debate,    [House oouBted  oatl 

L8.80.1 

COMMONS,  WEDNESDAY,  MARCH  7. 
ORDERS  OF  TEE  DAT. 


Cruelty  to  Animala  Acts  Amendment  Bill  [Bill  13]— 
Mov«d,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — (Ifr.  A-nierton)    . .  1648 
Amendment  proposed, 

To  leavo oat  from  the  word  "lliat"  to  the  end  of  the  Qneetion,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "  although  the  Legiahiture  is  willing  and  anxious  to  give  further  assistance  in 
the  auppreamon  of  Cmelty  to  Animals,  this  House  cannot  approve  of  a  Bill  which 
threatens  seriously  to  intmere  with  recognised  and  legitimate  sport," — (Sir  Herbert 
JfatweW,)— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  ol 
the  Question  — After  long  debate,  Question  put : — The  House  (^Wtfei^.* 
Ayes  195,  Noes  40;  Majority  155.— (Dir.  liist,  No.  19.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreeit  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Tueiday  next. 

Borough  Franchise  (Ireland)  Bill  [Bill  22]— 
Mond,  *'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time."— <  J6*.  Annw)      . .  1693 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  '*  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  **  it  is  inexpedient,  in  the  presoot  unsettled  condHion  of  Ireland,  to  introduce 
any  measure  malting  large  changes  in  presrat  Irish  ParlUmratary  franchise," — 
(Mr.  Mmtholland,)—iixgbeaA  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  QuestioB :  " — A^r  debate,  it  b«ing  a  qnarter  of  an  hour  before  Sic 
of  the  dock,  the  Debate  stood  adjourned  till  To'Wtorrotff, 
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Com^  Court  Jnds^es  Bill— Or^^rretf  (iTr.  Sa$ti»g»,  Sir  EardUy  ITilmot,  Mr.  Sintk 

Ftlmm-) ;  pr*»*mUi,  aad  read  the  fixBt  tune  [Bill  112]  ..  ..  I7M 

Kven  Coaserrancy  and  Flooda  FreTention  "SiSi—Ordered  i,Mr.  DoStcn,  Sir  CharUi 

J>itkt,  Mr.  Sibbtrt) ;  prtimted,  and  read  tho  fint  time  [Bill  113]      . ,  . .  n06 

[fi.50.] 

LOBDS,  THUBSDAT,  HABOH  8. 

Uetbopoxjtak  Dzstbict  Bailwat— Ysbtilatobs  on  thb  Thascbs  Embank- 
MXKT— Notice,  The  Earl  of  MiUtown      . .  . .  1706 

Katt— Dock  Accomhobahon  at  Ualta — Question,  Viscoant  Sidmouth ; 
Answer,  The  Earl  of  Northbrook  . .  . .  1707 

Contempts  of  Court  Bill— 
Bill  to  amend  the  law  as  to  Contempts  of  Court — Pf«$$nUd  (71**  Lord 

Chancellor-)      ..  .,  ..  ..1707 

After  Bhort  debate,  Bill  read  1'  (No.  15.) 

SoDTH  Afbica — Tbb  Tbanstaai^Usb  of  Btkauitb  bt  the  Bobbs — 
QnestioD,  Ohserrations,  Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley ;  Beply,  The  Earl  of 
Derby  ..  ..  ..  17U 

ledical  Act  Amoidment  Bill  Im,i..]—Prttmtt4        lord  Frivtf  Stal}  ;  read  i* 
(No.  16)  ..  ..  ..  1717 

[5.80.] 

COMMONS,  THT7BSDAY,  HABOH  8. 
PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 


Brittol  and  London  and  South  W$tUrn  Junction  Railway  Bill  (hy  Ofdcr)—  ■ 
Uwcd,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— ( Ifr.  Dodds)         . .  1717 
After  short  debate,  Motion  afrced  to ; — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  cm- 
mtted. 

£ing»ion-vpon-Bull  Docks  Bill  {ly  Ord«r) — 
Mwtd,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"--(Jfr.  Doddt)         . .  1719 
After  short  debiUe,  Motion  i^rttd  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  em' 
mittcd. 


Q  UE8TI0NS. 


SlfttntBUTiON  OF  Fabliaicbntabt  pAPBBfl — QaestioD,  Mr.  Barton ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Courtney  . .  . .  . .  . .  1720 

BooiuHD— Thb  Sktb  Obofters— Questions,  Mr.  Maofarlane,  Lord  Colin 

Campbell,  Dr.  Cameron ;  Answers,  The  Lord  Advocate  . .  . .  1720 

Am— Thb  Abmovbbd  Tbaxh  at  ALBXANnsiA— Question,  Earl  F^wy;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Brand  . .  . .  1731 

Obobch  of  BjfOLABC— Fbxb  and  Appbopbiatbd  Sittikqs  IK  Ohobohbs — 
Altbbation  of  a  Pa&uambntabt  Fafbr— Question,  Mr.  A.  Orey; 
Answer,  Sir  John  B,  Mowbray  m  .•17-3 
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East  Ikhu — Godb  ot  Cbdccnaj.  PsocasDm  (Natitb  JvaraDicndK  ovn 

British  Subjects)— Qneatton,  Mr.  UaofkrWne;  Ansver,  Mr.  J.  K. 

Croas  .,  ..  ..  17aq 

Amiga  (West  Coast) — PoBTnoAL  and  the  Conoo— Questions,  Baroa 

Henry  De  Worms,  Mr.  Bourke  ;  Answers,  Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice  1724 
Afbica  (West  Coast)— The  Fbbkch  Expedition  to  thk  Cosoo — Questbn, 

Mr.  Bourke ;  Answer,  Lord  Edmond  Fitzmanrice         ..  ..  1725 

Egypt  (Rb-okgasizatidh) — The  Cababtbal  Sn&Tfnr — Ooestion,  Ur.  Fass- 

more  Edwards ;  Answer,  Lord  Edmond  Fitzmatirice  -  ..  1725 

Poor  hxv  (Ibeland)— WoBKHonsEa  nr  Dokboix — Question,  Mr.  BIlew; 

Answer,  Mr.  Trerelyan  ..  ..  ..  1726 

Poor  Iiav — Defobiatioh  of  Pavfbbs — Question,  Mr.  Shaw ;  Answer,  Sir 

Charles  W.  Dilke  . .  . .  . .  1726 

Chelsea  Hospital — The  Departmental  Cohhittee — Question,  Colonel 

Milne  Home  ;  Answer,  Sir  Arthur  Hayter  . ,  . .  I72T 

PABUAITENT — ^PKmLEOE — IhtBHFEBBHCE    OP    A    PSEB  tS  ELECTIONS — ^LoSD 

Oarbington — Question,  Mr.'  ■  J.  E.  Yorke ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General         . .  . .  . .  . .  . .  1737 

Excise — Brewing  LioerOEfl^Quesiion,  Mr.  Biddell;  Answer,  The  CSittn' 

cellor  of  the  Exchequer       . .  . .  . .  . .  1729 

Inland  Revenue — Bkoltsh   and  Scotch  Inooub  Tax— Queatioo,  Mr. 

Biddell ;  Answer.  The  Chanc^lor  of  the  Exohequer  . .  1729 

Prisons  (Ireland) — MuLLmoAB  (Jaol — Polltjtion  of  thh  Bbosna— Ques- 
tion, Mr.  T.  D.  SulliTan;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan        . .  "  . .  1730 

Natt — The  Eoyal  Habutes — Question,  Mr.  Dixon-Hartland }  Answer, 

Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  ,.  ..  1730 

Spain— LfTKRHATioirAL  Law — Svbbkndsr  op  Cuban  Refugees — Question, 

Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff ;  Answer,  Mr.  Erelyn  Ashley  . .  . .  1730 

Mbtropoxjtan  Ihproteuknts — Old  Tbuple  Bar— -Question,  Mr.  E.  Stan- 
hope; Answer,  Mr.  Sliaw  Lefevre  . .  . .  . .  1731 

Poor  Law  (Ireland; — The  Lougbrea  Boabd  of  Guardians — Question, 

Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  . .  1731 

Law  and  Police  (Ireland) — Terence  Gbealish — Question,  Mr.  T.  P. 

O'Connor;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan         ,.  ..  ..  1732 

Parliambntabt  Elections — The  Mid  dBBSHiBE  Election — Questions,  Mr. 
Broadhurst,  Mr.  Guy  Dawnay.  Lord  Claud  Hamilton,  Lord  Randolph 
Churchill ;  Answers,  The  Attorney  General  . .  . .  1  733 

Spain — The  Steamship  "Tangier" — Question,  Dr.  Cameron;  Answer, 

Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurico  ..  ..  ..  ..  1736 

Spam— International  Law — The  "  Leon  XIII." — Question,  Dr.  Cameron; 

Answer,  Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice         ..  ..  1736| 

Egypt — Ahabi  Pasha— Conditions  op  Detention  at  Ceylon— Questions, 
Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff,  Mr.  Labouchere;  Answers,  Lord  Edmond 
Fitzmaurice    . .  . .  . .  . .  . .  1737 

The  Bahebdftct  Bill — Mxhoeandtjic  os  Aueniucents— Quwtion,  Mr.  W. 

H.  Smith;  Answer,  Mr.  Chamberlain      . .  . .  . .  1737 

Army  (The  Auxiliary  Forces) — Ibish  Volunteers — Questions,'  Colonel 
King-Harman,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor;  Answers,  The  Marquess  of 
Hartington     ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  1738 

Scotland  —  Distubbanoeb   at   Fbabebbubqh  —  Question,    Sir  George 

Campbell ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  . .  . .  . .  1 739 

South  Africa — The  Tebbitorial  Authority  of  the  Cape  Governuenx— 

Question,  Sir  George  Campbell;  Answer,  Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley  . .  1740 

Ireland — Bbpobt  op  the  Public  Wobks  Cohhissionbrs— Question^  Mr. 

Arthur  O'Connor;  Answer,  Mr.  Courtney  ..  1740 

Egypt  (Insujt  GoimirsBNT)-^ExFENBEB — The  CoRBSSpoNDivcm— Question, 

Mr.  Onslow ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  K.  Cross     . .  . .  . .  i741 

Arut— Prouotion  op  StrBALTKRNS— Qaestton,  Hr.  Greer;  Answer,  The 

Mar<jues8  of  Hartington     , ,  . ,  , ,  . ,  1741 


Digitized  by 


Google 


^  ['Va^eh  8.  |  ~  Tt^ 

tiw  jiXB  JcariOB  (IsiLun)) — Iufsisokhbht  of  Mr.  M'Phiimii— Quesh 

tion,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor;  Anawer,  Mr.  Trevelyan       . .  . .  1742 

DdiSSAOK  or  Biters  (Irkund) — The  Biter  Babrov— ClaeatioDS,  Mr. 
Arthtir  O'Connor,  Mr.  Dawson ;  Answers,  Mr.  Courtney  . . ,  1743 

IiAir  AKD  PoLics  (Ireland) — Iix-TEEiTMKNT  by  the  Police — Michael 
-  Banxcan— Question,  Mr.  CBriea;  Answer,  Mr.  TreTelyan  ..  1743 

Post  Okfice  (BATnros  Bans  Dbvaxthsht)— Question,  Mr.  Eeaiuurd ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Fawcett  ..  '    ..  ..  1744 

SooTuurD— Tnfl  Pboccratub  Fiscal  of  Fra6£rbvb(}Ii — Qttestions,  Dr. 

Cameron  ;  Answers,  The  Lord  Advocate  . .  . ,  . .  1745 

Police  Protection  (Irelani)) — The  Earl  op  Kesmahe's  Kerry  Estats  • 
—Question,  1&.  O'Brien ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  1746 

JBBioiTtmB  AuEimaaEiTT  Aor,  1875— The  Juoqes*  Bules-i-Jurisdiotioh 
OS  Enolisq  High  Coubts  oymt  Domiciled  Scoiohuen — Question,  Kr. 
Bucbanaa  ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  . .  . .  . .  1747 

ttxnEopoLiTAiT  District  Bailwat — Yektilating  Shafts  on  the  Thames 
EaiBASKiooiT- QnestionB,  Ur.  Buxton,  Mr.  Puleston;  Answers,  Mr. 
Chamberlain  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  1747 

The  Irish  !Land  Gomhissiok'- Stm-CoMHissioinsRs  iir  OomiTT  Krrbt— 

Qaestion,  Mr.  Tottenbmcr;  AjBSVer,  Mr.  TreTelyan       . .  . .  1748 

Indu— Btsiebabai)— Toe  Oouitoil  of  BEOsiror— Question,  Mr.  M'Tisgaa ; 

Answer,  Mr.  J.  K.  Cross     . .  . .  . .  1749 

EDDCinos-  Dbpahtmkht — Trainiko   Colleoes  —  Question,    Mr.  Broad- 

faurst;  Answer,  Mr.  Mundella  ..  ..  ..  1750 

Thb  Parks  (METEorotrs)— St.  James's  Pabk— Question,  Mr.  Montague 

Gnest'^  Answer,  Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre  , .  . .  . .  1760 

Statb  of   Irilaio) — Apprehehded  Distbess— Question,  Mr.  CyDonnell ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan       . .  . .  1750 

AiMT — The  OoMMirrEE  on  Armt  Dress — Question,  Colonel  Barne;  An- 
swer, The  Marquess  of  Hartington  . .  . .  1751 

FtTBLic  i>£FARTMRnT8 — The  BicFLOTUKNT  07  PENSIONERS— Question,  Sir 
TrsTor  Lawrence ;  Answer,  Tlie  Marquess  of  Hartington  ,.  1751 

West  iNDift  (Jamaica)— The  SstzuBE  op  toe  "  E^benoe  "—Questions, 
Lord  Bandolph  Olinrchni,  Baron  Hen^  Be  Worms;  Answers,  Mr. 
Evelyn  Ashley  ..  ..  ..  ..1752 

£qtpi  (jfiLrrART  ExfeditioIt} — Fubohasb  of  a  BiTiLDnro  at  Fort 
Bus— Qneetions,  Lord  Bandolph  Churohill ;  Answers,  Mr.  Oampbell- 
Bannerman    . .  . .  . .  . .  1753 

EaTTT— The  New  Indemnity  Loan— Question,  Sir  Wilfirid  Lawson;  An- 
swer, Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice  ..  ..  ..  1754 

The  Seeds  Act— Supply  of  Seeds,  Ieeluid— Question,  Mr.  Lea ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Trevelyan  ..  ..  ..  ..1754 

^lUiAiNHAU  Prison  (Release  of  Mr.  Parnell,  &c.)— Notice  of  Motion- 
(Sir  Stafford  Northcotb)— Question,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Gladstone  . .  . .  1754 

AoaicuLTURAL  DEPRESSION — LEGISLATION — Question,  Mr.  Heneage;  Answer, 

Ur.  Gladstone . .  ..  ..  1756 

LuTD  Lav  (Irelabd)  Act,  1881— Questions,  Mr.  Justin  M'Carthy,  Mr. 

Qibson;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone  ..  1756 

Pabluueht^Bttsdstbss  of  the  House— Seed  Adtahces  (Scotland)  Bnx 

— ^^uestion,  Hr.  A.  J.  BaUbur ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone. .  . .  1767 

TAocniAMoir  Acts— Oabb  of  Mr.  Abjcfikld  —  Question,  Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor  j 

Annrer,  Mr.  Hibbert  ..  ..1757 

PAiT.TiinarT*-BTrapnM»  of  the  House- Sittings  in  Suffly— Question, 
■ '  Lord  Bandolph  Churdiill ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  . .  1 758 

pAKiudODrr  —  A^ouBKXSirr  —  The  Easter  UoiiiOAYS  —  Question,  Mr. 
Montague  Quest ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  .  >  . .  1709 
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SUPPLY — CMtidered  in  Committee — Gitil  Services  aitd  Hktznub  Dipabt- 

UEHTB  (SUPPLEHESTABT  ElTniJLTES,  18&2-S) — 

(la  the  CSommittee.) 

Class  II, — Salabies  and  Expenses  of  Civil  Depabtmkhts. 

(i.)  £600,  Friendly  Societies  Regi8tr>*.— After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to  . .  1759 

(s.)  MotioD  made,  and  QueaUon  proposod,  "That  a  Suj^fementary  aum,  notexeeed- 
.  ing  £20.280,  bo  sranted  to  Her  Mnjosty,  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in 
course  of  paymcQt  durioc  the  year  ending  on  the  31at  day  of  March  18S3,  for 
Stationery,  i'rinting,  and  Paper,  Binding,  and  Printed  Books  for  the  Beveral 
Bepartmenta  of  GovemmGot  in  England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland,  and  some  Da- 

Sendencies,  and  for  the  two  Houses  of  Parliament,  and  for  the  Salaries  and 
Ixpeiues  of  the  Establishment  of  the  Stationery  Office,  and  tho  cost  of  Stationery 
Office  Pablicatiuu,  and  of  the  Gaiette  Offioes;  and  fur  anndry  UiaoelUneoui 
Berricea,  inclading  a  Grant  in  Aid  of  the  pahlication  of  I^rliamentary  Vebatea  " . .  1759 
Motion  madfl,  and  QuMtion  innpoaad,  "  That  a  StupIenMotary  «um^  not  exomdling 
£19,780,  be  granted,  ke.,  —{Mr.  Buxton  .■)— After  debate,  Motion,  by  l6&re, 
toithdrawn. 

Ori^nal  Question  again  proposed  . .  . .  . .  1779 

Motion  made,  and  Uuestion  propoeed,  "  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceeding 
£15,280,  be  gmnted,  &o,,"~(ifr.  Stnry  JS.  FowUr  ;]— After  short  debate,  Question 
put:— The  Committee  diviM ;  Ayes  50,  Noes  118;  Majority  68,  — (Dir.  List, 

No.  20.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed     , .  . ,  •  •       .  . .  1783 

After  short  debate.  Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

{^.)  £1,100,  Works  and  Pablic  Uuildiogs  Office.— After  short  debate,  Vote  agrted  to  ITSi. 
(4.)  £627,  Fishery  Board,  Scotland. — After  short  debate,  Vote  ajrted  to  , .  1786 

(;,}  £18,  Loi-d  Lieutenant's  Household,  Ireland. 

(6.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '*  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceed- 
ing £2,750,  be  granted  to  Iler  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge  whidi  wiU  come  in 
coarse  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slat  day  of  March  1683,  fat  th« 
Salariea  and  Expenses  of  the  Offices  of  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  in  Dublin  and  London,  and  Subordinate  Departments"  , .  1803 

After  long  debate,  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '*  That  a  Supplementary 
sum,  not  exceeding  £750,  be  gninted,  £o.,"-~(3rr.  Artkitr  O'Connor)  . ,  1844 

After  further  short  debate.  Question  put : — The  Committee  dividtd  ;  Ayoa  Ifi,  Noes 
156  ;  Majority  141,— {Div.  List,  No.  21.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(7.)  £142,  Becoid  Office,  IreUnd. 

Class  III.— Lav  avd  Jubticb. 

(S.)  £1,700,  Wreck  Commisnon.— After  short  debate,  Vota  agrted  to.  , ,  1861 

S.)  £210,  Revising  BarristerB,  England, 
otion  made,  and  Question  prope«ed,  "  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceeding 
£40,000,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in 
course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slat  day  of  March  1883,  of 
Criminal  x^rosecutions  and  other  Ijaw  Charges  in  Ireland,  including  certain 
Allowanceflnnderthe  Act  15  and  16  Vic.  c.  83"  ..  1863 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "That  a  Supplementary  aum,  not  exoeeding 
£10,000,  be  granted,  &c,,'*— (Jfr.  T.  O'C'oniioc  .■}— After  debate,  JfoF<rf,  "That  tho 
Chairman  do  r^rt  Progress,  and  oak  leave  to  sit  again,"— (JTr. /^arne^/^  — Ques- 
tion put:— The  Committco  dit  ided ;  Ayca  17,  Noes  97;  Majority  80. — (Dir.  List, 
No.  22.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed     . .  . .  , .  1869 

After  short  debate,  Moved,  "That  the  Chairman  do  now  leave  the  Chair,"— (Jfr. 
Jtittin  M'CartAy  ;}— After  further  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Besolutiona  to  be  reported  7h-morrew  ;  Committee  also  r^orfe  Frc^ren ; 
to  sit  again  To-morrov. 

Isle  of  Man  (Harbours)  BUI  [BiU  loi]- 
J/oTAf,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (J/r.  J.  Solma)    . .  1»79 
Motion  agretd  to : — ^Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  tommttt§d  for  Tkimilai^ 
next. 
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TABIA  OF  OOK^fiKIS. 

Borongh  FranohiBe  (Ireland)  Bill  fBUl  22]— 
Older  read,  for  resamiiig  Adjoorfied  Debate  oa  AmwiAiMDt  to  Seoraid 
Beading  [Ttli  Mareh]        ..  ..  ..  1879 

After  short  debate,  Adjourned  Debate  further  adfovmtd  till  To-mftrow. 

Lul  Drainage  PrOTisional  Order  Bid— Ordered  (Jtfr.  Sihbert,  Seeretar;/  Sir  If  imam 

Armiri) ;  prtttnted,  and  read  th*  flnt  time  [Bill  114}  . .  . .  . .  1 880 

[2.16.] 

LOBDS,  FRIDAY,  HABOH  9. 

Ualta  (CoNSTiximoN'  AND  ADifunsTE-vnoif)— MoTioN  FoH  AN  Adsbem — 

XoreJ,  "  That  an  humbl«  Addteea  be  preaeoted  to  Her  Majesty  for  further  papen 
and  coMeBPandence  zcapectiiw  the  coiutitatioD  and  adminiBttation  of  Malta  "—<n« 
AriDf  Z«  ITffn-)    ..  ..  ..  ..  1881 

After  short  debate,  Motion  (by  leave  of  the  Houee)  mihiraviH. 

ArucA  (West  Coasx)  (The  Eiter  Congo)— Question,  Obserrations,  Lord 

Mount-Temple;  Reply,  Earl  Granville  ..  ..  1889 

hiSD  Law  (Ibeiahd) — Nouscation  of  Sklbot  Oojoiitxek— 
Moved,  "  That  the  Select  Committee  on  the  Land  Lav  (IrMand)  Act  be 
re-appointed," — {TAt  Earl  of  Bonou^hmore :) — Motion  agreed  U: — List 
of  the  Oommittee  ..  ..  ..  1893 

'Svt  Chabitt  CoMMiasroireBa — Schsub  fob  St.  Ddsstan's-iN'Thb  Ba»t — 

QueetioD,  The  Earl  of  Sedesdale;  Anever,  Lord  Carlingford  . .  1893 

^ale  of  Liquors  on  Snndi^  (Ireland}  Bill  [a.k]— PmMfMf  {The  lord  Peiv^  Smti ; 

Madl*(No.  17)  ..  ..  1894 

[6.80.] 

COMMONS,  FfilDAY,  MABOH  9. 
PRIVATE  BVSINSS8. 


Pbtuxb  Bills  (BErjSBB&s) — Bules  for  the  Practice  and  Frooednre  of  the 
Beferees  on  Private  Billfl   . ,  . ,  . .  . .  189S 

QUESTJONa. 

PuBUo  Hbaltit  (Ibblavd)— Wakbs— Qneetion,  Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Trereljan  ..  ..  1896 

PKErxHTK>N  OF  Cbiieb  (Iebland)  Act,  1882 — Mbssbs.  O'Briek,  Oxlhooly, 
A2rD  HoDNETT— Questions,  Mr.  O'Brien,  Oolond  Eing-Harman;  An- 
swers, Mr.  Trevelyan         . .  . .  . .  . .  1896 

PiKTKmoiT  07  Crime  (Ibblahd)  Act,  1882 — Mb.  T.  Habrikotos — Ques- 
tion, Colonel  Eing-Harman ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyaa ;  Question,  Mr. 
Sextoo;  rZ7o  reply]  ..  ..  1897 

PABUAKEHT-^^pBivTLxaE — Mb.  Healy,  M.F. — Questtoo,  Mt.  Sexton^  An- 
swer, Mr.  Trevelyan  . .  . .  . .  . .  1898 

lUDB   A3TD  COMMEBOB — OVBRSIZINO    OF    CoTTOH  ClOTH — QUBStion,  Mr. 

Broadhnrst;  Answer,  Sir  William  Haroourt  1899 
lam  Iiur  (IbbusSi)  Aot*  1861— SuB-OouuissioiTe— Qoeation,  Mr.  Kenny; 
Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan      ..  ..  1899 

VOL.  OOIiXZYL  [tbxvd  ssbibb.]     [  ;  1 
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tJ^W  .OF;  G0NTBIO:9- 
[^^areh  9.]  -Sfty* 

Thb  Danubuit  ,CosyxBSNCis — Exolusite  BiaHx  of  Hussia.  ovxb  7hb  Kilu.     ' ' 
Koirm — Questions,  Baron  Henry  De  Worms  ^  Aneweta,  Lord  Bdmond 
Fitzmanrice    ..  ..  ..  1900 

ScoTLAiiD— Thb  CROFraas— Thb  Eoyal  Oommission— Questions,  Mr.  Mac- 
farlane,  Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay,  Sir  George  Campbell;  Answers.  Sir 
William  Harcourt  ..  ..  ..  ..  1901 

SooThAHD — DBSTmmoH  nr  the  Wbstern  Highlands —The  Seeds  Atitanoes 
(Soovuin))  Bnj;— Questiona,  Mr.  D.  Cameron;  Answers,  The  Lord 
Advooate      ..  ..  ..  ..  1902 

BoHiNion  o»  OiarAiiA— BBTBirRov  OF  THE  "  Atat-aya" — Question,  Mr.  A. 
-    J.  Balfour;  Answer,  Mr.  Courtney         . .  . ,  . .  1902 

State  of  IjEtELAim— Bistbess  in  the  West  and  Nobth-Wbst — Questions, 

Mr.  Sexton ;  Answers,  Mr.  Trerelyan      . .  . .  . .  1903 

■pABLEAKmr— Btnmnss  op  the  Hottsb — Parliamentart  Oaths  Act  (1866) . 
AxEVDianrr  Bill— Question,  Mr.  Hicks ;  Answer,  Mr.  Oladstone    . .  1903 

SovTH  Africa  (The  Transvaal) — Cruelties  of  the  Boers — Questions, 

Lord  Eustace  OectI,  Lord  George  Hamilton ;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone  1904 

Seed  Advances  (SooTLAin>)  Bill — Notice  of  Question,  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour ; 

Question,  Sir  Joseph  W.  Pease ;  Answer,  Mr.  Speaker  . .  . .  1 907 

Sale  of  Poisons  —  Legislation — Patent    Medicines  —  Question,  Mr. 

Warton;  Answer,  Mr.  Mundella  ..  ..  ..  1908 

The  Danhbian  Conference— The  Kilia  Mouth— Questions,  Baron  Henry 

De  Worms ;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone  . .  1908 

FABLUU3ENT — BUSINESS  OF  THB  HousB — Questlons,  Mr.  J.  Lowther,  Lord 
Bandolph  Churchill,  Colonel  Makins,  Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot,  Mr. 
G(wst,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith ;  Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exohwiaer, 
Mr.  Gladstone. ,  . .  . .  . .  . .  1908 

EaTFT— The  Eabl  or  Doffbbin's  Dbsfatoh — Question,  Mr.  Ashmead- 

Bartlett ;  Answer,  Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice  .,  ,.1910 

India— Death  of  Sir  Salar  Juno— Question,  Lord  Claud  Hamilton;  An- 
swer, Mr.  J.  K.  Cross         . .  . .  . .  . .  1910 

ORDERS   OF  THE  DAY, 


Buf  PLT — Order  fbr  Committee  read ;  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair :  " — 

Factory  and  Bduoatiov  Acts  (Scotland)— Bssolution— 
Amendment  proposed, 

To  leaTe  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the  ond  of  tho  Question,  in  order  to  add  tha 
words  "iQ  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  desirable  that  the  want  of  harmony 
which  practically  exists  between  the  Factory  and  Education  Acts  in  Scotland  M 
remedied  hy  legislation  at  the  earliest  opportunity," — (^M>:  CoehraH-Palriek,)-~ 
instead  thereof  ..  ..I9I0 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  oat  stand  part 
td  the  Question]: " — After  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Law  and  Justice— Dobuant  Funds  in  Chanoeet — Observations,  Mr. 
Stanley  Leighton ;  Beply,  The  Attorney  General :— Short  debate 
thereon         . .  . .  . .  . .  1935 

The  BarrisB  Colonies— GovERmcENT  and  Administeation — Question, 
-Observations,  Mr.  E,  N.  Fowler  ..  ..  1928 

West  Indies  (Jamaica)— Seizure  of  the  "  Flobenob  "—Observations, 
Mr.  Gorst;  Beply,  Mr.  Brelyn  Ashley : — Debate  thrareon  ..  1939 

Main  QuestioQ,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leara  tho  Chair."  put,  and 
''agreed  io. 
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TABtK'OF  CONffiNTS. 

SUPPLY — Mn*id§rad  in  Committee— Oivil  Services  aot)  Bbvbnvb  Bepaat*  • 
acnm  (Suppuuckstart  EarmuTEs,  18&2-3). 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Ci^  m. — Lat  Aim  JvsnoB. 

(i.)  Queitioik  again  proposed,  *'  That  a  Supplementary  snin,  not  exceediog  £40,000, 
be  granted  to  Her  Majeety,  to  de&ay  tne  Charge  whieh  vill  come  in  oaarse  of' 

Kyment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  !ilat  day  o(  March  1883,  of  Criminal 
oseeutions  and  other  Law  Chnrges  in  Ireland,  including  certain  AUowaoctis  ui^r 
the  Act  15  and  16  Viu.  c.  83." 
WbereupoB  Question  again  proposed,  "  That  a  Supplfimentarr  aam,  not  exceedhig 

£10,000,  be  granted,  £c.,"— (Jfr.  T.  F.  O'Ouuur)  . .  . .  1967 

Aiter  debate,  Quettion  put: — ^The  Committee  tfiVitf^rf;  Ayes  14,  Noes  115;  Majority 

101— (Dir.  Liat,  No.  23.) 
CMginal  Question  put,  and  t^eed  to. 

Motion  nude,  and  Question  proposed,  "That  a  Sapplemontary  sum,  not  exceeding 
£40,033,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Caiargo  which  wijl  come  in  couna 
of  pajrment  during  the  year  ending  on  tho  Slst  day  of  March  1883,  for  the  Salaries 
and  Expenses  of  the  Office  of  tho  Irish  Land  Commiaaicm  "         . .  . .  9010'' 

Mowed,  ''That  tho  Chairman  do  report  Frogresa,  and  ask  leave  to  ait  agtunt"*— 
^Jfr.  Ftrnell :)— After  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  withdratcn. 

Onginal  Motion,  by  leart^  wUMrawn. 


CxtASS  IV. — BmrcATioN,  Scxexce,  add  Ast. 

£42,122,  Public  BdncaUon. 
£2,050,  British  Moaeum. 
U.)  £130,  London  UniTersity. 
(5.)  £600,  Deep  Sea  Exploring  Expedition  (Report). 

(6.)  £63,  Sydney  and  ^lelboume  International  Exhibitions.  '. 

Class  V. — FoKKies-  ahi>  CoLoinAL  Services. 

(7.)  Motion  made,  and  Qoestion  proposed,  "That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not 
•zc«oding  £31,312,  be  granted  to  Her  Majestv,  to  defray  the  Cluuge  which  will 
come  in  course  of  paymient  durhig  the  year  endiBgantheSlat  day  of  Manh  1883, 
for  the  Expenses  of  Her  Majesty's  EmhaasieB  and  MissionB  Abroad"  ..  200S 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "Tbut  a  ^iipplemontary  sum,  not  exceeding 
£30,902,  be  granted,  &o.,"--(Jfr-.  Labouchtre — After  short  debate.  Question  pat: 
— The  Committee  divided;  Ayes  18,  Noes  a9;  Majority  41.  -  (Dir.  List,  No.  24.) 
Original  Question  pat,  &nd  agreed  la. 
(8.)  £1,760,  Consular  Services.— Aftershort  debate,  Votefly;wrf/o  .,  20X8 
(9.)  £1.182,  Suppressiim  U  tbe  Slave  Trade. 
(10.)  £S,fi00,  Colonies,  Gtrants  in  Aid. 
(1 1.)  £6,600,  Subaidies  to  Telegraph  Companiei. 

Cuss  VX. — Nok-Epfbctivb  ASh  Qhabitablb  Sbbtioes. 
(IS.J  £4,(00,  Superamraationa  and  Setired  Allowances. 

(13.}  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £1,060,  ba 
granted  to  fler  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of 

Syment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March  1863,  to  enable  the 
mmissionera  of  Her  Majesty's  Xreaaury  to  commute,  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Act  36  and  37  Vic.  c.  57,  or  otherwise,  certain  Annuitioa  charged  on  the  Ex- 
chequer" 3018 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  a  sum,  nut  exceeding  £1 12,  be  granted, 
Ac,"— (Jfr.  Xiii»wA«rv;)— After  short  debate.  Question  put:— The  Committee 
mnitd;  Ayea  e,-Noe8  53 ;  Majority  44.>(Div.  List,  No.  26.) 
Origiiial  Qnanon  pot,  and  agretd  to. 

Class  VII.— MiscBLLAiTEOira. 
(14.)  £M0,  Temporary  CommisBions. 

(15.)  Motion  mad^  and  Question  proposed,  "  Hat  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceed, 
ii^  £450,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in 
course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slat  day  of  March  1S83,  for 
certain  Miscellaneous  Expenses '   . .  . .  . .  •  •  SOlO 

I^MatieB  pot :— The  Comnuttee  dividtd;  Ayee  42,  Koes  17 ;  Majority  35.— (Dir.  Idit, 

No.  a6.y  — V 

Betbkue  Depaktubhts. 

(16.)  £17,000.  Ctutoma  Department— After  short  debate.  Vota  apnfd  tt  « 1  SOU 

',17.)  £11,000,  Inland  Bevenue.  ^  . 
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Sppplt — CiTn.  SuTicu,  he.  Erdutu— Oommittes— «an<iMiMf. 

(18.)  £14,000,  Port  Office  Fftelnt  Servica. 
(19.)  £87.000,  Port  Office  Tekgnplu. 

OiTiL  Service  Excesses,  1881-2. 

(20.)  Semlved,  That  a  vara,  not  exceeding  £3,706  7$.  2J.,  be  granted  to  Her  U^jerty, 
to  make  good  Ezceues  on  Mrfafn  iinnfM  tor  Civil  Services,  for  the  year  ended  on 
the  Slit  day  of  March  1861   [fTheu  tfae  abTeral  Services  are  Mt  forth.] 

Abut  Ezoesszs,  1881<2. 

(21.)  Saolvtd,  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £44,197  2t.  6d.,  be  granted  to  Her  l^ajesty, 
to  make  good  Excessei  of  Army  Expenditure  beyond  the  Grants  for  the  year  ended 
on  the  3lBt  day  of  Marth  1882. 

Eesolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow;  CommiUM  to  BitBgain  Ta-mrrow. 

Suf  FIT — Bepobt — Sesolutions  [Haroh  ft]  reported  ....  , .  2024 

Besolution  1  agreed  to. 

EesolutioQ  2  : — After  short  debate,  Hesolution  agreei  to. 

Kesolution  3  agreed  to.  '-''>. 

Hesolution  4 : — After  short  debate,  Ilesolution  egreU  to. 

Bemaining  Resolations  agnti  <o. 


ItoroQgk  TyancUw  ^IxelaiLd)  (Ko.  2)  ^i3X~Qrdered  {Mr.  J>awfen,  Mr.  Biggar,  Mr. 

■  JhfH-,Jrr.£>H^y);/rwitf«rf,andreadtfa«firBttime[Binil0]       ,.  2026 
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LORDS. 


SAT  TIBSf 

The  Lord  Eeane,  after  the  death  of  his  bvother. 
Fbisat,  HutcH  2. 

The  hoxd  Uinster  (the  Marquess  of  Oonyngham),  after  the  death  of  his  father. 

NEW  FEEStS. 

TajrXBDAY,  FSBBTTABT  15. 

The  Lobs  CnAncBixoB — The  Earl  OranTllle,  one  of  Her  Megeety's  iVinoipal 
Secretariee  of  State,  acquainted  the  House  that  Her  Majesty  had  been  pleased 
fo  create  Soundell,  Lord  Selbome,  Lord  Ohanoellor  of  Great  Britain,  a 
Yiacount  and  Earl  of  the  United  Kingdom,  by  the  style  and  title  of  yisootint 
Wolmer  of  Blackmoor,  in  the  oounty  of  Souuiamptcm,  and  Earl  of  Selborae 
ia  the  said  county. 

Sir  Garnet  Joseph  Wolsoley.  a.C.B.,  a.O.M.a.,  General  and  Adjutant-General  of 
Hex  Ma.jekfB  Forces,  and  late  General  Oommanding-in-Chief  the  Ezpe- 
diUonary  Force  in  Egypt,  created  Baron  Wolsel^  of  Ouro,  and  of  Woleeley 
in  the  oounlgr  of  Stafford. 


COMMONS. 


NEW  WBTTS  ISSUED. 

DvBiva  BioxsB — 

For  CidtM  Borough,  v.  Bight  Hon.  Sir  Charles  Wentworth  Dilke,  baronet,  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Goremment  Board. 

For  Madiiiigte»  CotaUjf,  «.  Hon.  Fraiuds  Ohartezis,  commonly  called  Lord  Elcho, 
called  up  to  the  House  of  Peers. 

For  Mellow  Borough,  v.  Bight  Hon.  William  Moore  Johnson,  one  of  the  Jndgef 
of  the  High  Court  of  Justice  in  belaud. 

Thvbsdat,  Febbua&t  15. 
For  iho  Cmtiv  o/MUn,  e.  Bight  Hon.  Thomas  Edward  Taylor,  deceased. 

FaxDAT,  Fkbbvast  16. 
For  SkomitU  iipwi  3^  «.  Aehton  Wentworth  Dilke,  esquire,  Manor  of  North- 
stead. 

for  FmAmmM  Count^t  v.  Hugh  Joseph  Gill,  esquire,  Ohiltem  Hundreds, 

Digitized  by  Google 


NEW  WKITfi  ISSVED-eoHtinued. 

UoSDATi  FXBSUABY  19. 

For  Portarlingion,  v.  Hon.  Bernard  Edward  Bamaby  Fitxpatriok,  now  Lord  Oaatle- 
toQ,  called  np  to  the  Houae  of  Peers. 

Thubsdat,  March  1 . 

For  Wyeomhe  Borough^  v.  Lieutenant  Oolonel  William  Henry  Peregrine  Carington, 
commonly  called  the  Hon.  William  Henry  Peregrine  Carington,  Manor  of 
Northstead. 

For  Chetter  County  (Mid  Division),  c  Hon.  WUbraham  Egertoo,  called  up  to  the 
House  of  Peers. 

Wbdnesdat,  Mabcu  7. 
For  th»  County  9/  THpperary,  v.  John  Dillon,  esquire,  Obiltem  Hundreds. 

NEW  MEMBERS  SWORN. 

Thursday,  Febbuabt  15. 

{7%«2iMi— Bight  Hon.  Sir  Oharlea  Wentworth  Dilke,  baronet. 

^ij^oft— Hon.  Algernon  Fulke  Egerton. 

iMorpool — Samuel  Smi&,  esquire. 

BaiiingUn — Lord  Elcho. 

MaUow — William  O'Brien,  esquire. 

TimsDAY,  February  27. 
City  of  NmcMiU  upon  7)/ne'~John  Morley,  esquire. 

Thursday,  Maboq  1. 
County  of  ^h&/(»— Edward  Robert  Eing-Harman,  esquire. 

Monday,  March  5. 

Borough  oj  Portarltnyion — ^Robert  Abraham  Brewster  French-Brewster,  esquire. 
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THE  MINISTRY 

Of  THE  BiOHT  HoxouBABLE  WILLIAM  £WART  GLADSTONE, 
At  thx  Couisfoehekt  of  the  FonsTH  Session  of  thb  22sd  Fabuaheht, 

FSBSnABY  l&TH,  1883. 


THE  CABINET. 

TiiA  Lord  of  the  Troasary            .      .  Right  Hod.  Williak  Ewaht  Gladstohe. 
Lord  Chancellor  Right  Hon.  Karl  of  SEi^oiraB. 

"ifeSJuf  t^"^        ^}  Ho».  E.rl  S,.»c.»,  K.G, 

Lord  Privy  Seal  Right  Hon.  Lord  CASLixoFOBn. 

Secretary  of  State,  Home  Department       .    Right  Hon.  Sir  William  V,  HABCOt'KT. 
Stcretaiy  of  State,  Foreign  Departmont  .      Kight  Hon.  Earl  Gkanvillb,  K.G. 
Socretmy  of  State  for  the  Coloiues     .      .    Kight  Hon.  Earl  of  Dkkby. 
Secretary  of  State  for  India    .      .      .      Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Kimbehlet. 
SecwtaiT  of  State  for  War       .      .      .   Right  Hon.  Marquess  of  Habtinoton. 
ChanceOor  of  the  Exchequer  .      .      .      Right  Hon.  H.  C.  E.  CHiLnEsa. 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty      .      .  lUght  Hon.  Earl  of  Xohthhrook. 

Chancellor  of  tiie  Duchy  of  Lancaster    .      iUght  Hon.  John  G.  Donitox. 
fteadent  of  the  Board  of  Trade        .      .   Right  Hon.  Joseph  Chamberlaix. 
IVeadent  of  the  Local  Goremment  Board     Right  Hon.  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke.  Bt. 

NOT  IN  THE  CABIKET. 

PoatmaBter  General  Right  Hon.  Henry  Fawcett. 

field  Uarshal  Commanding  in  Chief  .  H.R.H,  the  Duke  of  Camukiuoe,  K.G. 

(aW^^oner  of  Worka  and  Puhlic|  ^.^^^         ^^^^^^  j^^^  g^^^.  ^^^^^^^ 

^""SfS^t^n""".^*^"*!  °'  ^8^'  J-  M^-^'D^^'"^- 

r  C.  C.  Cotes,  Esq. 
Lordi  of  the  Treasury       .      .      .      .<  Hebbbkt  Gladstone,  Esq. 

(li.  W.  Duff,  Esq. 

i Admiral  Sir  Astley  Coopbb  Key,  Admiral  Lord 
Axoesteb,  Re  at  Admiral  Thomab  Bbandbzth, 
Rear  Admiral  Sir  F.  W.  Bichabss,  Sir  Thokas 
BiiAB&EY,  and  Geohgb  W,  Ben  del,  Esq. 

Secnitar)'  of  the  Admiralty     .      .      .  H.  Cahpbell-Bankbbhan,  Esq. 

Secretory  to  the  Board  of  Tnide        .      .  Joav  Holms,  Esq. 

^eadaxy  to  Ous  Local  GoTenunent  Board  John  Tomlihso:*  Hibbbkt,  Esq. 

tinder  Secretary,  Home  Department  .      .  Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Bosbbert. 

Cnder  Secretary,  Foreign  Department   .  Lord  Edmond  Fitziudbjcb. 

Cndcr  Secretar^- for  Colonies     .      .      .  Hon.  A.  Evelyn  Ashley. 

Under  Becretai^'  for  War      .      .      .  Earl  of  Moklby. 

I'nder  Secretary  for  ladia  .       .       .       .J.  Ktnastoh  Cbobs,  Eeq. 

Pkpaaster  General        ....  Rig^t  Hon.  Lord  Wolvebtox. 

Jodge  Adrocate   Right  Hon.  Gbobob  Osbohnb  Mouoas. 

Attwney  Ooietal   Sir  Hekkt  James. 

SoUdtor  Gousal   Sir  Faxbbk  Hbkschxll. 

SCOTLAND. 

lord  Advocato   Bight  Hon.  J.  B.  BALrotrs. 

iiolidtar  General   A.  Asher,  Esq. 

IRELAND. 

Lord  lieutenant   iUght  Hon.  Earl  Spbmobh,  E.O. 

Lord  Chancellor   Right  Hon.  HroH  Law. 

(.Iiief  Socrctar}-  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant     .  Right  Hou.  Geobob  Orro  Tbbtbltav. 

Attorney  General   Right  Hon.  A.  M.  Pobteb. 

Stdidtor  Gennal   John  Naish,  Esq. 

QUEEN'S  HOUSEHOLD. 

Lord  Steward  ......  Right  Hon  Earl  Stbnby. 

Wd  Chamberlain   Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Kkkuabb. 

Mister  of  the  Horse       ....  His  Grace  the  Duke  of  Westminbtbu. 

"^Kamra  ixE  the  Household  .      .  Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Bkeasalbakb. 

(^onqitroUn  at  the  Household  .  Right  Hon.  Lord  KsmntOToN. 

Vice  Chamberlain  of  the  Household  .      ■  Right  Hon.  Lord  Chablbb  Bbvcb. 

Ctptsin    the  Corps  of  Gentlemen  at  Arms  Right  Hon.  Lord  Carinoton. 

(^ptain  of  the  Yeomen  of  the  Guard     .  Right  Hon.  Lord  Monson. 

llMter  of  the  Buckhounda  ....  Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Coek  and  Obbeby.  . 

Chief  Equerrj'  and  Clerk  SLiTshal  .      -  Lord  Alfred  H.  Paobt. 

Uittresi  of  the  Bobea   Her  Grace  the  Duchess  of  Boxbcbohb. 
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£er  IHS  FouBTH  Session  of  the  Twentt-Sboond  Pabluhxht  of  thb 
United  Ejnodoic  of  Qseat  Bbitain  and  Ibxland. 


46°  VICTORIiE  1883. 


Mem. — Aeeordinff  to  the  JJiage  of  Parh'amenf,  when  the  Soxue  appoinit  a  Sdeet  Com- 
mittee, the  Lords  (pointed  to  serve  t^on  it  are  named  in  the  Order  of  ihoir  Sank, 
heginning  with  the  Highest;  and  so,  when  the  Souse  sends  a  Committee  to  a  Confer- 
er,ce  with  the  Commons,  the  Lord  highest  in  Rank  is  called  first,  and  the  rest  go 
forth  in  like  Order :  But  when  the  Whole  Some  is  called  over  for  any  Purpose 
within  the  Souse,  or  for  the  Purpose  of  proceeding  forth  to  Westminster  Sail,  or  upon 
any  public  Solemnity,  the  Call  begins  invariably  with  the  Junior  Baron. 


His  Bojal  HiglmesB  The  Prince  of 

Wales. 

His  Eoyal  Highness  Axfeed  Ernest 
Albert  iJrike  of  Edinburgh. 

His  Bojal  Highness  Abthitb  Wiluah 
Patbiok  Albert  Puke  of  GoHNAtroHT 
and  Sthathearn. 

His  Koyal  HighDese  Leopold  Geoboe 
Duncan  Albert  Duke  of  Albany. 

His  Boyal  Highness  Georoe  Willluc 
!Fredebick  Cjiarixs  Duke  of  Cam- 

"  IIUIDOE. 

■  Archbiaht^  of  Canterburt. 

BouNDEix  Earl  of  Selbobne,  Lord  High 

Chancellor. 

AVnjjAM  Archbishop  of  ToBK. 
John  Fotntz  Earl  Spencer,  Lord  Presi' 
dent  of  the  Council. 

Chichester  Sauitbl  Lord  Oarlinqfobd, 
Lord  Privy  Seal, 

Henry  Duke  of  Norfolk,  Ma^l  Marshal 
of  ^England. 

Edward  Adolfhus  Duke  of  Somerset. 
Charles  Henry  Duke  of  Biohuond. 
Anonstus  Charles  Lennox  Duke  of 
Grafton. 

Henry  Charles  Fttzroy  Duke  of  Beau- 

FORT. 

WlLLUH    AUELIUS    AUBREY    DE  VeRE 

Duke  of  Saint  Albans. 

Georoe  Godolphin  Duke  of  Leeds. 

Francis  Charus  Hashnos  Duke  of 
Bedford. 

Williak  Duke  of  Detonshirx. 
John  "Winston  Duke  of  MARLBORouan. 
Charles  Cecil  John  Duke  of  Kutland. 
William  Alexander  Louis  Stephen 
DukeofBiiAKDON.  {DuieofEamilhn.) 


WnxiAM  John  ARTHtnt  Charles  Jaxes 

Duke  of  Portland. 
William  Dhogo  Duke  of  Manchester. 
Henby  Felham  Archibald  Douglas 

Diike  of  Newcastle. 

Algernon  Geoboe  Dnko  of  North- 

TTMBERLAND. 

His  Eoyal  HighneBS  Ernest  Augustus 
William  Adolphus  George  Frederick 
Duke  of  Cumberland  and  Teyiotdale. 

Abthub  Bichard  Duke  of  Wellinoton. 

BtcHARD  Flantaoenet  Camphell  Duke 
of  Buckingham  and  Chandos. 

George  Granville  William  Duke  of 
Sutherland. 

Habby  Geoboe  Duke  of  Cleteland. 

Hugh  Lupus  Duke  of  Westminsteb. 

John  Marquess  of  Winchester. 
Henby  Charles  Keith  Marquess  of 
Lansdotne. 

Stuabt 


Marquess 
Ta£bot  Marquess  of 


John  Yiujebs 

towshend. 
Bob£rt  Arthur 

Salisbxtey. 
John  Alexander  Marquess  of  Bath. 

James  Marquess  of  Abercobn.  {Ihtkt 

of  Ahercorn.) 
FBANcns  Hugh  Geoboe  Marquess  of 

Hebtfobd. 

John  Patrick  Marquess  of  Bute. 
WnxiAM  Alleyne  Marquess  of  Exeter. 
WnxiAH  Marquess  of  Nobthaxpioh. 
John  Chables  Marquees  Camden. 
Henry  Marquess  of  Anglesey. 
William  Henry  Hugh  Marquess  of 

Cholmondeley. 
Ernest  Augustus  Chables  Marquess 
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Feederick  Wtt.t.taw  John  Maiquess  of 

Bbistol. 
Abohibaxj»  Haiquess  of  Amu. 

Geosob  Auovstus  CoNflTAnmrB  Mar- 
qness  of  Noiousby. 

Oeobge  Fbedebick  Sahvel  Marquess 

of  BiFON. 

WnxiAU  Harqness  of  ABERaATENHT. 

JoHiT  BoBEKT  EstI  Stdmet,  Lord  Ste- 
ward of  the  Hinuehold. 
Ghaai£S  Henbt  Joks  Earl  of  Shbews- 

BUBT. 

Edtabd  Heitrt  Earl  of  Derby. 

Francis  Pover  Fiastaoeket  Earl  of 

HuifTiNaDoir. 

Geoeqe  Robert  Charles  Earl  of  Pem- 
broke AND  Mo^rrooHERY. 

William  Reginald  Earl  of  Devon. 

Henry  Coarles  Earl  of  Suffolk  and 
Bereshire. 

RcDOif  H  WiLLLAU  Basii.  Earl  of  Dhn- 

BIOH. 

Francis  Willluc  Henry  Earl  of  West- 

icoEZJun). 
Montague  Earl  of  Lindsey. 
 Earl  of  Stamford. 

Gborob  James  Earl  of  Winchxlsea  aio) 

NonxNOHAH. 
George  Philip  Earl  of  Chesterfield. 

John  "William  Earl  of  Sandwich. 

Arthcr  Algernon  Earl  of  Essex. 

AViLLiAM  George  tlarl  of  Carlisle. 

Walter  Francis  Earl  of  Doncabter. 
{Dule  of  Buceleueh  and  Quuiuherrff.) 

Anthony  Earl  of  SHAiTBSBimY. 

 Earl  of  Berkeley. 

Montagu  Earl  of  Abingdon. 
Richard  George  Earl  of  Soarbrouoh. 
Obobge  Thomas  Earl  of  Albemarle. 
George  'William  Earl  of  Coventry. 
YicroR  Albert  George  Earl  of  Jersey. 
Williak  Henry  Earl  PouLErr. 
Sholto  John  Earl  of  Morton.  {EUeted 

for  Scotland.) 
Walter  Henry  Earl  of  Mar  and  Kellis. 

{Elected  for  Scotland,) 

Claitde  Earl  of  Strathmobs  and  Kino- 
horn.    {Elected for  Scotland.) 

George  Earl  of  Haddington.  {Elected 
for  Scotland.) 


Alexander  Earl  of  Leven  and  Mel- 

tille.   {Elected  for  Scotland.) 
Dunbar  James  Earlof  Selkirk.  {Elected 

I    for  Scotland.) 

Thomas  Barnes  Earl  of  Dvndonald, 

{Elected  for  Scotland.) 
Sewalus  Edward  Earl  FERREna, 
William  Walter  Earl  of  Dartmouth. 
Charles  Earl  of  Tankerthle. 
Heneage  Earl  of  Aylesford. 
Francis  Thomas  De  Grey  Earl  Cowfer. 
Arthur  Philip  Earl  Stanhope. 

Thomas  Augustus  Wolstehholue  Earl 

of  Macclesfield. 
Douglas  Bebesfobd  Malise  Ronald 

Earl  Graham.    {Duke  of  Montrote.) 
William  Frederick  Earl  Waldegrate. 
Bertram  Earl  of  Ashbuenham. 
Charles  Augustus  Earl  of  Harrington. 
Isaac  Newton  Earl  of  Portsmouth. 
George  Guy  Earl  Brooke  and  Earl  of 

Warwick. 
Augustus  Edwabd  Earl  of  Bm^KiNOHAM- 

shire. 

William  Thomas  Sfenceb  Earl  Frrz- 

WILLIAM. 

Dudley  Francis  Earl  of  Guilford. 

Charles  Philip  Earl  of  Habdwicee. 

Henby  Edward  Earl  of  Ilchestee. 

Reginald  Windsor  Earl  De  La  Warr. 

Jacob  Earl  of  Radnor. 

John  Foyntz  Earl  Spencer.  {In  another 
Flace  as  Lord  President  of  the  Council.) 

Allen  Alexander  Earl  Bathurst. 

Arthur  Wills  John  Wellington 
Blundell  Trumbull  Earl  of  Hills- 
borough.   {Marquess  of  Dotcnehire.) 

Edward  Hyde  Earl  of  Clarendon. 

William  David  Earl  of  Mansfield. 

John  James  Hugh  Henry  Earl  Strange. 
{Duke  ofAtktU.) 

WnjJAM  Henry  Earl  of  Mount  Edg- 

CUMBE. 

Hugh  Earl  Fortescue. 

Henry   Howard  Molyneux  Earl  of 

Carnarvon. 
George  Henry  Earl  Cadogan, 
James  Howard  Earl  of  Malmesbury. 
John  Tansittabt  Danvers  Earl  of 

Lanssbobouoh.  {Elected  for  Ireland.) 
Edward  Nugent  Earl  of  Milltown. 

{Elected  for  Ireland.) 
Stephen  Earl  of  Mount  Cashell.  {Elected 

for  Ireland.) 
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Herby  Johm  Eeuben  Earl  of  Poet- 
ABijiraTOir.   {Mected  fi>r  Jrtland. ) 

HuoH  Earl  AjnrESLsr.  {EUeied  fcr 
Ireland.) 

John  Earl  of  Ebhe.  {Elected  for  Ireland.) 
John  Heitby  Reqinazj)  Earl  of  Clon- 

MELL.    {Elected  for  Ireland.) 
George  Chables  Earl  of  Lucas.  {Elected 

for  Ireland.) 
Souerset  Bichard  Earl  of  Beluore. 

{Elected  for  Ireland.) 
Jahes  Francis  Earl  of  BAin>ON.  {Elected 

for  Ireland.) 
Jaheb  Earl  of  Caleson.     {Elected  for 

Ireland.) 

Fuascis  Bobebt  Earl  of  Rosslyn. 
Geobge  QBDcsTon-  Earl  of  Craven. 
"VViLLiAM  HiLLiER  Earl  of  Ossuorw. 
GuAELES  Earl  of  Bomsey. 
Hekry  Thoius  Earl  of  Ghxchssteb. 
Arthur  Edward  Hoixahd  Obey  Earl 

of  Wilton. 
Edward  James  Earl  of  Fowis. 
Horatio  Earl  Neuon. 
Lawrence  Earl  of  Bossx.    {Elected  for 

Ireland^ 

Sydney  Williau  Herbert  Earl  Man- 

YEBS. 

Horatio  Earl  of  Oefoed. 

Henry  Earl  QaEY. 

HuoH  Cecil  Earl  of  Xxinbdalk. 

Dudley  Fbahcis  Stuabt  Earl  of  Hae- 

EOWBY. 

HfXRY  Thynije  Earl  of  Harewood. 

"William  Hugh  Earl  of  Minto. 

Al\n  Fbedebick  Earl  Cathcart. 

James  Walter  Earl  of  Veeulam. 

Aijelbert  Wellihgton  Beownlow  Earl 
Bkownlow. 

Henby  Coenwallis  Earl  of  Saint  Ger- 
mans. 

Albert  Edmund  Earl  of  Hobley. 
Oblasdo  Geoboe  Obarles  Eaii  of  Bbad- 

.  PORD. 

Frederick  Earl  Bbauchamp. 
William  Henby  Habe  Earl  of  Bantby. 

{Elected  for  Ireland.) 
John  Earl  of  Bldon. 
BicnAED  William  Penn  Earl  Howe. 
CitAiu.ES  SoMERs  Earl  Somees. 
John  Edward  CoRNWALLis  EarlofSTBAD- 

BEOEE. 

Feancis  Charles  Earl  of  Kilmorey. 

{Elected for  Ireland.) 
GeoegeHeneyBobert  Charles  William 

Earl  Vane.  (Marquess  of  Londonderry.) 
WmjAM  FiTT  Earl  Amherst. 
John  FrederiokTaugbak  Earl  Cawdob. 


William  Geoboe  Earl  of  Hvnsteb. 
Bobebt  Adam  Fhojps  Haldabe  Earl  of 

Camtebdowk. 
Thomas  Geobge  Earl  of  Lichfield. 
John  Geoboe  Earl  of  Dctbham. 
Granviixe  Geobge  Earl  Gbantille. 
Heney  Earl  of  Effingham. 
Henry  John  Earl  of  Ducie. 
Charles  Alfeed  Wobslby  Earl  of  Yab- 

boeough. 

James  Henry  BoBERT  Earl  Inbes.  {D«ke 

of  Roxhurghe.) 
Thomas  William  Earl  of  Leicesteb. 
William  Earl  of  Lovelace. 
Lawbence  Earl  of  Zeixakd. 
Charles  William  Francis  Earl  of 

Gainsbouovgh. 
Francis  Chables  Graittille  Earl  of 

Ellesmere. 
George  Stevens  Earl  of  Straffoed. 
Kenelm  Charles  Edward  Earl  of  Cot- 

tenham. 

Heney  Bichabd  Chables  Earl  Cowley. 
Abohibald  WnxiAK  Earl  of  Wintox. 

{Earl  of  EgUntotm.) 
WnxiAM  Earl  of  Dudley. 
John  Francis  Stanley  Earl  Bttssell. 
John  Earl  of  Ejoiberley. 
Bichabd  Earl  of  Daetbey. 
WnxiAM  Ernest  Earl  of  Feversiiam. 
Frederick  Temple  Earl  of  Ddpferin. 
John  Egbert  Earl  Sydney.    {In  another 

Place  as  Lord  Steward  of  the  Soueehold. ) 
Henby  Geoboe  Earl  of  Batenswobth. 
Edward  Hontaou  Stuabt  Graityillb 

Earl  of  Whabncliffe. 
Thomas  Geoege  Earl  of  Noethbrook. 
John  Thomas  Earl  of  Bedesdale. 
Hugh  Mac  Calmont  Earl  Cairns. 
Edwabd  Bobebt  Lytton  Earl  of  Lyttok. 
Edward  Earl  of  Lathom. 
Geobge  Watson  Earl  Sondes. 

BouiTDBix  Earl  of  Selbobnb.   (7ii  m- 
other  Plate  at  Lord  High  Chancellor.) 

Bobebt  Viscount  Hebefoed. 

William  Henry  Viscount  Stbathaij^. 

{Elected  for  Scotland.) 
Henby  Viscount  Bolinobeokx  asv  St. 

John. 

Evelyn  ViBcoimt  Falmouth, 
George  Viscount  Tobeinotow. 
Chaeleb  William  Viscount  Leik9TEK. 

{Duie  of  Leinster.) 
Francis  Wheler  Viscount  Hood. 
Ubbtyn Viscount  FowEBScovRT.  {Elected 

for  Ireland.) 
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Xuos  Viscount  Litford.  (MecUd  for 
Ireland.) 

Hayes  Tiaoount  DoireaAiLZ.  {EUcted 
for  Ireland.) 

CoRWALLiBYiscoiintHAirAfiDEir.  {Elec- 
ted for  Ireland.) 

Jomf  Bdwabd  Lbvbson  'Viscotuit  St. 
VnrcEifT. 

RoBEET  Yiscount  Mbltille. 

William  Wells  Viscount  SmMouTH. 

Obobqe  Fbedeeick  Viscount  Teuple- 
Toww.    {Elected  for  Ireland.) 

Joss  Campbell  Yiscount  GtoBDon.  {Earl 

«f  Aberdeen.) 
Edwakd   Flebttood   John  Viscount 

EXMOTJTH. 

Joror  Lttee  Geoege  Yiscount  Hotchin- 
803.    {Earl  of  Donoughmore.) 

RiCnABD  SOMEBSET  YiSCOUUt  Clan OABTT. 

{Earl  of  Clancarty.) 
WBLUKaTON  Henby  Yiscount  Coubeb- 

HEBE. 

Henbt  Chables  Viscount  Cantebbubt. 
Rowland  OLEoa  Viscount  Hiix. 
Chables  Stewabt  Viscount  Habdinge. 
George  Stefbens  Yiscount  Govgh. 
Charles  Yiscount  Evebslet. 
Chables  Viscount  Halifax. 
Alexandeb  Nelson  Yiscount  Bbidpobt. 
EowjutD  Bebkeley  Viscount  Pobucan. 
Edward  Viscount  Cabdtell. 
Gathobne  Viscount  Cranbbook. 
Robbbt  Viscount  Shebbbooee. 
RicHABD  Bickbbtok  Fexell  Viscount 
LTom. 

JoHiT  Bishop  of  LoNsov. 

Joseph  Babseb  Bishop  of  Dvbhah. 

Edwabb  Haboij>  Bishop  of  Winchesteb. 

ROBEBT  Bishop  of  RlPON. 

John  Thomas  Bishop  of  Norwich. 
James  Colquhoun  Bishop  of  Banoob. 
Hbhbt  Bishop  of  WoBCEarrEB. 
Chables  Johzt  Bishop  of  Glovoesteb 

ABD  BBI&nOLt 

William  Bishop  of  Ohesteb. 
Thomas  Legh  Bishop  of  St.  Albans. 
Jahes  Bishop  of  Hebeeobo. 
WnxiAM  OoRKOB  Bishop  of  Fetbb- 

BOBOUGH. 

CHsnrioFHEB  Bishop  of  Lutooln. 
Geobob  Bishop  of  Salisbttby. 
Haxtey  Bidiop  of  Cablisle. 
Fbedebzck  Bishop  of  Ezetbb. 


Arthur  Charles  Bishop  of  Bath  and 
Wells. 

John  Fielder  Bishop  of  Oxfobd, 
James  Bishop  of  Hakchesteb. 
RiCHABO  Bi^op  of  Ohighesteb. 
Joshua  Bishop  of  St.  Asaph. 
James  Russell  Bi^op  of  Ely. 
William  Basil  Bishop  of  St.  David's. 

Yalentink  Augustus  Lord  £enmabe. 

{Earl  of  Kenmare),  Lord  Chamherlain 

of  the  IfouseAold. 
Dudley  Chables  Lord  de  Ros. 
Alfeed  Joseph  Lord  Mowbbay, 
George  Mannebs  Lord  Hastings. 
Edward  Southwell  Lord  db  Cliffobd. 
Thomas  Crosby  William  Lord  Daobb. 
Charles  Henbt  Rolle  Lord  Clinton. 
Robert  Nathaniel  Cecil  George  Lord 

ZOUOHE  OF  HaBYNGWOETH. 

Chables  Edward  Hasttngs  Lord  Bot- 

REAUX.    {Earl  of  Zoudoun.) 
Francis  Robert  Lord  Cvmoys. 
Henry  Lord  Beaumont. 
Henry  Lord  Willoughby  de  Broke. 
Saokville  George  Lord  Conyers. 
Hubert  Geobge  Chables  Lord  Vaux  of 

Habeowdsn. 
Ralph  Goedon  Lord  Wentwoeth. 
Alfred  THOMAsTowNBHENDLordBnAYE. 
Robert  George  Lord  Windsor. 
St.  Andrew  Lord  St.  John  of  Bletso. 

Frederick  George  Lord  Howard  de 

Walden. 
William  Bebhabd  Lord  Fetre. 
Frederick  Benjauin  Lord  Sate  aioi 

Sele. 

John  Fbancis  Lord  Abuhdell  of  War- 

doue. 

John  Stuart  Lord  Clifton.   {Earl  of 

Darnley.) 
John  Bapitst  Joseph  Lord  Dobheb. 
George  Henry  Lord  Teynham. 
Henry  Valentine  Lord  Stappord, 
George  Frederick  William  LordB  ybon. 
Lewis  Henby  Hugh  Lord  Cufforb  of 

CnuBLEiaH. 
William  Coutts  Lord  Ashfobd. 
Horace    Goubtenay    Lord  Fobbbs. 

{Elected  for  Scotland.) 
Alexander  Lord  Saltouw.   {Elected  for 
Scotland.) 

William  Bullee  Fitllerton  Lord  El- 

PHiNSTONE.    {Elected for  Scotland.) 
Cunninghame  Lord  Boethwick.  {Elec- 
ted for  Scotland.) 
Chablbs  Lord  Blantybb.   {Elected  for 
Scotland.)  ^ 
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Charles  John  Lord  Colville  of  Cul- 
Hosa    {Meeied  for  Scotland.) 

A  LEX  AND  EE    HtTQH    IjOrd    BaLFOUB  of 

BuBLET.    {Elected  for  Seotland.) 
"Walteb  HtioH  Lord  Polwabth.  (Mected 
for  Scotland,) 

ElCHAHD  EdMTJND  SaINT  LAVEETfCE  Lowl 

Boyle.    {Earl  of  Cork  and  Orrery.) 
George  liord  Hay.    {Earl  of  Kinnoul.) 
DiGBY  Wentworth  Bayard  Lord  Mid- 

DLETON. 

William  John  Lord  Monson. 

Fbederick  George  Brabazox  Lord 
PoNSONBY.    {Ei^l  of  Eewhorough.) 

AxFRED  Nathaniel  HoLDEir  Lord  Scars- 
dale. 

Geoboe  Flobaitoe  Lord  Boston. 
Charles  Geobge  Lord  Loyel  and  Hol- 

LAKS.    {^rl  of  Egmont.) 
Auausnrs  Henby  Ijord  Yebnoh. 
Ed-vabd  St.  Tikcekt  Lord  Diobt. 
George  DotroLAS  Lord  SuiTDBiDOB.  {Duhe 

of  Argyll.) 
Edward  Henry  Julius  Lord  Hatke. 
Henby  TnoacAs  Lord  Foley. 
Abthdb  dx  Oabdohbel  Lord  Dihevob, 
Thokas  liord  WALsraoHAM. 
"Willum  Lord  Baoot. 
Ckables  Heney  Lord  Southampton. 

John  Richard  Beinsley  Lord  Grant- 
ley. 

Geobge  Bridges  H.veley  Dennett  Lord 

Rodney. 
Richard  Henby  Lord  Berwick. 
James  Henry  Legoe  Lord  Shebbobme. 
John  Henry  De  La  Poer  Lord  Tyrone. 

(J/arff«M«  of  Waterford.) 
HehbtBentinok  LohL  Gabletoit.  {Earl 

of  Shannon.) 
Charles  Lord  Suffield. 
Dudley  "Welmot  Lord  Dorchester. 
Lloyd  Lord  Kenyon. 
Charles  Corkwallis  Lord  Braybeooke. 
William  Archer  Lord  Amherst. 

Georqb  Hamilton  liOrd  Fishebwick. 

{Marqtutg  of  Donegal.) 
Henry  Charles  Lord  Gage.    ( Viaeount 

Qage.) 

Thohab  John  Lord  Thdblot. 
WnxLuc  Geoboe  Lord  Auckland. 
Chables  George  Lord  Lyttelton. 
Henrt  Geoboe  Lord  Mekdif.  (Viscount 
Clifden.) 

Geoboe  Lord  Stcabt  of  Castle  Stuart. 

{Earl  of  Moray.) 
Alan  Plantagenet  Lord  Stewart  of 

Garlies.  {Earl  of  Galloway.) 
James  George  Henry  Lord  Saltebs- 

FOBD.    {Earl  of  Courtoten. ) 


William  Lord  Bbodbick.  {Viteou^ 
Midleton.) 

Frederick  Henry  William  Lord  Cal- 

thobfe. 
Peter  Robert  Lord  Gwydir. 
Charles  Robert  Lord  Cabbikoton. 
William  Heney  Lord  Bolton. 
George  Lord  Northwick. 
Thomas  Lyttleton  Lord  Lilfobo. 
Thomas  Lord  Ribblesdale. 
Edward  Lord  Dunsany.    {Elected  for 

Ireland.) 

Edward   Donougu    Lord  Inohiquik. 

{Elected  for  Ireland.) 
John  Thomas  William  Lord  Habsy. 

{Elected  for  Ireland.) 
Robert  Lord  Clonbrock.    {Elected  for 

Ireland.) 

Edward  Henry  Churchill  Lord  Cbof- 

TON.    {Elected  for  Ireland.) 
Datbolles  Blakeney  Lord  Ventby. 

{Elected  for  Ireland.) 
Henry  Francis  Seymour  Lord  Moore. 

{Marquess  of  Droghed-a.) 
John  BtoraY  Welunotoh  Graham  Lord 

LoFTTTS.   {Marqueet  of  Ely.) 
William  Lord  Cabysfobt.     {Earl  of 

Carysfort.) 
George  Ralph  Lord  Abercromby. 
Charles  Edmund  Lord  Eixenborouoh. 

AuGUSTUsFREDERICKARTHURLordSAlTOYa 

Henry  North  Lord  Sheffield.  {Earl 

of  Sheffield.) 
William  Macnaohten  Lord  Erskihe. 
George  John  Lord  Monteaole.  {Mar- 

queee  of  Sligo.) 
GeorgeAbthub  Habtinos  Lord  Granabd. 

{Earl  of  Qranard.) 
HtJNGERFORD  Lord  Crewe. 
Alan  liEooE  Lord  Gardner. 
John  Thomas  Lord  Mannebs. 
John  Adrian  Louis  Lord  Hdfetoun. 

{Earl  of  Bbpetoun.) 
Richard  Lord  Castlemaine.  {Elected 

for  Ireland.) 
Charles  Lord  Meldrum.    {Marqueet  of 

Muntly.) 

George  f^EDEBux  Lord  Ross.  {Earl  of 
Glatgow.) 

William  wuxottghby  Lord  Grikstead. 
{Earl  of  Enniskillen.) 

William  Hale  John  Charles  Lord 
FoxFORD.    {Earl  of  Zimerick.) 

Francis  George  Lord  Churchill. 

George  Robert  Canning  Lord  Harris. 

Reginald  Charles  Edward  Lord  Col- 
chester. 

SoHOMBERO  Henry  Lord  Keb.  (JAir< 
queea  of  Zothian,) 
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Hkhbt  TiLAima  Lord  Minsteb.  {Mar- 

qusu  Conynffham.) 
Jakes  Edward  William  Theobald  Lord 

Oruonde.    {Marquess  of  Ormonde.) 
Frascis  Eichard  Lord  Wemyss.  {Earl 

of  Wemyss.) 
JoHTT    St&akob    Lord  Clanbrabsill. 

{JSarl  of  Rodm.) 
William  Ltoon  Lord  Silchesteb.  {Earl 

of  Longford.) 
Olotwortht  John  Eras  Lord  Obixl. 

( Viscount  MasserMM.) 
Httoh  Lord  Delaicebe. 
Geobob  Cecil  Weld  Lord  Foiobteb. 
Jomr  WiLLLAM  Lord  Batleioh. 
£iDBX0  Fbsdebxo  Ix>rd  Giffokd. 
HuBBBT    GsoBOB   Lord  Soke^ill. 

{Marquess  of  Clanricta-de.) 
Jambs  Lttdovic  Lord  "WiGAir.    {Earl  of 

Craicford  and  Balearres.) 

UCHTEB  JOBK  MaSK  Loid  BaNFUBLT. 

{I^rl  of  Ranfurly.) 
Oeoboe  Lord  Be  Table;. 
Chables  Stdaet  Henby  Lord  Tenter- 

DEN. 

WnxiAii  CoNTiraHAH  Lord  Flunket. 
TyrT.T.TAif  Henbt  Ashe  Lord  Heytes- 

BUBT. 

AsCHIBALDFHILIPLordBoSEBBET.  {EotI 

of  £os9berjf.) 
TtifffTtim  JTahes  Lord  Clanwilliav. 

{Earl  of  Clanwilliam.) 
WnxiAic  Dbajeb  IfoBTUEB  Lord  Wtx- 

FOBD. 

"Wtululm  Henry  Lord  Ktlmabnook. 

{Earl  of  :^on,) 
Abthub  Jahes  F&anois  Lord  Finoall. 

{Earl  of  FingaU.) 
"Willlak  Philip  Lord  Sefton.    {Earl  of 

Sefton.) 

EoBBBT  BERitmQHAH  Lord  Cleuekts. 

(Earl  of  Zeitrim.) 
Thomas  Lord  Xssua.     {Marquess  of 

Seadfort.) 

WiLLiAJt  Lord  Chatobth.    {Earl  of 
Meath,) 

Chables  Asolphus  Lord  DtnncoBE. 

{JSarl  ofDmmore.) 
AuausTTTs  Fbedebick  Geoboe  Warwick 

Lord  POLTMORB. 

Edvabd  Mosmr  Lord  Mostyit. 
Hbitby  Sfxkceb  Lord  Teupleicobb. 
Valentine  Feedebick  Lord  Cloncitrry. 
John  St.  Vincent  Lord  Dk  Sauuarez. 
Lucius  Bentinck  Lord  Htjhsdov.   (  Fu- 

eount  FaUiland.) 
Tbokab  Lord  Dbhman. 
WnxiAH  Frederick  Lord  Asm geb. 
Philip  Lord  De  L'Isle  and  Dudley. 
Albxaitdeb  Hugh  Lord  Ashbubton, 


£h)WABD  'SUcOAXD  Lord  Hathebton. 
Geoboe  Henby  Ohables  Ijord  Stbaf« 

FOBD. 

Archibald  Bbabazon  Sparrow  Lord 
Worunoham.    {Earl  of  Gosford.) 

William  Frederick  Lord  Stratheden. 

Geoffrey  Dominiok  Augustus  Frede- 
rick Lord  Obanuobe  and  Bboitkb. 
{Elected  for  Ireland.)  , 

Simon  Lord  Lovat. 

William  Bateuan  Lord  Batemah. 

Jaices  Molyneux  Lord  Charlemokt. 
{Earl  of  Charlemont.) 

Algernon  Hawkins  Thomond  Lord 
KnrroBE.    {Earl  of  Ei'ntore.) 

Geoboe  I'onsonby  Lord  liisuoKE.  (  Fm- 
eount  Lismore.) 

Derrick  Warner  William  Lord  Soss- 

HORE. 

Eobbbt  Shapland  Geobge  Julian  Lord 
Carew. 

Charles  Frederick  Ashley  Cooper 

Lord  De  Mauley. 
Arthur  Lord  Weottesley. 
Charles  Douglas  Biceabd  Lord  Sudz- 

ley. 

Frederick  Henry  Paul  Lord  Mbthuen, 
HxcntY  Edward  John  Lord  Stanley  of 

Aldkrley. 
William  Henry  Lord  liEiGH. 
Beilby  Lord  Wenlook. 
WiLLLUc  Lord  Lubgan. 
Thomas  Spiuno  Ijord  Mohtbaoue  07 

Brandon. 
James  Lord  Seaton. 
John  Manley  Arbuthnot  Lord  Keane. 
John  Lord  Oxenfoord.    {Earl  <tf  Stair,) 
Charles  Orespiqny  Lord  Viviak. 
John  Lord  Conqleton. 
Denis  St.  George  Lord  Dunsandle  and 

Clanconal.    {Elected for  Ireland.) 
Victor  Alexander  Lord  Elgeit.  {Earl 

of  Elgin  and  Etneardine.) 
William  Hknby  Forester  Lord  Londkb- 

BOBOUGH. 

Samuel  Jones  Ix>rd  Overstone. 
Chables  Eobebt  Claude  Lord  Tbubo. 
Abthub  Lwd  De  Fbetne. 
Edtabd    Bubtenshat   Lord  Saiht 

Lbonabds. 
Eichard  Henby  Fitz-Boy  Lord  Eaolan. 
Gilbert  Henry  Lord  Aveland. 
Valewtihe  Augustus  Lord  Kenmabe. 

{Earl  of  Kenmare.)    {In  another  Plaoo 

as  Lord  Ckamherlaxn  of  the  MouteholdJ). 
Henry  Lord  Bslfer. 
James  Lord  Talbot  de  Malahtdb. 
BoBERT  Lord  Ebury. 
Alexander    William    Geoboe  Lor^ 

Skene.    {Earl  Fi/e.)  : 
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Charles  Comptox  William  Lord  Che3- 

HAM. 

Fbedeeic  Augustus  Lord  Chelmsford. 

John  Lord  Ohueston. 

Ian  Cqables  Lord  Strathspey.  {£arl 

of  Sea  field.) 
WesuY  Ix)rd  Leooniteld. 

WlLLLAM  TaTTON  Lord  EOERTON. 

CtoDFBEY  Chablfs  LokI  Teedegar. 
Frrz  Patrick  Henrt  Ix>rd  Ltveden. 

WiLLLUI  Lord  BBOnOHAH  AND  YaVZ. 

Arthur  Fitz-Qebald  Lord  Kinnaibd. 
llicuARD  Luttreix  Pilkxhoton  Lord 

"Westbuey. 
Francis  William  FirzHARDiNaE  Lord 

Fitzrardinge. 
Luke  Geoeqe  Lord  Annalt. 
Richard  Monckton  Lord  Houghton. 
William  Lord  Eomilly. 
Oeorge  Philips  Alexander  Lord  Bar- 

BOQiLL.    (Earl  of  Caithnett.) 
TuouAs  Lord  Clermont. 
James  Herbert  Gustavus  Meeedyth  ! 


Gavin  Lord  Beeadalbaite.     {Sari  of 

BreadalhaM.) 
James  Charles  Herbert  WelbobbEllis 

Lord  Somerton.  {Earlof  Normmtion.) 
Robert    Alexander    Shafto  Lord 

Waveney. 
Hbnby  Austin  Lord  Aberdare. 
James  Lord  Monceeiff. 
John  Duke  Lord  Coleridge. 
William  Lord  Emly. 
Chichebteb  Samuel  liord  Cablinopobd. 

(/n  another  Plane  at  Lord  Privy  SmK) 
Thomas  Francis  Lord  Cottebloe. 
Edmuio)  Lord  Hammond. 
John  Slaney  Lord  Hampton, 
John  Lord  Winharleigh. 
Charles  Alexander  Loxd  Dottocas. 

{Sari  of  Some.) 
John  William  Ixnrd  Bam  sat.   (JSsr^  of 

Dalhouiie.) 
John  Lord  Fermanagh.     {In  another 

Place  as  JSarl  of  £rne.) 
WiLLUM  Richard  Lord  Hablech. 


Lord  Meeedyth.    {£ord  AtUvmney.)  i  Henry  Gerard  Lord  Axinqton. 

~    "  ~  {Earl  ~      -    -  - 


{Lord 


Windham  Thomu  Xxtrd  Kenry. 

of  Dunraven  and  Mount-Earl.) 
Charles  Stanley  Lord  Monck. 

count  Monek.) 
John  Major  Lord  Hartismeee. 

Jlennihr.) 
Hedtorth  Hylton  Lord  Hylton. 
Hugh  Henry  Lord  Strathnaien. 
Edward  Gordon  Lord  Penrhyn. 
GusTATUs  Russell  Lord  Brancefeth. 

(  Vitcount  Boyne.) 
John  Henry  Lord  Kesteten. 
Arthur  Lord  Obuathwaite. 
William  Lord  O'Neill. 
£obert  Cornelis  Lord  Napier. 
Jenioo  William  Joseph  Lord  Oobuan- 

STON.    (  Viscount  Gortnanston.) 
John  Hamilton  Lord  Lawrence. 
James  Plaisted  Lord  Penzance. 
John  Lord  Duknino.   {Lord  MoUo.) 
James   Lord    Baunhabd.  {JSarl 

Southeak.) 

WmLUM  Lord  Hare.  {Strlof  Listowel.) 
Edward  George   Lord    Howard  of 
Glossof. 

Bernard    Edward    Barnaby  Lord 

Castletown. 
John  Emerich  Edward  Lord  Acton. 
Thomas  Charles  Lord  Roraetes. 
George  Grenfell  Lord  Wolverton. 
AxQERNOif  Wnxuu  FuLKE  Lord  Gbe- 

txlle. 
Thouas  Lord  O'Haoan. 
William  Lord  SAimHUBST. 
Frederic  Lord  Blachford 
Francis  Lord  Ettbice.    {lA>rd  Napier.) 


of 


John  Lord  Tollemacue. 
Robert  Tolvee  Lord  Gerard. 
{Vis-  MoRTiUEB Lord Saoktille. 

,  Colin  Lord  Blackburn.    {A  Lord 

Appeal  in  Ordinary.) 
Charles  Bowyee  Lord  Norton. 
George  William  Lord  Shute.  {Vis- 
count Barrington.) 
William  Lord  Watson.   {A  Lord  of 

Appeal  in  Ordinary.) 
Lawrence  Lord  Haldon. 
Ivor  Bertie  Lord  Wimbobnb, 
Arthur  Edward  Lord  Ardilaun. 
Alexander  Dundab  Boss  Iiord  Lamhtg- 

TON. 

Charles  Frederick  Lord  Doninoton. 
\  Arthur  Edwin  Lord  Trevor. 
Montagu  William  Lord  Rowton. 
^  William  Francis  Lord  Mount-Temple. 
{  Edward  Huoessen  Lord  Brabourhb. 
of\  Odo  William  Leopold  Lord  Amfthill. 
i  William  Montagu  Lord  Twebddale. 
{Marqufss  of  Ttoeeddale.) 
William  Ulick  Tristram  Lord  Howth. 

{Earl 'of  Bowth.) 
Donald  James  Lord  Rbay. 
Haecourt  Lord  Derwent. 
Henry  James  Lord  Hothfield. 
Dudley  Coutts  Lord  Tweedmouth. 
George  Wiluam  Wilsherb  Lord  Bram- 

WELL. 

John  David  Lord  Fitzgerald.  {A  Lord 

efAppealin  Ordinary.) 
Fkbderick  Beauohamp  Paobt  Lord  Ai>- 

CBSTER. 

Garnet  Joseph  Lozd  Wolselxt. 
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TH£  NAMES  OF  HEMBEBS 

Betusked  to  sebvb  m  the  TwENTT-SECoin)  Pabliamknt  of  the  Unttkd  Kingdom 
OF  Great  Bbitain  and  Iseland,  stjxuoked  to  meet  at  Westuinsteb 
tus  TwEKTY-NiirrH  Day  of  April,  One  Thousand  Eight  Hundbed  and 

EiOHTT,     as    by    the    8ETEBAL    BeTUBNS   FILED    IN  THE  OFFICE    OF  THE 

Clerk  of  the  Obown  in  Ohancebt  affeabs  :  auendbd  to  the  Opening 
OF  the  Fourth  Session  on  the  15th  Bay  of  February,  1883. 


BEDFORD  COUNTY. 
James  Howard, 
ICaxqness  of  Toristook. 

BEDFORD. 
Samuel  AVliifbread, 
Charles  Magniac. 

BERKS  COUNTYT" 

Sir  Robert  James  Loyd- 

Lindsay,  K.C.B., 
John  "Walter, 
Philip  Wroughton. 

READING. 
Geoi^  Palmer, 
Bt.  Hon .    George   J ohn 
Shaw  LefeTre. 

WINDSOR  (NEW). 
Bolwrt  Richardson  Gard- 
ner. 

WALLING  FORD. 
Pandeli  Ralli. 

ABINGDON.  - 
John  Creemer  Clarke. 

BUCKINGHAM 
COUNTY. 
Sir  Robert  Bateson  Har- 

▼ey,  bt., 
Hon.  Thomas  Francis  Fre* 

mantle, 
Hon.    Rupert  Clement 
George  Carington. 
ATLESBURT. 
Sir  Nathaniel  Mayer  de 

Rothschild,  bt., 
Oeoige  .William  Erskine 
Bossell. 

BUCKINGHAM. 
Sir  Hany  Vemey,  bt. 
MARLOW  (GREAT). 

Owok  Lewis  Cope  Wil- 
liwos. 


WYCOMBE  (CHEPPING). 
^n.  William  Henry  Pe- 
regrine Carington. 


CAMBRIDGE  COUNTY. 

Rt.  hon.  Sir  Henry  Bouverie 
William  Brand,  Q.C.B., 

Edward  Hicks, 

Junes  Redfoord  Bulwcr. 

CAMBRIDGE  ( UNIVERSITT). 

Rt.  Hon.  Alexander  James 
Beresford  Beresford- 
Hope, 

Rt.  Hon.  Henry  Cecil 
Raikes. 

CAMBRIDGE. 
William  Fowler, 
Hugh  Shield. 

CHESTER. 

(Bait  Chethire.) 
William  Oimliffe  Brooks, 
William  John  Legh. 

(Mid  Chethire  ) 
Hon.  Wilbraham  Egerton, 
Piers  I^erton  Warburton. 

( Chethire.) 

Hon .  Wilbrfdiam  Frederick 

Tollemache, 
Henry  James  Tollemache. 
MACCLESFIELD. 


STOCKPORT. 
Charles  Henry  Hopwood, 
Frederick  Pennington. 

BIRKENHEAD. 
David  Mac  Iver. 

CHESTER. 


CORNWALL  COUNTY. 

(JSatten  2Xvi$io».) 
William   Copeland  Bor- 
lase, 

Charles  Thomas  Dyke  Ao- 
land. 

( Western  Divinon.) 
Sir  John  St.  Aubyn,  bt., 
Arthur  Pendarres  Yivian, 

TRURO. 
Sir    James  Macnaghten 

M'Garel-Hogg,  bt., 
Edward  William  Brydgea 
Willyams. 
PENRTN  ASD  FALMOUTH. 
David  Jfunes  Jenkins, 
Reginald  Balliol  Brett. 

BODMIN. 
Hon.    Edward  Frederic 
Leveson-Gower. 
LAUNCESTON. 
Sir  Hardinge  Stanley  Gif- 
fard,  knt. 

LISKEAllD. 
Leonard  Henry  Courtney. 

HELSTON. 
Walter  Napleton  Holes' 
worth  St.  AubjTn. 

ST.  IVES. 
Charles  Campbell  Rosa. 


CUMBERLAND 
COUNTY. 

(Eattem  Division.) 
Edward  Stafford  Howard, 
George  James  Howard. 

( Wettem  Diviaion.) 
David  Ainsworth, 
Hon.  Percy  Scawen  Wynd- 
hani. 
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CARLISLE. 
Kobert  Ferguson, 
Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson,  bt. 

COCKERMOUTH. 
Edward  Waugh. 

wniTEIlAVEN. 
Rt.  hon.  Q%orge  Augiutus 
Frederick  CaTendish 
Bentinck. 

DEEBT  COUNTY. 
{North  Derbythire.) 
Ijord  Edward  Cavendieh, 
John  Frederick  Cheetham. 

{South  Derbyshire.) 
Sir  Henry  Wilmot,  bt., 
Thomas  William  Erans. 

(£aft  Deriythire.) 

Alfred  Barnes, 

Hon.  Francis  Egerton. 
DERBY. 

Michael  Thomas  Bass, 

Et.  Hon.  Sir  William 
George  Grenville  Ven- 
ables  Yemen  Haroourt. 


DEYON  COUNTY. 
{North  DevOKihire.) 
Et.  hon.  Sir  Stafford  Henry 

Northcote,  bt.,  G.C.B., 
Sir  Thomas  Dyke  Aoland, 

bt. 

{Eati  Devomhire,) 
Sir  John  Henry  Eenna- 

way,  bt.^ 
William  Hood  Walrond. 

{South  Devonshire.) 
Sir  Massey  Lopes,  bt., 
John  Carpenter  Gamier. 

TIVERTON. 
Sir  John  Heathcoat  Heath- 

cote-Amory,  bt., 
Viscount  Ebrington. 

PLYMOUTH. 
Peter  Stewart  Macliver, 
Edward  George  Clarke. 

BARNSTAPLE, 
Sir  Kobert  Walter  Oarden, 
knt., 

Viscount  Ls^ington. 

DEVONPORT. 
John  Henry  Puleston, 
George  Edward  Price. 

TAVISTOCK. 
Lord  Arthur  Bussell. 

EXETER. 
Edward  Johnson, 
Henry  Stafford  Northcote, 

q.B. 


(COMMONS,  1883) 

DOESET  COUNTY. 
Hon  .William  HenxyBerke- 

ley  Portman, 
John  Moyer, 

Hon.  Edward  Henry  Tra- 
falgar Digby. 

WETMOUTU  AND  MELCOMBE 
REGIS. 

Henry  Edwards, 
Sir  Frederick  John  William 
Johnstone,  bt. 

DORCHESTER. 
William  Emest  Brymer. 

BRIDPORT. 
Charles  Nicholas  Warton. 

SDAFTESBURT. 
Hon.  Sidney  Carr  Glyn. 

WARE HAM. 
Montague  John  Guest. 

POOLE. 
Charles  Schreiber. 


DtJEHAM  COUNTY. 
{Northern  Dimnou.) 
Charles  Mark  Palmer, 
Sir  George  Elliot,  bt. 

( Sovtium  Division.) 
Sir  Joseph  Whitwell  Pease, 
I  bt., 

I  Hon,  Frederick  William 

Lambton. 
!         DURHAM  (CITY), 
i  Thomas  Charles  Thompson, 
Sir  Farrer  Herschell,  knt. 

SUNDERLAND. 
Edward  Temperl^  Gk)ur- 
ley, 

Samuel  Storey. 

GATESHEAD. 
Walter  Henry  James. 

SHIELDS  (SOUTH). 
James  Cochran  Stevenson. 

DARLINGTON. 
Theodore  Fry. 

HARTLEPOOL. 
Thomas  Bichardson. 

STOCKTON. 
Josei^  Dodds. 


ESSEX  COUNTY, 

{West  Esiew.) 
Sir  Henxy  John  Selwin-Ib- 

betson,  bt., 
liord  Eustace  Cecil. 


Mmheri. 

Essex  County — eont. 
{East  Essex.) 

James  Bound, 
Samuel    Brise  Euggles* 
Brise. 

{South  Essex.) 
Thomas  Charles  Baring, 
William  Thomas  Makius. 

COLCHESTER. 
Eicbard  Knight  Causton, 
William  Wiffis- 

MAIJ)ON. 
George  Courtauld. 

HARWICH. 
Sir  Henry  Whatley  Tyler, 
knt. 


GLOUGESTERCOUNTY. 

( JSMteni  Dtvinm. ) 
Bt.  hon.  Sir  Michael  Ed- 
ward Hicks-Beach,  bt., 
John  Beginald  Yorke. 
{ Western  Division.) 

Bobert  Nigel  Fitzhardinge 

£ingscote, 
Lord  Moreton. 

STROUD. 
Walter  John  Stanton, 
Henry  Bobert  Brand. 

TEWKESBURY. 

Bichard  Biddulph  Martin. 

CIRENCESTER. 
Thomas  William  Chester 
j  Master. 

CHELTENHAM. 
Charles  Conrad  Adolphus 
du  Bois  de  FerriSres 

GLOUCESTER. 
Charles  James  Monk, 


HEREFOED  COUNTY. 

Sir  Joseph  Bussell  Bailey, 

bt., 

Michael  Biddidph, 
Thomas  Duckham. 

HEREFORD. 
JoB^h  Pulley, 
Bobert  Threshie  Beid. 

LEOMINSTER. 

James  Bankin, 
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HERTFORD  COUNTY. 
Abel  Smith, 

Hon.    Henry  Frederick 

Cowper, 
Thomas  fMerick  Halsey. 

HERTFORD. 
Arthur  James  Balfour. 

HUNTINGDON 
COUNTY. 
"William  Henry  Fellowes, 
Lord  Douglas  Gordon. 

HUNTINGDON. 
Tiscount  Hinchingbrook. 

KENT  COUNTY. 

{Eeattnt  Divition.) 
Aretas  Akers  Douglas, 
Edward  Leigh  Pemberton. 

( WeMt  Kent.) 
^Charles  Henry  Mills,  bt. , 
Tiwount  Lewisham. 

(Mid  Kent.) 
BtHon.  Sir  William  Hart 

Dyke,  bt., 
Sir  Edmund  Filmer,  bt. 

ROCHESTER. 
Sir  Arthur  John  Otway,  bt., 
Boger  Leigh. 

MAIDSTONE. 
Alexander  Henry  Boss, 
John  Evans  Freke  Aylmer. 

GREENWICH. 
Thomas  William  Boord, 
Baron  Henry  de  Worms. 

CHATHAM. 
John  Mdon  Gtxrst. 

GBAVESEND. 
Sir  Sydney  Hedley  Water- 
low,  bt. 

CANTERBURY. 


LANCASTER  COUNTY. 

{NtrA  Ltaieathire.) 

Budle  Joseph  Feilden, 

C.M.G., 
Bt.  Hon.  Frederick  Arthur 

Stanley. 

(Abrlk-Auf  loHeoihire.) 

Bt.  Hon.  Marquess  of 
Hartington, 

ftederick  William  Graf- 
ton. 

{Sautk^tl  Laneaghire.) 
WiUiam  Agnow, 
Bobert  LeiSce. 


(COMMONS,  1883} 

Lancaster  County — cont. 

(South-wett  Tjaneathire.) 
Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Richard  Asshe- 

ton  Cross,  G.C.B., 
John  Ireland  Blackburne. 

LIVERPOOL. 
Edward  Whidey. 
Lord  Claud  John  Hamilton , 
Samuel  Smith. 

MANCHESTER. 
John  Slagg, 
Jacob  Bright, 
Hugh  Birley. 

,  PRESTON. 
William  Farrer  Ecroyd, 
William  Edward  Murray 
TomliuaoD. 

WIGAN. 
Thomas  Enowles, 
Hon,  AlgemonFulke  Eger- 
ton. 

BOLTON. 
John  Kynaston  Cross, 
John  Pennington  Thomas- 
son. 

BLACKBURN. 
William  Edward  Briggs, 
William  Coddington. 

OLDHAM. 
John  Tomlinson  Hibbert, 
Hon.  Edward  Lyulph  Stan- 
ley. 

SALFORD. 
Benjamin  Armitage, 
Robert  Arthur  Arnold. 

CLITHEROE. 
Richard  Fort. 

ASHTON-UNDER-LTNE. 
Hugh  Mason. 

BURT. 

Bobei't  Needham  Philips. 

ROCHDALE. 
Thomas  Bayley  Potter. 

WARRINGTON. 
John  Gordon  McMinnies, 

BURNLEY. 
Peter  Rylands. 

STALBYBRIDOE. 
William  Summers. 


LEICESTER  COUNTY. 

{Northern  Divuion.) 
Rt.  hon.  Lord  John  Man- 
ners, G.C.B. 
Edwyn  Sherard  Burnaby. 

{Souihem  Division.) 
Thomas  Tertius  Paget, 
Albert  Fell. 


LEICESTER. 
Peter  Alfred  Taylor, 
Alexfmder  M'Arthur. 

LINCOLN  COUNTY. 

{North  LineoltuAire.) 
Rowland  Winn, 
Rt.  Hon.  James  Lowther. 

(3fid  Lineolnshirt.) 
Henry  Chaplin, 
Hon.  Edward  Stanhope. 

(South  Lineobuhirt.) 
John  Compton  Lawrance. 
Sir  William  Earle  Welby- 
Gregory,  bt. 

GRANTHAM. 
John  William  Hellor, 
Charles  Sarile  Bounds. 
BOSTON. 


STAMFORD. 
Marston  Clarke  Baszard. 
ORIMSBT  (GREATJ. 

Edward  Heneage. 

LINCOLN. 
Charles  Seely, 
John  Hinde  Palmer. 


MIDDLESEX  COUNTY. 
Rt.   Hon.    Loi-d  George 

Francis  Hamilton, 
Octavius  Edward  Coope. 

WESTMINSTER. 
Rt.  Hon.  William  Henry 

Smith, 

Lord  Algernon  Malcolm 
Arthur  Percy. 

TOWER  HAMLETS. 
James  Bryce, 
Charles  Thomson  Ritchie. 

HACKNEY. 
Rt.  Hon.  Henry  Fawcett, 
John  Holms. 

FINSBURY. 
Sir  Andrew  Luak,  bt., 
William  Torrens  M*Cul- 
lagh  Torrens. 

MARTLEBONE. 
Sir    Thomas  Qhambers, 

knt., 
Daniel  Gh-ant. 

CHELSEA. 
Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Charles  Went- 

worth  Dilke,  bt., 
Joseph   Firth   Bottom! ey 
Firth. 
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LONDON  (UNIVERSITY). 

Bir  John  Lubbock,  bt. 

LONDON. 
William  James  Bichmond 

Cotton, 
Bobert  Nicholas  Fowler, 
Bk  hon.  John  Oellibrand 

Hubbard, 
"William  Lawrence. 


MONMOUTH  COUNTY. 
Hon.  Frederick  Courtenay 

Moi^n, 
John  Allan  Bolls. 

MONMOUTU. 
Edward  Hamer  Carbutt. 


NOEFOLK  COUNTY. 

( Wttt  NorfM.) 

William  Amhurst  Tyssen 

Amherst, 
Oeorge  William  Pierre- 

pont  Bentinck. 

{North  Norfolk.) 

Sir  Edmund  Henry  Knowles 

Lacon,  bt., 
Edward  Birkbeck. 

(SoutA  Norfolk.) 
Sir  Bobert  JacobBuxton,bt. 
BobertThomhagh  Qardon. 

LYNN  REGIS. 
Sir  William  Hovell  Browne 

Ffolkes,  bt., 
Bt.  Hon,  Bobert  Bourke. 

NORWICH. 
Jeremiah  James  Golman, 
Jacob  Henry  Tillett. 

NOBTHAMPTON 
COUNTY. 

(Northam  IXoiriom.) 
Hon.     Charles  Bobert 

Spencer, 
Lord  Burghley. 

{Sotiaem  Dimthn.) 
Sir  Batnald  Enightley,  bt., 
Pickering  Piiipps. 

PETERBOROUan. 
Hon.  William  John  Went- 

worth  Fitzwilliam, 
George  Hampden Whalley. 

NORTHAMPTON. 
Henry  Labouchere, 
CAarle*  Bradlaugh. 

NOBTHUMBEELAin) 
COUNTY. 
INortkait  Divition.) 
Bt.  hon.  Henry  George 

(Pert^)  Earl  Vercy, 
Sir  Matthew  White  Bidley, 
bt.  ^ 


{COMMONS,  1883) 

NOBTHnMBBItI.AHD  COVSTY 

— eont. 

{Stmtktm  Divitiom.) 
Albert  Henry  George  Grey, 
Wentworth  Blackett  Beau- 
mont. 

MORPETH. 

Thomas  Burt. 

TYNEMOUTH. 
Thomas  Eustace  Smith. 

NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE. 
Joseph  Cowen, 
Ashton  Wentworth  Dilke. 

BERWICK-UPON-TWEED. 
David  Milne  Home, 
Hubert    Edward  Henry 
JemiDgham. 


NOTTINGHAM 

COUNTY. 
{Nortkmi  Dimnom.) 
Cecil  Geoi^  Sarile  Fol- 

jambe. 
Viscount  Galway. 

{ Sovthtm  DivitioH.) 

George  Storer, 

Thomas  Blackbome  Thoro- 
ton  Hildyard. 
NEWARK-UPON-TRENT. 

Thomas  Earp, 

William  Newzam  Nichol- 
son. 

RETFORD  (EAST). 
Francis  John  Savile  Fol- 

jambe, 
Frederick  Thorpe  Mappin. 

NOTTINGHAM. 
Charles  Seely,  jun., 
Arnold  Morley. 


OXFOBD  COUNTY. 

John  Sidney  North, 

William  Comwallis  Cart- 
wright, 

Edward  William  Harcourt. 

OXFORD  (UNIVERSITY). 
Bt.  hon.  Sir  John  Bobert 

Mowbray,  bt., 
John  Gilbert  Talbot. 

OXFORD  (CITY). 


Mtmttri. 

WOODSTOCK. 
Lord    Bandolph  Henry 
Spencer  ChurohiU. 

BANBURT. 
Bemhard  Samuelson. 


BUTLAND  COUNTY. 

Bt.hon.GerardJamesNoel, 
Qeoi^  Henry  Finch. 


SALOP  COUNTY, 

(Northen  Diirino*.) 
Viscount  Newport, 
Stanley  Leighton. 

(Southern  Dwu&m.) 
Sir  Baldwyn  Leighton,  bt., 
John  Edmund  Seveme. 

SHREWSBURY. 
Charles  Cecil  Cotes, 
Henry  Boberteon. 

WENLOCK. 
Alexander  Hargreaves 

Brown, 
Cecil     Theodore  Weld 
Forester. 

LUDLOW. 
Hon.     George  Herbert 
Windsor  "\\  indsor-Clive. 
BRIDGNORTH. 
William  Henry  Foster. 


SOMEBSET  COUNTY. 

{EaiUvn  Divition.) 

Sir  Philip  John  William 

Miles,  bt., 
Lord  Brooke. 

{Mid  Divition.) 
Bichard  Homer  Paget, 
William    Stephen  Gore- 
Langton. 

( iVettern  Divition.) 
Mordaunt  Fen  wick  Bisset, 
Edward  James  Stanley. 

BATH. 

Sir ArthurDivettHayter,  bt. , 
Edmond   Bobert  Wode- 
house. 

TAUNTON. 
Sir  Henry  James,  knt., 
Samuel  Charles  Allsopp. 

FROME. 
Henry  Bemhard  Samuel- 
son. 

BRISTOL. 
Samuel  Morley, 
Lewis  Fry. 
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SOUTHAMPTON 
COUNTY. 

[NorOunt  Dindom.) 
'tViUiam  "Wither  Bramston 
Beach, 

Et.  hon.  George  Sclater- 

Booth. 

(Somthern  DtviMmt.) 
Lord  Henry  Jolm  Montagu- 

Douglas-Scott, 
Francis  Compton. 

WINCHESTER. 
Bichard  Koss, 
Viscount  Baring. 

PORTSMOUTH. 
Hon.Thomas  Charles  Bruce, 
Sir    Henrj-  Dinunmond 
miff,G.C.M.G.,K.C.B. 
LYMINGTON. 
Edmund  Hegan  Keonard. 

ANDOVER. 
Francis  William  Buxton. 

CnRISTCIIURCH. 
Horace  Davey. 

PETERSFIELD. 
Williant  Nicholson. 

SODTHAMPTON. 
Henry  Lee, 
Charles  Parker  Butt. 

STAFFOED  COUNTY. 

(KerUum  ZHvitiw.) 
William  Young  Craig, 
Harry  Tiehbome  Ktren- 
port. 

( Western  JHvirivn.) 
Alexander  Starcley  Hill, 
fVands  Monckton. 

(Eattem  Divitun.) 
Michael  Arthur  Bass, 
Henry  Wiggin. 

STAFFORD. 
Charles  Benjamin  Bright 

U'Laren, 
Thomas  Salt. 

TAMWORTH. 
Hamar  Alfred  Bass, 
Jabes  Spencer  Balfour. 
KEWCASTLE-UNDER.LYM  E. 
Charles  Donaldson  Hud- 
son, 

William  Shepherd  Allen. 

WOLVERHAMPTON. 
"Rt  hon.  Charles  Pelham 

Villi  ers, 
Heniy  Hartley  Fowler. 

STOKE-UPON-TRENT. 
Wtlliam  Woodall, 
Heniy  Broadhurst. 
WALSALL. 

fiirCkaxles  Forster,  bt. 


(COidjOi^S,  1883) 

WEDNESBURY. 
Alexander  Brogden. 

LICHFIELD. 
Theophilua  John  Levett. 

SUFFOLK  COUNTY. 

(EaaUmJOim^.) 
Frederick  St.  John  Newde- 

gate  Bame, 
Lord  Rendlesham. 

(  Wetttrm  Difinion.) 
William  Biddell, 
Thomas  Thomhill. 

IPSWICH. 
Thomas  Clement  Cobbold, 

O.B., 
Jesse  Ceilings. 

BURY  ST,  EDMUNDS. 
Joseph  Al&ed  Hardcastle, 
Edward  Greene. 

EYE. 

Ellis  Ashmead-Bartlett. 


SUEEEY  COUNTY. 

{East  Surreif.) 
William  Grantham, 
James  Watney. 

(Mid  Surrey.) 
Sir  Henry  AVilliam  Peek, bt. 
Sir  James  John  Trevor 
Lawrence,  bt. 

( Wett  Stirreu.) 
Rt.  hon.  George  Cubitt, 
Hon.  William  St.  John 
Fremantle  Brodrick. 
SOUTHWARK. 
Arthur  Cohen, 
James   Edwin  Thorold 
Eogers, 

LAMBETH. 
Sir  James  Clarke  I^wrence, 
bt.. 

Sir  William  McArthur,  ht., 
K.C.M.G. 

GU1IJ)F0RD. 
Denzil  Eoberts  Onslow. 


SUSSEX  COUNTY. 

(Eattem  DipUioit.) 
George  Burrow  Gregory, 
Montague  David  Scott. 

( Western  Division.) 
Sir  Walter  Barttelot  Bart- 

telot,  bt., 
Earlof  Marcli. 

SHOREHAM  (NEW). 
Sir  Walter  Wyndham  Bur- 

rell,  bt., 
Bobert  Loder. 

BRIGHTH  ELMSTON  E. 
John  Bobert  Hollond, 
William  Thackeray  Mar- 
riott. 

CHICHESTER. 
Bt.Hon.LordHenryGeorge 
Charles  Qordon  Lennox. 


LEWES, 
William  LanghamChriBtie. 
UORSnAM. 

Sir  Henzy  Fletcher,  bt. 

MIDHURST. 
Sir  Henry  Thurston  Hol- 
land, bt.,  K.C.M.G. 


WARWICK  COUNTY. 

{Northern  Division.) 
Wflliam  Bromley  Daven- 
port, 

Charles  Newdigate  Newde- 


( Southern  Division.) 
Sir  John  Eardley  Eardley 

Wilmot,  bt., 
Hon.    Gilbert  Henry 
Chandos  Leigh. 

BIRMINGHAM. 
Philip  Henry  Mxmtz, 
Kt.  hon.  John  Bright, 
Rt.  hon.  Joseph  Chamber* 
lain. 

WARWICK. 
Arthur  Wellesley  Peel, 
George  William  John  Rep- 
ton. 

COVENTRY. 
William  Henry  Wills, 
Henry  William  Eaton. 


WESTMORELAND 

COUNTY. 
Earl  of  Bective, 
Hon.  William  Lowther. 
KENDAL. 

James  Cropper. 


(WIGHT)  ISLE  OF. 
Hon.   Anthony  Evelyn 

Melbourne  Ashley. 
NEWPORT,  ISLE  OF  WIGHT. 
Charles  Carendiah  diffonl. 

WILTS  COUNTY. 

(Northern  Division.) 
Walter  Hume  Long, 
George  Thomas  John  So- 
theron  Estcourt. 
(Sottthern  Division.) 
Et.  hon. LordHenry Frede- 
rick Thynne, 
Viscount  Folkestone. 
NEW  SARUM  (SALISBURY). 
John  Passmore  Edwards, 
Coleridge  John  Kennard. 

CRICKLADE. 
Merrin   Herbert  Neril 

Story-Maskelyne, 
Sir  Daniel  Gooch,  bt. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


t,i8t  of 

DEVIZES. 
Sir  Thomas  Bateson,  bt. 

MARLBOROUGH. 
Btbon.  Lord  Charles  Bruce. 

CHIPPENHAM. 
Sir  Gabriel  Goldney,  bt. 

CALNE. 
Lord  Edmond  George  Petty 
Fitzmaurice. 

MALMESBURT. 
Charles  William  Miles. 

WESTBURT. 
Charles     Nicholas  Paul 
Fhipps. 

WILTON. 
Hon.  Sidney  Herbert. 

WOECESTEE  COUNTY. 

{Eattent  Divinon.) 
William  Henry  Gladstone, 
Geoi^e  Woodyatt  Hast- 
ings. 

( Western  Divieion.) 
Sir    Edmund  Anthoney 

Harley  Lechmere,  ht, 
Froderick  Winn  Knight. 

EVESHAM. 
Frederick  Dixon  Bixon- 
Hartland. 

DROITWIon. 
John  Corbett. 

BEWDLEY. 
Enoch  Baldwin. 

DUDLEY. 
Henry  Brinsley  Sheridan. 

KIDDERMINSTER. 
John  Brintoii. 

WORCESTER. 
Thomas  Eowley  Hill, 
jEneas  John  Mclntyre. 


TOEK  COUNTY. 
(North  m^Hg.} 
Sir  Frederick  Acclom  Mil- 
bank,  bt,, 
Hon.  Guy  Cuthbert  Daw- 
nay. 

(East  RidiKg.) 
Christopher  Sykes, 
AVilliani  Henry  Harrison 

Broadley. 
( West  Ridi»g,NorUtemDivUion.) 
Sir  Matthew  Wilson,  bt., 
Isaac  Holdcn. 
(jreitRidinff.Eaiteni  Divinon.) 
Sir    Andrew  Fairbaim, 

knt., 

Sir  John  William  Earns- 

den,  bt. 

Riditt^iSoathern  Diviiion.) 
Hon.  William  Henry  Went- 

worth  Fitzwilliam, 
Willinm  Honry  Leatham. 


(COkMOKS;  1883} 
YoBK  Cotnmr — eont. 

LEEDS. 

John  Barran, 

William  Lawies  Jackson, 

Herbert  John  Gladstone. 

PONTEFRACT. 
Et.   hon.    Hugh  Culling 

Eardley  Childers, 
Sidney  Woolf. 

SCARBOROUGH. 
William  Sproeton  Caine, 
Et.  hon.  John  George  Dod- 

son. 

SHEFFIELD. 
Et.  hon.  Anthony  John 

Mundella, 
Charles    Beilby  Stnart- 

Wortley. 

BRADFORD. 

Et.  hon.  William  Edward 

Forster, 
Alfred  Hlingworth. 

HALIFAX. 
Et.  hon.  James  Stansfeld, 
Thomas  Shaw. 

KNARESBOROUGU. 
Thomas  Collins. 

MALTON. 
Hon.    Charles  William 
Wentworth-  Ktawilliam. 
RICHMOND. 
Hon.  JohnCharles  Dundas. 

RIPON. 
Et.  hon.  George  Joachim 
Gosehen. 
NORTHALLERTON. 
George  William  Elliot. 

THIRSK. 
Hon.  Lewis  Payn  Dawnay. 

HUDDERSFIELD. 
Edward  Aldam  Leatham. 

WAKEFIELD. 
Sobert  Bownas  Mackie. 

WHITBY. 
Arthur  Pease. 

MIDDLESBOROUGII. 
Isaac  Wilson. 

DEWSBURY. 
John  Simon. 

YORK  CITY. 
Ealph  Creyke, 
Joseph  Johnson  Leeman. 

KINGSTON.U  PON-HULL, 
diaries  Morgan  Norwood, 
Charles  Hemy  Wilson. 


ifmiert. 

Baroks  of  the  Cikqub 
FoBTB — eont. 

HASTINGS. 
Charles  James  Murray, 
Sir  Thomas  Bra88ey,K  C.B. 

SANDWICU. 
Heniy  Arthur  Brassey, 

nrTHE. 
Sir  Edward  William  Wat- 
kin,  bt. 

RYE. 

Frederick  Andrew  Inder- 
wiok. 


WALES. 

ANGLESEA. 
Eichard  Davies. 

BEAUMARIS. 
Morgan  Lloyd. 

BRECKNOCK  COUNTY. 
William  FoUer  Maitland. 

BRECKNOCK. 
Cyril  Flower. 


CARDIGAN  COUNTY. 
Lewis  Fugh  Fugh. 

CARDIGAN,  Ac. 
David  Davies. 

CAEMAETHEN 
!  COUNTY. 

AValterEiceHowellPowell, 

■  Viscount  Emlyn. 

I    _     CARMARTHEN,  Ac. 
Sir  John  Jones  Jenkins,  kt« 

CAENAEVON  COUNTY, 
i  William  Eathbone. 
I         CARNARVON.  4c. 
Thomas   Love  Dancombo 


Jones-Parry. 


BAEONS  OF  THE 
CINGUE  POETS. 

DOVER. 
Charles  Kaye  Freshfield, 
Alexander  George  Dickson. 


DENBIGH  COUNTY. 
SirWatkinWilliamsWynn, 

bt., 

Et.  hon.  Geoi^e  Osborne 

Morgan. 

DENBIGH,  &c. 
Sir  Eobert  Alired  Canli£fe, 

bt.   

FLINT  COUNTY. 
Eight  Hon.  Lord  Eichard 
QrosTenor. 

FLINT,  Ao. 
John  Roberts. 

GLAMOEGAN  COUNTY. 
Christopher  Eice  Mansel 

Talbot, 
SirHeuryHusseyVivinnjbt. 
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MERTHTR  TTDVIL. 
EeniT  Eichard, 
Cliarjee  Herbert  James. 

CARDIFF,  *o. 
Sir  Edward  James  Beed, 
K.O.B. 

SWANSEA.  Ac. 
Lewis  Llewellyn  Dillwyn. 

MERIONETH  COUNTY. 
Samnel  Holland. 


MONTGOMEEY 
COUNTY. 
Stuart  Kendel. 

MONTGOMERY.  Ac. 
Hon.  FrederickStephen  Ar- 
chibald Hanbury-Tracy. 

PEMBROKE  COUNTY. 
William  Davies. 

PEMBROKE.  Ac. 
Henry  George  Allen. 

HAVERFORDWEST. 
Bt  Hon.  Lord  Kensington. 


RADNOR  COUNTY. 
Sir  Richard  Green  Price, 
bt. 

NEW  RADNOR. 
Samuel    Charles  Evans 
Williams. 


SCOTLAND. 

ABERDEENSHIRE. 
[Boat  Aberdeeruhire.) 
Hon,  Sir  Alexander  Hamil- 
ton Gordon,  K.C.B. 
(We9t  Aberdeenihire.) 
Bobert  Farquharson. 

ABERDEEN. 
John  Webster,  LL.D. 

ARGYLE. 
Lord  Colin  Campbell. 
AYR. 
{North  Ayrikim.) 
Robert  "William  Cochran- 
Patrick. 

{SotUi  Ayrshire.) 
Col.  Claud  Alexander. 

KILMARNOCK,  RENFREW, 
*o. 

John  Dick-Peddie. 

BUaOIlS  OF  AYR,  Ac. 
Kichard  Frederick  Fother- 

ingham  Campbell. 
BANFF. 
Bobert  William  Duff. 

BERWICK. 
H(m.EdwardMnrjoribank8. 

BUTE. 
Charles  Dnlrj-mple, 


{60MMON8,  1883) 

CAirpNESSSHIRE. 
Sir  John  George  Tolle- 
mache  Sinclair,  bt. 

WICK,  KIRKWALL,  Ae. 
John  Pender. 

CLACKMANNAN  AND 
KINROSS. 

Rt.  hon.  John  Blair  Bal- 
four. 

DUMBARTON. 
Archibald  Orr  Ewing. 

DUMFRIESSHIRE. 
Robert  Jardine. 

DUMFRIES,  Ao. 

Ernest  Noel. 

EDINBURGIISniRE. 
Rt.  hon.  William  Ewart 
Gladstone. 

EDINBURGn. 
ThomasRybum  Buchanan, 
Samuel  Donks  Waddy. 

UNIVERSITIES  OF  EDIN- 
BURGn iMD  ST.  ANDREWS. 

Rt.  hon.  Lyon  Flayfair. 

BURGHS  OF  LElTH.ic. 
Andrew  Grant. 

ELGIN  AHD  NAIRN. 
Sir   George  Macpherson 

Grant,  bt. 

BURGHS  OP  ELGIN,  Ac. 

Alexander  Asher. 
FIFE. 

Hon.Bobert  Preston  Bruce. 
BUKGHS  OF  ST.  ANDREWS. 
Stephen  Williamson. 

KIRKCALDY,  DYSART,  Ac. 
Sir  Geoi^  Campbell,  knt. 

FORFAR. 
James  William  Barclay. 

TOWN  OF  DUNDEE. 
George  Armitstead, 
Frank  Henderson. 

MONTROSE,  Ao. 
Et.  hon.  William  Edward 
Baxter. 

HADDINGTON. 
Lord  Elclio. 

HADDINGTON  BUKOUS. 
Alexander  Craig  Sellar. 

INVERNESS. 
Donald  Cameron. 

INVERNESS,  Ac. 
Charles  Fraser  Mackintosh. 
KINGARDINESHIRE. 

Sir  George  Balfour,  K.C.B. 
KIRKCUDBRIGHT. 

John  Heron-MaxweU. 


LANARK. 
(North  Lanarktbire.) 
Sir  Thomas  Edward  Cole- 
brooke,  bt. 

(South  Lanarkihire.) 
John    Glencaim  Carter 
Hamilton. 

GLASGOW. 
George  Anderson, 
Charles  Cameron,  LL.D., 
Robert  TweedieMiddleton. 

UNIVERSITIES  OP  GLAS- 
GOW AXD  ABERDEEN. 
James  Alexander  Camp- 
bell, LL.D, 

LINLITHGOW. 
Peter  McLagfm. 

ORKNEY  iKB  SHETLAND. 
,  Samuel  Laing. 
I    PEEBLES  AND  SELKIRK, 
j  Charles  Tennaut. 
I  PERTH. 
'  Sir       Donald  Currie, 
'  K.C.M.G. 
I         TOWN  OF  PERTH. 
,  Charles  Stuart  Parker. 

RENFREWSHIRE. 
Alexander  Crum. 

PAISLEY. 
William  Holms. 

GREENOCK. 
James  Stewart. 

ROSSabd  CROMARTY. 
Sir  Alexander  Matheson,bt. 

ROXBURGH. 
Hon.  Arthur  Ralph  Doug- 
las Elliot. 

HAWICK,  SELKIRK,  Ac. 
Rt.  Hon.  George  Otto  Tre- 
velyan. 

STIRLING. 
JoaepK  Cheney  Bolton. 

STIRLING,  Ac. 
Henry  Campbell-Bumer- 
man. 

FALKIRK.  Ac.  BURGHS. 
John  Ramsay. 

SUTHERLAND. 
Marquess  of  Stafford. 
WIGTON. 

Sir  Herbert  Eustace  Max- 
well, bt. 

WIGTON,  Ac.  BURGHS. 
St.  hon.  Sir  John  Cfaules 
Dalrymple  Hay,  bt. 


IRELAND. 


ANTRIM  COUNTY. 
James  Chaine, 
Edward  Macnaghten. 

BELFAST. 
William  Ewart, 
James  Porter  Cony. 
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LISBURN. 
Sir  Richard  Wallace,  bt. 

CARRICKFERGUS. 
Thomas  Greer. 

ARMAGH  COUNTY. 
James  Nicholson  Bichard- 
son, 

Maxwell  Charles  Close. 

ARMAGH  (CITY). 
George  De  La  Peer  Beres- 
ford. 
CARLOW  COUXTT. 
Edmund  Dwyer  Gray, 
Donald  Home  Maefarlane. 

CARLOW  (BOROUGn). 
Charles  Dawson. 

CAVAN  COUNTY. 
Charles  Joseph  Fay, 
Joseph  Gillie  Big-gar. 

CLARE  COUNTY. 
The  O'Gorman  Mahon, 
■William  Henry  O'Shea. 

ENNIS. 
MatUiew  Joseph  Kenny. 

CORK  COUNTY. 
William  Shaw, 
David  Latouche  Oolthurst. 

CORK  (CITY). 
John  Daly, 

Charles  Stewart  Pamell. 

YOUGHAL. 
Sir  Joseph  Neal  McEemia, 
knt. 

BANDON  BRIDGE. 
Hichard  Lane  Allman. 

KINSALE. 
Eugene  Collins. 

MALLOW. 
William  O'Brien. 

DONEGAL  COUNTY. 
Thomas  I^ea, 
John  Kinnear. 

DOWN  COUNTY. 
Lord  Arthur  William  Hill, 
Viscount  Castlereagh. 

NEWRY. 
Henry  Thomson. 

DOWNPATRICK. 
John  MulhoUand. 

DUBLIN  COUNTY. 
Itt.  hon.  Thomas  Edward 

Taylor, 
Ion  Trani  Hamilton. 

DUBLIN  f  CITY). 
Maurice  Brooks, 
Bobert  Dyer  Lyons. 
DUBLIN  UNIVERSITY. 

Bt.  hon.  David  Hobert 

Flunket, 
Bt.  hon.  Edward  Gibson. 
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FERMANAGH. 
William  Humphzys  Aroh- 

dale, 
Viscount  Crichton. 

ENNISKILLEN. 

Viscount  Cole. 

GALWAY  COUNTY. 
Mitchell  Henry, 
C(^onel  John  Philip  Nolan. 

GALWAY  (BOROUGH). 
John  Orrell  Xierer, 
Thomas  P.  O'Connor. 

KERRY. 
Sir  Bowland  Blennerbas- 

sett,  bt., 
Rowland  Ponsonby  Blen- 
nerhassett. 

TRAI.EE. 
i  The  O'Donoghue. 
I  HILDA  RE. 

I  James  Leahy, 
I  Charles   Henry  Meldon, 
iiL.D. 

KILKENNY. 
Edward  Mulhallen  Manun, 
Patrick  L.  Martin. 

KILKENNY  (CITY). 
John  Francis  Smithwick. 
I         KING'S  COUNTY, 
i  Sir  Patrick  O'Brien,  bt., 
I  Bernard  Charles  MoUoy. 
I        LErrRIM  COUNTY. 
Arthur  Loftus  Tottenham, 
,  Francis  O'Beime. 

LIMERICK  COUNTY. 
William  HeuiT  O'tiullivan, 
Edmund  John  Snian. 

LIMERICK  (CITY). 
'  Biehard  O'Shaughnessy, 
j  Daniel  FitzGeraldGabbett. 
LONDONDERRY  COUNTY. 
Sir  Thomas  M'Clure,  bt., 
i  Ht.  Hon.  Andrew  Marshal 
'  Porter. 

•  COLERAINE. 
Sir  Henry  Hervey  Bruce, 
bt. 

j     LONDONDERRY  (CITY). 
Charles  Edward  Lewis. 

LONGFORD  COUNTY. 
George  lilrrington, 
Justin  McCarthy. 

LOUTU  COUNTY. 
PhilipCallan, 
Alan  Henry  Bellingham. 

DUNDALK. 
Charles  Bussell. 

DROGUE  DA.  ' 
Benjamin  Whitworth. 

MAYO  COUNTY. 
John  O'Connor  Power, 
Isaac  Nelson. 


MEATH  COUNTY. 
Robert  Henry  Metge, 
Edward  SheU. 

MONAGHAN  COUNTY. 
John  Givan, 
William  Findlater. 

QUEEN'S  COUNTY. 
Bichard  Lalor, 
Arthur  O'Connor. 

PORT  ARLINGTON. 
Hon.    Bernard  Edward 
Bumaby  Fitzpatrick. 

ROSCOMMON  COUNTY. 
Andrew  Oommins,  LL.D.f 

James  O'Kelly. 

SLIGO  COUNTY. 
Thomas  Sexton, 
Denis  Maurice  O'Conor. 

TIPPERARY  COUNTY. 
Patrick  James  Smyth, 
John  Dillon. 

CLONMEL. 
Arthur  Moore. 

TYRONE  COUNTY. 
John  AVilliam  Ellison  Ma- 
cartney, 
ThomasAlexander  Dickson. 

DUNGANNON. 
James  Dickson. 

WATERFORD  COUNTY. 
Henry  Villiers  Stuart,  of 

Dram  ana, 
John  Aloysius  Blake. 

DUNG  ARYAN. 
Fnnk  Hugh  O'Donnell. 

WATERFORD  (CITY). 
Bichard  Power, 
Edmund  Leamy. 

WESTMEATH  COUNTY. 
:  Timothy  Daniel  SuUiran, 
Henry  Joseph  Gill. 

ATULONE. 
Sir  John  Ennis,  bt. 

WEXFORD  COUNTY. 
John  Barry, 
Garrett  Michael  Byrne. 

WEXFORD  (BOROUGH). 

Timothy  Michad  Healy. 

NEW  ROSS. 

John  Edward  Bedmond. 

WICKLOW  COUNTY. 
AVilliam  Joseph  Corbet, 
James  Carlile  M'Ooan. 
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HANSAED'S 

PARLIAMENTARY  DEBATES, 

IN  THE 

FOVBTS   SESSION  OF    THE    TwBNTY'8mC0ND    PaRLIAMBNT  OP  THB 

TJkited    Kingdom  of  '  Grbat   Britain   and  IsszAJiD, 

APPOINTED   to  UEET  29  AfBIL,  1880,  IN  THE  FORTT-THIRD 

Tear  of  the  Reign  of 

HEE  MAJESTY  QUEEN  VICTOKTA. 

FIBST  VOLUME  OF  SESSION  1883. 


HOUSE  OF  LOSDS, 
7%urulayt  IMh  Fthniarjf,  1883. 


THEPABLIAKENT,  which  had  been 
Prorogued  from  the  2nd  December, 
1882,  to  the  Idth  February,  1883,  met 
this  day  for  the  despatch  of  BueinesB, 
aoocnding  to  Froolunatioii,  as  follows: — 

"BT  THE  QtrSEir—A  PSOCLAKATIOIT. 
"  Victorta,  R. 
**  Whereas  Cor  Parliament  standfl  prorogaed 
to  Tkurtduy  the  Fifteenth  Day  of  February  One 
thoomid  ei^t  hundred  and  eighty-three :  We^ 
hy  and  with  the  Advice  of  Oar  Priry  Council, 
hereby  inoe  Onr  Boyal  Proolamatioo,  and 
pobliflh  and  declare  Our  Boyal  Will  and  Plea- 
■oxe  that  the  said  Parliament  shall,  on  the  said 
Thmrtday  the  FHteenth  Day  of  Fibrmry  One 
Ihomand  eight  hundred  and  dghty-three,  as- 
■eaaUe  and  1m  holdsn  for  the  Dwpatch  of  divers 
vtgent  and  important  Affiun ;  And  the  Lords 

TOL.  COhSXVI.   [rniBD  bbbies.] 


Spiritttal  and  Temporal,  and  the  Soigbto, 
Citizens,  and  Baxgeaam,  and  the  ComnusBonen 
for  Shine  and  Bui^hs,  at  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, are  hereby  required  and  commanded  to 
give  their  Attendance  accordingly,  at  Wat- 
mituttr,  on  the  said  Thunday  the  Fifteenth 
Day  of  Februarff  One  thousand  Nght  hundred 
and  eighfy-three. 

"  GKven  at  Our  Court  at  OMbortu  Ecum^  Itb 
of  Wight,  this  Twenty-eighth  Day  of  BtemOer, 
in  the  Year  of  oar  Lord  One  thoosand  eight 
hundred  and  eighty-two,  and  in  the  Fw^-eixtih 
Year  of  Our  Beign. 

'*  God  save  the  Queen.*' 

The  Session  was  opened  by  Commis- 
sion. 

Thb  House  of  Peebs  brang  met ; 

The    LOBD    OHANCELLOB  ac- 
quainted the  House, 

"That  it  not  being  convenient  for  Her 
Majesty  to  be  personally  hara  present  this  day* 
She  has  been  pleased  to  cause  a  Commission 
under  the  Great  Seal  to  be  prepared,  in  order 
to  the  holding  of  this  Parliament." 

B 
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Then  Five  of  the  Ijobim  OoMMrssioHtnis 
— namely,  The  Loed  Hioh  Ohancbllob, 
The  Loed  Peivt  Seal  (The  Lord  Oar- 
lingford);  The  Loed  High  Steward 
(The  Earl  Sydney) ;  The  Eael  of  Cork 
ANDOBEERYCMaBterof  the  Buckhounds), 
and  The  Loed  Monson  (Captain  of  the 
Yeomen  of  the  Guard)— being  in  their 
Bobes,  and  seated  on  a  Form  placed  be- 
tween the  Throne  and  the  Woolsack, 
commanded  the  Gentleman  Usher  of  the 
Blticlc  Bod  to  let  the  Oouuons  know 
*'  The  Lords  CommissionerB  denre  their 
immediate  Attendance  in  this  House, 
to  hear  the  Gommisdon  read." 

Who  being  at  the  Bar,  with  their 
Speaker : — ^Tne  OomnuBBion  vaa  read  by 
the  Clerk Then 


.     THE  QTTBBirS  SPEECH. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  delivered 
Her  Hajestt's  Speech  to  both  Houses 
of  Parliament,  as  follows : — 

My  Lords,  and  Gentlemen, 

"  I  HATE  summoned  you  at  a  date 
somewhat  later  than  is  usual,  on  ac- 
count of  the  advanced  period  to  which 
the  labours  of  the  last  Session  were 
protracted. 

"  I  have  the  satisfaction  of  main- 
taining with  all  foreign  Powers  rela- 
tions of  friendship  and  good-will. 

"  At  the  close  of  thelast  Session  I  bad 
the  pleastire  of  recording  my  gratitude 
to  my  sea  and  land  forces  for  suppress- 
ing with  rapidity  and  completen^  a 
formidable  rebellion  in  Egypt.  Since 
then  tranquillity  has  been  restored  to 
that  country,  clemency  has  been  shown 
by  its  Kuler  to  the  leaders  of  the  re- 
bellion, and  the  withdrawal  of  the 
British  troops  is  proceeding  as  expe- 
ditiously as  a  prudent  consideration  of 
the  circnmitauces  will  admit. 

"  The  reconstitution  of  the  Grovern- 
ment  of  Egypt  and  the  reorganization 
of  its  affairs  under  the  authority  of 
the  Khedive  have  in  part  been  accom- 
plishedf  and  will  continue  to  receive 
my  earnest  attention.   It  will  be  my 
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endeavour  to  secure  that  full  provision 
shall  be  made  for  the  exigencies  of 
order,  for  a  just  representation  of  the 
wants  and  wishes  of  the  population, 
and  for  the  observance  of  international 
obligations. 

"  I  have  already  been  able  to  fulfil 
the  promise  made  by  me  to  the  Sultan 
and  to  the  Great  Powers  of  Europe, 
that  I  would  snVmit  to  their  friendly 
consideration  the  arrangements  whicli 
appeared  to  me  to  be  the  best  fitted  to 
insure  the  stability  of  the  Khedive's 
(Jovemment,  the  prosperity  and  happi- 
ness of  the  Egyptian  people,  the  secu- 
rity of  the  Suez  Canal,  and  the  peace 
of  Europe  in  the.  East. 

■  To  those  objects  my  policy  has 
been  directed  in  the  past  and  will  be 
addressed  in  the  future ;  and  I  con- 
tinue to  rely  with  confidence  on  its 
just  appreciation  by  other  countries. 

"  A  Conference  of  the  Great  Po-wera 
has  assembled  in  London  to  consider 
measures  for  better  securing  the  free- 
dom of  navigation  on  the  Danube, 
which,  is  placed  under  their  guarantee, 
and  forms  part  of  the  public  law  of 
Europe. 

"  The  condition  of  Zululand,  and 
the  possibility  of  renewed  disturbances 
there,  have  engaged  my  most  serious 
attention.  With  a  view  to  the  pre- 
servation of  peace  and  order,  I  bAve 
caused  tbe  former  Ruler  of  that  coun- 
try to  be  replaced  in  possession  of  the 
greater  part  of  the  traritories  held  by 
him  before  the  war.  I  earnestly  hope 
that  this  step  may  lead  to  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  more  stable  government, 
and  to  the  maintenance  of  good  rela- 
tions betwen  tiie  Zulu  nation  and  the 
adjoining  Colony  of  Natal. 

"  Papers  on  these  subjects  will  be 
presented  to  you. 
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"  Gentlemen  of  the  House  of 

Commons, 

"The  Estimates  for  the  services  of 
the  coming  year  are  in  a  forward  state 
of  preparation,  and  will  be  speedily 
laid  before  you. 

"My  Lords,  aafid  Gentlemen, 
"  I  am  happy  to  state  that  the  im- 
prorement  in  the  social  condition  of 
Ireland,  to  which  I  referred  in  Decem- 
ber, continues.  Agrarian  crime  has 
sensibly  diminished,  and  the  law  has 
been  everywhere  upheld. 

"  At  the  same  time,  the  existence  of 
dangerous  Secret  Societies  in  Dublin 
and  other  parts  of  the  country  calls  for 
tmremitting  enefgy  and  vigilance  on 
the  part  of  the  Executive, 

"Measnres  will  he  promptly  sub- 
mitted to  you  for  the  codification  of 
Criminal  Law;  for  the  establishment  of 
a  Goart  of  Criminal  Appeal ;  and  for 
tiie  amendment  and  consolidation  of 
the  laws  relating  to  Bankruptcy  and 
Patents.  There  will  also  be  brought 
to  your  early  notice  Bills  for  prevent- 
ing Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections,  and 
for  perpetuating  and  amending  the 
Ballot  Act 

"  I  have  on  previous  occasions  re- 
ferred to  the  importance  of  effecting 
reforms  in  the  Local  Government  of 
the  different  parts  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  Pi*opo6als  for  the  better 
govemment  of  the  Metropolis  will,  in 
the  first  place,  be  submitted  to  you, 
and,  if  time  should  permit,  will  be 
followed  by  other  measures  relating  to 
reform  of  tiocal  Government. 

"  Your  attention  will  be  called  to 
Bills  dealing  with  the  Conservancy  of 
Bivers  and  the  Prevention  of  Floods ; 
^th  the  Police  in  Scotlwd ;  with  the 
Universities  in  that  part  of  tiie  United 


15,  1683}  ChanetUor.  6 

Kingdom;  and  with  Education  in 
Wales. 

"  Tou  will  also  be  invited  to  con- 
sider a  proposal  which  will  more  effec- 
tnally  secure  to  tenants  in  England 
and  Scotland  compensation  for  agri- 
cultural improvements. 

*'  Tou  have  provided  in  recent  years 
by  a  liberal  devotion  of  your  time  for 
the  most  urgent  among  the  needs  of 
Ireland.  The  claims  both  of  general 
legislation  and  of  other  portions  of 
the  United  Kingdom  will  now  demand 
from  you  a  just  regard.  I  trust,  how- 
ever, that  you  will  be  able  to  deal 
during  the  present  year  with  some  of 
the  legislative  wants  of  Ireland  for 
which  provision  has  not  yet  been 
made. 

".I  rely  upon  your  proceeding  with 

energy  and  prudence  ;  and  I  beseech 
Almighty  God  now,  as  heretofore,  to 
bless,  your  labours. 

Then  the  Oommons  withdrew. 

House  adjouraed  during  pleasure. 

House  resumed. 

Pbatbbs. 

Boll  op  the  Lords — Garter  King  of 
Arms  attending,  delivered  at  the  Table 
(in  the  tisual  manner)  a  I^st  of  the  Lords 
Temporal  in  the  Fourth  SesBion  of  the 
Twenty-second  Parliament  of  the  United 
Kinedom :  The  same  was  ordered  to  lie 
on  the  Table. 

THE  LORD  CHANCELLOR. 

The  Earl  Granville,  one  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's  Principal  Secretaries  of  State, 
acquainted  the  House  that  Her  Majesty 
had  been  pleased  to  create  Boundell^ 
Lord  Selborne,  Lord  Chancellor  of  Great 
Britain,  a  Viscount  and  Earl  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  by  the  style  and  title 
of  Yiscount  Wolmer  of  Blaokmoor,  in 
the  county  of  Soutiliamptoa,  and  Earl  of 
Selbome  in  the  said  county;  and  his 
Lordship,  having  retired  to  robe,  was 
introduwd  in  the  usual  manner. 

I 
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NEW  PEER. 
Sir  Garnet  Joseph  Wolseley,  6.O.B., 
G.C.M.G.,  General  and  Adjutant-Gene- 
ral of  Her  Kajesty's  Forces,  and  late 
General  Oommanding-in-Chief  the  Ex- 
peditionary Force  in  Egypt,  having  been 
created  Baron  Wolseley  of  Cairo,  and 
of  "Wolseley  in  the  county  of  Stafford — 
Was  (in  the  usual  manner)  into>duced. 

SAT  FIKST. 
Th«  Ijord  Eeane,  after  the  death  of 
his  brother. 

SELECT  VESTBIES. 
Bill,  profarmd,  read  1'. 

THE  QUEEN'S  8FEE0H. 
ADDRESS  IN  ANSWER  TO  HER 
MAJESTY'S  MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 

The  Queen's  Speech  reported  by  The 

liOBD  CbANCEIXOB. 

The  Eabl  of  DUEHAM  :  My  Lords, 
I  rise  for  the  purpose  of  moving  a 
humble  Address  to  Her&fajestyin  answer 
to  the  gracious  tipeech  from  the  Throne 
to  which  your  Lordships  have  lately 
listened.  That  Speech,  my  Lords,  .whe- 
ther we  look  to  that  portion  of  it  which 
relates  to  foreign  affairs,  or  whether  we 
consider  those  passages  in  which  Her 
Majesty  treats  of  the  condition  of  these 
Islaqds,  contains  much  on  the  whole 
that  is  calculated  to  inspire  Parliament 
and  the  people  of  this  country  with  feel- 
ings of  thankfulness  and  satisfaction. 
Her  Majesty  has  been  able  to  inform  us 
that  her  relations  with  Foreign  Powers 
are  of  a  friendly  character.  This  an- 
nouncement, my  Lords,  is  fortunately 
one  which,  for  many  years  past,  Her 
Majesty  has  been  justified  in  making. 
The  ciroumstRnoea  of  the  present  moment 
give  it  peculiar  significance.  That  Her 
Majesty  should  find  it  possible  to  make 
this  announcement  immediately  after 
the  intervention  of  this  country  in  T&gj^t 
— an  intervention  in  which  this  country 
found  itself  engaged  alone — without  any 
formal  mandate  from  any  of  the  Great 
Powers  of  Europe— is  a  conspicuous 
proof  of  the  confidence  of  those  Powers 
in  the  dinnterestedness  of  our  policy 
and  the  sincerity  of  our  professions. 
Our  policy,  my  Lords,  has  been  that 
which  has  been  from  the  first  laid  down 
by  the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  in  his  despatches  to 
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our  Hepresentatives  in  Egypt  and  at  the 
Courts  of  the  great  European  Powers. 
It  may,  I  think,  be  summed  up  under 
four  heads — the  prevention  of  anarchy 
in  Egypt,  the  promotion  of  the  well- 
being  and  prosperity  of  the  Elgyptiaa 
ptople,  the  fulfilment  of  our  obligations 
to  me  Euler  of  that  country,  and  the 
protection  of  the  great  military  and  com- 
mercial highway  to  the  East,  in  which 
this  country  is  interested  far  beyond  any 
other  maritime  Power.  Our  professions 
have  been  profesnons  of  disiaterested- 
nees,  of  our  intention  under  no  oircnm- 
stanoes  to  make  use  of  our  snocesses  in 
E^pt  for  the  purpose  of  annexation  or 
aggrandizement.  My  Lords,  I  think  I 
may  say  with  confidence  that  the  Papers 
which  have  been  presented  to  us  establish 
conclusively  both  the  necessity  of  our 
intervention  in  Egypt,  and  the  fact  that 
we  did  not  engage  in  it  single-handed 
until  every  effort  had  been  made  to 
secure  the  approbation  of  the  European 
Powers,  and  especially  that  of  our  old 
ally  France,  whose  interests  in  Egypt 
are  second  only  to  our  own.  The  revolu- 
tion brought  about,  and  the  lawless 
demands  and  interference  of  the  Military 
Party,  under  Arabi  Pasha,  with  the 
Egyptian  Government,  rendered  it  in- 
cumbent on  this  country  to  prevent 
anurohy,  and  to  fulfil  our  obligations  to 
the  XLhedive.  It  was  not  until  every 
peaoeful  expedient  and  endeavour  had 
been  made  to  induce  the  rebels  to  return 
to  their  allegiance  that  recourse  was  had 
to  force,  ^e  must  deplore  the  loss  of 
life  and  property  which  occurred  in 
Alexandria  and  elsewhere  through  the 
fanaticism  of  the  rebels ;  but,  with  re- 
spect to  the  burning  of  Alexandria,  it 
may  be  attributed  solely  to  the  hoisting 
of  the  false  flag  of  truce,  under  the  pro- 
tection of  which  the  withdrawal  of  the 
troops  was  effected,  and  at  nightfall  the 
town  was  handed  over  to  pillage  and 
incendiarism.  The  British  Admiral  was 
bound  by  all  the  usages  of  civilized 
warfare  to  respect  that  nag  of  truce,  and 
had  he  not  been  thus  delayed  he  would 
have  occupied  the  town  in  time  to  pre- 
vent the  deplorable  results  which  followed 
its  evacuation  by  the  rebels.  He  wiady 
declined  to  attempt  the  hmding  of  tiie 
small  force  at  his  command  at  night, 
with  13,000  rebels  in  the  vicinity  of  the 
city.  The  oampa^whioh  ensued  showed 
the  valour  and  discipline  of  our  Army  and 
Navy,  and  the  skill  of  onr  Oommandem. 
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It  is  satiB&otoiy  to  know  that  the  great 
ohaBges  in  naval  eonstraotioD,  ana  the 
vast  impTOTementB  in  gnnnety,  have 
not  spout  the  good  seamanship  and 
the  old  fighting  qnalities  of  our  sailors. 
We  have  had  snbstantial  proof  also  that 
the  changes  in  the  system  of  Army  ser- 
Tioa  have  not  led  to  any  diminution  of 
discipline  or  to  any  deterioration  of  the 
physical  powers  and  endurance  of  our 
troops.  As  to  the  future  of  £^ypt,  it  is 
not  too  much  to  hope  that  Lord  Dufferin, 
whoee  personal  qualities  and  intimate 
knowledge  of  Oriental  politics  so  well 
fit  him  for  bis  post,  will  be  able  to  assist 
the  Khedive  in  establishing  the  GoTern- 
ment  of  E^ypt  on  a  more  liberal  and 
representatiTe  basis.  The  Khedive  and 
his  snbjeots  no  doubt  deriTO  great  ad- 
vantages from  the  assistance  of  ue  distin- 
gniahed  English  and  French  officials 
who  have  hitherto  held  the  position  of 
Gtmtrollers.  That  systom  of  Dual  Oon- 
tnd,  howeTer,  which  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
Tomment  found  in  existence  when  they 
succeeded  to  Office  was  inconsistent  with 
the  doTelopment  of  national  institutions 
and  ofTensire  to  the  national  suscepti- 
bilities. From  thejealousies  thus  created 
the  reTolutionary  movement  may  be  said 
to  have  derived  its  strength.  The  ap- 
pointment of  an  English  official  who 
will  act  as  the  Financial  C!ounsellorof  the 
Khedive,  but  who  will  hold  his  office  and 
derive  his  authority  directly  from  him, 
will  not  be  open  to  these  objections. 
Until  the  Egyptians  have  proved  their 
oapacify  to  govern  tiiemBelven  and  to 
take  their  plaoe  among  the  free  com- 
munities of  the  world,  it  would  be  un- 
fair to  deny  them  an  opportunity  of 
laying  Uie  foandatton  of  national  inati- 
tationa.  In  the  meantime,  this  country 
has  xnoorred  a  responsibilit;^  for  the 
establishment  of  order,  and  it  is  mani- 
festly ito  duty  to  do  80  to  the  best  of  its 
ability  before  it  can  safely  leave  Egypt 
to  its  own  resources.  The  Papers  on 
the  Table  show  that  endeavours  will  be 
made  to  secure  our  interests  in  respect 
to  the  Suez  Oanal  by  stipulations  advan- 
tageous to  this  country  as  a  great  mari- 
time Power.  The  formation  of  a  small 
and  disciplined  E^^tian  force,  nnder 
the  direction  of  a  distinguished  English 
General  officer,  and  the  re-organization 
of  the  police  in  that  country,  will  afford 
^e  best  secnrities  fo;  the  maintonuioe 
ot  order  and  the  protection  of  the  loyal 
y>pul>tK>w» 


Owing  to  the  dispoution  of  the  Na- 
tives, and  the  nature  of  the  changes 
made  by  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley  in  Zulu- 
land  in  the  establishment  of  13  in- 
dependent Bnlers  in  the  place  of  Cet»> 
wayo,  that  country  had  not  assumed  the 
tranquillity  necessary  to  the  well-being 
of  South  Africa.  There  was  constant 
danger  of  civil  war,  which  would  pro- 
bably have  ended  in  the  assumption  of 
permanent  authority  by  the  most  power- 
ful of  those  Chiefs.  Annexation,  or  the 
restoration  of  Cftewayo.  its  lawful  King, 
was  the  only  alternative  to  avert  this 
danger.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
wisely  decided  that  it  would  be  impolitic 
to  add  another  Native  territory  to  our 
already  large  responsibilities  iu  South 
Africa.  Cetewayo  was  therefiire  restored; 
but,  in  order  to  keep  faith  with  those 
Chiefs  who  were  unwilling  to  accept  his 
rule,  it  has  been  deemed  advisable  to 
reserve  a  district  between  Natal  and 
Cetowayo*B  territoi^,  and  in  this  dis- 
trict those  Chiefs  who  desire  to  remain 
subject  to  British  paramount  authority 
can  live  under  the  protection  of  the  Bri- 
tish Besident.  Another  Chief,  Usihebu, 
has  been  left  in  an  independent  position 
in  the  North-east  corner  of  Zululand. 
These  changes  of  territory  will  deprive 
Cetewayo  of  about  one-third  of  his 
former  Kingdom ;  but  it  was  only  by 
this  alternative  that  there  could  be  any 
reasonable  hope  that  he  would  be  able 
to  govern  the  remainder.  I  believe  that 
Cetewayo  has  been  received  cordially 
and  with  satisfaction  by  the  majority  of 
the  Zulu  Chiefs. 

My  Lords,  Her  Majesty  informs  us 
that  among  the  measures  that  will  be 
submitted  to  us  is  one  to  secure  oompen- 
sation  to  tenante  for  agricultural  im- 
provements. The  exceptional  difficul- 
ties under  which  agriculture  has  been 
earned  on  during  the  last  few  years 
have  directed  attention  to  the  legal  condi- 
tions under  which  that  industry  is  car- 
ried on.  The  subject  is  one  of  the 
greatest  intricacy ;  but  there  is  a  re- 
markable unanimify  in  favour  of  giving 
further  security  to  the  tenant  for  the  im- 
provements effected  by  him  which  have 
added  to  the  value  of  his  holding  in  all 
cases  where  such  security  is  not  provided 
by  lease,  custom,  or  agreement.  The 
Buport  of  the  Boyal  Commission,  pre- 
sided over  by  the  noble  Duke  opposite 
(the  Duke  of  Pichmond  and  Gordon), 
and  the  complete  agreement  on  tb|s 
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point  of  all  who  have  lately  taken  a 

Siominent  part  in  agricultural  politics, 
ftve  plaoed  this  almost  beyond  question. 
Under  these  cirenmstanoes,  we  may  feel 
confident  that  legislation  on  these  lines 
Trill  be  welcomed,  irrespeoiive  of  Party 
oonuderations.  At  the  same  time,  it  is 
to  be  hoped  that  the  Government  mea- 
sure  will  be  so  framed  aa  to  avoid  any- 
thing approaching  to  confnnon  between 
the  intezwts  of  the  owners  uid  the  ooou- 
piers  of  the  land,  or  to  the  diminntion 
of  the  good  feeling  which  has  hitherto 
subsisted  between  these  two  classes. 
The  evidence  taken  by  the  Boyal  Oom- 
mission  shows  beyond  dispute  that  in 
England  an  enormous  majority  of  the 
permanent  improvements  has  been  exe- 
cuted by  the  landlord,  and  that  there 
is  room  for  the  further  application  of 
capital  on  an  extensive  scale  in  the 
draining  and  equipment  of  farms.  The 
Seport  also  shows  that  it  is  impossible 
to  expect  the  tenant  farmers,  owing  to 
the  heavy  losses  which  they  have  ex- 
perienced through  the  recent  depression, 
to  provide  this  capital.  We  should, 
therefore,  view  with  mistrust  any  mea- 
sure calculated  to  deter  the  owners  of 
land  &om  applying  their  capital  to  those 
improrements,  while  we  gladly  welcome 
any  measure  that  will  increase  and 
.justify  the  oonfidence  of  the  tenant,  and 
induce  him  to  maintain  and  develop 
the  fertility  of  the  soil. 

Passing  to  that  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
gracious  Speech  which  haa  reference  to 
ue  Unitea  Kingdom,  and  to  the  terms 
in  which  Her  Majestj  is  able  to  speak 
of  the  condition  of  Ireland,  it  is  impos- 
sible not  to  be  struck  by  the  great  con- 
trast in  the  condition  of  that  country  as 
compared  with  that  to  which  Her  Ma- 
jesty bore  witness  in  January,  1881, 
when  Her  Majesty's  gracious  Speech 
stated,  in  reference  to  Ireland,  that 
agrarian  crimes  in  general  had  multi- 
plied far  beyond  the  experiences  of 
recent  years ;  that  the  administration  of 
justice  had  beoi  frustrated ;  and  that,  ■ 
with  respect  to  these  offences,  there  was 
aa  impossibilify  of  procuring  evidence 
on  account  of  the  system  of  terrorism 
vhioh  paralyzed  almost  alike  the  exer- 
cise of  private  rights  and  the  perform- 
ance of  dvil  duties.  For  some  time 
after  the  delivery  of  that  Speech  the 
state  of  Ireland,  far  £rom  showing  any 
improvement,  passed  j-apidl^  from  bad 
to  worse.   The  agrarian  crunes,  whioh 
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in  1879  had  been  883,  had  risen  in  1880 
to  2,590,  and  in  1881  to  4,439.  In  con- 
trast to  thie  state  of  things,  we  now  find 
onrselTeB  face  tb  face  with  a  steady  and 
progressive  diminution  in  the  number  of 
agrarian  crimes.  The  total  for  the  month 
of  January  last,  including  threatening 
letters,  is  only  90,  as  compared  with  479 
in  January,  1882.  The  administration 
of  justice  IS  no  longer  frustrated.  There 
have  been  numerous  ctmviotions  where 
none  have  ever  been  obtained  before, 
and  evidence  has  been  forthomung  in 
many  cases  where  it  was  fetired  terrorism 
would  be  successfully  employed  to  shield 
the  criminals.  It  is  particularly  notice- 
able that  this  evidence  is  forthcoming, 
not  only  from  the  lips  of  informers  and 
approvers,  but  from  witnesses  who  be- 
long to  the  same  class  as  the  criminals. 
Beceot  disclosures  have  amply  justified 
the  Government  for  having  applied  last 
year  to  Parliament  for  exceptional  mea- 
sures for  tide  repression  of  agrarian 
crime,  and,  abore  all,  of  eeoret  socie- 
ties. There  is  signifioanj;  proof  of  the 
utility  of  this  measure  in  the  very  marked 
diminution  of  crime  which  has  shown 
itself  from  the  time  when  the  first  con- 
viction on  a  capital  chaise  was  obtained. 
I  think  your  Lordships  will  agree  vith 
me  that  great  pnuse  is  due  to  the  spe- 
cial juries  who  tried  these  cases.  Th^ 
have  done  their  duty  honestly  and  fear- 
lessly, undeterred  by  abnse*and  threats, 
and  even  attempts  at  assassination.  It 
is  gratifying  that,  owing  to  the  condnct 
of  the  special  juries  engaged  in  these 
oriticfj  cases,  it  has  not  been  found  ne- 
cessary to  have  recourse  to  the  alterna- 
tive of  trial  before  Judges  only  without 
juries.  It  is  not  too  much  to  say  in 
praise  of  the  manner  in  which  Lord 
Spencer  and  the  Ohief  Secretary,  assisted 
by  the  permanent  staff,  have  adminis- 
tered the  measure,  that  they  hare  re- 
lieved the  people  of  Ireland  from  an 
intolerable  tyranny,  and  that  this  has 
been  done  without  any  material  inter- 
ference with  the  personal  liberty  and 
freedom  of  any  loyal  subject.  But,  my 
Lords,  the  Government  have  not  relied 
on  measures  of  repression  alone.  Cpn- 
cnrrentiy  with  these  measures  for  the 
maintenance  of  order  they  have  passed 
remedial  measures  for  the  redress  of 
grievances,  the  existence  of  which  has 
in  past  years  lent  strength  to  disaffec- 
tion and  agitation  in  Ireland.  The  Land 
Act  has  secured  the  tenants  of  Ireland 
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in  ooonpation  of  Aar  holdings  at 
fkir  rents.  However,  owing  to  the  ex- 
ceptional pressure  of  bad  seasoits,  many 
tenants  were  unable  to  avail  themselves 
of  that  Act  until  the  passing  of  the 
Arrears  Act  brought  them  within  reach 
of  its  advantages.  The  fact  that  90,000 
of  the  tenants  of  Ireland  have  appealed 
nnder  this  Act  is  a  Batisfactory  proof  of 
its  utility  and  necessity.  It  is,  however, 
impossible  to  consider  the  case  of  Ireland 
viuioat  referring  to  the  case  of  those 
occupiers  whose  rarcnmstances  place  them 
beyond  the  reach  of  remedial  measures, 
snd  whose  ohronio  poverty  leads  to  their 
chronic  disaffection.  It  is  to  the  relief 
id  this  class  that  the  Emigration  Olauses 
of  tiie  Arrears  Act  must  be  applied,  in 
tiie  words  of  the  noble  Earl  below  me 
who  has  lately  joined  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  That  noble  Earl  expressed 
his  belief  that  those  clauses  must  be  ad- 
ministered in  a  spirit  of  generosity  ;  and 
I  believe  that  all  of  your  Lordships  will 
be  of  the  same  opinion. 

With  respect  to  Irish  legislation,  both 
Houses  of  Parliament  will  be  glad  to 
promote  further  reforms  where  the  ne- 
cessity for  them  has  been  shown,  and  it 
is  to  be  hoped  they  will  give  to  them 
that  careful  and  temperate  consideration 
which,  under  the  improved  circumstances 
of  that  country,  there  should  he  no  diffi- 
culty in  obtaining  for  them. 

lliere  are  many  other  measures  of 
naefiil  l^^ation  which  Her  Majes^'s 
Qovemment  will  bring  forward  during 
the  preseut  Session — suoh  as  the  muni- 
cipal reform  of  Ix>ndon,  the  Bankruptcy 
Bill,  the  laws  relating  to  patents,  &c. — 
and  altogether  there  ia  every  prospect 
of  the  present  being  a  fruitful  ideseioD. 
I  will  now  conclude  by  thanking  you  for 
the  indulgence  yon  have  shown  me,  and 
be^  to  move  that  the  Address  be  now 
presented  to  Her  Majesty. 

Host  Gkacioub  Sotxbbion, 

"Wb,  Your  Majesty's  most  dutiful  and  I07BI 
nbjects,  the  Lords  Spiritual  and  Temporal,  iu 
PsrUament  assembled,  beg  leave  to  ofier  our 
bumble  thanbs  to  Your  Majesty  for  the  graciouB 
Speech  which  Your  Majesty  has  addressed  to 
both  Houses  of  Parliament. 

**Wq  hnmbly  thank  Yonr  U^estf  for  in- 
forming ns  that  Yonr  Majesty  has  Uifl  satisfsc- 
tidn  of  mBintaiiung  witti  all  foreign  Powers  re- 
lations of  friendship  and  good- will. 

"  We  thank  Tour  Majesty  for  informing  us 
thai  since  the  close  of  the  lut  ItetnoD  tianqaillity 


has  been  restored  to  Egypt,  clemency  has  been 
shown  by  its  Ruler  to  the  leaders  of  the  rebel- 
lion,  and  that  the  withdrawal  of  the  British 
troopa  is  proceeding  as  expeditioualy  as  a  prudent 
consideration  of  the  circumstances  will  admit. 

"We  humbly  thank  Your  Majesty  for  in- 
forming us  that  the  reconstitntion  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  Egypt  and  the  re-organisation  of 
its  afEurs  under  the  authority  of  the  EbsdiTe, 
have  in  pari  been  accompli^ad,  and  will  con- 
tinue to  receive  Your  Majesty's  earnest  atten- 
tion ;  and  that  it  will  he  Your  Majesty's  en- 
deavour to  secure  that  fuU  provision  shall  he 
made  for  the  exigencies  of  order  for  a  just  re- 
presentation of  the  wants  and  wishes  of  the 
population,  end  for  the  observance  of  interna- 
tional obligations. 

"  We  thank  Your  Miyesty  for  informing  us 
that  Your  Ufyeity  has  already  been  able  to 
fulfil  the  promise  made  to  tiie  Sultan  and  to  the 
Great  Powers  of  Europe,  to  submit  to  their 
friendly  con^deiation  the  anangements  whioh 
appeared  to  Your  Majesty  to  be  the  host  fitted 
to  ensure  the  stability  of  the  Khedive's  Govern- 
ment, the  prosperity  and  happiness  of  the 
Egyptian  people,  the  security  of  the  Suez 
Canal,  and  the  peace  of  Europe  in  the  East ; 
that  to  those  objects  Your  Majesty's  policy  has 
been  directed  in  the  past  and  will  be  addressed 
in  the  future;  and  ttutt  Your  Majesty  continues 
to  rely  with  confidence  on  its  just  appreciation 
by  other  countries. 

"  We  learn  with  satisfaction  that  a  Conference 
of  the  Great  Powers  has  assembled  in  London 
to  consider  measures  for  better  securing  the 
freedom  of  navigation  on  the  Danube. 

"We  humbly  thank  Yonr  M^esty  fw  in- 
forming us  that  with  a  view  to  tiie  preservation 
of  peace  and  order  in  Znluland,  Your  Majesty 
has  caused  the  former  Kuler  of  that  country  to 
be  replaced  in  possession  of  the  greater  part  of 
the  territories  held  by  him  before  the  war.  We 
join  with  Your  Majesty  in  earnestly  hoping  that 
this  step  may  lead  to  the  establishment  of  a 
more  stable  government,  and  to  the  maintenance 
of  good  relations  between  the  Zulu  nation  and 
the  at^oining  Colony  of  Natal. 

"  We  thank  Yonr  Mi^esty  for  informing  nt 
that  papers  on  these  sulg'ecti  will  be  presented 
to  us. 

"  We  rejoice  to  learn  that  the  improvement 
in  the  social  condition  of  Ireland,  to  which 
Yonr  Mt^esty  referred  in  December,  continues, 
that  agrarian  crime  has  sensibly  diminished, 
and  that  the  law  has  been  everywhere  upheld, 
although  the  existence  of  dangerous  Secret 
Societies  in  Dablin  and  other  paruof  the  Qoan- 
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try  ealli  for  uuremittiiig  energy  and  Tigilanoe 
on  the  part  of  the  Executive. 

'*  We  hnmblj  aflBore  Your  Uiyesty  Uiat  our 
oanfol  oonrideration  aball  be  giren  to  the  mea- 
sures which  may  be  aabmitted  to  us,  and  we 
eanieatly  tnut  that  tha  bleaaing  o(  Almighty 
God  may  attend  oar  labouxa." 

LoBD  BEAT,  in  rieing  to  second  the 
IfotioD,  said :  My  Lords,  Z  am  sure  the 
Hoose  will  grant  me  a  large  amount  of 
its  usual  indulgence,  now  that  I  rise  to 
address  it  for  the  first  time  under  the 
exceptional  clrcnmBtances  of  my  pre- 
TiouB  Parliamentary  training  in  another 
country.  Though  I  look  back  to  that 
experienoe  with  mingled  feelings  of 
gratitude  and  pleasure,  that  training 
adds  another  and  a  formidable  difficulty 
to  those  recognized  by  all  who  have  to 
address  this  Hottse  for  the  first  time. 

The  feature  in  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne  which  will  be  greeted  with  gene- 
ral satisfaction  is,  that  we  may  look 
forward  to  a  Session  not  wholly  ab- 
sorbed by  Iiieh  legislation,  in  whioh 
Qreat  Bntain  may  expeot  to  hare  her 
dne  share  of  l^alatira  attention.  I 
will  not  add  anything  to  what  the  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Durham)  has  said 
about  Ireland.  It  would  be  presump- 
tuous on  my  part,  in  the  presence  of  so 
many  of  your  Lordships  who  are  ac- 
quainted with  all  the  details  of  Irish 
difficulties,  and,  besides,  I  do  not  think 
the  Irish  Question  can  be  dealt  with  in  a 
more  masterly  way  than  it  hae  been 
treated  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Tre- 
Telyan)  in  his  speech  to  his  constituents 
at  Hawick,  from  which  I  gather  that 
the  Qovamment  will  oontinue  to  apply 
force  to  the  disloyal  faction,  and  wiU 
endeavour  to  conciliate,  by  every  means 
in  their  power,  the  patriotio  Farty  of 
Ordert  putting  aside  minor  Party  dif- 
ferences. I  uiall  only  add  that  I  no- 
ticed, with  much  satiffFactton,  that,  for 
the  relief  of  exceptional  distress,  the 
Government  are  not  prepared  to  start 
an  exceptional  centru  machinery,  but 
will  leave  the  local  authorities  to  deal 
with  it.  The  distress  is  not  general, 
but  in  certain  localities  it  is  acute.  We 
cannot  foi^et  the  demoralization  of  1847 
through  the  centralized  system  of  relief 
.to  3,000.000  of  people,  which  was  only 
removed  by  the  teat  of  the  workhouse ; 
and  it  is  now  generally  admitted  that  in 
1879-60  «itnuieoas  aid,  though  granted 


with  the  best  of  motives,  was  not  at- 
tended with  results  which  could  warrant 
a  repetition.  One  of  the  chief  evils  of 
Irish  Government  certainly  has  been 
that  the  people  have  looked  to  Dublin 
and  to  the  Caatle  to  aid  and  as- 
sist them.  The  important  lesson  they 
have  to  learn  is  to  become  self-reliant, 
and  to  work  out  for  themselves  their 
own  happiness ;  making  the  most  of  the 
privities  which  have  been  granted 
them  in  recent  Acts  of  Parliament,  by 
individual  thrift,  and  industry.  No 
further  burdens  can  or  ought  to  be 
thrown  on  the  Central  Government'  of 
Ireland.  The  way  in  which  it  is  ad- 
ministered, at  the  peril  of  their  lives,  by 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  and  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  gives  them  a  lasting 
claim  on  the  gratitude  of  their  country- 
men, whose  best  wishes  attend  them  in 
their  efforts  to  preserve  the  unity  of  the 
Empire. 

Next  to  Ireland,  my  Lords,  Egypt 
demands  our  attention.  The  achieve- 
ments in  the  short  and  brilliant  cam-' 
paign  of  Her  Majesty *s  Naval  and 
Mihtaiy  Forces  have  wbready  met  with 
the  recc^ition  of  your  Lordships* 
House.  Lord  Wolseley  made  it  his  chief 
object  to  save  Cairo,  by  making  the 
forced  Cavalry  march  the  culmination  of 
his  plans ;  and  with  such  nicety  and 
precision  were  those  plans  drawn  that 
the  necessity  never  arose  for  deviating 
from  them.  Through  the  success  which 
attended  the  elaborate  preparations 
made  by  the  two  great  spending  Depart- 
ments, and  the  incessant  care  and  toil 
of  the  noble  Earl  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  (the  Earl  of  Northbrook)  and 
the  late  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr. 
Ghilders),  we  have  restored  peace  and 
quiet  in  that  distracted  country.  The 
industrious  researches  of  the  archeeolo- 
gist,  embracing  even,  as  I  believe,  tha 
mummy  of  the  peerless  CHeopatra,  can 
be  re-commenced.  Did  the  Egyptian 
campaign  require  justification?  There 
is  hardly  an  instance  of  an  intervention 
which  excited  so  little  jealousy.  All  the 
Great  Powers  approved  of  our  action. 
I  say  all,  because  certainly  France  did 
not  want  anarchy  to  prevail  in  Egypt, 
though  she  judged  it  more  prudent  to 
abstain  from  restoring  order.  The 
neglect  of  the  great  interests  which  we 
have  in  Egypt  would  certainly  not  have 
been  condoned  by  the  bulk  of  the  Eng- 
lish nation.  Would  the  exponents  of 
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Hbo  noa-iiiterveation  theory  tell  us  whe- 
ther tiiey  wonld  have  been  prepared  to 
fftce  tike  altematiTes  of  non*iDt6TTention 
by  England  ?  The  question,  fortunately, 
is  Bofficient  to  show  that  there  can  only 
be  one  answer  to  it.  There  never  has 
been  among  sober-minded  men  any 
shadow  of  doubt  what  our  own  interests 
and  Egyptian  interests  required.  The 
I^yptian  people  have  certainly  a  greater 
lore  for  the  plough  than  for  the  sword. 
All  we  did  and  all  we  are  doing  is  to  in- 
vite them  to  return  to  their  fields,  and  to 
secure  to  them,  the  fruits  of  their  labour, 
with  a  minimum  of  taxation  necessary 
to  de£ray  the  expenses  of  good  govem- 
ment.  We  are  organizing  Egypt  with 
and  for  the  Egyptians,  and  on  that 
aooonnt  the  »t*iue  quo  ttuts  cannot  be  re- 
stored. It  is  quite  clear  that  the  ques- 
tion of  the  time  for  our  withdrawn  can 
only  be  settled  when  the  work  of  organi- 
zation is  complete.  A  peaceful  and 
happy  Egypt  is  as  much  an  Egyptian  as 
a  BiitiBh  interest. 

Let  us  now  see  what  view  the  French 
took  of  their  interests  in  Egypt.  For 
that  we  must  look  back  for  a  few 
moments  to  some  remarkable  passages 
in  French  history  of  last  summer.  On 
the  10th  of  June,  as  we  remember, 
Admiral  Conrad  and  his  Fleet  left 
Alexandria.  On  the  18th  of  July  there 
was  a  debate  in  the  French  Chamber 
on  the  Tote  of  Oredit  for  Egypt.  The 
Beport  of  the  Committee  which  had  to 
eoniider  this  Vote  was  favourable ;  hut 
■11  reffponaibility  of  action  was  left  to 
K.  de  Freycinet.  On  the  other  hand, 
M.  de  Frey^et  declined  to  nse  the 
grant  of  money  directly  for  the  protec- 
tion of  the  Suez  Canal  and  of  the  French 
inhabitants  in  Egypt,  unless  the  Cham- 
ber took  the  initiative,  because  he  did 
not  wish  to  appear  to  have  a  pre-oon- 
ceived  plan  of  action.  The  Chamber 
adopted  the  Vote  by  a  majority  of  424 
to  64.  In  the  course  of  that  debate, 
the  statesman  whose  premature  death 
has  been  so  lately  mourned  in  France 
(M.  Gambetta)  urged,  in  the  most  em- 
phatic manner,  that  Inland  and  France 
should  not  part  company.   He  said— 

**llak«anyBacTifloe  rather  than  break tii«Eng> 

Hdi  alUance  The  reuon  which  indncet 

wa  to  maintain  this  alliance  and  the  iEnglioh 
•o-operation  in  the  Mediterranean  and  in  Egypt 
it  the  fear— let  me  be  well  underetood — that,  in 
addition  to  the  breach  with  England,  which 
-would  be  most  uofortuiiate,  you  surrender  to 
T^g'^ml  now  and  for  ever  lands,  riven,  canals, 


where  your  rights  to  trade  and  settle  are  as 
good  as  hers." 

One  reason,  my  Lords,  why  I  oall  your 
attention  to  thie  passage  is  that  it 
strikingly  .discloses  the  misconception 
too  often  entertained  by  foreign  states- 
men of  the  policy  of  England.  Gam- 
betta failed  to  see  that  the  surrender  of 
territory  to  England  meant  iu  this,  as 
in  all  other  oases,  not  a  monopoly  for 
Englishmen,  but  equal  rights  of  settling 
and  trading  to  the  French,  as  well  as  to 
all  other  nations.  The  fear  of  Gambetta 
had  no  foundation  in  fact.  To  return  to 
this  very  important  French  debate,  and 
its  bearings  on  English  policy,  we  must 
note  the  views  expressed  by  some  of  the 
chief  French  statesmen,  which  led  up  to 
non-intervention.  Gambetta  looked  on 
the  Vote  of  Oredit  aa  an  instalment. 
The  Government  deprecated  the  notion 
that  this  Vote  meant  immediate  action. 
M.  ClSmenceau,  the  Chief  of  the  Badical 
Party,  repudiated  the  idea  that  French 
and  English  interests  were  identical,  and 
maintained  that,  through  the  Control, 
France  had  lost  ground  in  Egypt. 
When  the  debate  came  on  in  the  Senate, 
the  Due  de  Broglie  ag^ed  in  the  main 
with  M.  C16menceau's  view  and  with  M. 
de  Freycinot's  former  opinion,  that  an 
Anglo-French  intervention  would  lead  to 
a  policy  of  adventure.  Gambetta's  views 
were  ably  advocated  by  M.  Waddington, 
supported  by  M.  Scherer,  editor  of  Ztf 
Ttmps,  and  by  M.  de  St.  Yallier,  late 
French  Ambassador  at  Berlin.  The 
Senate  carried  the  Vote  of  Oredit  on  the 
25thof  July  by  alai^majority.  Ifean- 
while  the  Government  had  proposed  to 
the  Chamber  an  additional  Vote  of 
Credit.  The  Committee  to  'which  it 
was  referred  repudiated  intervention, 
and,  finally,  the  Vote  itself.  In  the 
debate  in  the  Chamber,  M.  de  Freycinet 
pointed  out  the  innumerable  complica- 
tions to  which  intervention,  without  a 
European  mandate,  would  lead,  but  that 
protection  of  the  Canal  was  a  very  simple 
affair.  M.  Olemenceau  denied  this,  con- 
tending that  it  was  impossible  to  draw 
a  distinction  between  the  Egyptian  Ques- 
tion and  the  question  of  the  Suez  Canal, 
because  the  Canal  must  be  protected  at 
Cairo.  The  result  of  this  debate  was 
the  rejection  of  the  Vote  by  417  to  75 — 
a  rejection  under  circumstances  which 
made  it  as  clear  as  sunlight  that  !EVanoe 
would  not  intervene,  because  a  Govern- 
ment with  a  poUoy  of  intervention  oould 
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not  be  formed.   Non-intorrention  yraa 

the  deliberate  deciBion  of  the  HopreBen- 
tatives  of  the  French  people— the  deoi- 
eion  of  an  overwhelming  majority,  after 
exhaustive  debates  in  both  the  Senate 
and  the  Chamber.  England  was  prepared 
to  co-operate  with  France ;  England  al- 
ways maintained  the  attitude  assumed 
in  the  Joint  Note  of  January,  18ti2;  and 
France  was  left  entirely  free  to  do  as 
she  liked.  The  Vote  of  the  French 
Chamber  on  the  2gth  of  July  put  an  end 
to  dual  intervention  and  to  Dual  Ccmtrol. 
It  did  not  put  an  end  to  the  cordial  re- 
lationa  which  exist  between  the  two 
countries ;  and  the  refusal  to  co-operate 
with  us  has  certainly  left  no  rancour  on 
this  side  of  the  Channel.  Our  feelings 
towards  France  are  those  of  cordial  sym- 
pathy. We  fully  recognize  the  patriotic 
motives  which  led  to  the  decision,  as 
also  the  friendly  tone  of  tho  debates 
towards  ourselves.  When  the  Due  de 
Broglie,  the  foremost  Bepresentative 
of  all  the  great  traditions  of  French 
statesmanship,  and  M.  Clemenceau,  the 
Bepresentative  of  the  anti  -  traditional 
school,  take  the  same  view  of  Freaoh 
interests,  I  think  we  may  consider  them 
perfectly  safe.  In  the  great  question 
of  Mohammedanism  we  are  certtunly  not 
less  interested  than  the  French.  The 
difference  between  French  and  English 
interests  in  Egypt  is  tiiis  —  that  the 
French  interests  are  those  of  individuals, 
and  ours  are  national  interests.  This 
is  the  main  reason  why  Europe  showed 
more  jealonsy  of  an  Anglo-French  than 
of  an  Engliui  intervention  alone.  The 
Suez  Canal  is  our  main  road  to  India, 
and  we  see,  as  M.  C16menceau  saw,  that 
the  key  of  the  situation  is  kept  at  Cairo. 
The  Canal,  we  ought  never  to  forget, 
is  due  to  French  enterprize ;  its  signal 
success  is  best  proved  by  the  fact  that 
it  is  about  to  be  enlarged  by  the  owners 
of  the  Canal,  whose  chief  and  only  inte- 
rest lies  in  its  freedom  from  obstruction. 
Whatever  may  be  the  other  regulations 
in  reference  to  the  Canal,  the  main  point 
is  that  our  men-of-war  shall  be  able  at 
all  times  to  pass'through  it.  No  Power 
can  object  to  our  claims  in  renrd  to 
the  Oanal,  and  our  wishes  are  icfentical 
with  those  of  other  Powers  who  have 
an  interest  second  only  to  ours  as  regards 
the  importance  of  their  shipping  and 
of  their  Eastern  Dependencies. 

The  dangers  of  the  Control  were  ob- 
vious.  Nothing  but  praise  is  due  to  Mr. 
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Baring,  to  H.  de  Bligniires,  and  to  Sir 

Auckland  Colvin.  Anyone  who  looks 
carefully  into  the  changes  introduced  in 
November,  1879,  in  the  functions  of  the 
Controllers,  as  originally  settled  in  No- 
vember, 1876,  will  at  once  perceive  how 
very  delicate  the  machinery  was  which 
they  had  to  set  in  motion,  and  how  the 
absence  of  friction  entirely  depended 
on  the  harmony  existing  between  the 
two  Controllers.  Let  it  not  be  forgotten 
that  what  is  abolished  was  really  a  quad- 
rilateral Control.  The  Dual  Control  ia 
another  and  a  much  more  effective  form 
always  continues— namely,  the  influence 
exercised  by  the  political  Agents  of 
England  and  France.  Tlie  danger  of 
a  divergence  of  opinion  -between  the 
political  and  financial  Agents  of  each, 
country  is  now  removed.  Tou  secure 
to  the  political  Agents  a  stronger  and 
a  better  position  by  giving  them  the 
entire  control  of  British  interests,  both, 
financial  and  political — in  fact,  in  Egypt 
the  two  are  so  united  as  to  become  one. 
It  is  hardly  possible  to  conceive  a  posi- 
tion of  greater  responsibility  than  that 
of  Her  Maiosty's  future  Bepresentative 
at  Cairo.  He  must  have  a  combinatioa 
of  all  the  rarest  gifts.  English  influence 
in  the  East  means  the  selection  and  em- 
ployment of  men  like  Lord  Dufferin  and 
Lord  Stratford  de  Bedolifife.  It  cannot 
be  denied  that  if  there  was  an  dement 
of  danger  in  the  defunct  Dual  Control, 
its  aboution  entails  greater  responsibility 
and  watchfulness  than  ever ;  for  a  policy, 
like  that  of  the  ex-£hedivo  for  instance, 
would  at  once  revive  the  old  dangers. 
The  Dual  Control,  as  had  been  foreseen 
by  Count  Kaluoky  and  by  M.  de  Giers, 
could  not  survive. 

The  Danube  Conference  will,  we  may 
hope,  lead  to  a  definite  settlement  of  a 
difficult  question.  As  the  harbour  dues 
between  Galatz  and  Sulina  are  nearly 
all  paid  by  us,  it  is  obvious  that  we  are 
largely  interested  in  the  solution  of  the 
question,  and  in  the  freedom  of  navi- 
gation, which  has  enormously  increased. 
Fortunately,  the  principal  points  are 
settled,  and  only  minor  points  remain  to 
be  dealt  with. 

What  are  the  results,  my  Lords,  of 
the  foreign  politrr  of  the  noble  Earl? 
The  noble  Earl  has  kept  us  out  of 
alliances,  too  oi^n  the  cause  or  the 
result  of  weakness.  Instead  of  alli- 
ances, my  Lords,  the  noble  Earl  has 
secured  to  us  the  friendly  feeling  of  the 
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vliole  of  EuTOpe-— not  only  of  such  an 
tAA  friend  as  AoBtria,  but  of  the  whole  of 
the  smaller  Powers  as  well  as  of  the 
Great  Powers.  Through  what  moans  ? 
Through  a  straightforward  and  con- 
UBtent  policy,  in  which  there  was,  and 
tiiero  is,  noting  to  ooneeal.  The  noble 
Eui  the  Loader  of  this  House  may  well 
feel  Kitisfied  in  looking  back,  because 
he  must  be  conscious  that  his  success- 
ful management  of  foreign  affairs  in  a 
period  of  considerable  anxiety  bas  ma- 
terially increased  the  influence  of  Eng- 
land. 

One  of  the  most  important  measures 
to  which  I  may  now  call  your  Lord- 
ships' attention  is  that  of  the  Muni- 
cipal Government  of  London.  The 
growing  needs  of  the  Metropolis,  the 
multiphcity  and  the  intricacy  of  the 
problems  which  this  huge  ^glomera- 
tion  of  human  beings  gives  us  to  solre, 
makes  ft  absolutely  necessary  to  establish 
a  maohineiy  which  will  be  able  to  deal 
vttb  them.  It  might' have  been  done 
bj  creating  a  number  of  units — a  num- 
Mr  of  munioipalitira.  It  seems,  how- 
over,  simpler  and  more  rational  to  go  on 
bistorie  hnes,  and  to  create  one  Muni- 
dpality  for  the  whole  of  London,  work- 
ing, of  course,  through  subordinate 
bodies  in  the  various  districts.  We  all 
know  the  difficulties  thrown  in  the  way 
of  securing  a  good  water  supply,  and 
what  are  the  results  of  a  snowstorm.  If 
any  further  proof  were  needed,  I  ehould 
call  your  Lordships*  attention  to  the 
Seport  of  1837,  which  contemplated  the 
formation  of  a  Municipality — to  8ir 
Oeoige Lewis's  Heport  of  1854,  followed 
by  the  creation  of  the  Metropolitan 
Board  in  1855,  for  the  purpose  mainly 
of  miperiatendin^  London  drainage,  but 
gradually  enlarging  its  useful  sphere  of 
action.  Then  we  have  had  many  at- 
tempts of  private  Members  to  deal 
-with  the  Bobjeot—J.  S.  MUI,  Charles 
Buxton,  Lord  Elcho,  and  Sir  TTghtred 
Kay-Sfauttleworth ;  but  leading  men  on 
both  ndes  have  felt  that  the  Govern- 
ment ought  to  undertake  the  work. 
The  Mmrie  Centrals  had  terrors  for 
the  French  Chamber,  and  on  the 
•arae  19th  of  July  that  it  adopted  the 
Tote  of  Credit  it  rejected  the  Mairis 
CtntraU  by  a  majority  of  100.  But 
then  what  does  the  Mairi*  Centrals  re- 
present ?  Let  me  give  aa  illustration  of 
what  it  represents.  Some  officials  who 
wm  going  to  jtroelaim  a  new  Gtorem- 
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ment  were  ascending  the  stairs  of  the 
Hotel  deTiUe.  "  Where  are  you  going?  " 
said  an  old  messenger.  "We  are  going 
to  proclaim  the  Government."  "I  beg 
your  pardon,  gentlemen,  but  you  are 
going  the  wrong  way.  This  is  the 
window  from  which  new  Governments 
are  always  proclaimed."  Well,  my 
Lords,  our  Mairu  Cmirale  is  certainly 
not  connected  with  the  proclamation  of 
new  Governments,  Its  memories  are 
essentially  genial,  I  might  even  add 
convivial.  It  is  associated  with  every 
generous  and  charitable  movement.  Its 
honours  are  coveted  by  our  best  men. 
These  traditions  remain  undisturbed. 
The  Mansion  House  will  still  be  the 
heart  of  London.  It  will  be  the  same 
power  for  national  improvement  and  for 
international  courtesy  which  it  is  now. 
The  Lord  Mayor  will  preside  over  an 
assembly  which  will  be  representative, 
and  whioh  will,  in  some  respects,  be  as 
important  as  the  Chamber  of  an  inde- 

fiendent  State.  I  need  not  give  a  cata* 
ogue  of  subjects,  but  I  should  like  to 
mention  one  for  the  consideration  of  the 
new  body— a  Univenity  for  I^ondon. 
Ours  is  the  only  great  capital  without  a 
University,  in  the  strict  sense  of  the 
word ;  and  there  is  no  capital  where  you 
could  have  a  better  University  by  organ- 
izing the  various  existing  Colleges  and 
courses  of  lectures,  especially  as  regards 
law  and  medicine. 

It  is  obvious  why  the  question  of 
County  Government  should  be  speedily 
settled.  First,  we  have  the  absolute 
necessity  of  simplifying  a  system  of 
which  the  complications  are  well  known 
to  us ;  then  we  have  the  difficulty  of 
dealing  with  certain  matters  aa  long  as 
the  County  Boards  are  not  representa- 
tive ;  and,  lastly,  the  importance  of 
strengthening  the  sense  of  citizenship  in 
some  sections  of  ^e  rural  community. 
The  difficulty  attending  the  le-adjust- 
ment  of  boundaries,  where 'boundaries 
overlap,  appears  to  be  considerably  ex- 
aggerated. By  simplifying  the  machi- 
nery of  county  government,  by  having 
fewer  areas,  and  by  investing  the  autho- 
rities of  each  area  with  the  whole  of  its 
administration,  you  reduce  the  expendi- 
ture, and  you  make  the  problem  of  local 
taxation  a  much  easier  one  to  solve.  By 
the  creation  of  County  Boards  you  also 
make  the  work  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  lighter.  In  the  County  Boards 
you  will  find  a  proper  authority  for  con- 
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trolHng  Poor  Law  Gaardians  and  School 
Boards,  for  granting  licences,  and  you 
have  in  it  the  proper  body  for  stimu- 
lating education  in  its  higher  grades. 
The  County  Boards  will  be  invaluable 
to  the  English  TTniTrasitiee  in  the  great 
work  they  have  undertaken  of  superin- 
tending education  all  over  the  country. 
The  unselfish  activity  of  Uie  TJnivernties 
in  leading  the  int^leotual  life  of  the 
nation  is  oeyond  all  praise.  They  are 
doing  work  which  elsewhere  is  done  by 
the  State,  only  they  are  doing  it  with 
superior  wisdom.  The  supreme  danger 
of  a  Democracy  is  that  it  does  not  recog- 
nize its  own  ignorance.  The  dangerous 
success  of  false  prophets  will  be  mini- 
mized as  long  as  the  English  XJniver- 
fiities  lead  the  rising  Democracy.  I  do 
not  speak  of  the  Scotch  Universities,  for 
the  simple  reason  that  they  have  always 
been  essentially  Democratic  bodies,  and 
that  to  their  influence  is  due  so  much 
"tiiat  is  charaoteristio  of  Scotland.  But 
the  Oounty  Boards  have  another  func- 
tion to  perform.  What  is  the  present 
danger  of  our  rural  life?  The  loss  of 
so  many  of  our  most  nsefiil  men.  The 
attraction  to  a  young  fanner  of  becoming 
a  landowner  in  our  Colonies,  or  in  the 
United  States  of  America,  is  great,  and 
doubly  so,  since  lack  of  capital  renders 
the  stocking  of  a  new  farm  so  difficult. 
On  a  County  Board  you  can  give  him 
the  same  position  he  has  now  in  the 
hunting  field— a  local  interest  and  in- 
fluence, and  a  sense  of  oitizenship  which 
may  make  him  think  twice  before  he 
leaves  the  old  oountn'  for  hard  work  in 
a  new  country.  Unfortunately,  we  can- 
not increase  the  number  of  landowners, 
not  because  there  is  no  land  in  the 
market,  but  because  there  are  no  agri- 
culturists who  will  buy,  and  we  eannot 
pass  a  Homestead  Act.  The  greater 
tiie  number  of  landowners,  the  greater 
is  your  safeguard  against  experimental 
or  complicated  agrarian  legislation,  for 
the  numbers  who  would  resist  such  legis- 
lation become  a  bulwark  of  stability. 
"When  the  acreage  is  very  small  it  is  re- 
spected as  a  personalty.  A  Continental 
owner  of  10  acres  has  much  more  abso- 
lute ideas  of  property  than  the  owner  of 
10,000  acres  in  Great  Britain;  and  I 
would  much  rather  be  the  tenant  of  the 
latter  than  of  the  former,  who  looks 
upon  his  10  acres  as  a  pure  investment. 

The  same  reasons  which  plead  in 
&Tour  of  County  Boards  can  be  urged 
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in  favour  of  those  reforms  which  tenant 
farmers  are  justified  in  asking  for.  As 
long  as  none  of  the  "  three  F's  "  of  Irish 
Land  Laws  are  to  be  discovered  in  them, 
I  do  not  suppose  they  will  meet  with 
much  opposition  in  this  House.  They 
are  certaml^  not  hidden  in  the  clauses  of 
the  Bill  which  the  Government  will  in- 
troduce to  secure  compensation  for  un- 
exhausted improvements.  The  greater 
the  number  of  improving  tenants  there 
are,  so  much  the  better  for  the  coun- 
try. I  expect,  however,  that,  as  a 
rule,  the  landlord  will  carry  out  the 
permanent  improvements,  leaving  to 
the  farmer  his  capital  for  other  pur* 
poses.  The  beat  remedy  for  agricultural 
depression  and  agricultural  wrongs— 
and  I  do  not  deny  there  are  such  in  ex- 
ceptional cases — ^lies  in  the  willingness  of 
landowners  to  meet  their  tenants  half- 
way, which  we  see  everywhere  around 
us.  When  we  note  that  the  Bill  has 
been  demanded  by  very  moderate  land 
reformers,  and  recommended  by  the 
Boyal  Agticultoral  Commission,  it  can- 
not be  called  revolutionary.  Moreover, 
it  is  a  result  of  the  ^wer  given  to  one 
party  to  contract  himself  out  of  the 
Agricultural  Holdings  Act  instead  of 
having  made  it  a  matter  for  joint 
agreement.  The  notion  that  agricul- 
tural depression  can  be  cured  by  legis- 
lation, or  is  due  to  existing  laws,  or 
to  the  tenure  of  our  land  system,  is 
totally  fallacious.  The  same  causes 
which  have  produced  agricultural  de- 
pression here  have  been  working  out 
the  same  results  under  a  totally  di^rent 
system  of  land  tenure  in  other  parts  of 
Europe.  I  speak  from  my  own  ex- 
perience and  observation. 

The  influence  of  America  on  our  rural 
economy  is  a  factor  which  cannot  be 
overlooked.  It  is  a  growing  influence, 
and  I  do  not  believe  that  it  will  be  con- 
fined to  rural  matters.  The  relations 
between  the  English-speaking  communi- 
ties on  the  face  of  the  globe  must  neces- 
sarily become  more  and  more  intimate, 
and,  I  beheve,  more  friendly.  The  fact 
of  the  financial  surplus  of  the  United 
States  being  their  great  political  em- 
barrassment is  one  of  the  most  extra- 
ordinary events  in  history.  That  our 
people  can  so  easily  obtain  a  share  in 
that  prosperity  is  certainly  most  grati- 
fying. 

Scotiand,  my  Lords,  does  not  expect 
so  rich  ft  harvest  of  legidatioa  fu  Iftst 
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year.  Until  Seotch  administration  is 
pnt  on  a  more  definite  footing,  Scots- 
men know  that  they  can  only  get  their 
wants  attended  to  by  a  series  of  happy 
coincddences.  Scotland  if,  howerer, 
looking  forward  to  the  measures  pro- 
mised in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne. 
All  the  Koyal  and  Parliamentary  bnrghs 
of  Scotland  have  been  consulted  on 
the  Police  Bill,  and  there  is  no  doubt 
that  a  codification  of-  the  police  and 
mnnieipal  laws  of  Scotland  would  be 
attended  with  beneficial  results.  Soot- 
land,  my  Lords,  will  be  pleiued  to  hear 
that  the  tJnivernties  are  to  have  their 
wants,  not  investigated,  but  satisfied. 
When  it  ia  considered,  in  addition  to 
what  I  have  already  said  about  the 
Scotch  TTniTeraitieB,  that  Edinburgh  is 
in  numbers  the  most  important  Uni- 
versity of  the  United  Kingdom,  that 
Glasgow  is  equally  outgrowing  its 
cradle,  and  that  the  Scotch  Universities 
have  to  contend  with  a  competition — 
of  which  I  do  not  complain,  but  growing 
fiercer  every  day — of  the  English  Uni- 
versities, owing  to  the  fact  that  the 
latter  are  more  and  more  widening  their 
sphere  of  influence,  I  trust  that  a  mea- 
sure ardently  desired  by  the  Scotch 
people  will  be  allowed  to  pass  this  Ses- 
sion, and  that  it  will  be  one  of  many. 
The  privilege  of  increasing  the  con- 
ditions under  which  the  people  can 
attain  prosperity  is  one  which  cannot  be 
taken  from  us.  It  is  the  privilege  we 
meet  care  for. 

I  hope*  and  I  firmly  believe,  in  con- 
elosioD,  that  England  is  destined  to  con- 
tinue to  give  an  example  to  the  world  of 
a  strong  and  sober  Democracy,  all  the 
stronger  because  it  unites  steady  pro- 
gress with  unbroken  loyalty  to  our 
ancient  Monarohv.  I  beg  to  second  the 
Uottott  of  my  noble  Friend. — [See  page 

TnB  Marquess  of  SAUSBUEY: 
My  X^ords,  I  believe  that  as  far  as  my 
not  very  long  experience  in  this  House 
reaches,  there  exists  no  instance  of  an 
Amendment  being  moved  to  the  Ad- 
dress, and  I  imagine  that  such  a  prac- 
tice has  been  abandoned  for  a  consider- 
able time.  In  fact,  I  do  not  believe 
that  unoe  the  displacement  of  Lord 
Uelbonme'e  Administraticm  in  1841 
that  oonne  has  been  taken.  I  believe 
that  tiiiB  altnation  in  our  practice  is  a 
wis*  one,  because  ciroumstances  must 
he  eiceedingly  exceptional  irhioh  would 


make  any  Motion  <rf  that  kind  desirable 
in  this  House.  Bat  even  if  the  case 
were  otherwise,  I  should  find  it  diffionlt 
to  frame  a  bill  of  indictment  against 
so  impalpable  and  formless  a  Queen's 
Speech  as  this.  I  think  that  some  feel- 
ing of  that  kind  must  have  pressed 
upon  the  two  noble  Lords  who  have  so 
ably  moved  and  seconded  the  Address, 
because  they  felt  it  necessary,  in  order 
to  give  some  additional  interest  to  their 
agreeable  discourses,  to  fall  back  upon 
such  matters  as  tiie  proceedings  of 
the  French  Assembly  some  12  months 
ago,  and  the  military  merits  of  the 
noble  Lord  who  sits  upon  the  Gross 
Benches,  and  whose  presence  here  we 
all  welconu  as  a  hi^  honour  to  the 
House.  One  of  the  noble  Lords  said 
that  the  Speech  was  one  which  must 
give  great  satisfaction  to  the  Bouse  to 
near.  However  that  may  be,  I  doubt 
whether  it  is  one  that  gave  great  satis- 
faction to  its  authors  to  compose.  It 
gives  me  the  impression  of  an  ordeal  by 
fire.  A  number  of  burning  questions  lie 
about — matters  of  the  deepest  interest  to 
the  world — and  the  Speech  moves  about 
among  the  red-hot  ploughshares  with 
delicate  steps,  scarcely  touching  one  of 
them,  and  certainly  not  allbwin^  to  re- 
main upon  its  surface  the  slightest  imprint 
of  their  contact.  There  are  many  eubj  ects 
QFf  interest  just  now.  There  ia  the  ques- 
tion of  the  constitution  of  B^ypt,  of  the 
future  of  Egypt,  and  of  the  policy  of 
the  Government  in  that  country,  and  of 
the  way  in  which  that  policy  is  to  be 
received  by  Foreign  Powers.  We  learn 
from  the  Speech  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment bad  suppressed  with  rapidity 
and  completeness  a  formidable  rebellion 
in  Egypt.  Let  me  say  in  passing  that 
the  words  used  are  those  which  are 
usually  employed  by  those  who  have 
territorial  pOBsession  of  a  country,  and 
who  are  repressing  a  reb^lion  against 
their  own  authority.  Then  we  are  told 
that— 

*'  The  'withdrawfil  of  the  British  troops  Is 
proceeding  as  ez^editioiiBlj  as  a  prudent  con- 
rideration  of  the  circotiuianeeH  will  admit." 

But  the  great  anxiety  of  the  world  is  to 
know  whether  the  British  troops  are  to 
be  withdrawn  altogether,  and  when ; 
and  upon  neither  of  those  questions 
does  the  Speech  give  us  the  slightest 
hint  as  to  the  intentions  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  The  Government 
are  able  to  say  thai  the^  have  submitted 
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to  the  fiiendly  conuderation  ^of  the 
Powers  mrsterioas  BTTangemont  by 
which  the  stability  of  the  Ehedive  and 
the  prosperity  and  happiness  of  the 
Egyptian  people  are  to  be  secured.  Bat 
we  have  not  a  hint  that  any  one  of  those 
Powers  has  expressed  its  approval  of  the 
arrangements  proposed.  And  when  the 
noble  Lord  who  has  just  sat  down  tells 
us  that  the  result  of  the  administration 
of  the  Government  is  that  we  remain 
on  terms  of  as  great  friendship  as  be- 
fore with  all  the  Powers  of  Europe, 
he  must  have  forgotten  almost  entirely 
the  condition  of  our  relations  with 
Fnmoe. 

"To  those  objects  mv  policy  has  Ai- 
rooted  in  the  past  and  will  be  addresaod  in  the 
fotore ;  and  I  continne  to  rely  witii  confidence 
OS  its  just  appreciation  by  other  ooanthea." 

But  no  intimation  is  given  us  as  to 
whether  any  circumstances  have  arisen 
that  should  induce  us  to  believe  that 
that  confidence  will  be  justified.  And 
so  with  respect  to  other  questions. 
Matters  of  local  government  have  ex- 
cited a  great  deal  of  interest,  but  they 
are  not  put  into  ^e  forefront  of  the 
Speech ;  they  come  as  a  sort  of  supple- 
ment to  the  measure  for  the  government 
of  the  Metropolis — 

"  And,  if  time  shoald  permit,  will  be  followed 
by  <^ber  monsures  relating  to  reform  of  Local 
GwTemment" 

— apparently  on  the  same  model,  and 
belonging  to  the  same  class,  as  the  Me- 
tropolitan Government  Sill.  The  ques- 
tion of  tenant  right  has  excited  the 
liveliest  interest  in  the  country.  The 
Government  on  this  matter  has  adopted 
a  form  of  language  of  which  it  is 
difficult  to  penetrate  the  meaning.  On 
other  questions  we  are  to  have  measures ; 
on  this  suhrject  of  compensation  to 
tenants  we  are  only  to  have  a  proposal. 
But  what  precise  distinction  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  mean  to  draw  be- 
tween the  treatment  of  those  subjects 
it  is  difficult  to  ascertain.  I  suppose 
that,  in  Using  that  language,  the  Go- 
vernment desire  to  depreciate  the  im- 
portance of  their  measure  on  that  subject 
which  they  intend  to  introduce,  and  do 
not  like  to  put  it  upon  the  level  in  point 
of  definiteness  and  distinctness  with  such 
measures  as  those  relating  to  the  police 
of  Scotland  and  to  the  reform  of  the  Uni- 
versitiea  in  that  part  of  the  United  King- 
dom.  Then  comes  the  most  burning 
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question  of  .all,  the  question  of  future 
l^fislation  for  Ireland.  Bo  the  Gbvem- 
ment  say  they  intend  to  legislate  for  Ire- 
land? They  do  not  say  so.  Do  they 
say  they  do  not  intend  to  legislate  for 
Ireland?  They  do  not  say  eo.  They 
say  there  may  be*  legislative  needs  for 
Ireland,  for  which  preparation  has  not 
yet  been  made,  and  with  which  it  is  pos- 
sible time  may  be  found  for  dealing.  I 
suppose  that  is  intended  as  a  delicate 
hint  to  the  Irish  Members,  that  if  they 
will  only  employ  the  usual  means  of  in- 
fluence which  have  so  often  succeeded 
with  the  Government,  those  means  of 
influepce  may  yet  succeed  again.  But  I 
hope  that  this  mode  of  announcing  mea- 
sures, dealing  with  the  most  important 
and  difficult  part  of  the  task  confided  to 
Her  Majesty*s  Government,  will  not  be 
made  into  a  precedent.  Hitherto  we 
have  spoken  of  the  announcements  of  the 
Queen^s  Speech.  If  the  present  practice 
is  followed,  we  shall  have  to  drop  the 
phrase,  and  speak  hereafter  of  the  innu- 
endoes of  the  Queen's  Speech.  Those  who 
have  studied  the  Speech  have  adopted 
two  different  interpretations  of  the  pecu- 
liar character  appertatniug  to  it.  To 
some  it  seems  that  the  difficulty  arises 
from  the  fact  that  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment is  now  divided  from  the  body 
of  the  Government  by  a  distance  of 
something  like  1,000  miles,  and  that 
the  headless  trunk,  under  these  cir- 
cumstances, begins  to  feel,  as  might 
be  expected,  symptoms  of  paralysis. 
But  otbers  think  that  it  is  the  result 
of  the  study  of  military  art,  to  which, 
under  tiie  tutelage  of  my  noble  and 

gallant  Friend  (Lord  Wolseley),  the 
ovemment  have  been  recently  forced 
to  devote  their  attention,  and  uat  this 
soft  and  nnobtmsive  language  is  merely 
a  screen,  that  the  whole  thing  is  a 
masked  battery,  and  that  later  on  the 
mask  will  be  withdrawn,  and  a  framid- 
able  array  of  destructive  legislation  will, 
in  due  time,  be  displayed.  I  do  not 
venture  to  decide  that  question  or 
hazard  any  prophecies,  for  I  know  well 
that  in  Parliamentary  matters,  as  in 
other  matters,  the  only  safe  thing  to 
prophesy  is  the  unexpected.  But,  my 
Loras,  I  have  no  objection  to  this 
particular  line  of  treatment  when  it 
deals  with  measures  for  extending  tiie 
Lord  Mayor's  dinner,  or  for  relieving 
the  deadneee  of  countay  life,  which  the 
noble  Lord  put  forward  as  an  object.  I 
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do  not  know  that  my  noble  Friends 
round  me  are  prepared  to  say  that  coun- 
try Kfe  is  BO  absolutely  det^ ;  but  any 
measures  which  may  infuse  into  it  any 
amount  of  resuscitation  will  be  accepted 
with  gratitude.  The  policy  of  dealing 
by  innuendo  with  nnimportant  measures 
might  be  passed  over  without  remark  ; 
but  with  respect  to  the  burning  ques- 
tions of  the  day,  I  cannot  help  thinking 
that  it  is  singularly  misplaced.  First 
take  Egypt.  WiUi  respeot  to  that  coun- 
try, we  nATe  andonVtedly,  since  Parlia- 
ment  met  last  year,  witnessed  a  great 
transfbrmation  scene.  For  the  first  siz 
months  of  last  year  the  policy  of  the  Gto- 
Temmentwas  instinct  with  the  doctrines 
connected  with  the  name  of  that  distin- 
gpiished  Gentleman,  Mr.  Bright,  who  has 
left  the  GK>Temment.  For  the  last  siz 
months  they  hare  returned  to  an  earlier 
and  a  sounder  model ;  but  their  repent- 
ance does  not  entirely  wash  away  their 
sin.  It  does  not  efface  the  effects  of 
their  temporary  concession  to  the  policy 
of  weakness,  racillation,  and  self-efface- 
ment. The  result  of  their  action,  or 
want  of  action,  at  the  proper  time,  has 
been  that  the  mechanism  has  been  de- 
stroyed by  which  the  results  they  now 
look  for  should  be  attained.  Had  they 
interfered  in  time,  the  Khedive's  Go- 
Temment,  or  the  traditions  which  sup- 
ported it,  and  the  religions  and  other 
influences  which  belong  to  them,  under 
the  sanction  of  the  Ottoman  Power, 
would  have  remained  upright,  and 
the  future  conduct  of  Egypt  by  their 
help  might  not  have  been  difficult.  But 
all  the  powers  the  Khedive's  Govern- 
ment possessed  of  itself  have  been  swept 
away,  and  for  the  future  all  the  power 
of  ^y^t  must  be  derived  &om  the  pro- 
tective influence  of  the  British  Govern- 
ment. Now,  how  do  you  hope  to  ezer- 
dse  diat  influence  ?  If  you  are  about 
to  leave  a  military  force  there,  it  is  as  if 

Jon  left  it  at  Gwalior  or  Seounderabad. 
t  is  not  difficult  to  understand,  what- 
ever objections  there  mi^ht  be  to  such 
a  course,  how  snoH  machinery  would  in- 
sure the  objects  yoo  say  yon  have  in 
view — ^the  internal  peace  and  stability  of 
tite  Khedive's  Government  and  the  future 
prosperity  of  Egypt.  Even  if  you  i>ro- 
posed  to  take  any  diplomatic  uicilities, 
m  case  of  need,  for  returning  with  your 
Forees  to  E^pt,  some  species  of  security 
fortiioM  objects  would  still  be  preserved. 
B«t  if  we  f%htl7  understand  the  polictyof 


Her  Majesty's  Government — at  present 
we  have  it  only  from  non-official  sources— 
they  intend  to  rely  for  the  future  predo- 
minance of  England  in  Egypt  only  on  the 
prestige  derived  from  the  success  of  the 
arms  of  my  noble  and  gallant  Friend,  I 
do  not  dispute  the  greatness  of  that  pres- 
tige. I  do  not  dispute  that  our  Army 
has  dealt  a  good  lesson  to  Egypt  and  to 
the  Eastern  world — a  very  wholesome 
lesson — but  the  recollection  of  the  power 
of  it  will  speedily  fade  away.  Bemem- 
ber  this— that  yon  failed  before  in  yonr 
endeavour  to  maintain  the  Government 
of  ^jgypt,  whether  by  your  own  fault  or 
not,  though  you  had  not  only  your  own 
military  prestige,  proved  in  every  quarter 
of  the  world,  to  sustain  you,  but  the 
prestige  of  France  as  well.  You  will 
have  that  no  longer  ;  you  will  be  by 
yourselves.  Do  you  not  imagine,  when 
the  troops  are  withdrawn  and  the  Khe- 
dive is  left  to  himself,  when  political 
changes  sweep  from  time  to  time  over 
the  surface  of  English  and  European 
politics — do  you  not  imagine  that  old 
ambitions  wiU  revive,  and  old  intrigues 
will  foe  renewed ;  and  that  the  effect  of  the 
lesson  given  at  Td-el-Kebir  will  be  en- 
tirely forgotten  ?  But  even  if  that  were 
not  the  case,  you  most  remember  tiiat 
you  will  have,  not  alone,  to  deal  with 
the  influences  that  may  arise  among  the 
Egyptian  people.  Tou  must  calculate 
upon  the  nitnre  action  and  influence  of 
fi-ance  in  tlus  difficult  question.  The 
noble  Lord  opposite  addressed  himself 
with  great  ability  to  show  that  France 
was  not  injured  by  what  we  have  done 
in  Egypt.  That  maybe  the  case  ;  but  I 
thought  he  fell  into  an  error  which  is  too 
common,  and  which,  I  fear,  has  misled 
the  Government — that  the  interests  of 
France  in  I^pt  are  only  individual 
interests — the  interests  of  the  bond- 
holder and  merchant.  Unfortunately, 
France  is  actuated  by  less  substantial 
and  far  more  formidable  and  powerful 
motives — namely,  the  result  of  their 
own  action  in  Egypt,  the  exploits  of 
their  Army,  the  fame  won  there  by  the 
First  Napoleon,  and  the  engineering 
achievement  aooomplished  there  under 
tiie  aospiees  of  the  Third.  These  are 
sentimental  influences;  but,  unhappily, 
no  one  can  read  the  expression  of  french 
opinion  without  feeling  that  France  is 
deeply  dissatisfied  at  being  deprived  of 
the  authority  which  she  formerly  pos- 
sessed.  As  time  goes  on,  and  as  the 
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internal  politics  of  France  clear  them- 
Belrea,  and  she  becomes  more  of  a  power 
in  Eiuope  than  she  is  now,  you  must 
ezpeot  uiat  your  position  in  Egypt, 
Tuuess  very  strongly  secured,  will  do 
attacked,  not  only  by  the  ambitions 
which  may  spring  up  among  the  Native 
population,  out  by  the  intrigues  of 
Foreign  Powers  as  weU.  There  are 
other  eircumstances  which  ought  not  to 
be  forgotten  in  dealing  with  the  attitude 
of  France  towards  this  country  in  Egypt. 
The  constant  changes  of  GoTernment  in 
France  have  seemingly,  and  in  reality, 
weakened  that  country,  and  have  made 
the  ^ower  of  the  Central  Government 
over  its  distant  agents  far  feebler  than 
it  was  before.  Now,  what  you  have  to 
fear,  in  your  dealings  in  every  part  of 
the  WOTld,  is,  not  so  much  the  antagon- 
ism of  the  Central  Government,  which  is 
enlightened  and  knows  its  own  interests, 
but  the  action  of  distant  agents,  who  are 
actuated  by  traditional  feelings  which 
they  cannot  shake  off ;  and,  in  proportion 
aa  the  Central  Government  is  weak,  you 
will  find  the  difficulty  of  dealing  with 
these  matters  in  Egypt  increase.  I  say 
this  to  illustrate  what  Z  have  ventured 
to  advance — namely,  that  at  this  mo- 
ment the  policy  of  dealing  with  this 
Egyptian  Question  by  hints  and  innuen- 
does is  singularly  misplaced.  The  time 
is  come  when  it  would  be  of  great  diplo- 
matic importance,  and  of  great  assistance 
to  Uie  conduct  of  England  in  the  future, 
that  her  position  with  respect  to  Egypt 
should  be  fully  and  rigidly  defined.  We 
hear  from  one  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment that  the  troops  are  not  to  stay  in 
Egypt.  We  hear  from  another  Member 
that  they  are  to  stay  until  certain  objects 
are  to  be  achieved,  which  we  know  can- 
kiot  be  achieved  at  an  early  period.  We 
hear  from  Mr.  Chamberlain  that,  con- 
sidering the  interests  it  has,  it  is  im- 
possible for  England  to  look  with  apathy 
on  anarchy  in  Egypt ;  and  from  the  Se- 
cretory to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Courtney) 
we  hear  an  inspired  panegyric  on  an- 
archy, which  he  appears  to  regard  as 
thehighest  blessing  that  can  be  bestowed 
upon  a  nation.  That  seems  to  show  that 
you  have  no  definite  policy  ;  and  those 
who  look  forward  to  the  time  when  your 
troops  will  leave  the  country,  and  when 
their  own  influence  and  power  will  be 
restored  again,  are  encouraged  to  make 
their  preparations  for  that  period,  and 
to  keep  alive  every  source  of  discontent 
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and  disturbance  which  may  be  at  their 
command.  My  Ijords,  the  same  may  be 
said  with  regurd  to  Ireland.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  have  changed  thdr 
pt^cy  in  Ireland.  We  have  had  efforts 
to  maintain  the  law  wbicb  we  cannot  too 
highly  applaud.  I  think  that  the  greatest 
praise  is  due  to  Lord  Spencer  for  his 
exertions ;  but  we  cannot  but  regret  that 
all  these  efiforts  were  not  made  12  or  18 
months  ago.  In  this,  as  in  the  former 
case,  your  change  of  policy,  of  course, 
does  not  wipe  out  the  evils  you  have 
done.  The  agency  by  which  you  con- 
ducted, to  a  great  extent,  the  govern- 
ment of  Ireland,  by  your  act,  is  gone. 
You  formerly  had  the  landowners  of 
Ireland  between  you  and  the  rest  of  the 
population.  I  am  not  speaking  of  the 
mjury  you  have  done  them,  and  the 
resentments  it  may  leave  behind — that 
is  another  subject  of  discussion — but 
you  have  shattered  their  power,  and 
they  are  now  perfectly  useless  for  the 
purpose  of  protecting  the  English  Go- 
vernment, or  of  mamtaining  the'  con- 
nection between  the  two  countries. 
Thus,  the  greater  burden  is  thrown  on 
the  Central  Government.  On  it  now 
rests  the  whole  exclusive  responsibility 
of  making  head  against  what  seems  to 
be  a  rising  popular  feeling  in  that  coun- 
try. With  these  difficulties  in  front  of 
you,  of  which  nobody  «an  underrate  the 
magnitude,  I  would  ask,  have  you  a 
clear  and  settled  policy  ?  Bo  your  Mi- 
nisters know  what  they  are  going  to  do  ? 
Are  they  able  to  announce  what  they 
will  grant  and  what  they  will  refuse,  so 
as  to  remove  all  the  hopes  of  agitation  ? 
From  the  phrases  of  the  Speech,  one 
would  imagine  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment have  never  heard  of  the  fierce 
conflict  that  has  been  going  on  between 
its  Members  on  the  subject  of  their  Irish 
policy.  Why,  we  have  had  a  regular 
tournament  all  the  winter  between  the 
various  Members  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment— a  tournament  in  which  Lord 
Hartington  has  challenged  all  comers. 
It  was  begun  by  the  noble  Earl  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  who 
avowed  that  his  great  nostrum  for  Irish 
evils  was  spending  a  million  or  two  on 
emigration.  Lord  Hartington  hastened 
to  assure  the  world  that  that  was  a 
delusion,  and  was  utterly  opposed  to  the 
feelings  and  prejudices  of  the  Iriali 
people.  Then  there  was  the  serious 
question,  which  is  the  burning  question 
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of  the  hour — ^tfae  exteiiBion  of  local  go- 
Terament  in  that  country.  Mr.  Healy, 
before  he  went  to  prison,  elaborated  a 
careful  scheme  in  that  direction,  and 
the  matter  has  been  dealt  with  by  Mem- 
bers of  the  Government  both  inside  and 
outside  the  Cnbiuet.  I  think  Mr.  Her- 
bert Giadstono  said  he  was  in  favour  of 
considering  Home  Eule ;  Mr.  Ashley 
would  not  grant  Home  Bule,  but  would 
give  every  possible  extension  of  the 
municipal  and  Parliamentary  franchise ; 
while  Mr.  Courtney,  as  I  have  said,  pro- 
nounced a  perfectly  Pindaric  eulogium 
on  the  advantages  of  anarchy.  Mr. 
Ghamberlaia  again — I  should  be  soiTy 
to  misquote  him,  because  it  ia  so  strange 
in  a  Member  of  the  Government  to  give 
utterance  to  such  words— said — 

"  As  long  as  Ireland  is  without  any  instita- 
tion  of  local  government  worthy  of  the  name, 
ao  \mf;  the  seeda  of  disconteat  and  disloyalty 
will  remain,  only  to  hurst  forth  into  Inxurions 
growth  at  the  first  favonrahlo  season." 

Unfortunately,  we  have  not  had  many 
utterances  from  Mr.  Gladstone  in  this 
Beeess.  His  constituents  in  Mid  Lothian 
bare,  to  their  great  grief,  failed  to  re- 
ceive a  defence  of  his  policy ;  but 
we  prc^^ss  rapidly  in  these  times, 
and  new  wa^fv  of  communication  are 
constantly  discovered  by  distinguished 
men.  "iAx.  Gladstone,  having  abandon&d 
the  senate  and  the  platform,  has  taken 
refu^  behind  the  tea-table,  and  there 
he  informs  M.  Clomenceau  that  the 
"ourse  of  Ireland  ia  centralization." 
He  adds~ 

What  I  hope  and  desire,  whnt  I  labour  for 
and  have  at  hefot,  is  to  decentralize  authority 
there.  Wo  have  diseetabllBhed  the  Church,  and 
h^ve  relieved  the  tenant  class  of  many  griev- 
ances, and  are  now  going  to  produce  a  st^te  of 
tliinga  which  will  make  the  humblest  Irishman 
renHze  that  ho  is  a  governing  agency,  and  that 
^  ^venunont  ia  to  be  oamod  on  for  him  and 
hy  him." 

I  do  not  like  the  idea  of  the  humblest 
Irishman  as  a  governing  agency.  Now, 
these  are  the  opinions  of  Mr.  Herbert 
Gladstone,  Mr.  Gladstone,  and  Mr. 
Chamberlain;  what  does  Lord  Harting- 
toD  say  ?   He  says — 

"  It  is  supposed  by  some  that  by  changes  in 
the  system  of  local  self-government  we  can 
r«;ftore  contentmrnt  to  the  country.  It  would 
be  madness,  in  ray  opinion,  to  give  Ireland 
more  extended  self-goTemment,  unless  we  can 
reeeave  from  the  Irish  peojde  some  asaorance 
that  tiiia  boon  would  not  be  used  for  the  purpose 
of  agitation." 
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Now,  it  is  not  for  me  to  reconcile  these 
divergent  opinions  ;  it  is  enough  to  say 
that  Mr.  Chamberlain's  and  Mr.  Glad- 
stone's views  are  regarded  by  Lord 
Hartington  as  madness.  What  I  do 
wish  to  press  upon  the  House  and  upon 
Her  Majesty's  Government  is,  that  this 
is  no  mere  question  of  inconsistency. 
It  is  not  an  ordinary  Party  device  of 
comparing  the  present  with  the  former 
opinions  of  an  adversary.  It  is  a  ques- 
tion whether,  in  a  crisis  of  singular  im- 
portance in  Irish  history,  the  Govern- 
ment have  presented  to  the  Irish  people 
a  plain  and  distinct  policy  in  which  they 
are  all  agreed,  or  whether,  by  their  ex- 
pressed disagreement,  they  are  not  en- 
couraging the  Irish  people  to  further 
e£forts  in  agitation.  Two  or  three  years 
ago  we  used  to  hear  a  great  deal  of  the 
Concert  of  Europe.  That  has  entirely 
disappeared  from  the  speeches  of  the 
advocates  of  the  Government ;  we  have 
ceased  to  hope  for  such  great  things, 
and  only  ask  now  for  the  concort  of 
Downing  Street.  We  aak  only  that 
Downing  Street  shall  be  at  one  with 
itself,  because  we  cannot  but  feel  that 
these  strange  divergencies  of  opinion 
are  not  the  result  of  accident,  but  are  a 
necessary  part  of  Party  strategy.  If 
this  difference  of  opinion  had  concerned 
merely  Egypt,  I  might  have  thought 
that  predominant  diplomatic  considera- 
tions had  driven  the  Government  to  it; 
but  in  respect  to  Ireland  it  is  imposnble 
not  to  feel  that  the  speeches  qn  one  side 
or  another  are  addressed  successively  to 
the  two  wings  of  the  Liberal  Party. 
When  the  Radicals  begin  to  think  that 
the  pledges  of  1880  are  not  being  ful- 
filled, Mr.  Chamberlain  is  sent  down  to 
pacify  them ;  and  when  the  Whigs  begin 
to  think  that  those  pledges  are  taken 
too  seriously.  Lord  Hartington  is  coni- 
missioned  to  set  the  matter  right.  I  can 
well  imagine  that  in  so  divided  a  flock 
what  is  called,  in  American  parlance, 
"  sitting  on  the  gate,"  may  be  ajudicious 
art,  and  a  necessary  resource  of  Party 
tactics.  But,  however  necessary  it  may 
be  for  Party  cohesion  and  to  secure  the 
obedience  of  confiding  Badicals,  I  ven- 
ture to  say  that  no  course  can  be  pursued 
more  dangerous  to  the  interests  of  the 

Empire.   

Earl  GBANVILLE  :  X  do  not  always 
agree  with  the  noble  Marquess,  and, 
therefore,  it  is  a  great  satisfoction  to 
me  to  be  in  accord  with  him  in  at 
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least  four  of  the  statements  he  has 
made.  In  the  first  place,  X  acknow- 
ledge the  justice  of  nis  remark,  that 
there  was  nothing  to  criticize  in  Her 
MlyeB^^B  Speech;  and  if  the  noble 
MaT^esa  cannot  find  something  to  criti- 
cize, J  defy  the  rest  of  mankind  to  do 
so.  I  agree  with  him  also  in  his  wel- 
come to  the  noble  and  gallant  Lord 
whom  we  are  all  so  glad  to  see  amongst 
us,  and  I  cordially  agree  with  the  com- 
pliment he  paid  to  the  Mover  and  Se- 
conder of  the  Address.  The  remarks 
of  the  Seconder  of  the  Address  were 
statesmanlike,  and  not  merely  of  a  con- 
Tentional  character;  and  with  regard  to 
the  noble  Earl,  your  Lordships  will  have 
observed  the  excellent  tone  and  sub- 
stance of  his  speech.  In  an  hereditary 
Chamber  it  is  interesting  to  see  what 
qualities  descend  from  generation  to 

feneration ;  and,  from  what  we  have 
eard  to-day,  I  cannot  doubt  that  the 
blood  of  the  Lambtons,  the  Greys,  and 
the  Bussells  will  produce  the  r^ults  of 
which  the  promise  has  been  given  this 
evening.  The  noble  Marquess  complains 
of  a  want  nf  vigour  in  the  Speech,  which 
he  attributes  to  the  absence  of  Mr.  Glad- 
stone ;  but  the  whole  tradition  of  Lord 
John  Russell's  experience  would  be  con- 
trary to  that  contention.  Then,  again, 
I  am  bound  to  say  that  when  tlie  noble 
Marquess  makes  it  his  principal  com- 
plaint against  the  Queen's  Speech  in 
that  it  deals  in  innuendoes,  it  appears  to 
me  that  the  nuble  Marquess's  speech 
just  delivered  consists  entirely  of  innuen- 
does, with  hardly  any  positive  attack  on 
Her  Majesty's  Government  at  all.  Under 
these  circumstances,  it  is  not  necessary 
for  me  to  go  into  any  details  respecting 
the  Bills  announced  in  the  Speech.  The 
noble  Marquess  has  spoken  of  Ireland, 
and  I  cannot  help  thinking  that  it  is  a 
very  great  tribute  to  the  Government  of 
Ireland  at  this  moment  that  the  noble 
Marquee  has  not  found  one  single  thing 
to  complain  of  in  the  Government  of 
that  country  during  the  last  six  months 
which  have  elapsed  since  Parliament 
first  adjourned  in  the  month  of  August. 
All  his  attacks  have  been  founded  upon 
speeches  made  by  Gentlemen  not  in  the 
Cabinet,  and  upon  unwarranted  gossip  at 
dinner  parties.  I  certainly  do  venture  to 
take  upon  me  to  state,  whatever  shades 
of  diflference  maybe  detected  in  our  views 
with  regard  to  the  condition  of  Ireland, 
I  am  quite  certain  that  no  Member  of 
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Her  Majesty's  Government  has,  on  the 
one  hand,  declared  in  Cavour  of  anything 
like  Home  Bule,  any  separation  of  the 
connection  between  the  two  conntriea, 
nor,  on  the  other  hand,  has  anyone 
denied  that  there  may  be  measures 
for  giving  more  intOTest  in  the  govern- 
ment of  Ireland  to  the  Irish  people, 
which  it  may  be  desirable  to  pass. 
Like  my  noble  Friends  the  Mover  and 
Seconder,  the  noble  Marquess  spoke 
with  reference  to  Lord  Spencer.  It 
may  be  an  invidious  task  to  me  to 
award  any  praise  to  a  Colleague ;  but 
I  cannot  help  saying  on  this  occasion— 
and  I  do  so  entirely  uninfluenced  by 
personal  or  political  feelings — that  I 
believe  what  has  been  said  by  the  three 
noble  Lords  who  have  preceded  me  doea 
not,  in  the  slightest  degree,  exceed  the 
merits  of  the  case.  Within  a  short 
time,  since  Lord  Spencer  and  Mr.  Tre- 
velyan  have  been  assodated  in  the  Go- 
vernment of  Ireland,  they  have  both 
taken  upon  themselves  these  ardoona 
duties,  the  undertaking  and  discharge 
of  which  require  both  physical  and 
moral  courage.  One  of  the  reaeons  for 
the  great  success  of  Lord  Spencer  in 
that  capacity  has  been  that,  on  the  one 
hand,  no  one  loves  Ireland  more,  no 
one  is  more  associated  with  the  feeling 
of  the  best  portion  of  the  Irish  people, 
no  one  is  more  desirous  of  reformings 
any  grievances  that  exist,  and  no  one, 
at  the  same  time,  combines  with  that 
the  highest  sense  of  duty  in  carrying  oa 
in  a  firm  and  determined  manner  the  war 
upon  the  enemies,  not  only  of  this  oonn- 
try,  but  of  Ireland  itself.  My  Lords, 
the  noble  Marquees  complains  in  par- 
ticular of  the  want  of  concert  on  the 
part  of  Her  Majesty's  Qovernment.  As 
I  said  before,  I  have  not  been  reading 
all  the  productions  of  the  day ;  bat  Z 
certainly  have  seen  some,  and  I  oertainly 
have  been  told  of  other  speeches  and 
articles,  not  of  Liberals  accusing  Con- 
servatives of  being  disunited,  but  of 
different  Members  of  the  great  united 
Conservative  Party  coraplaloing  of  their 
Leaders  and  followers,  and  making  up 
what  appears  to  me  to  be  a  quarr^ 
in  that  great  and  historical  Party; 
and  while  speaking  on  this  subject 
the  noble  Marqaess  might  have  dis- 
pelled some  illusions  which  have  been 
created  on  this  side  of  the  House.  Then 
the  noble  Marquess  went  on  to  speak 
vith  regard  to  Egypt,  and,  as  usual,  he 
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began  by  accusing  the  GoTernment  of 
TaoiUation  and  weakness  in  the  first  por- 
tioo  of  their  dealings  with  the  jEiffyptian 
QnesticHi.  The  noble  Marqaeas  nas  not 
flsplained  what  he  wished.  Did  he  wish 
for  more  deoiftive  language  on  our  part, 
or  for  earlier  decided  action  ?  I  want  to 
know  what  the  thing  is  he  complains  of. 
Did  not  w©  speak  Toiid  enougn  ?  The 
great  complaint  last  year  was  with  regard 
to  the  Dual  Note,  in  which  we  spoke  very 
firmly,  and  which,  I  may  say,  we  hare 
adhered  to,  carrying  ont  everything  that 
was  stated  in  that  Note.  That  Note  was 
complained  of  as  being  of  too  aggressive 
a  character  by  the  noble  Marquess  and 
some  of  bis  Friends.  Then,  is  it  want 
oi  action  that  is  complained  of?  One 
Uember  of  the  late  Govemment  has 
fwico  stated  that  100  policemen  would 
hare  settled  the  whole  thing.  Oace  it  was 
said  on  faia  own  authority,  and  once  on 
that  of  M.  Gambetta.  I  do  not  know 
what  force  it  was  that  U.  Gambetta 
contemplated  using  on  behalf  of  France ; 
bat  I  do  not  think  it  was  his  intention 
to  send  100  »ergcnU-de-vilh  to  effect  that 
pnrpOBe.  Another  Member  of  the  late 
OaMn^  only  this  week  said  that  we 
ought  to  have  landed  1,000  men  at 
Alexandria.  I  believe  that  the  landing 
of  a  force  before  the  successful  opera- 
tions of  the  Fleet  would  have  been  mad- 
ness. I  remember  at  the  time  there  was- 
a  discussion  as  to  whether  we  should 
postpone  any  action  on  the  part  of 
the  Fleet,  and  it  was  then  stated  that 
it  would  require  a  whole  month  to 
effect  a  combined  land  movement  with 
France,  whilst  daring  that  time  the  forts 
were  being  fortified,  not  to  mention  the 
immmse  moral  effect  that  such  a  post- 
ponement would  have  a^nst  us.  I 
belieTo,  on  the  contrary,  if  we  had  not 
used  every  posenble  means  before  adopt- 
ing meaeures  offeree — if  we  had  not  con- 
vinced the  whole  of  Europe  of  our  deter- 
mination in  this  sense — I  believe  the 
danger  of  an  early  intervention  on  our 
part  would  have  been  immense,  and  I 
very  much  doubt  whether  it  would  have 
been  effectual,  while  the  result  might 
have  been  a  general  European  war. 
Hy  Ijords,  the  noble  Marquess  has 
treated  this  part  of  the  question  lightly; 
andf  aa  he  has  preferred  going  into  the 
^ee(Aes  of  Cabinet  Ministers,  and  in- 
Bomerable  persona  not  in  the  Cabinet, 
I  may  make  some  reference  to  the 
■peechee  he  made  at  Edinbuigh.  Those 


epeeches  were  announced  as  very  im- 
portant ones.  They  were  to  have  the 
effect  sometimes  attributed  to  the  Mid 
Lothian  speeches  of  Mr.  Gladstone,  and 
of  coarse  they  were  carefully  prepared 
before  they  were  made.  I  confess  I  felt 
very  nervous  and  embarrassed  as  to  what 
might  be  the  power  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess, and  what  the  noble  Marquess 
might  do  in  attacking  the  Government 
policy  on  that  occasion ;  and  I  must  say 
that  I  never  was  more  relieved  in  my  life 
than  when  I  read  those  speeches,  because 
it  appeared  to  me  that  the  arguments  of 
the  noble  Marquess  were  based  exclu- 
sively on  historical  statements  of  fact, 
which  I  knew,  when  the  opportunity 
came,  could  be  absolutely  and  entirely 
destroyed.  I  am  not  going  to  trouble 
your  Lordships  with  details  of  the  noble 
Marquess's  speeches;  but  I  will  give 
you  an  instance  of  the  sort  of  aivument 
he  adduced  in  holding  up  the  Govern- 
ment  to  reprobation.  He  described  ua 
as  having  asked  the  permission  of  Europe 
to  invade  Egypt,  and,  after  having  re- 
oeived  a  refusal  of  that  permission,  aa 
having  proceeded  to  take  Egypt.  I 
must  say  that  if  the  Government  had 
been  guilty  of  such  conduct  it  would 
have  been  very  hypocritical,  very  in- 
consistent, and  very  audacious;  and  my 
only  reason  for  supposing  that  Europe 
is  not  indignant  is  that  I  thiuk  it  just 
possible  that  Europe  doubted  every 
single  assertion  which  the  noble  Mar- 
quess made.  I  am  at  a  loss  to  know 
when  and  where  we  asked  the  permission 
of  Europe  to  invade  Egypt ;  and  when 
he  states  that  we  have  now  taken  Egypt, 
I  can  only  state  that  we  have  not  tf^en 
i^  and  that  we  do  not  intend  to  take  it. 
'JHiat  is  the  sort  of  repreaentatioa  which 
was  made.  I  will  take  another  instance. 
The  noble  Marquess  attacked  the  bom- 
bardment, and  asked  what  could  be 
thought  of  a  Government  which  had 
taken  a  vast  Fleet  to  Alexandria,  where 
it  had  no  international  right,  and, 
being  there,  demanded  things  to  be 
done  on  shore,  and  those  demands  being 
refused  they  proceeded  to  bombard  a 
commercial  port  contrary  to  Interna- 
tional Law. 

The  Mabqubss  of  SALISBUBY  : 
Not  contrary  to  International  Law,  but 
in  a  place  where  they  had  no  inter- 
national right,  to  be. 

Eabl  OBANTILLE  :  I  am  right ; 
contrary  to  International  Law. 
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Earl  CAIENS  :  It  was  Mr.  Bright 
yrho  said  that  it  was  against  Inter- 
national Law.   

£Ubl  QBANYILLE:  I  vill  admit  it 
to  be  a  perfeody  legitimate  argument 
on  the  part  of  Mr.  Bright,  but  not 
in  the  mouth  of  the  noble  Marquess. 
Witti  regard  to  the  Fleet,  what  occurred 
first  was,  that  in  September  Sir  Edward 
Malet  applied  to  the  GoTemment,  stating 
that  a  panic  existed ;  but  he  applied 
not  8u  much  on  account  of  what  might 
be  done  as  because,  if  excitement  oc- 
curred,  it  might  be  desirable  there  should 
be  a  place  of  refuge.  We  sent  a  ship, 
as  did  the  French,  and  sent  a  telegram 
explaining  wbj  it  was  sent;  and  when 
that  ship  was  removed,  we  had  another 
despatch  from  Sir  Edward  Malet  ex- 
prebsing  a  hope  that  bis  original  request 
for  a  ship  would  not  he  disregarded.  It 
has  been  stated  that  it  was  in  conse- 
quence of  our  disregard  of  Sir  Edward 
Malet's  caution  against  sending  a  ship 
— exactly  the  reverse  of  what  he  did 
advise — that  there  was  a  massacre  at 
Alexandria ;  that  event  having  happened 
eight  months  later.  I  now  come  to 
another  part  of  the  question.  I  think 
it  was  on  the  15th  of  May  I  stated 
in  this  House  the  intentions  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  with  regard  to 
Egypt.  The  principal  portion  of  that 
statement  was  that  the  French  Govern- 
ment and  ourselves  had  ordered  squad- 
rons to  go  to  Alexandria.  The  noble 
Marquess  spoke  immediately  afterwards, 
and  said  he  had  no  objection  to  make  to 
the  statement  I  had  just  delivered.  He 
said  that  we  had  inherited  obligations 
frpm  the  late  Government  with  regard 
to  Tewfik,  and  that  it  was  absolutely 
necessary  that  we  should  support  those 
obligations,  not  only  by  despatches,  but 
by  force  if  necessary.  Well,  it  would 
be  perfectly  consistent  if  Mr.  Bright  or 
Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson  had  used  the  noble 
Marquesses  recent  arguments,  because 
they  always  objected  to  the  despatch  of 
the  Fleet  to  Alexandria  ;  but  is  it  pos- 
sible to  conceive  how  the  noble  Marquess 
can  lay  down  the  principle  that  be  en- 
tirely approves  of  our  action,  and  then 
hold  up  the  Government  to  execration 
at  Edinburgh  because  we  hare  taken  a 
course  which  he  entirely  approved  of  at 
the  time  ?  I  go  further.  He  said, 
being  there,  we  asked  for  things  to  be 
done  on  shore  which  we  had  no  interna- 
tional right  to  do.   Well;  bat  on  the 


1st  of  June  last,  tiie  noble  Marquees 
stated  in  this  House  that  if  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  were  allowing  the 
forts  at  Alexandria  to  be  built,  and 
were  refusing  to  allow  the  Fleet  to  take 
the  precautions  which  at  once,  and  with- 
out any  breach  of  International  Law, 
would  put  a  stop  to  these  works,  he 
thought  they  were  running  a  great 
risk,  and  were  taking  a  most  imprudent 
course.  However,  I  do  not  complain  so 
much  of  the  noble  Marquess  changing 
his  opinions  so  greatly  within  six  months, 
as  that  he  should  have  said  that  we 
bombarded  the  commercial  part  of  the 
town.  It  was  said  by  Arabi  Bey  and  by 
a  small  section  of  the  hostile  Press  on 
the  Continent  that  we  bombarded  the 
commercial  part  of  the  port  of  Alex- 
andria ;  but  all  our  official  Reports, 
both  civil  and  military,  concur  with  the 
statements  of  the  Admiral  and  the  Naval 
officers  —  that  the  greatest  care,  hu- 
manity, and  skill  were  exercised  to  con- 
centrate the  bombardment  exclusively 
on  the  forts  and  the  earthworks  which 
had  been  erected.  My  Lords,  it  has 
been  said  that  the  great  business  of 
an  Opposition  was  to  oppose.  Well,  I 
admit,  my  Lords,  that  it  is  a  very  im- 
portant function  of  an  Opposition  to 
criticize  the  conduct  of  the  Govern- 
ment; but  that  ought  to  be  done  fairly, 
in  accordance  with  the  ordinary  princi- 
ples of  justice,  and  with  duo  regard 
to  historical  facts.  I  beg  your  Lord- 
ships' pardon  for  having  dwelt  so  long 
on  this  subject ;  but  I  thought  it  neces- 
sary to  put  your  Lordships  on  your  guard. 
The  nooleMarquess stated  in  the  summer 
of  last  year  that  tliere  were  two  things 
which  affected  the  honour  of  this  country. 
One  was  the  maintenance  of  Tewfik 
in  his  position  as  Khedive ;  the  other 
was  the  removal  of  Arabi  from  the 
country.  Now,  bot^  these  things  we 
have  done.  With  regard  to  Teirak,  I 
have  always  been  of  opinion  that  our 
honour  was  deeply  engaged  in  the  main- 
tenance of  that  Prince.  The  sudden 
deposition  of  Ismail  greatly  weakened 
the  authority  of  the  Khediviat.  A  de- 
position of  Tewfik  would  have  been 
fatal  to  it.  I  believe  that  was  the 
opinion  of  the  noble  and  gallant  Lord 
(Lord  Wolseley)  on  the  Cross  Benches. 
The  removal  of  Arabi  has  been  ac- 
complished ;  and  since  that  time  I  may 
fairly  say  tiiat  order,  pe^ce,  and  pros- 
perity have  been  estabUshed  in  Egypt, 


Digitized  by  Google 


4 1  Majcity*!  Mbit 


[FxBKTTABY  15,  1883}         6ra$iom  8pe4ch.  42 


and  we  have  been  enabled  to  com- 
municate that  fact  to  the  Powers,  to- 
gttther  with  a  general  expression  of 
onr  views.  That  communication  was 
certainly  made  earlier  than  I  bad  hoped 
to  be  able  to  make  it.  Some  are  of  op^i- 
nion  that  it  is  desirable  to  annex,  or, 
what  amounts  to  the  same  thing,  to 
maintain  a  complete  protectorate  over 
Egjpt.  This  is  a  policy  Her  Ma- 
jesty's present  Government  could  not 
easily  pursue,  conmdering  the  statements 
they  have  invariably  made  to  Farlia- 
ment  and  to  Foreign  Powers.  Besides, 
I  believe  it  Is  entirely  out  of  the  questiou 
as  a  wise  measure  on  the  part  of  this 
country.  Xiord  Palmerston  was  always 
strongly  against  it,  and  Lord  Beacons- 
field  once  told  a  Foreign  Ambassador 
tiiAt  he  would  not  take  Egypt  as  ^  gift. 
India  has  been  mentioned ;  but  there  is 
one  great  difference  between  India  and 
Egypt.  India  is,  comparatively  speak- 
ing, isolated  from  European  nations, 
other  than  ours ;  whoeaa  Egypt  has  as 
neighbours  many  of  the  nations  of 
Europe,  and  their  inhabitants  are  swarm- 
ing in  Egypt.  This,  in  itself,  would 
eoBstitnte  an  unmense  difficulty  if  we 
ware  to  take  upon  ourselves  the  whole 
government  of  we  country.  The  other 
alternative  proposed  is  that,  having 
by  means  of  our  sailors  and  soldiers 
achieved  that  remarkable  success,  we 
ought  to  leave  Egypt  entirely  to  solve 
its  own  problems.  In  the  first  place,  if 
we  wished  to  wash  our  hands  completely 
of  Egypt,  I  am  convinced  that  other 
Powers  would  intervene.  In  the  second 
place,  as  we  did  enter  into  military  ope- 
nktioos,  and  as  we  did  carry  them  to  a 
ffuocessful  issue,  it  appears  to  me  that 
we  should  be  absolutely  ifithout  any 
justification  for  those  operations  if  we 
were  to  leave  Egypt  in  a  state  of  anarchy, 
and  without  a  reasonable  prospect  of 
having  a  stable  and  beneficent  Qovem- 
ment.  The  noUe  Marquess  wishes  me 
to  atate  the  exact  date  of  the  withdrawal 
of  our  troops  from  Egypt.  My  Lords,  I 
cannot  conceive  that  it  would  be  prudent 
for  me  to  make  such  a  statement.  We 
shall  not  keep  our  troops  thereany  longer 
than  is  necessary ;  but  it  would  be  an 
act  of  treachery  to  ourselves,  to  Egypt, 
and  to  Europe,  if  we  withdrew  them 
without  having  a  certainty,  or,  if  not  a 
certainty — because  we  cannot  have  cer- 
tainfy  in  the  affairs  of  this  life — until 
there  is  «  reasonable  expectation  of  a 


stable,  a  permanent,  and  a  beneficent 
Government  being  established  in  Egypt. 
The  noble  Marquess  says  that  our  influ- 
ence in  Egypt  consists  in  our  troops, 
and  that  when  they  are  withdrawn  the 
memory  of  their  prowess  will  fade  away. 
But  before  the  Expedition,  and  under  a 
system  which  gave  the  French  an  equal 
control  with  ourselves,  there  was  no 
doubt  that  the  influence  of  this  country 
in  Egypt  was  very  strong.  To  what  is 
that  influence  owing?  As  regards  our 
influence  in  Egypt,  Ibelievelhat  it  will  be 
cousiderahly  increased  and  strengthened 
by  what  has  occurred  there  during  the 
past  six  months.  It  is  all  very  well 
for  the  noble  Marquena  to  twit  me 
with  respect  to  the  abolition  of  the  Dual 
Control.  Does  he  say  we  ought  to  have 
maintained  the  Control  or  not  ?  There 
.  was  not  even  an  innuendo  that  we  ought 
to  have  maintained  it.  Last  year  he 
urged  us  very  much  not  to  rely  on 
France,  but  to  rely  on  ourselves ;  and 
now  he  makes  it,  in  a  sort  of  indirect 
manner,  an  accusation  that  we  are  not 
in  agreement  with  Franre.  I  doubt 
whether  anyone  in  this  House,  or  the 
other  House,  is  more  desirous  than  I 
have  been  all  my  life  to  maintain  the 
best  possible  relations  with  France.  I 
do  not  think  it  quite  reasonable ;  but  it 
is  certainly  natural  that  there  should  be 
some  little  irritation  at  this  moment  in 
France.  But  I  believe  that  the  real 
interests  of  both  countries  are  iden- 
tically the  same  in  regard  to  the  go- 
vernment of  Egypt — that  it  should  be 
orderly  and  stable,  and  such  as  best  to 
conduce  to  the  prosperity  and  peace  of 
the  country.  I  can  most  sincerely  say 
that  we  shall  hope  for  the  good  feel- 
ing of  France.  My  noble  Friend  who 
seconded  the  Motion  referred  to  the 
approval  by  the  Powers  of  our  action. 
There  is  no  phrase  in  the  Queen's  Speech 
to  that  effect,  because  we  have  had 
no  official  communications  on  the  sub- 
ject. From  the  French  Goveinment  we 
have  had  no  communication  whatever. 
That  may  bo  an  unfavourable  symptom. 
But  the  state  of  political  affaira  in  that 
country  may  sufficiently  account  for  the 
silence  of  the  French  Government.  From 
Turkey  we  have  had  no  communication, 
except  that  the  Sultan  approves  of  the 
abolition  of  the  Control.  With  regard 
to  Germany,  Italy,  and  Austria,  general 
expressions  of  approval  have  been  re- 
ceived ;  and  information  has  reached  us 
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from  St.  Peiersbni^  that  the  Kusaian 
answer  will  be  of  a  somewhat  similar 
character.  My  Lords,  if  anyone  evOT 
deserved  the  conGdence  of  his  country, 
Sir  Edward  Malet  deserves  it,  in  con- 
eideration  of  the  way  in  which  he  con- 
ducted the  affairs  of  Egypt  in  times  of 
extraordinary  difficulty  ;  but  we  thought 
it  would  not  be  fair  to  centre  in  one  man 
constructive  as  well  as  diplomatic  duties ; 
and,  therefore,  we  lookm  out  for  a  man 
who  should  be  beat  fitted  to  assist  him 
in  the  work  of  construction  in  Egypt. 
"We  found  that  person  in  my  noble 
Priend  Lord  Dufferin,  who  had  arranged 
in  so  permanent  a  fashion  the  afibirs  of 
the  Lebanon,  who  had  great  experience 
of  government  on  the  other  side  of  the 
Atlantic,  and  who  had  also  been  so  suc- 
cessful in  diplom  aoy .  He  was,  we  thought, 
of  all  men  especially  fitted  to  work  with 
Sir  Edward  Malet  in  carrying  out  exactly 
the  principles  which  the  Government 
had  laid  down.  I  trust  and  believethis 
policy  of  the  Ot)vernment  will  be  that 
which  is  best  calculated  for  the  pros- 
perity and  peace  of  Egypt,  which  it  is 
the  interest  of  Eranoe  and  all  Ae  Powers, 
aa  it  undoubtedly  is  of  this  coun^,  to 
secure  and  maintain. 

Thz  Bukb  of  ABEROOBN  said.  Par- 
liament was  congratulated  in  the  gra- 
cious Speech  from  the  Throne  upon  the 
improved  condition  of  Ireland;  and  much 
of  that  improvement  was  said  by  Mem- 
bers and  supporters  of  the  Government, 
out  of  Parliament,  to  be  due  to  the  re- 
medial measures,  as  they  were  called, 
which  had  been  introduced  by  the  pre- 
sent Government.  He  was  glad  to  say 
that  there  had  been  a  considerable  im- 
provement in  the  ^tate  of  the  country ; 
but  that  improvement  was  solely  due  to 
the  vigour  and  courage  with  which  his 
noble  Friend  (Iiord  Spencer)  was  carry- 
ing out  the  provisions  of  the  Crimes  Act, 
and  it  was  an  absolute  delusion  to  sup- 

Sose  that  remedial  measures  had  in  any 
egree  contributed  to  that  result.  On 
tbe_  contrary,  the  remedial  measures, 
which  chieiBy  consisted  in  the  oonfisoation 
of  the  landlord's  property,  had  increased 
agitation  and  created  dissatisfaction  in 
the  country  population,  because  expec- 
tations were  raised  which  could  not  be 
fulfilled.  He  had  been  resident  in  Ire- 
land during  the  last  five  months,  and  he 
found  that  it  was  the  opinion  of  every- 
one rx>mpetent  to  form  a  judgment  that 
the  tmants  were  much  more  diBcentented 
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and  unsettled  than  they  were  at  the  dose 
of  the  Duke  of  Marlborough's  Vioe- 
royalty,  before  any  remedial  legislation 
was  introduced  or  even  talked  of.  The 
improved  state  of  Ireland  during  the 
last  four  months  was  entirely  due  to  the 
vigour  with  which  Lord  Spencer  had 
carried  out  the  law ;  and,  in  doing  ao,  he 
had  done  precisely  what  the  Conserva- 
tive Party  had  been  ui^ng  the  Govern- 
ment for  the  last  three  years  to  do,  and 
precisely  what,  up  to  last  May,  they  re- 
fused to  do.  Had  the  Government  acted 
with  the  same  vigour  in  1880,  we  should 
not  have  seen  Ireland  in  the  dtsastrous 
position  it  was  now  in;  and  in  the  course 
he  had  taken  Lord  Spencer  had  acted 
upon  the  lines  laid  down  by  the  Conser- 
vative Party,  and  in  direct  oppoBation  to 
those  laid  down  and  enunciated  by  Mr. 
Gladstone  as  his  Irish  pblicy.  But  let  it 
not  for  a  moment  be  supposed  that  that 
improvement  was  a  solid  or  a  permanent 
one,  or  that  any  relaxation  of  the  vigor- 
ous measures  now  used  would  not  be 
followed  by  a  renewal  of  outnwm  eqaaUy 
numerous  and  atrocious  as  those  which, 
had  dif^raced  the  last  three  years,  and 
which  could  only  be  kept  in  abeyance  at 
the  present  time,  and  for  some  time  to 
come,  by  the  rigid  enforcement  of  the 
law.  But  while  a  good  deal  bad  been 
said  and  admitted  about  the  improve- 
ment which  had  taken  place  in  Ireland 
during  the  last  few  months,  he  was  sorry 
to  be  obliged  to  dispel  the  illusion  of 
noble  Lords  opposite,  by  pointing  out 
that  that  improvement  was  only  a  com- 
parative improvement  upon  the  fright- 
ful series  of  agrarian  outrages  that  had 
marked  both  occasions  of  Mr.  Gladstone's 
Governments  and  the  development  of  Ma 
Irish  policy.  When  Mr.  Gladstone  took 
Office  in  the  last  dayaof  1868,  (he official 
Betums  of  the  agrarian  ontr^es  for 
that  year  were  only  160.  Under  Mr. 
Gladstone's  Government  they  rose  at 
once  in  1869  to  767,  and  in  1870  to 
1,829,  or  12  times  the  amount  of  agrarian 
outrages  in  the  average  years  of  the  pre- 
ceding Conservative  Government,  when 
he  (the  Duke  of  Aberoom)  was  Lord 
Lieutenant.  Simultaneously,  again,  with 
Mr.  Gladstone's  second  advent  to  power, 
in  1 880,  when  be  ridiculed  Lord  Beaoons- 
field'swamings,  when  he  announced  that 
there  was  an  absence  of  crime  and  out- 
rage such  as  was  unknown  in  the  history 
of  Ireland,  and  refused  to  renew  the 
Peace  Preservation  Act,  or  to  take  any 


Digitized  by 


45  Uejutg't  3iMt  {Pbbbvaby  15,  1883j        Graeiow  Speech.  46 


preoatitioQ  against  seditious  agitation, 
the  agnrian  outrages.  coiDoideut  with 
fats  resumption  of  Office,  rose  in  that 
year  to  2.585,  and  in  1881  to  the  fright- 
ful amonnt  oi  4.439,  or,  again,  to  12 
timw  tiie  amount  of  the  average  annual 
agrarian  orimes  during  the  six  years  of 
Iirad  Braimnsfield'a  Ooremment  whidh 
preceded  liim.  The  first  eight  months 
of  1883  shoved  no  improvement,  the 
Be  turns  of  outrages  for  those  months 
being  close  upon  3,000;  but  the  last 
four  months,  in  consequence  of  the 
vigorous  action  of  Lord  tjpencer  at  the 
latter  end  of  the  snmmer,  showed  a 
great  improvement  over  those  frightful 
amounts.  Yet  he  wished  to  point  out 
that  each  month,  even  then,  still  showed 
an  average  amount  of  agrarian  crime 
four  times  the  amonnt  of  the  average 
monthly  f^rarian  crimes  during  the  six 
yean  of  the  precediog  Oonswvative  Go- 
vonmeat.  Nor  was  it  easy  to  exagge- 
rate the  fureeent  dangerous  state  of  Ice- 
land vhwL  we  were  too  well  aware,  by 
nomt  trials,  that  uiy  official  engaged  in 
tho  direct  administration  of  tiie  law, 
bum  the  Lord  Lieutenant  down  to  the 
honeat  juror,  lived  in  daily  danger  from 
the  hand  of  the  assassin,  unless  protected 
by  armed  police.  Such  were  the  fruits 
of  a  legialation  of  remedial  policy  in  the 
fourth  year  of  its  trial.  It  would  be  seen 
from  these  facts  and  figures  that  on  each 
oocaskm  when  Kr,  Gladstone  had  at- 
tempted to  initiate  a  special  Irish  policy, 
that  that  policy  had  been  marked  by 
an  immediate  and  unexampled  burst  of 
sedition,  outrage,  and  murder.  But  the 
Qovemment  seemed  equally  unable  to 
leam  experience  from  the  past  or  caution 
for  the  future,  for  we  had  heard  a  fresh 
danger  to  Ireland  shadowed  out  in  the 
apaoehoa  of  prominent  Members  and 
Bupportora  of  the  Government— notably 
in  toioae  of  the  Pran^it  uf  the  Board 
of  Trade — who  appeared  to  have  some 
hidden  art  of  fordog  his  Colleagues, 
vhatever  might  be  their  opinion,  to 
eome  round  to  his  own — speeches  which 
pointed  to  the  future  establishment  of 
looal  Couuly  Boards  all  over  Ireland, 
and  to  a  possible  fiiture  reduction  of  the 
banehiae  in  that  country.  But  there 
Taa  a  good  deal  more  than  that,  for, 
according  to  a  daily  paper,  supposed  to 
be  an  organ  of  the  Government,  the 
Prime  Minister  himself  had  expressed 
the  most  advanced  views  of  deoentraliza- 
tkMi  in  Xreland,  and  hftd  declared  that 


the  desire  he  had  most  at  heart  was-^ 
for  these  were  his  words  as  reported — 

"  To  make  every  Iriahman  realize  that  he  Is 
a  goTonuDg  agencpr,  and  that  the  Government 
is  carried  on  for  him  and  by  him." 

Those  words,  stripped  of  Mr.  Gladstone's 
Utopian  and  transcendental  phrases, 
meant  simply  that  the  very  Irishmen 
who  were  now,  and  who  had  been  for 
the  last  three  years,  defying  the  Imperial 
Qovemment — men  of  the  type  of  Town 
Councillor  Carey  (now  on  his  trial),  who 
was  a  good  example  of  what  a  local 
County  Board  man  would  be  in  the 
South  and  West  of  Ireland — were  to  be 
the  very  men  into  whose  influences  the 
Government  was  to  be  handed  over.  If 
at  any  time  the  great  body  of  Irislimen 
should  show  themsplves  to  be  fit  for  such 
self-government,  such  utterances  would 
not  seem,  as  they  did  now,  merely  those 
of  an  almost  morbid  sentimentalism ; 
but  that  such  rash  views  should  be 
enunciated  now,  in  the  present  state  of 
Ireland,  showed  an  amount  of  delusion 
which  even  experience  of  Mr.  Glad- 
stone's policy  had  not  prepared  the 
country  for.  Such  measures  as  looal 
representative  County  Boards  in  Ireland 
and  a  reduction  of  the  franchise  in  Ire- 
land, now  or  at  any  time,  we  were  now 
able  to  foresee  would  place  the  whole 
local  and  representative  power  of  Ire- 
land in  the  hands  of  the  party  of  sedi- 
tion, and  would  be  a  fatal  and  perma- 
nent blow  to  the  whole  loyal  population. 
Nothing  in  the  present  state  of  the  coun- 
try could  be  more  suicidal  than  such 
measures  for  the  integrity  of  the  Em- 
pire, for  the  Government  itself,  and 
even  for  the  Liberal  Party  in  Ireland, 
The  scenes  that  took  place  in  Ireland  at 
some  of  the  Local  Boards  at  this  time 
ought  to  be  a  sufficient  wurning  to  the 
Government  that  the  representative 
bodies  of  a  much  lower  type  that  they 
looked  forward  to  instituting  would  be 
nothing  in  three-fourths  of  Ireland  but 
hot-beds  of  sedition,  and  the  strongest 
impetus  that  could  be  given  to  absolute 
Home  Hule  or  separation  from  this 
country.  But  the  lowering  of  the  fran- 
chise in  Ireland  would  be  a  still  more 
serious  and  dangerous  catastrophe.  The 
fact  that  such  measures  should  be  con- 
templated as  possible  or  probable  by 
Members  of  the  Government  showed,  in 
addition  to  our  former  experience  of  the 
results  of  their  policy,  how  littie  Mr. 
Gladstone  or  his  Colleagues  understood 
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the  nature  of  Irish  difBculties  or  of  the 
Irish  character.  He  had  had  six  years' 
experience  of  the  government  of  Ire- 
land, and  at  one  period  during  the 
Fenian  insurrection,  in  times  that  might 
have  been  as  troublous  as  these  if 
they  had  not  been  met  with  vigour,  and 
he  believod  that  the  Irish  were  a  people 
easily  governed  if  governed  with  un- 
varying firmness  and  justice,  but  they 
would  not  be  ruled,  and  never  had  been 
ruled,  by  unlimited  concession,  concilia- 
tion, and  laxity  at  one  moment,  and  by 
unlimited  and  spasmodic  coercion  at  an- 
other. But  we  had,  unfortunately,  too 
sound  an  experience  of  the  disastrous 
condition  into  which  Ireland  had  been 
brought  by  this  ignorance  of  the  Irish 
oharacter  and  by  the  wavering  and  shifty 
policy  of  the  Government  during  their 
first  two  years  of  Office— a  policy  alter- 
nating from  Kilmainham  Treaties  and 
the  tampering  with  sedition  for  Party 
votes  to  fitful  coercion  and  repression — 
a  policy  which  the  late  Lord  Lieutenant 
and  Chief  Secretary  had  the  courage 
by  resignation  of  Office  to  decline  to 
participate  in.  The  Government  had 
never  been  able  to  realize  that  there 
were  three  distinct  Parties  in  Ireland 
— first,  as  they  were  too  well  aware,  a 
lar^  body  of  seditious  men,  who,  he 
behoved,  were  in  a  minority,  as  those 
who  forced  on  the  first  French  Revolu- 
tion were  in  a  minority  at  first,  but  who 
were  formidable  from  a  combined  power 
of  mischief,  who  were  irreconcilable  and 
whom  nothing  would  propitiate ;  they 
had  then  a  large  body  of  honest  and 
loyal  men,  who  alone  were  ready  to 
support  law  and  order  and  the  union 
with  this  country  at  any  sacrifice ;  and, 
lastly,  they  had  still  a  larger  body  of 
men,  who,  having  no  strong  views  of 
their  own,  had  been  passive  witnesses 
of  the  seditious  outrages,  and  who  were 
ready  to  throw  in  their  lot  with  which- 
ever should  prove  the  stronger — the 
seditious  agitator  or  the  Imperial  Go- 
TMnment,  but  vho  would  inevitably  join 
that  Party  whom  the  Government,  by 
the  unconditional  lowering  of  its  fiag  to 
the  daims  of  sedition,  would  have  de- 
clared the  strongest  and  made  omnipo- 
tent in  Ireland.  While  this  was  the 
hazardous  position  of  the  population  of 
Ireland,  to  concede  such  measures  as 
local  representative  boards  of  sedition 
all  over  Ireland  and  a  reduction  of  the 
franchise  there  to  a  household,  or  rather 

The  Dvike  of  Ahereorn 


to  a  hovel  franchise,  at  the  sentimental 
cry  of  ignorant  or  interested  doctrinaires 
of  the  Liberal  school — interested  because 
they  hoped  to  propitiate  by  them  the 
Irish  vote  in  England— would  be  an  act 
not  only  of  folly,  but  of  criminal  folly. 
There  was  but  one  eafe  and  statesman- 
like course  in  Ireland  at  present — to 
show  that  the  law  was  stronger  than 
sedition,  and  to  show  that  the  Govern- 
ment was  resolved  to  enforce  that  law. 
The  time  for  sentimental  theories  and  of 
attempts  to  propitiate  those  who  were 
irreconcilable  was  gone  by ;  and  if  the 
Government  could  learn  wisdom  they 
must  already  be  fully  aware  of  that. 
But,  on  the  other  hand,  if  the  Govern- 
ment would  pursue  the  course  they  had 
lately — but  too  late — adopted  in  reso- 
lutely combating  the  seditious  and  revo- 
lutionary  element  in  Ireland,  he  could 
assure  them  of  the  hearty  support  of  the 
whole  loyal  population  of  Ireland,  whe- 
ther they  were  Conservatives  or  whether 
they  were  Liberals ;  all  would  join 
heartily,  regardless  of  all  Party  feeling, 
in  support  of  a  Government  which,  for- 
getting its  former  errors,  showed  itself 
earnestly  bent  on  enforcing  the  law.  It 
might  be  said  that  he  was  premature  in 
referring  to  subjects  which  were  not  for- 
mally laid  before  the  House  in  the  gra- 
cious Speech  from  the  Throne;  but  these 
subjetts  were  sufficiently  in  the  air,  if 
not  at  this  moment  actually  on  the  plat- 
form of  practical  politics,  to  make  the 
speeches  of  prominent  Members  of  the 
Government,  as  well  as  the  allusions  in 
the  Speech  from  the  Throne  in  reference 
to  them,  matters  of  the  gravest  alarm. 
He  had  had  experience  for  50  years  in 
Irish  affaira,  both  in  public  and  private 
life,  and  he  had  felt  it  his  duty  to  give 
a  solemn  warning  that  measures  such  aa 
the  establishment  of  local  county  repre- 
sentative boards  all  over  Ireland  and 
the  reduction  of  the  franchise  to  a  house- 
hold franchise  could  lead  but  to  one  of 
two  alternatives — the  disintegration  of 
the  Empire  or  civil  war.  ^e  future 
aspect  of  Ireland  with  such  possible 
changes  was  a  most  dark  and  gloomy 
one.  The  only  ray  of  light  that  could 
be  hoped  for  in  its  future  horizon  was 
that  which  would  ai-ise  from  a  rule  of 
unvarying  firmnees  and  justice — not  one 
halting  between  sentimental  concession 
and  undecided  coercion.  But,  whatever 
might  be  its  future,  in  looking  back  to 
the  policy  of  the  last  three  years,  history 
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Toald  record  the  name  of  Mr.  Gladstone 
as  that  of  the  Btatesman  who,  without 
eril  intentions,  but  who,  warped  by 

Erejudice  and  infatuated  by  Party  spirit, 
ad  wrought  greater  ruin  and  deso- 
latioa  on  Ireland,  and  greater  degra- 
dation of  its  national  ^aracter,  than 
any  HiitiBter  who  for  the  last  two  cen- 
times had  governed  Uiat  country. 

Eakl  COWPKR  said,  that  he  had  not 
intended  toaddresstheirLordshipsupon 
that  occasion ;  but  when  the  noble  Duke 
vho  had  just  spoken  (the  Duke  of  Aber- 
eom)  luul  inveighed  against  Uie  remedial 
measures  for  Ireland  which  had  been 
promoted  and  carried  into  law  by  the 
preeent  Qoveniment,  he  (Earl  Oowper) 
oould  not  ait  silent ;  and  he  could  not 
help  saying  that  whether  or  not  those 
measures  had  had  any  actual  infiuence 
in  restoring  quiet  and  order  in  that 
oonntry,  it  was,  in  his  opinion,  quite 
impossible,  after  the  yery  stringent 
measures  of  repression  and  coercion  had 
been  passed,  that  remedial  legislation 
should  not  be  proposed.  Personally, 
soon  after  he  went  to  Ireland,  he  had 
acknowledged  and  had  clearly  seen  the 
iwceesi^,  in  the  then  state  of  things  in 
Ireland,  for  exceptional  coendre  legis- 
lation for  that  country  ;  and,  indeed, 
the  necessity  for  it  had  been  generally 
acknowledged,  and  it  might  even  have 
been  wished  that  that  legislation  had 
been  proposed  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
Tomment  at  an  earlier  period.  It  was 
also  pretty  well  known  that  the  Crimes 
Act  had  been  drafted  before  he  and  Mr. 
Forster  left  Office.  But  he  wished  it 
to  be  clearly  understood  that  he  should 
never  have  lent  his  name  to  such  mea- 
snrea  if  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
not  introduced  measures  for  redress- 
ing the  grievances  under  which,  most 
ui^oubtedly,  the  Irish  tenantry  were 
aoffering  at  the  time,  and  whiuh  were 
coneidered  to  be  important.  It  must  be 
remembered  that  the  crimes  which  had 
been  oommiUed,  and  the  agitation  that 
had  taken  place*  had  been  directed 
against  tiie  measures  which  the  ^d- 
lorda  had  taken  to  enforce  the  rayment 
of  their  rents,  and  that  the  Coercion 
Acta  were  passed  to  protect  the  landlords 
in  enforcing  the  law  against  their  ten- 
ants. In  these  circumstances,  he  was 
satisfied  that  the  Liberal  Party  would 
never  have  assented  to  this  exceptional 
and  tremendous  coercive  legislation, 
wUeh  frequently,  owing  to  the  state  of 


things  in  Ireland,  was  made  uso  of  to 
carry  out  Acts  which,  in  many  instances, 
were  unjust,  unless  it  was  to  be  followed 
by  remedial  measures.  He  did  not 
desire  to  trouble  their  Lordships  further 
on  the  point  on  that  occasion ;  but  he 
could  not  allow  the  noble  Duke's  ob- 
servations to  pass  unnoticed.  He  was 
glad  that  remedial  measures  were  passed* 
and  he  hoped  that  the  improvement  in 
the  condition  of  Ireland  would  go  on 
increasing. 

The  Makqusss  of  WATKEFOED 
said,  that  the  noble  Earl  who  had  just 
sat  down  (Earl  Gowper)  had  declared 
that,  if  it  had  not  been  for  remedial 
legislation,  the  Crimes  Act  would  not 
have  been  passed  ;  but  he  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Waterford)  desired  to  point 
out,  on  the  contrary,  that  if  it  had  not 
been  for  the  remedial  legislation  indi- 
cated by  the  Government  the  Crimes 
Act  would  never  have  been  necessary. 
The  noble  Earl  was  the  first  speaker  in 
their  Lordships'  House  that  night  who 
had  taken  credit  on  behalf  of  the  Go- 
vernment for  the  remedial  legislation  for 
Ireland.  The  slight  and  few  allusions 
which  were  made  to  Ireland  in  the  gra- 
cious Speech  from  the  Throne  needed 
some  comment,  because  they  were  told, 
at  the  time  of  the  passage  of  what  hi^ 
been  called  the  remeual  legislation, 
that  it  only  required  to  pass  those  mea- 
sures into  law  to  bring  about  a  vast  im- 
provement in  the  social  condition  of  the 
country  ;  and  the  Ministers  who  had 
spoken  on  this  subject  during  the  winter 
bad  taken  credit  to  themselves  and  their 
rMnedial  legislation  for  the  improvement 
which  had  taken  place.  But  now,  in 
Her  Majesty's  gracious  Speech,  the  Go- 
vernment did  not  dare  to  state  that  their 
remedial  legislation  had  had  any  eCTect 
whatever,  because  they  knew  well  that  it 
was  the  Grimes  Act,  and  the  Crimes 
Act  alone,  which  had  produced  the  im- 
provement on  the  surface  of  society— 
because  he  was  sorry  to  say  it  was  only 
on  the  surface — that  had  taken  place. 
As  an  Irish  landlord,  he  endorsed  every 
word  the  noble  Duke  below  him  (the 
Duke  of  Abercom)  had  said  with  regard 
to  the  administration  of  Irish  affairs  by 
the  noble  Earl  the  present  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  (Earl  Spencer),  and  he 
thought  too  much  credit  could  not  be 
given  him  for  the  manly  and  courageous 
manner  in  which  he  had  administered 
the  Crimes  Act,  and  the  success  which 
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had  attended  his  efforts  towards  bring- 
ing to  justice  the  authors  of  a  hideous 
conspiracy.  But  Her  Alajesty's  Minis- 
ters were  well  aware  that  if  the  Grimes 
Act  were  suspended  for  only  one  month, 
they  would  have  all  the  horrors  re-en- 
acted despite  their  remedial  legislation  ; 
and  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  evi- 
dently thought  the  same,  because  in  a 
speech  he  delivered  to  his  constituents 
last  week  at  Hawiok,  he  said,  referring 
to  the  National  League — 

"If  the  movement  had 'been  unchecked,  in 
fhree  months  we  should  have  had  our  worst 
difficulties  all  over  again.  The  outrages  would 
have  been  as  numerous  as  ever,  and  the  couott^ 
would  have  been  uninhabitahlfl  to  any  ordi- 
nary or  civilised  person." 

That  statement  was  a  proof  that  tlie 
Irish  Executive  believed  that  their  re- 
medial legislation  had  not  had  any  of 
the  results  they  anticipated.  But  what 
was  most  curious  in  regard  to  this  para- 
graph in  Mr.  Trevelyan's  speech  was 
that,  as  far  as  he  (the  Marquess  of 
Waterford)  could  make  out,  the  National 
League  had  never  been  checked.*  It 
was  not  declared  illegal.  No  doubt, 
two  small  Provincial  meetings  of  farmers 
at  Ballymena  and  Loughrea  were  pre- 
vented ;  but  two  days  before  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  made  his  speech 
at  Hawick,  a  very  large  meeting  of  the 
National  League  took  place  in  I>ubliu, 
which  was  not  interfered  with ;  at  which 
were  present  four  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  at  whioh  speeches  were  made 
of  the  most  inflammatory  character, 
daring  the  Irish  Government  to  inter- 
fere with  their  meeting,  although  they 
might  have  the  courage  to  suppress 
small  meetings  in  the  country.  Mr. 
Sexton  stated  that  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  himself  admitted  that  the 
National  League  was  perfectly  legal. 
Mr.  Sullivan  showed  the  identity  of  the 
National  League  with  the  Land  League, 
by  saying  that  the  "same  tree  would 
produce  the  same  fruit."  Six  columns 
of  The  Freeman  were  taken  up  with  the 
report  of  this  meeting;  and  yet  Mr. 
Trevelyan  led  his  constituents  to  sup- 
pose that  this  movement,  which  be  said 
if  unchecked  would  have  such  frightful 
effects,  had  been  checked.  They  all 
knew  that  the  National  League  was 
merely  the  Iiand  Lei^ne  in  disguise, 
and  if  it  was  uncheokm  would  have  the 
effects  specified  by  the  Ohief  Secretary 
for  Ireland.    He  (tiie  Marquess  of 
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Waterford)  had  taken  part  in  several 
debates  in  their  Lordships'  House  upon 
the  administration  of  the  Land  Act. 
They  had  declared  that  that  Act  was 
being  administered  against  all  principles 
of  justice,  and  had  shown  how  the  land- 
lords could  not  expect  any  fair  play  from 
the  manner  in  which  the  Act  had  been 
carried  out,  and  the  class  of  men  who 
were  chosen  as  Judges.  They  stated 
that  these  Courts  were  formed  entirely 
in  the  interest  of  the  tenants,  and  that 
the  landlords  were  given  no  chance 
whatever.  The  statements  weire  indig- 
nantly repudiated  by  noble  Lwds  op- 
posite ;  but  they  could  hardly  have  ex- 
pected that  Mr.  Trevelyan,  in  a  speech 
which  he  delivered  on  October  3  to  a 
deputation  in  Dublin,  would  admit  in 
so  many  words  every  one  of  the  charges 
which  they  had  made.  A  deputation, 
which  Mr.  Trevelyan  himself  admitted 
was  one-sided,  waited  upon  him  in 
Dublin  to  demand  the  dismissal  of  the 
valuers  who  had  been  appointed  by  the 
liand  Commission,  and  not  by  the  Go- 
vernment, after — as  the  Land  Commis- 
sion stated  in  a  letter  laid  on  the  Table 
of  the  House  of  Commons-^moat  care- 
ful consideration,  for  the  purpose,  not 
only  of  expedition  in  the  decisions,  but 
to  get  rid  of  appeals,  by  satisfying  both, 
parties  that,  through  the  assistance 
an  expert,  the  decisions  were  absolutely 
fair.  The  tenants,  and  those  who  acted 
for  them,  knew  well  that  if  fair  decisions 
were  arrived  at,  with  the  help  of  com- 
petent Court  valuers,  the  ridiculous  re- 
ductions which  had  been  taking  place 
oould  not  possibly  go  on  ;  and  therefore 
there  was  a  storm  of  clamour  raised 
against  the  appointment  of  the  valuers. 
But  how  did  Mr.  Trevelyan  meet  that 
storm  ?  Did  be  answer  the  deputation 
by  saying  that  the  Land  Court  was  a 
judicial  tribunal,  and  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  no  power  to  interfwe  with 
their  appointments?  No;  but  he  took 
upon  himself  to  terrorize  the  valuers,  by 
stating  that  if  the  reductions  did  not 
continue  ou  the  same  scale  as  heretofore, 
no  matter  whether  they  were  fow  or  not, 
the  valuers  would  be  dismissed.  He 
even  laid  down  a  scale  upon  which  the 
Toluers  were  to  piooeedf  and  said 
that— 

"  Tf  the  tenants  came  to  the  conclasion  that 
they  have  lost  very  decidedly  by  the  change, 
I  am  qaite  certain  that  the  Ooverninent  has 
quite  sympathy  enough  with  the  tensnts  to 
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them."  6 

And,  aiB^m-~ 

"  The  GoTernment  will  recognize  tliat  it 
hu  made  a  miaUlce,  nnd  will  undo  the  miti- 
teke." 

Was  Bot  that  exactly  what  they  on  that 
(the  Opposition)  side  of  the  House  had 
held  that  the  GoTernment  waa  doing 
vith  re^rd  to  the  administration  of  this 
Act?  They  said  that  the  landlords' pro- 
perty was  being  confiscated  by  pa^ed 
Oonrts,  nnder  the  control  of  the  Govem- 
XMnt,  for  political  purposes;  and  the 
Chief  Seeretarj  for  Ireland  came  for- 
ward, in  answer  to  political  partizans, 
who  threatened  to  withdraw  their  sup- 
port, and  said  that  he  would  interfere 
with  a  Court  of  Justice  if  on©  party  to 
tiie  suit  was  not  satisfied  with  the  deci- 
sion. At  the  time  the  Land  Act  passed 
the  8ub-0ommissioners  were  not  named. 
They  had  only  the  names  of  the  Chief 
Oommissioners  before  them,  and  im- 
mense stress  was  laid  upon  these  appoint- 
ments ;  bat  when  the  Chief  Oommis- 
skmers  made  arrangements  for  efficiently 
and  fairly  carrying  out  the  law  of  the 
load,  the  GK>Ternment  stepped  in  and 
diemieeed  the  raluers  who,  the  Chief 
Oommimioners  declared,  were  necessary 
to  aanat  tiie  Sub-Commissioners  to  arrive 
at  juBt  deoisionB.  Would  such  an  inter- 
ferenoe  be  tolerated  for  one  moment  in 
any  Court  of  Justice  in  Eoffland  ?  And 
was  it  not  a  perfect  parody  on  justice 
that  a  deputation  of  partisans,  assisted 
by  clamour,  should  be  able  to  lay  down 
how  an  Aot  of  Parliament  should  be  ad- 
ministered ;  or  for  the  Government  to 
stoop  so  low  as  to  dismiss  an  official  of 
a  Court  upon  the  application  of  a  few 
tenants  for  political  purposes?  Such, 
however,  had  been  the  case  with  the 
Court  valuers.  By  the  removal  of  those 
officials  the  Government  had  practically 
takeo  away  from  the  landlord  the  power 
to  value  his  own  estate,  and  had  handed 
Aat  power  over  to  the  tenant.  The 
cases  of  Lord  Talbot  de  Malahide  finished 
the  Court  valuers ;  and  yet  those  deoi- 
lioDS  were  so  fair  that  only  one  tenant 
npealed.  That  waa  the  case  of  a  holder 
of  four  twrmn ;  and,  after  most  careful 
TafaiatioB  by  two  of  the  chief  valuers  of 
the  Court  of  Appeal,  the  Court  was 
obliged  to  confirm  every  one  of  the  deci- 
uons.  A  violent  article  appeared  in  Tkt 
A-t9mm»'$  Journal,  and  the  Court  valuers, 
aot  having;  aocepted  Mr.  Trevelyan's 


scale  of  reductions,  were  dismissed.  Mr. 

Trevelyan,  in  his  speech  in  *'  another 
place,"  stated  that  his  answer  to  the 
deputation  did  not  bear  the  interpreta- 
tion now  placed  upon  it.  He  said  he  had 
"often  re-assured  the  landlords,"  al- 
though if  he  attempted  to  do  so  he  was 
signally  unsuccessful,  and  he  now  sought 
to  re-assure  the  tenants.  But  Mr.  Samuel 
Black,  a  member  of  the  deputation,  and 
his  friends  in  the  North  of  Ireland  un- 
derstood the  speech  exactly  as  he  undei^ 
stood  it.  Mr.  Boyd,  of  Limavady,  a 
leading  Liberal  iu  the  North,  speakiDg 
at  a  meeting  where  Mr.  Black  was  pre- 
sent, said — 

"  Has  not  the  Chief  Secretary  prsctioally  pn>- 
dumed  to  our  friends,  the  Court  valaere,  *  Yoa 
are  on  your  trial  for  three  months.  If  during 
that  time  your  reductions  of  rent  are  too  sm^ 
to  please  the  farmers,  you  will  then  be  sent  off, 
bag  and  baggage  ;  but  if  you  act  discreetly  and 
do  not  encourage  this  howl  of  discontent  and 
giro  sabstaDtial  reduction,  for  the  next  three 
months,  you  wiU  then  be  firmly  seated  in  your 
saddle*,  and  your  £1,000  a-year  will  be  secured 
to  you.'  " 

And  he  was  not  contradicted.  No  wonder 
the  Government  did  not  take  credit  for 
having  settled  the  Land  Question  when 
the  Land  Act  had  been  denounced  on  all 
the  platforms  in  the  South- West  and 
Midland  Counties  of  Ireland.  And  in 
tiie  North — at  meetings  where  a  large 
number  of  Liberal  U.P.'s  were  present 
— resolutions  had  been  passed  that  it 
was  necessary  to  amend  the  Land  Act 
without  further  delay,  and  laying  down 
five  provisions  in  which  the  Aot  needed 
amendment,  notably  among  them  the 
improvement  in  the  Purchase  Clauses. 
And  there  was  no  doubt  that  further 
pressure  would  be  brought  to  bear  oa 
the  Government,  from  the  tenants'  Re- 
presentatives, to  alter  and  amend  an  Act 
which  the  Government  stated  waa  to 
give  so  much  satisfaction.  In  fact,  as 
far  as  he  (the  Marquess  of  Waterford) 
could  make  out,  nobody  valued  the  Land 
Act,  and  even  the  Government  seemed 
to  have  lost  their  love  for  it,  and  there 
was  no  mention  of  it  in  Her  Mdesty's 
gracious  Speech,  l^e  landlords,  on 
their  side,  did  not  much  admire  an  Aot 
administered  as  this  had  been,  which 
carried  ruin  and  destruction  to  their 
class  throughout  the  land,  and  which 
had  rendered  their  properties  entirely 
unsaleable.  He  was  reading  in  the 
paper  the  other  day  the  account  of  two 
ditferent  classes  of  property  put  up  for 
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sale  on  the  same  day — one  was  sereral 
landlords*  properties  in  the  Bacumbered 
Estates  Court  in  different  counties,  for 
which  there  was  not  one  siiigle  bidder; 
the  other  was  the  tenant  right  of  12 
acres  33  perches  of  land,  at  the  annual 
rent  of  £13  5t.  Sd.,  for  which  the  tenant 
right  fetched  £29  the  statute  acre — an 
increase  of  something  like  £12  an  acre, 
compared  with  what  the  tenant  right  in 
the  same  county  fetched,  on  an  averaffe, 
before  the  paesing  of  the  Land  Act.  He 
iras  sure  their  Ijordships  had  read  with 
satisfaction  the  letter  written  by  the 
noble  Earl  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  Sir 
Thomas  M'Glure,  stating  the  principles 
upon  which  the  selections  of  the  new 
Sub-Oommissioners  were  made,  though, 
at  the  same  time,  it  seemed  somewhat 
curious  that  he  should  apparently  make 
excuses  for  what  he  had  done  respecting 
them.  His  Excellency,  in  writing  to  a 
rev.  doctor  upon  the  matter,  said— 

*'  In  mating  my  selection,  I  have  studiously 
Boorched  for  those  -n-hose  practical  knowledgs 
and  experience  of  fanning  would  enable  them 
to  act  skilfully  in  the  difficult  cases  brought  bo- 
fore  them,  and  whose  integrity  of  purpose,  im- 
partiality, and  independence  of  position  and 
character,  would  make  their  decisions  respected 
by  all^tarties  coming  before  them.'' 

But  some  of  the  appointments  oould 
hardly  come  up  to  the  description  of  the 
noble  Earl.  He  (the  If  arquese  of  Water- 
ford)  took,  as  a  sample  of  the  new 
appointments,  Mr.  William  Gh-ay,  of 
Maze,  one  of  the  Attorney  Qeneral  fur 
Ireland's  most  ardent  adherents.  He 
found  that  on  January  17,  1882,  he 
made  the  following  remark  in  a  public 
speech: — 

"I  may  be  asked,  what  staDdord  would  I 
propose  for  fixing  rents  P  My  reply  would  bo, 
*  Take  the  valuation,  deduct  the  taxes,  and  the 
half  would  be  a  fair  rent.'  For  instance,  if 
Griffith's  Taluation  of  a  farm  be  20*.  per  acre, 
and  the  taxes,  say,  St.,  then  8f.  64.  per  acre 
wonld  be  a  fair  rent." 

And,  again — 

'*  Landlords  would,  at  8>.  Gd.  per  acre,  have 
plenty  to  live  on— indeed,  aa  much  as  is  good 
tor  them." 

Now,  could  this  gentleman  come  up  to 
the  noble  Earl's  conditions  as  to  integrity 
of  purpose  and  impartiality  to  all  parties, 
which  the  noble  Earl  required  before 
making  the  appointment  f  If  Mr.  Gray 
might  be  taken  as  a  sample  of  the  Sub- 
Oommissionera  appointed  to  replace  the 
valuers,  he  eould  perfectly  understand 
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why  the  tenants  were  so  jubilant  at  the 
latter's  dismissal.  He  sliould  also  like 
to  know  whether  Mr.  Fitzpatrick,  of 
Limerick,  or  Mr.  Kiernan,  of  Monaghan, 
came  up  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant's  de- 
scription, and  whether  any  of  those 
newly  appointed  had  ever  had  any  con- 
nection with  the  Land  League?  Those 
appointments  demanded  explanation,  and 
further  explanation  was  required  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland's  answer  to 
the  deputations  and  the  dismissal  of  the 
Court  valuers  in  answer  to  mere  clamour 
from  the  worst  section  of  the  Irish 
people.  There  was  no  doubt,  from  the 
tone  of  Her  Majesty's  gracious  Speech, 
that  the  Qovernment  had  at  lost  given 
up  the  false  theory  that  their  remedial 
legislation  was  a  success.  He  was  glad 
to  hear  that  the  Oovemment  -would  not 
give  their  support  to  Home  Eule ;  but  at 
the  same  time  Mr.  Qiadstnne  and  hia 
family  seemed  to  be  dangerously  playing 
with  the  question. 

Lord  CARLINGFOE.D  (Lord  Privy 
Skal)  said,  he  was  not  prepared  at  that 
moment  to  supply  the  infoimation  de- 
sired by  the  noble  Marquess  opposite 
(the  Marquess  of  Waterford)  as  to  cer- 
tain Assistant  Commissioners ;  but  it 
would  be  forthcoming  if  the  noble  Mar- 
quess desired  it.  He  (Lord  Carliug- 
ford)  thought  their  Lordships  had  no 
desire  to  prolong  this  discussion.  Ha 
had  heard  the  speeches  of  the  noble 
Marquess  and  of  the  noble  Duke  oppo- 
site (the  Duke  of  Abercorn),  who  had 
formerly  governed  Ireland,  with  pro- 
found regret,  because  they  were  apeeohea 
too  full  of  passion  and  prejudice  to  be  of 
any  practical  value.  Those  speeches  con- 
sisted almost  exclusively  of  references  to  - 
the  history  of  the  past,  and  protests 
against  possible  future  legislation.  Aa 
to  the  past,  it  would  be  scarcely  profit- 
able to  debate  a  history  which  had 
been  over  and  over  again  discussed  in 
that  House ;  while  as  to  the  measurea 
of  the  future,  they  were  not  before  their 
Lordships,  and  it  would  be  time  enough 
to  deal  with  them  when  they  arrived ; 
but  there  was  nothing  in  tiie  Speech 
which  the  House  was  now  discussing 
which  need  give  cause  for  alarm,  either 
to  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess 
of  Salisbury)  or  to  the  noble  Mar- 
quess who  had  just  spoken.  The  noble 
Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury) 
seemed  to  think  that  there  vaa  some 
mystery,  something  below  the  surface  of 
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the  Tords  in  that  part  of  Her  Uajestj's 
Speech  which  referred  to  Irish  measures. 
He  talked  of  innuendoes.  Neither  on 
that  Bubject,  nor  upon  any  other  subject, 
liad  there  been  any  innuendoes.  The 
Speech  simply  said  it  would  be  impoa- 
sible,  and  it  wonld  not  be  right,  in  con- 
eddwation  of  the  idaima  of  the  other 
parts  of  the  United  Kingdom,  to  give 
any  eonnderable  portion  of  the  time  of 
this  SeasiDn  to  Irish  measures  of  the 
first  class ;  but  it  went  on  to  say  that 
that  need  not  prevent  some  useful  work 
in  the  way  of  legislation  for  Ireland 
being  done — that  was  to  say,  the  carry- 
ing of  certain  measures  of  a  minor  kind. 
With  regard  to  the  question  of  Court 
valuers,  that  was  a  question  to  which 
his  noble  Friend  ( th  e  Marquess  of 
Waterford),  like  a  good  many  others, 
had  attached  a  most  exaggerated  im- 
portance. He  talked  as  if  it  was  a  case 
of  interference  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment with  the  judicial  functions  of 
the  Land  Courts.  It  was  nothing  of  the 
kind ;  it  was  merely  a  question  of  ma- 
chinery— ^the  question  (n  deciding  whe- 
ther it  was  beet  to  employ  nilners,  or 
to  doable  the  nnmber  of  the  non>legal 
Asmatant  Commissioners.  The  change 
was  originally  made,  not  because  the 
Qovemment  or  the  Land  Commission 
had  any  reason  to  believe  that  the  Sub- 
Commissioners  were  acting  unfairly  in 
their  decisions ;  it  was  done  for  two  pur- 
posee — for  the  purpose  of  expediting  the 
DnsinessandgettiDgmorerapidly  through 
^e  work,  and  also  with  the  hope  that 
the  number  of  appeals  might  be  re- 
duced, and  that  confidence  in  the  Sub- 
Commiasions  might  be  iooreased.  That 
hope  proved  to  be  absolutely  unfounded, 
as  no  effect  of  that  kind  was  produced 
the  appointment  of  the  valuers.  Sus- 
pdons  nad  been  aronsed  among  the 
tenantry  which  oonld  not  be  disregarded 
without  the  rii^  of  destroying  confidence 
in  theConrts ;  and  the  change  had,  there- 
fore, been  introduced  of  wmoh  the  noble 
Karqnesa  now  complained. 

Thb  MAnuuBss  op  WATEEFOED 
pointed  out  that  the  change  was  not 
made  by  the  Govemmmt,  bat  by  the 
Chief  Commissioners. 

Loau)  OARLINGFOED  (Lobd  Peivy 
Sku.)  said,  that  the  plan  of  employing 
valuers  had  been  tried  by  the  Irish  Go- 
vernment on  the  sti^gestiou  of  the  Land 
Commission ;  but  what  he  was  saying 
Tas  that  confidence  in  the  Commis- 
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sioners  was  in  danger  of  being  lost,  and 
that  was  a  very  grave  matter  to  be  con- 
sidered. However  much  the  landlords 
of  Ireland  might  dislike  the  operations 
of  the  Land  Act,  they  surely  could 
not  wish,  in  their  own  interest,  that 
it  should  be  robbed  of  a  great  put  of 
its  benefits  by  absolutely  losing  the  con- 
fidence of  the  tenants.  That  being  tiio 
ease,  he  wanted  to  know  why  the  Go- 
vernment, when  they  found  ttuit  the  ex- 
periment had  failed,  should  be  blamed 
for  doing  what  they  had  done?  Why 
should  they  be  expected  to  persist  in 
what  had  turned  out  to  be  a  mistake?  He 
believed  it  was  for  better  to  adopt  the 
alternative  eystem  of  doubling  the  num- 
ber of  Assistant  Commissioners.  It  was 
better  that  the  same  men  should  deal 
with  the  valuation  of  a  farm,  and  should 
fix  a  fair  rent  for  it.  The  two  things, 
upon  an  Irish  holding,  were  quite  dif- 
ferent ;  but  it  was  very  desirable  that 
the  two  things  should  not  be  separated. 
Whatever  fault  might  be  found  with  any 
of  the  new  Assistant  Commissioners,  he 
cotdd  only  say  at  that  moment  that  he 
knew  that  infinite  pains  had  been  taken 
by  his  noble  Friend  (E!arl  Spenoer)  to 
obtain  competent  and  impartial  men  for 
the  duty.    He  ehould  be  very  much  sur- 

grised  if  his  noble  Friend  had  failed  in 
nding  any  but  the  right  men.  With 
regard  to  a  certain  answer  made  by  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  he  did  not 
remember  the  exact  expression  to  which 
reference  had  been  made ;  but  he  knew 
it  had  been  taken  up  "  elsewhere,"  and 
that  Mr.  Trevelyan  had  made  an  ample 
vindication  of  himself.  He  said  that  he 
had  endeavoured  to  remove  the  appre- 
hensions of  the  tenants,  and  he  asked 
why  he  should  not  do  so?  Over  and 
over  again  endeavours  had  been  made  to 
ralieve  the  apprehenuona  of  the  land- 
lords. It  was  the  denre  of  the  Govern- 
ment, as  £u  as  they  could,  to  remove  the 
apprehensionB,  and,  if  possible,  to  gain 
the  confidence  of  both  landlords  and  ten- 
ants in  the  operation  of  the  Land  Act. 
He  must  protest  against  the  extravagant 
statement  that  the  Land  Courts  were 
under  the  control  of  the  Executive  Go- 
vernment; the  statement  was  too  baseless 
and  extravagant  to  be  argued  against. 
He  certainly  must  also  express  his 
astonishment  at  some  of  the  expressions 
used  by  the  noble  Duke  opposite  (the 
Duke  of  Abereorn).  He  was  surprised 
to  hear  the  noble  Duke  say  that  not  only 
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had  none  of  the  good  effects  expected 
followed  from  the  Land  Act,  but  that  he 
would  have  had  no  remedial  measures 
at  all,  bttt  would  hare  tnutod  to  coercion 
alone. 

ThbDukb  of  ABEROOEN  was  under- 
stood to  say  he  did  not  mean  that.  What 
he  intended  to  convey  was,  that  reme- 
dial measuree,  without  the  enforcement 
of  the  law  against  crime,  would  not  be 
effectual  in  securing  the  peace  of  Ire- 
land. 

Lord  OARLINGFORD  (Lord  Paivr 
Sbal)  asked  what  the  noble  Duke  did 
mean  by  his  speech  if  he  did  not  mean 
that  P  The  noble  Duke  said  the  present 
improved  condition  of  Ireland  was  in  no 
degree  due  to  the  remedial  measures  of 
the  Government,  and  that  the  Govern- 
ment ought  to  have  had  the  courage 
to  refuse  to  agree  to  any  of  these  con- 
ceflsions.  It  was  too  soon  to  disonsa  the 
full  effects  of  the  remedial '  measures ; 
the  true  name  for  them,  however,  was 
not  concession,  but  reform  —  reform 
proved  to  be  necessary  and  called  for, 
as  all  other  reforms  of  great  magnitude 
both  in  this  country  and  Ireland  had 
been  called  for,  and  granted  after  careful 
inquiry  and  consideration.  The  Govern- 
ment  refused  to  accept  the  view  that  re- 
medial measures  were  of  no  avail,  and 
that  they  must  trust  simply  to  coercion. 
They  would  pursue  the  course  they  had 
hitherto  pursued ;  they  would  enforce 
the  law  with  the  powers  which  they  now 
happily  possessed,  and  would  enforce  it 
without  relaxation.  But  while  thoy  con- 
tinued to  maintain  order  and  punish 
crime  with  unceasing  vigour  and  vigi- 
lance, they  would  never  give  up  the  hope 
of  redressing,  in  due  time,  all  proved 
grievances  in  Ireland. 

The  Earl  of  BELMORE  said,  that 
Mr.  Justice  O'Hagan,  the  Chief  of  the 
Land  Commission,  had  stated  in  Court 
that  the  real  object  of  the  valuators  was 
to  infbrm  the  Court  what  the  letting 
value  of  land  was,  bo  that  the  Court 
should  be  in  a  position  to  fix  a  fiair  rent. 
It  was  remarkable  that,  within  the  last 
few  days,  since  the  valuators  had  been 
done  away  with,  one  of  the  most  pro- 
minent advocates  of  the  tenants  in  the 
North,  Mr.  Todd,  had  stated  that  the 
Sub-Commissioners  ought  to  be  obliged 
to  do  the  very  same  thing  in  open  Court. 
This  was  what  the  valuators  were  to  do ; 
they  had  to  inform  the  Court  what  was 
the  full  letting  value  of  the  land,  sup- 
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posing  it  to  be  in  the  landlord's  hands. 
From  that  full  value  the  Court  would 
make  the  deductions  necessary  to  arrive 
at  the  fair  rent.  The  impression  of  the 
tenants  as  to  the  partiality  of  the  Sub- 
Commissioners  was  shown  by  resolutions 
passed  at  a  meeting  in  Donegal,  stating 
that  they  had  had  confidence  in  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government ;  that  that  confidence 
had  been  destroyed  by  recent  decisions 
of  Sub-Oommissioners.  and  calling  upon 
their  Members  of  Parliament  to  get 
satisfactory — or  packed— Sub-Oommis- 
sioners appointed,  as  had  been  done  in 
Tyrone  and  Londonderry  through  the 
act  of  their  Members.  He  contended 
that  the  general  feeling  with  respect  to 
the  Land  Courts  was  that  those  bodies, 
which  should  be  thoroughly  impartial, 
were  very  much  biassed.  He  thought 
it  was  very  oold  comfort  for  the  land- 
owning classes  of  Ireland  to  be  told 
that  the  Government  had  resolved  not  to 
depart  from  the  policy  they  had  hitherto 
pursued.  He  had  always  disliked  the 
first  part  of  the  Act,  but  had  strongly 
supported  the  Purchase  Clauses.  As 
regarded  the  Act  of  1870,  of  which  tiiat 
of  I8(fl  was  confessedly  the  complement, 
brought  in  with  the  best  intentionB,  it 
had,  in  many  instances,  done  more  harm 
than  good  to  the  tenants  themselves, 
because  it  had  led  to  the  abuse  of  un- 
limited credit.  He  agreed  with  the 
noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Abercom) 
that  the  only  way  to  govern  Irishmen 
was  by  a  combination  of  justice  and 
firmness,  and  not  by  an  attempt  to  com- 
bine conciliation  with  coercion.  He 
hoped  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord 
Carlingford)  would  state  what  were  the 
mysterious  measures  with  regard  to  Ire- 
land which  Her  Majesty's  Government 
intended  to  propose  this  Session. 

LoED  OARLINGFORD  (Lord  ParvT 
Seal)  :  It  is  not  usual  to  enumerate 
measures  in  the  Queen's  Speech  unless 
they  are  of  the  first  class.  I  do  not 
wish  to  bind  the  Irish  Ofiloe  absolutely 
to  a  list  of  measures ;  but  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  hopes  to  be  able 
to  bring  in  Bills  relating  to  the  Sea  and 
Coast  Fishery  Fund,  the  Dublin  FoHoe 
and  Constabulary,  Loans  to  Distressed 
Unions,  in  cases  where  the  Union  is 
unable  to  pay  its  way  in  consequence 
of  the  present  distress,  a  renewal,  with 
extension,  of  the  Sunday  Closing  Act, 
the  Registration  of  Voters,  and  probably 
also  a  Bill  for  amending  the  system  of 
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Lonatio  Asjlnms,  and  a  Bill,  to  whieh 
I  mjrself  attach  importance,  for 

Union  Bating  in  Ireland.  There  is  no 
intention  of  introducing  a  Bill  dealing 
with  any  part  of  the  Land  Act. 

Lord  WAVENBY  said,  be  felt  bound 
to  eongratolate  the  Oovernment  on  the 
BuooeBs  of  the  measures  adopted  by  his 
noble  FHend  (Earl  Spenoer).  He  could 
bear  testimony  to  the  fact  that,  at  a 
•nay  large  meeting  in  Ulster,  composed 
of  tenant  farmers,  they  resolved,  what* 
ever  oountenanoe  Home  Rule  might 
receiTe  anywhere  else,  that,  in  the  Im- 
perial Province  of  Ulster,  they  would 
not  endure  snch  outrages  and  disturb- 
ances as  were  common  in  other  parts  of 
the  country.  If  the  laws  were  firmly 
administered  the  Gorernment  would 
sncoeed,  after  long  perseverance  and 
long  strife,  in  making  the  other  three 
Frovinoee  as  loyal  as  Ulster.  In  Dub- 
lin they  had  gathered  ti^ether  the 
threads  of  a  great  conspiracy ;  but  much 
remained  to  be  done.  Let  those  who 
were  content  to  obey  the  law  know  that 
tiiey  would  be  protected  in  it,  and  let 
those  who  had  tike  disposition  to  violate 
the  law  be  pursued  to  the  very  atter- 
moAf  and  in  the  "end  tiie  peaoe  of  Ire- 
laod  would  be  secvred. 

Eiw.  DE  LA  WARE  said,  that, 
though  they  had  been  informed,  in  Her 
Majesty's  Speech,  that  the  re-organiza- 
tion of  the  affairs  of  Egypt  under  the 
authority  of  the  Khedive  had,  in  part, 
been  accomplished,  the  country  was  left 
very  much  in  the  dark  as  to  the  origin 
of  Uie  war,  if  it  was  a  war.  The  Prime 
ICinister  had  designated  the  bombard- 
ment of  Alexandria,  whieh  resulted  in 
the  destruction  of  a  great  commercial 
city,  and  the  campaign  which  followed 
afterwards  as  a  "military  operation." 
But  that  so-called  military  operation  was 
carried  on  in  defiuoe  of  the  protest  of 
the  Saltan,  the  Soverei^  of  Bgy^ 
Now,  although  Her  Majesty's  Ctorern- 
ment  had  supplied  the  country  with  very 
meagre  information  with  regard  to  events 
which  ultimately  led  to  the  war,  there 
was  sufficient  evidence  to  show  that 
financial  questions  had  had  a  very  large 
share  in  producing  the  unhappy  results 
whieh  had  ensued.  When  Mr.  Goschen 
went  to  Egypt,  in  1876,  not  as  repre- 
senting the  British  Gh>remment,  bat  in 
the  interest  of  the  bondholders,  financial 
matters  were  seriously  disturbing  the 
eonatiy;  taxation  was  increasing,  and 


large  loans  had  been  advanced  at  high 
ratesof  interest,  the  first  of  these  standing 
in  the  name  of  Goschen,  in  1862,  before 
theaccessionoflsmailPasha.  Thus,  what 
was  supposed  to  be  in  the  cause  of  civili- 
zation had  already  begun  to  vex  and 
harass  the  country  so  far  back  as  1862. 
This  was  continued  by  a  series  of  loans, 
which  reached,  in  one  instance,  the  high 
rate  of  28  per  cent.  The  eun  uera 
fames  of  m(m^-lenders  becune  supreme 
in  1879,  when  the  country  foand  itself 
burdened  with  nearly  £100,000,000  of 
debt ;  while  out  of  that,  dedneting  inte- 
rest,  expenses,  and  sinking  fund,  only 
about  one-half  was  realized  by  the  Go- 
vernment of  Egypt.  Therein  lay  the 
chief  source  of  that  discontent  which  had 
since  prevailed  in  the  country.  Instead 
of  Europeancivilization,  the  Native  popu- 
lation found  European  exaction  and  op- 
pression, which  at  length  produced  great 
uneasiness  and  ducontent.  While  mat- 
ters were  assuming  this  serious  form  in 
Egypt — when  the  country  was  beooming 
bankrupt,  and  the  population  oppressed 
by  taxation  for  the  payment  of  the  inte- 
rest of  the  Debt,  widen  absorbed  a  large 
portion  of  the  Bevenue — a  step  was,  un- 
happily, taken  by  tills  ooantry  and  by 
other  countries  of  Europe  to  intervene 
between  the  creditors  and  the  Egyptian 
Government,  and  to  throw  a  certain 
amount  of  protection  over  the  bond- 
holders, even  so  far  as  to  require  the 
payment  of  coupons  before  the  claims  of 
Native  servants  of  the  State.  Serious 
results  had  followed  upon  that  course. 
Now,  it  had  been  from  the  first  the 
view  put  forward  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, that  the  movement  in  Egypt 
was  only  a  military  one ;  and  it  had  been 
described  by  the  noble  Earl  oppoBite(Earl 
Granville)  a8a"militai:yrebellion."_  It 
was,  in  some  sense,  a  military  rebellion ; 
but  if  they  looked  to  what  took  placein  the 
year  ]87tf,  they  would  see  that  the  cause 
of  it,  so  far  as  it  related  to  the  Army, 
was  not  a  political  one,  but  ratiier  to 
obtain  redress  for  private  wrongs.  That 
was  the  account  given  by  Mr.  Vivian, 
who  then  represented  the  British  Go- 
vernment at  Cairo,  in  a  despatch  dated 
February,  1879,  in  which  he  attributed 
the  rising  to  the  reductions  in  the 
Army,  which  had  recently  been  made 
on  a  large  scale,  by  which  about  2,d00 
officers  were  put  on  half-pay,  without 
receiving  the  heavy  arrears  due  to  them. 
No  doubt,  the  military  came  forward 
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on  this  occasion ;  but  discontent  was 
epreadinf;  through  the  whole  popula- 
tion, while  a  heavy  taxation  was  rigidly 
enforced  for  the  payment  of  foreign 
creditors ;  and  if  proof  were  wanting 
that  the  movement  was  a  national 
one,  and  not  a  military  one  only,  so 
early  as  1879  and  1880,  large  numbers 
of  pereons,  civil  ae  well  as  military,  were 
exiled  to  the  Soudan  for  taking  part  in 
it.  He  wae  much  struck  with  the  candour 
of  a  correspondent  of  one  of  the  daily 
papers,  wao,  writing  from  Oairo,  had 
Baid  that,  before  he  went  there,  hethought 
Arabi's  influence  was  entirelyconfined  to 
the  military,  but  afterwards  discovered 
that  his  Farty  was  actually  the  nation. 
He  (Earl  De  La  Warr)  behoved  that  to 
be  a  true  statement  of  the  case.  He 
would  aak,  then,  whether  thepolicy  of  Her 
Majesty's  GoTernment  was  a  straight- 
forward one,  and  whether  they  had  not 
been  treading  very  closely  in  the  steps 
of  a  neighbouring  country  which  not 
very  long  ago,  under  the  pretext  of 
self  •  defence,  invaded  and  practically 
annexed  a  friendly  State,  all  the  while 
themselves  profesung  friendship  and 
alhance  ?  So  fell  Tunis  into  the  hands 
of  France,  and  so  was  Egypt  falling 
into  the  hands  of  England.  A  great 
deal  had  been  said  of  the  danger  to  the 
interests  of  this  counti?  of  rebelli(ni  and 
anarchy  in  Egypt.  But  what  was  the 
dfmger?  Was  it  to  the  Suez  Oanal? 
The  Suez  Oanal  was  never  menaced. 
And  where  was  the  anarchy  and  rebel- 
lion ?  He  found  in  official  Papers  a 
story  only  of  a  people  sti-iving  to  free 
themselves  from  foreign  interference  and 
oppression,  and  that  struggle  crushed  by 
a  Qovernment  which  called  itself  Liberal, 
under  the  pretext  that  the  interests  of 
this  country  were  endangered.  If  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  guided  and 
directed  the  national  movement ;  if  they 
had  co-operated  with  the  Sovereign  of 
the  country,  instead  of  opposing  and 
ignoring  the  legitimate  authority  of  the 
Sultan,  those  results  would  have  been 
avoided  which  had  led  to  great  loss  of 
life  and  destruction  of  property,  and 
had  inflicted  upon  an  unoffending  people 
the  miseries  of  war.  It  was  difficult  to 
discover  what  the  intentions  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  were.  First,  the 
avowed  object  was  to  restore  the  ttatusquo 
ante  in  Egypt ;  then  it  was  something  not 
quite  the  statui  quo  ante  ;  and  now  it  was 
a  Constitution  with  an  elected  Chamber, 
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which  was  as  nearly  as  possible  what  was 
desired  and  asked  for  by  the  country 
and  did  exist  before  the  outbreak  of  the 
war,  but  which  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment declined  to  sanction.  Doubtless  the 
interests  of  this  country  in  Egypt  were 
great ;  but  they  were  best  maintained  not 
by  a  policy  of  interference  and  one  which 
obstructed  the  Government  and  alienated 
the  Native  population,  but  by  a  friendly 
policy  of  justice  to  the  people  and  of 
good  faith  with  the  Sovereign  and  Go- 
vernment of  the  country.  If  this  course 
had  been  pursued  our  interests  in  Egypt 
and  throughout  the  Ottoman  Empire 
would  have  hoen  best  seoured,  and  our 
legitimate  influence  in  the  East  would 
have  been  more  firmly  established. 

Address  agreed  to,  nemine  dissentients, 
and  ordered  to  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty  by  the  Lords  with  White 
Staves. 

CHAIRMAN  OF  COMlirrTBES. 

The  Earl  of  Bedbsdalb  appointed, 
nemine  distentiento,  to  take  the  Chair  in 
all  Committees  of  this  House  for  this 
Session. 

OouuiTTEE  FOE  pMViLEGKS  —  Ap- 
pointed. 

SUB-COUMHTBB  FOE  THE  JoUENAU — 

Appointed. 
Appeal  Couuittee — Appointed. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past  Kight 
o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  a  quarter 
post  Four  o'dook. 


HOUSE   OF  COMMONS, 
Thursday,  ISth  February,  1883. 


The  House  met  at  half  after  One  of 
the  dock. 

Mes8a|[e  to  attend  the  Lords  Commis- 
sioners ; — 

The  House  went  ;-~and  having  re- 
turned ; — 
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PAEUAMKNTART  OATH  (MB. 
BRADLAUGH). 

Mr.  speaker  :  Before  I  call  to  the 
Table  any  Members  who  may  be  wait- 
ing to  take  the  Oath  required  by  law,  I 
think  it  will  be  convenient  that  I  should 
read  a  letter  which  I  have  received  from 
Mr.  Bradlaugh,  one  of  the  Members  for 
2fortbampton.   It  is  as  follows ! — 

Tt  tha  Might  BonoraHe 

Th»  Speaker  of  the  Houtt  of  Commoni. 

Sir, 

On  tht  ind  March  last  I  was,  for  the  third 
time,  duly  eUeled  one  of  the  burgestta  for  th« 
barough  of  Xorthampton  to  serve  in  the  present 
ParUaituHt,  and  hav*  ever  linoo  Uen  rtadg  and 
mWmg  to  do  all  tkinga  by  law  required  to  entitle 
ma  to  tit  and  vote.  The  Sotm  on  the  Qth  March 
Uut,  K-ithout  hearing  me,  thought  fit  to  prohibit 
«e  ffom  fulfilling  the  ohUgalions  imposed  htj  sta- 
tute. My  constituents  petitioned  to  be  heard  at 
the  Bar  of  the  Howe  in  support  of  their  right  to 
ny  cote  and  speech  as  one  of  their  lawful  represen- 
talireSf  and  I,  through  you,  Sir,  applied  for  leave 
to  tlate  to  the  Souse  the  grounds  of  law  upon 
which  I  claimed  to  be  entitled  to  obey  the  law  and 
taie  ms  eemt.  The  House  did  not  express  its  plea- 
Mfv,  either  on  the  petition  of  my  eonetituentt  or 
em  my  appSeation. 

In  two  euita  I  have  endeavoured  to  obtain  a 
judgment  of  the  Sigh  Court  of  Justice ;  Isl,  on 
tie  legaiity  of  the  administering  of  the  Oath  Ay 
me  on  February  2Uf  last  ;  and,  2nd,  on  the  law- 
fainen  of  the  aa  of  tht  House  in  preventing  me 
fnm  complying  with  the  ttatute.  On  the  first 
poiiA  th*  Court  refuted  to  give  Judgment  on  de 
mtnrer  oh  the  grotaid  that  the  phadiagt  {which 
fittowed  preeiiely  the  reeitale  in  the  Journols  of 
tie  House)  were  so  drawn  as  to  necessitate  judg- 
ment in  my  favour  ;  and  also  refused  to  allow  the 
issues  of  fact  to  he  tried  on  the  ground  that  such 
eetion  waa  friendly,  and  therefore  collusive.  On 
the  Ind  point  the  Court  said  that  it  refitsed  to 
appose  that  the  Souse  of  Commons  would  do  "  an 
act  which  in  itself  was  fiagrantty  wrong,"  and 
further  the  Court  refuted  to  permit  the  exact  facts 
to  be  mteertained  by  a  jury  on  the  ground  that  the 
erder  of  the  House  tnuet  be  taken  to  imply  an  ad- 
jadieation  for  contempt. 

I  htg.  Sir,  under  these  eircumstanees,  to  respect- 
fidlif  state  that,  accompanied  by  my  introducers,  I 
Aattaeeording  to  ttatute,  and  to  the  tawand  custom 
tf  Parliament,  present  myself  at  the  opening  of  the 
Seuion  fa  be  called  by  yon  to  the  Table,  in  order 
that  1  may  do  all  things  which  may  be  lawfully 
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rtquirtd  of  me  to  enable  me  to  eit  and  vote  pur- 
suant to  the  tmimpeaehei  return  nf  my  eouttt' 
tuentt, 

I  have  th*  hanor  to  he, 

Sir^ 

Tour  mott  obedient  Servant, 

CH.  SRADIAUOS. 

Ma.  LABOUOHERE  said,  that  as 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  had  always  been  anxious 
to  act  in  accordance  with  the  wishes  and 
feelings  of  the  Hoase,  so  far  as  was  con- 
sistent with  his  duty  to  his  constituents, 
he  (Mr.  Labouchere)  would  venture,  with 
regard  to  the  letter  which  had  been  read, 
to  put  a  question  to  the  noble  Marquess 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington).  He  wished 
to  ask.  Whether  it  was  the  intention  of 
Her  Mtijesty's  Government  during  the 
present  Session  to  brinpf  in  any  Bill 
enabling  Members  to  affirm  or  to  take 
tbe  Oath  of  Allegiance  as  they  pleased  ? 
In  the  event  of  that  being  the  intention 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  had  requested  him  to  state  that 
he  would  not  present  himself  at  the 
Table  to  take  the  Oath  until  the  fate  of 
that  Bill  had  been  decided. 

Thb  Marqubss  OS  HAETINGTON, 
in  reply,  said,  that  he  was  glad  to  be  in 
a  position  very  easily  to  give  a  satisfac- 
tory answer  to  the  question  put  to  him 
by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere).  He 
begged  to  state  that  it  was  the  intention 
of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  At- 
torney General  that  night  to  give  Notice 
of  Motion  for  to-morrow  to  ask  for  leave 
to  introduce  a  Bill  to  amend  the  Parlia- 
mentary Oaths  Act.  The  Biil  would  be 
introduced  with  the  object  of  enabling 
Members  who  objected  to  take  the  Oath 
to  make  a  solemn  Affirmation  in  its 
stead. 

Sib  B.  ASSHETON  CROSS :  I  wish 
to  give  Notice,  Sir,  that  when  that  Bill 
comes  to  a  second  readiog  I  shall  offer 
it  the  strongest  opposition  in  my  power. 

PARLIAMEXT-PRIVILEGE— MEMBER 
niPWSONED  (ME.  HEALT). 


QTTESTION. 


Mb.  PABNELL  :  I  beg  most  respect- 
fully to  ask  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  upon  a 
question  of  Privilege,  Whether  you 
have  yet  received  any  letter  from  the 
Dublin  Oourt  of  Queen's  Bench,  inform- 
ing  you  of  the  arrest  and  imprison- 


D 


Digitized  by 


Google 


67     Parliamoit — PrhiUge —       (COMMONS!  Member  imprisoned.  66 


mont  of  Mr.  Healy,  a  Member  of  this 
House  ? 

Mr.  speaker,  in  reply,  said,  that 
he  had  received  Boch  a  letter,  which  he 
would  read  to  the  House  before  the 
proceediogs  on  the  Address  commenced. 

NEW  WRITS  DURINO  THE  RECESS. 

Mr.  Speaker  acquainted  the  Houso, 
—that  he  had  issued  Warrants  for  i\ew 
Writs,  for  Chelsea  Borough,  v.  liight 
honble-  Sir  Charles  Wentworth  Dilke, 
baronet,  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board ;  for  Haddington  County, 
Honble.  Francis  Charteris,  commonly 
called  Lord  Elcho,  called  up  to  the 
Bouse  of  Peers ;  /or  Mallow  Borough. 
V.  Eight  honble.  William  Moore  Jonn- 
BoOf  one  of  the  Judges  of  the  High 
Court  of  Justice  in  Ireland. 

KE"W  MEMBERS  SWORN. 

Eight  houble.  Sir  Charles  AVentworth 
Dilke,  baronet,  far  Chelsea ;  Honble. 
Algernon  Fitlke  Egerton,  for  Wigan  ; 
Samuel  Smith,  esquire,  for  Liverpool ; 
liord  Elcho,  for  Haddington  ;  William 
O'Brien,  esquire,  for  Maflow. 

FARLIA&IENT— PRIVILEUE-MEUBEB 

IMPRISONED  (MR.  HEALY). 

Sir.  Speakkr  aiqiiaintpd  the  Housp 
that  he  had  rereived  a  Letter  from  the 
Bight  honourable  the  Chief  JuBtice  of 
the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  in  Ireland, 
which  Mr.  Speaker  read  to  the  House 
as  foUoweth : — 

QueiH**  Send,  Dublin, 

February  9,  1883. 

Mr,  Speaker, 

J  have  the  heitour  of  making  known  to 
you  for  the  information  of  the  Souteof  Commone, 
that  on  the  Ulh  day  of  January,  1883,  an  order 
wot  wade  iy  the  Court  of  Queen'M  Beneh  in  Ire- 
tand,  that  Timothy  Michael  Meaty,  esquire,  one 
o/  the  Members  of  Parliament  fi>r  the  County  of 
Wieklow,  do  enter  into  Seeognisanee*  himself  in 
£1,000,  with  ttro  or  more  Sureties  in  an  aggregate 
sum  o/ £1,000,  to  be  of  good  behaviour  toioarde 
Her  Majesty  the  Qwen  and  all  Her  Majesty's 
Subjects  for  the  space  of  ticelre  tnonthi,  and  in 
default  of  entering  into  tueh  Reeognisanees  with 
such  Sureties,  that  he  be  imprieoned for  the  spate 
of  six  calendar  months  unless  in  the  mtantinu  he 
shall  have  entered  into  tueh  Recogniiancee. 

And  X  have  further  to  state  that  the  said 
Timothy  Michael  Mealy,  having  failed  to  comply 
ttith  the  said  Order,  a  JFai  rant  was  issued  from 
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the  Court  of  Queen't  Bench  on  the  Hh  day  of 
the  present  month  of  February  for  the  arrest  and 
commitment  to  Prison  of  the  said  Timothy  Michael 
Mealy,  and  that  he  has  been  arretted  and  com- 
mitted to  Prison  aeeordin^y,  I  have  thought  it 
right  to  male  thie  Communication  for  the  purpose 
of  oceotniting  for  the  probable  absence  of  the 
honourable  Member,  and  of  testifying  my  profound 
respect  for  the  Honourable  Mouse, 

I  have  the  honour  to  he. 
Sir, 

Your  most  obedient  Servant, 

OEOROEA,  C.MAT, 
Chi^  Justice  t^f  Ireland. 

The  Marquess  op  HAETINGTON: 
Sir,  before  formally  moving  that  the 
letter  which  has  been  read  by  you  be 
laid  upon  the  Table,  I  think  it  may  be 
convenient  that  I  should  make  one  or 
two  observations.  The  Motion  would, 
under  ordinary  circumstances,  be  made 
as  a  matter  of  course,  and  need  no  ex- 
planation whatever  ;  but,  having  regard 
to  recent  occurrences,  and  to  what  may 
be  in  the  minds  of  hon.  Members,  the 
question  may  perhaps  arise  why,  in  the 
communication  which  has  been  made, 
the  same  course  should  not  be  taken  as  in 
tlie  case  of  tlie  announcement  of  the  im- 
prisonment of  Mr.  Gray,  the  Member  for 
Curluw.  I  wish  to  state  in  a  few  words 
what  is  the  invariable  practice  of  the 
House  in  such  cases.  I  will  not  enter 
into  any  defence  of  the  course  we  now 
propose  to  adopt,  neither  will  I  deal 
with  any  recital  of  precedents,  although 
I  believe  that  what  I  am  about  to  state 
can  be  abundantly  supported  by  pre- 
cedent. I  believe  the  Privileges  of 
Parliament  are  in  no  way  affected  bj 
the  committal  to  prison  of  Mr.  Healy,  or 
that,  having  regard  to  the  matter,  any 
question  of  Privilege  now  arises  upon 
which  the  House  is  in  any  way  called 
upon  to  interfere.  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment are  protected  from  arrest,  but  only 
under  certain  circumstances.  There  may 
be  imprisonment  for  three  different 
causes.  In  the  first  place,  there  may  be 
imprisonment  on  civil  process  ;  secondly, 
for  contempt  of  Court ;  and,  thirdly,  for 
crime,  or  fur  matters  within  the  category 
of  crime.  As  to  the  first  branch  of 
offence,  every  Member  of  Parliament  is 
protected  from  arrest  in  respect  of  civil 
process,  and  the  House  has  always 
ordered,  and  would,  no  doubt,  insut 
upon  the  disdiarge  of  a  Member  eo 
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arrested,  holdinji;  that  the  presence  in 
the  House  of  a  Member  of  Parliament 
ifl  of  more  importance  than  the  discharge 
of  a  pecantary  obligation.  As  to  the 
second  class,  that  of  imprisoDment  for 
contempt  of  Court,  that  offence  may  be 
divided,  into  ttro  classes.  It  may  be  of 
a  grave  character,  partaking  of  the 
character  of  a  criminal  offence  ;  or  it . 
may  be  of  a  minor  character — for  in- 
stance, a  refusal  to  pay  a  certam  sum 
of  money  which  has  been  ordered  to  be 
paid  by  the  Court.  In  order  to  decide 
under  which  category  the  offence  ia  in- 
cluded, it  has  been  the  practice  of  the 
House,  upon  receiving  notice  that  one 
of  its  Members  has  been  imprisoned  for 
contempt  of  Court,  to  refer  the  matter 
to  a  Committee  appointed  for  the  pur- 
pose of  inquiriag  into  the  circumstances 
of  the  imprisonment,  and  to  inquire 
under  which  category  of  offences  the 
imprisonment  has  been  ordered.  I 
beUeve  that,  in  all  such  cases,  the  House 
has,  without  question,  appointed  a  Gom^- 
mittee  of  Inquiry.  Bat  as  to  the  third 
dasa  of  ofiTences— that  is,  crime,  or 
offences  coming  within  the  category  of 
eiime— the  House  has  never  taken  any 
steps  to  interfere  with  imprisonment  of 
offenders  of  that  class,  it  having  been 
repeatedly  held  that  committal  of  a 
Hember  for  refusal  to  give  bail  to  keep 
the  peace  came  within  the  category  of 
those  matters  into  %vliich  the  House  has 
not  thonght  it  necessary  to  inquire.  I 
have  thought  it  necessary  to  make  this 
abort  statement  in  order  ti>  remove  any 
apprehension  that  may  exist  in  the  mind 
of  any  hon.  Member  as  to  the  reason 
why  it  is  not  proposed,  as  in  the  case  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Carlow,  to  move 
£>r  a  Committee  of  Inquiry.  I  believe 
the  case  which  has  been  communicated 
to  ^e  House  does  not  in  any  way  in- 
fringe  on  the  Privilege  of  the  House, 
and  that  it  is  not  the  duty,  neither  ia  it 
open  to  the  House  to  take  any  action 
upon  it.  Of  course,  in  anything  I  have 
said  I  do  not  in  the  least  intend  it  to  be 
inferred  that  the  policy  which  has  led 
to  the  arrest  of  Mr.  Healy,  or  the  cir- 
cumstances which  led  to  that  arrest,  may 
not  be  a  matter  for  the  consideration  of 
the  Hoose.  A.11  I  wish  to  say  is  that 
this  is  not  a  case  affecting  Privilege,  and 
that  the  House  has  no  ground  for  taking 
action  in  the  matter.  I  therefore  simply 
aove  that  tiie  letter  which  has  been 
read  bo  laid  upon  the  Table. 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Letter  of  the  Chief  Justice  of 
the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  in  Ireland 
do  lie  on  the  Table." — {Ike  J^argueta  of 

Sartington.) 

Mb.  PABNEIJj,  in  rising  to  move  an 
Amendment  to  the  Motion,  said:  I  think, 
Sir,  it  would  have  been  very  much  more 
satisfactory  if  the  noble  Marquess  the 

Secretary  of  State  for  War  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington)  had  extended  his  remarks 
so  as  to  put  the  House  into  possession  of 
the  precedents,  which  he  said  existed  in 
support  of  his  argument,  that  the  arrest 
of  a  Member  of  this  House,  in  default  of 
finding  bail,  does  not  constitute  a  matter 
for  inquiry  by  this  House  with  regard  to 
a  breach  of  its  Privileges.  I  am  sure 
that  the  House,  in  considering  a  question 
of  this  very  grave  and  important  charac- 
ter— namely,  the  arrest  of  a  Member  in 
default  of  finding  bail  on  a  warrant 
issued  only  four  or  five  days  before  the 
meeting  of  the  House,  when  the  alleged 
offence,  which  had  formed  the  anbjeot  of 
the  inquiries  of  tlie  tribunal  in  question, 
had  taken  place  so  long  ago  as  two 
months,  and  when  the  Court  of  Qneen's 
Bench  in  Ireland  had  for  that  time  the 
Member  in  question  within  their  juris- 
diction, and  on  several  occasions  actually 
present  iu  Court,  and  desirous  of  having 
his  case  investigated,  and  when  tbeOourt 
bad  persistentiy  refused  from  time  to 
time  to  go  into  this  matter,  or  to  take 
any  step  whatever  during  that  interral 
of  two  months  until  the  time  came  for 
Parliament  to  re-assemble — I  think, 
having  regard  to  all  these  circumstances, 
the  House,  in  considering  this  matter, 
should  require  to  have  before  it  full  and 
adequate  information  as  to  the  grounds 
and  character  of  the  arrest  AVhat  did 
the  demand  in  the  case  mean  ?  Did  it 
mean  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Wex- 
ford (Mr.  He^y),  who  has  always  been 
most  punctual  iu  his  attendance  at  this 
House,  and  who  we  have  every  reason 
to  suppose  would  be  as  punctual  in 
future,  and  would  have  been  in  his 
place  from  day  to  day  during  this  Ses- 
sion, did  it  mean  that  he  was  to  give 
bail  as  regards  an  offence  that  he  might 
be  supposed  to  commit  in  this  House, 
or  which  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench 
supposed  he  was  to  commit  in  this 
House,  or  did  the  Court  of  Queen*B 
Bench  suppose  that  the  hon.  Member 
should  give  bail  as  regards  an  imaginary 

D  a 

Digitized  byGoOgl 


71     Parliament— Privilege—  iCOMMONSl 


offence,  whicli  he  had  never  committed, 
and  which  in  all  probability,  owing  to 
his  attendance  at  ttiis  House,  he  could 
never  commit?  The  case,  I  think,  is 
materially  altered  when  we  come  to 
consider  the  circumstances  of  the  matter, 
and  I  would  direct  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  important  fact  that  the 
letter  of  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  of  the 
Quew'a  Bench  in  Ireland  is  most 
meagre  in  its  details..  We  are  not  in- 
formed, in  accordance  with  precedents, 
as  to  the  nature  of  the  offence  for  vhich 
the  hon.  Member  was  required  to  find 
bail.  We  are  not  informed  that  the 
hon.  Member  had  committed  any  offence 
at  all.  We  are  only  told,' in  the  most 
curt  fashion,  that  the  Court  of  Queen's 
Bench  called  upon  the  hon.  Member  to 
find  bait;  that  the  hon.  Member  refused 
to  find  bail,  and  that  a  warrant  was 
issued  by  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench 
for  his  arrest.  That  is  all  the  informa- 
tion that  has  been  vouchsafed  by  the 
Court  of  Queen's  Bench  in  Ireland  to 
this  High  Court  of  Parliament,  and  I 
submit  that  this  House  has  not  been 
treated  in  accordance  with  the  prece- 
dents observed  by  even  higher  legal 
funotionariM  than  the  Chief  Justice  of 
the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  in  Dublin. 
In  the  case  of  Mr.  Charlton  I  find  that 
the  Lord  Chancellor  took  the  trouble  to 
write  to  Mr.  Speaker, '  and  to  inform 
him  that  he  had  issued  his  warrant — 

"  For  the  committal  of  P.  L.  Oharlton,  Esq., 
for  cuDtempt  of  the  High  Oourt  of  Chancery, 
\iS  writinff  a  certaio  letter  to  William  Broagham, 
Esq.,  a  Miiator  of  the  said  Court,  which  letter 
■was  followed  by  another  addressed  to  my- 
self. I  have  thought  it  right  to  mako  this 
commaoication  to  the  Houbs  for  the  purpose  of 
accouDting  for  the  absence  of  the  hoa.  Member, 
and  to  testify  my  profound  respect  for  this 
honourable  House." 

There  is  a  vefy  great  distinction  between 
the  method  of  procedure  followed  by  the 
Lord  Chancellor  of  the  day  in  that  case 
and  the  method  of  procedure  adopted  by 
the  Court  of  Queen'a  Benuh  in  the  case 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford.  I 
regret  exceedingly  that  the  noble  Mar- 
quess who  now  leads  the  House  did  not 
give  his  reasons  as  to  why  he  thought 
this  grave  matter  ought  not  to  become 
the  subject  of  an  inquiry  by  a  Commit- 
tee of  the  House.  We  have  seen,  from 
time  to  time,  that  Committees  have  been 
appointed  as  a  matter  of  course  to  in- 
vestigate the  committal  of  Members  of 
the  House  sentenced  in  acoordanoe  with 
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the  law.  We  know,  from  what  we 
gathered  from  the  newspapers,  that  the 
jurisdiction  invoked  by  the  Court  of 
Queen's  Bench  in  the  case  is  of  an  obso- 
lete character.  We  are  entitled  also  to 
say,  as  far  as  we  have  been  able  to  ex- 
amine the  precedents,  that  no  Court  in 
England  has  ever  invoked  this  particular 
juiisdiclion  for  the  purpose  of  checking 
or  preventing  political  offences.  We 
are  given  to  understand  iixat  this  is  the 
first  time  that  the  summary  jurisdiction 
of  the  magistrates— for  that  is  the  juris- 
diction claimed  as  inherent  in  the  Court 
of  Queen's  Bench— for  the  purpose  of 
committing  to  prison,  in  default  of  find- 
ing bail,  rogues  and  vagrants  upon  the 
high  road,  has  been  used  for  the  purpose 
of  imprisoning  a  Member  of  this  House, 
and  I  feel  sure  that  the  House  will  pay 
much  more  attention  to  this  grave  exer- 
cise of  jurisdiction  than  that  which  the 
Leader  of  the  Government  invites  them 
to  pay.  We  have  before  us  the  fact  that 
a  Member  of  the  House  has  been  ar- 
rested almost  on  his  way  to  perform  the 
duties  which  the  Constitution  and  the 
mandate  of  his  constituents  impose  on 
him.  We  have  also  the  tardy  action  of 
the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench,  which  re- 
frained for  two  months  from  taking  any 
action  in  the  matter.  We  might  reaeon- 
ably  suppose  that  had  the  Court  of 
Queen's  Bench  proceeded  at  once,  the 
whole  of  the  imprisonment  of  my  hon. 
Friend  might  have  expired  by  this  time, 
for,  in  these  days,  it  is  idle  to  suppose 
that  a  sentence  of  six  months'  imprison- 
ment can  be  carried  out  upon  a  Member 
like  my  hon.  Friend.  If  there  was  such 
urgency  for  the  action  of  the  Court,  and 
if  the  alleged  offence  was  one  of  auoh. 
gravity^  why  did  the  Court  delay  so  long 
before  taking  any  step  ?  Why  was  its 
action  withheld  until  the  evident  neces- 
sity for  it  had  long  since  disappearedi 
and  until  my  hon.  friend  vaa  about  to 
resume  his  Parliamentary  duties  ?  We 
cannot  suppose— and  I  do  not  wish,  to 
impute  it — that  Her  Majesty's  Gtovera- 
ment  desired  in  this  way  to  get  rid  of  a 
troublesome  opponent  in  this  House ; 
but  depend  upon  it  that  it  will  be  im- 
puted to  the  Government  in  Ireland. 
There  are  many  people  who  look  upon 
this  peculiar  action  as  another  proof  of 
the  desire  of  the  Ministry  to  get  rid  of 
troublesome  Members  of  this  House ; 
and  they  will  consider  that  it  is  because 
my  hon.  Friend  has  ahowa  r«nark«ble 

Digitized  by  Google 


73    rarliamntt—PritiUge—    {FraEUAHY  15,  I863I       Hemher  impTMnei.  74 


ftbOity  in  defending  the  rights  of  hia 
eonntry,  that  he  has  been  marked  ont, 
and  that  his  Parliamentary  rig'ht  has 
been  taken  from  him  at  this  moment  by 
the  extraordinary  action  of  the  Court  of 
Queen's  Bench.  Sir,  I  trust  that  the 
House  will,  according  to  precedent,  ap- 
point a  Sdect  Ooramittee  for  the  purpose 
of  inquiring  into  the  nature  of  this  ar- 
rest, and  into  the  letter  which  you,  Sir, 
have  read  to  the  House.  I  beg  to  move 
an  Amendment  to  the  Besolution  of  the 
noble  Marquess,  that  a  Select  Oommittee 
be  appointed  to  inquire  and  report  whe- 
ther this  matter  requires  the  further  at- 
tention of  this  House. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  lesTA  out  the  words  **  do  lie  on  the  Table," 
io  order  to  add  the  words  ' '  inf  ormiog  the  House 
of  the  trial,  arrest,  and  imprisonmeDt  of  Mr. 
Healy,  a  Memher  of  this  House,  be  referred  to 
•Select  Oommittee,  for  the  purpose  of  inqiiiriog 
into  all  the  matters  oonoected  with  the  proceed- 
iaga  referred  to  therein,  and  of  reporting  whe- 
ther they  demand  the  further  attention  of  this 
Hoom:' ~  {Mr.  Pamell.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 

Sroposed  to  oe  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Inestion." 

Thb  attorney  general  (Sir 
HsHBT  JxUEa)  said,  that  he  had  very 
httle  to  add  to  what  had  fallen  from  bis 
noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  ; 
bat  he  would  remind  the  House  that 
as  ike  question  came  before  them  en- 
tirefy  as  a  matter  of  Privilege,  and 
took  precedence  as  such,  they  could 
not  BOW  enter  either  into  the  policy  of 
ike  ooorse  of  those  who  had  engsged 
ia  thoae  prosoontions,  nor  into  partioular 
prooeedings  daring  the  trial  in  the  Court 
of  Qaeen's  Bench.  If  those  proceedings 
were  illegal,  there  was  a  right  in  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy), 
as  in  erery  other  subject,  to  contest  their 
legality ;  and  the  House  must  leare  the 
persons  affected  by  them  to  their  remedy 
elsewhere.  The  House  could  only  deal 
with  thv  question  of  Privilege,  and  it 
was  only  ia  that  way  that  action  could 
betaken.  In  regard  to  tliat,  his  noble 
Frieod*e  proposition  was  that  there  was 
no  Pririiege  in  regard  to  the  arrest  of  a 
Member  of  Parliament  upon  criminal 
prooeedinga,  or  on  proceedings  of  the 
nature  of  criminal  proceedings.  He  (the 
Attoraey  Omeral)  would  support  the 
rtatanent  by  precedents,  one  of  which 
hetkoogfat  was  omdusive.  It  was  de- 


clared, by  a  Besolution  of  the  House  of 
Lords,  passed  in  1626,  that  the  Privilege 

of  that  House  was— 

"  That  no  Peer  of  Parliament  sitting:  in  Piur- 
liament  was  to  he  impriBoned  orrestrained  with- 
out the  sentence  or  Order  of  the  House,  unless 
it  were  f or  traason  or  fiOony,  or  for  refnsin^to 
give  surety  of  the  peace ; " 

and  in  1697  a  similar  Besolution  was 
adopted  by  the  House  of  Commons, 
asserting  that  there  was  no  Privilege  in 
the  ease  of  breach  of  the  peace.  The 
letter  from  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  of  the 
Queen's  Bench  ia  Ireland  just  read 
stated  distinctly  that  Mr.  Healy  was 
called  upon  and  ordered  to  give  surety 
for  the  peace,  and  refused  to  do  so.  Of 
course,  sureties  for  the  peace  could  not 
be  given  except  to  prevent  a  breach  of 
the  peace.  That  Resolution,  both  of  the 
House  of  Lords  and  the  House  of  Com- 
mona,  pointed  to  a  proceeding  of  the 
character  of  a  criminal  proceeding,  and 
therefore  he  did  not  think  the  House 
could  interfere.  The  House  had  always 
acted  on  that  rule,  and  in  the  cases  of 
Lord  George  Gordon,  Mr.Smith  O'Brien, 
and  Mr.  Feargiis  O'Connor,  it  had  never 
inquired  into  the  propriety  of  the  arrest.. 
If  it  did,  it  would  come  into  conflict  with 
the  Courts  of  Justice  and  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  criminal  law  ;  and  he  was 
sure  they  would  not,  in  supporting  their 
right  to  claim  Privilege,  question  the 
way  in  which  the  Criminal  Law  was  ad- 
ministered. All  that  his  noble  Friend 
and  himself  now  said  was  not  urged  by 
way  of  objection  to  any  Motion  which 
might  be  made  in  order  to  oliallenge  the 
policy  of  the  Government,  or  to  comment 
on  proceedinga  elsewhere.  He  merely 
submitted  that  it  would  be  contrary  to 
all  the  precedents,  if  the  House  were 
now  to  call  in  question. the  administra- 
tion of  justice  by  the  Court  of  Queen's 
Bench  in  Ireland  ;  and  he  would  respect- 
fully suggest  to  the  House  that  it  would 
be  asserting  an  undue  claim  of  Privilege 
if  it  were  to  interfere  in  the  matter. 

Mb.  JUSTIN  M'CARTHT  thought 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  had  given  them  very 
substantial  reasons  why  the  Amendment 
of  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Pamell)  should 
be  adopted.  He  had  shown  that  the 
whole  question  was  involved  in  such 
doubt  and  confusion,  and  that  it  was  of 
Bo  novel  a  character,  that  the  House 
could  not  judge  whether,  in  the  present 
uutaneOf  it  wm  maintaining  ita  Fri- 
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Tilegos  or  not.  Therefore,  there  ought 
to  be  some  Buch  inquiry  as  was  proposed. 
The  Ijord  Chief  Justice,  in  the  letter 
oommunicattng  this  arrest,  actually 
named  a  Member  of  the  House  who  had 
no  existence.  He  spoke  of  "Timothy 
Michael  Ilealy,  Esq.,  one  of  the  Mem- 
bers for  the  County  of  Wicklow."  No 
such  person  existed.  Mr.  Healy,  as 
everyone  but  the  Chief  Justice  of  the 
Queen's  Bench  in  Ireland  knew,  was 
Member  for  the  Borough  of  Wexford. 
That  was  an  illustration  of  the  confusion 
in  which  the  question  was  involved,  and 
he  must  say  also  an  illustration  of  the 
want  of  respect  shown  by  the  learned 
Judge  to  the  House.  The  House  was 
now  dealing  with  a  question  of  Privi- 
lege. If  it  were  not  so,  they  would  not 
now  be  discussing  it ;  and  he  contended 
that  they  ought  carefully  to  ascertain 
whether  or  not  Privilege  had  been 
struck  at  by  the  fact  and  the  manner  of 
that  arrest.  Precedent  for  the  case  there 
was  none,  and  there  could  be  none,  be- 
cause he  believed  this  was  the  first  time 
in  the  history  of  the  House  that  a  Mem- 
ber had  been  committed  under  an  obso- 
lete Statute,  violently  strained  in  its  ap- 
plication ;  and  therefore  he  thought  they 
were  entitled  to  ask  the  House  to  do 
what  Lad  been  done  in  other  doubtful 
eases — namely,  to  appoint  a  Committee 
to  inquire  into  the  whole  circumstances. 
If  they  did  not,  they  would,  in  his  opi- 
nion, establish  a  very  evil  precedent  for 
the  future. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  the  fact  was 
that  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
"VVexford  (Mr.  Healy)  was  imprisoned 
for  declining  to  give  bail  under  a  certain 
Act,  whibh,  by  its  very  terms,  excluded 
the  idea  of  its  being  applicable  to  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament.  The  Act  of  Ed- 
ward III.,  under  which  the  proceedingH 
were  taken,  was  an  Act  directed  against 
common  strollers,  vagrants,  and  similar 

Eersons,  who  were  likely  to  create  a 
reacli  of  the  peace  in  the  most  ordinary 
and  vulgar  acceptation  of  the  term. 
During  all  the  centuries  it  had  been  in 
operation  there  was  not  an  instance  of 
its  having  been  strained  to  cover  the 
case  of  a  Member  of  Parliament,  who, 
in  the  exercise  of  his  constitutioDol  duty 
in  rendering  an  account  to  his  consti- 
tuents, had  used  words  which  might  or 
might  not  be  pleasing  to  the  Oovern* 
ment  of  the  day.  That  Act  empowered 
magistrates  to  demand  seouritiea  ibr  good 
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behaviour  from  vagrant  and  vagabond 
persons,  and  it  was  passed  to  help  ma- 
gistrates to  deal  summarily  with  high- 
waymen and  peacebreakers  throughout 
the  rural  district,  and  was  never  directed 
against  Members  of  Parliament,  criti- 
cizing the  conduct  of  the  Qovemment. 
His  hon.  Friend  was  at  present  a  sufferer 
by  that  interpretation  of  this  Act ;  but 
the  Privilege  of  every  Member  of  the 
House  was  gravely  attacked  when  a 
Court  of  Justice  could  order  a  Member 
of  I'ai-liament  to  find  securities  for  any 
sum,  no  matter  how  enormous,  under  an 
Act  intended  to  restrain  highwaymen 
and  vagrants  from  breaking  the  peace. 
If  that  jurisdiction  was  to  be  upheld,  no 
Irish  Member  would  be  safe  against  the 
monstrous  interpretation  given  to  the 
Act  by  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attor- 
ney General  had  warned  the  House 
against  attempting  anythingwhich  would 
look  like  a  criticism  of  the  administra- 
tion of  justice.  They  could  not  forget 
that  on  a  recent  remarkable  occasion, 
this  very  Lord  Chief  Justice,  addressing 
the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench,  excused 
himself  from  discharging  his  judicial 
functions  in  a  certain  case,  on  the  ground 
that  he  had  prejudged  the  case,  and 
therefore  could  not  discharge  his  duty 
with  impartiality ;  and  yet  it  was  the 
proceedings  of  this  self- condemned  tri- 
bunal that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman endeavoured  to  screen  from  the 
legitimate  inquiry  of  Parliament.  For 
his  own  part,  he  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  was 
sure  that  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Wexford  was  quite  prepared  to  treat 
with  indifference  this  infringement  of 
his  lawful  liberties.  His  hon.  Friend, 
he  was  sure,  regarded  this  scandalous 
misinterpretation  of  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, never  intended  to  apply  to  such 
cases,  as  an  additional  reason  why  the 
masses  of  the  Irish  people  should  desire 
that  the  policy  which  the  hon.  Member 
advocated  should  be  considered  quite 
apart  from  the  question  of  the  Privilege 
of  that  House.  He  believed  that  the 
Government  were  actuated  in  this  matter 
by  the  recollection  that  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wexford  were  allowed  to  amwar 
in  his  place,  he  would  bo  one  of^  the 
moat  powerful,  if  not  the  most  powerftil, 
witness  to  the  breach  of  faith  of  the  Go- 
vernment with  regard  to  the  promises 
which  they  solemnly  ^ave  last  year  to 
oomplete  the  legiakitiou  they  had  ii| 


Digitized  by 


Google 


77    rarliammt—PriviUgt —    (FBBKtrAiiT  15,  1883J        Memlor  impritoned*  78 


lumd,  by  amendioK  the  Land  Act.  The 
GoTernment  also,  he  had  no  doubt,  de- 
sired to  screen  themselves  from  the  cri- 
ticism of  a  powerful  opponent  in  the 
House.  The  Government,  by  their  ac- 
tion in  this  matter,  had  done  all  in  their 
power  to  provoke  the  people  of  Ireland 
to  do  something  that  might  give  a  fur- 
ther ezouse  to  renegade  Liberals  to  show 
that  they  were  well  worthy  of  the  atro- 
cities of  Turkey  and  Bulgaria.  He  would 
not  intervene  further  between  the  House 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  TreTelyan), 
who  was  evidently  anxious  to  spring  up 
to  defend  his  Government  in  their  most 
unjustifiable  proceedinga,  and  their  small 
regard  to  the  straining  of  an  Act  of  Par- 
liament, when  they  had  to  deal  with  the 
Sepreeentative  of  a  popular  Irish  cunsti- 
toenoy.  He  had  long  sinoe  predicted  the 
career  that  lay  before  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  and  he  had  no  duubt 
that,  on  the  present  occasion,  they  were 
aboat  to  witness  a  further  effurt  of  the . 
tight  hon.  Gentleman  to  show  how  the 
admirer  of  Charlen  James  Fox  oould  de- 
fend coercion  and  lawlessnoBs  of  the 
worst  description  for  the  consideration, 
forsooth,  of  the  Chief  Seurotary's  Office, 
and  for  a  seat  in  the  Ministerial  Ca- 
binet, 

Me.TEEYELYAN:  Sir,  I  rise  only  for 
one  moment  to  make  a  speech  of  extreme 
brevity,  becausel  wish  to  keep  absolutely 
within  the  lines  laid  down  by  yourBelf. 
I  understand  that  this  is  not  the  occasion 
to  defend  the  policy  of  the  present  ap- 
plication before  the  Queen's  Bench,  a 
course  which  I  may  say  was  stated 
publicly  and  completely  by  me  on  the 
Ist  December  last.  So  far  from  shrink- 
ing from  any  examination  of  this  ques- 
tion, I  can  fairly  say  that  I  court  it 
more  eagerly  than  an  examination  of 
any  single  question  relating  to  our  con- 
duct in  Ireland,  for  I  conceive  it  is  one 
of  the  most  important,  as  it  is  one  which 
most  carefully  needs,  and  I  think  will 
bear,  the  txmsideration  of  the  House.  I 
gathered,  Sir,  by  your  silence  during 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Gi^  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell),  that  it  was 
witiiin  the  bounds  of  this  debate  to 
refer  to  the  delay  that  had  occurred 
between  the  sjpeaking  of  those  words 
which  brought  about  the  proceedings 
and  the  final  committal  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy)  to 
piaon.   On  that  point  it  would  not  be 


right  to  keep  silence,  because  it  would 
involve  a  misconception  of  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  Court.  The  real  fact  is  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford  might 
have  had  his  case  brought  before  the 
Court  and  discussed  and  judged  on  the 
5th  December,  the  first  day  on  which  he 
appeared.  [Mr.  Pabiteli.  :  Yes ;  at  a 
day's  notice.]  The  interruption  is  need- 
less, as  the  hon.  Member  will  see  as  I 
go  on.  On  that  day  Mr.  Davitt  applied 
for  an  adjournment  of  a  week  or  10 
days,  and  I  see  that  the  hon.  Member 
fur  Wexford  was  in  Court  at  the  time, 
and  by  his  silence  apparently  gave  con- 
sent to  the  application.  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  supported  the  ap- 
plication, and  the  Lord  Chief  Justice 
admitted  the  reasonableness  of  it ;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  he  carefully  explained 
both  to  Mr.  Davitt  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wexford  that,  owing  to,  the 
arrangements  of  the  Winter  Asnizes  and 
the  Christmas  holidays,  it  would  be  ex- 
tremely unlikely  that  the  case  would 
come  on  without  very  considerattte  delny. 
Tbat  was  stated  most  clearly  by  the 
Lord  Chief  Justice;  but,  in  spite  of 
that,  Mr.  Davitt  urged  his  application, 
and  it  was  supported,  as  I  say,  by  the 
tacit  consent  of  the  Member  for  Wex- 
ford. And  when  the  Attorney  General 
fur  Ireland  asked  that  the  same  course 
should  be  adopted  in  all  three  cases, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford  did  not 
object.  The  first  occasion  oa  which  a 
full  Court  could  be  got  together  after 
that  was  the  1 7th  January,  because  the 
Court  of  Queen's  Bench  very  rightly 
thought  it  should  not  come  before  one 
or  two  Judges.  The  case  was  heard  on 
the  17th,  and  very  fully  ai^ued  on  both 
sides.  Judgment  was  given  on  the 
2.}th  that  the  defendants  should  give 
bail ;  and  I  think  the  lod^est  time  that 
could  be  given  was  given  after  the 
service  of  the  order,  to  enable  the  Gen- 
tlemen concerned  to  find  bail  if  they 
wished,  and  to  make  up  their  minds, 
with  the  very  serious  contingency  of 
going  to  prison  if  they  preferred  that. 
After  that  space  had  elapsed,  and  not 
till  then,  the  warrant  was  served.  I 
need  not  use  many  words  in  repudiating 
the  statement  that  the  Govemment  was 
anxious  to  rid  themselves  of  the  pre- 
sence of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford. 
For  myself  I  most  deeply  regret  the 
hon.  Member  chose  the  course  he  has.*' 
I  would  4sk  hon.  Members  to  reserve' 
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their  judgment  on  the  policy  which  the 
Qoverament  adopted  on  this  matter, 
and  to  vote  solely  and  entirely  on  the 
legal  question  as  to  whether  thia  ia  a 
matter  of  Privilege,  or  whether  it  is  not. 

Mb.  GOKST  said,  he  thought  they 
were  entitled  to  a  little  more  informa- 
tion than  the  Q-overament  was  inclined 
to  giTe  them  in  the  matter.  For  him- 
■eli,  he  thought  they  bad  not  treated 
the  question  with  the  conaideration  which 
its  importance  deserved.  He  hardly 
thought  that  at  so  early  a  period  of  the 
Session  they  should  have  cause  to  regret 
the  absence  of  the  Leader  of  the  House. 
Whatever  their  disagreements  with  him 
might  be,  he  always  treated  the  House 
with  full  information  on,  and  full  prece- 
dents for^  the  course  he  asked  the  House 
to  take  on  oocasions  such  as  the  present. 
What  had  been  the  conduct  of  the  noble 
Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington) 
on  this  occasion  ?  He  merely  said  there 
were  precedents,  without  giving  a  single 
one.  Thehon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  Q-eneral,  who  followed  the 
noble  Marquess,  when  challenged  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Pam^I),  referred  them  not  to  any 

frecedent,  but,  as  an  authority  for  the 
'rivileges  of  the  House  of  Commons,  he 
referred  them  to  a  Besolution  passed  by 
the  House  of  Lords  in  the  days  of  the 
Stuarts.  That  was  the  only  precedent 
produced  up  to  that  time  for  the  course 
the  Government  proposed  to  tako  in  re- 
fusing a  Committee  of  Inquiry  to  deter- 
mine at  once  this  important  question  of 
Privilege.  They  must  treat  this  matter 
of  Privilege  exactly  as  if  it  were  the 
case  of  an  English  Member,  and  he 
protested  against  the  doctrine  laid  down 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General,  that  the  House  had  no  juris- 
diction to  inquh'e  into  the  legal  proceed- 
ings which  had  taken  place.  The  very 
&ot  that  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
had  given  them  that  ex-part*  information 
was  suffiinent  cause  for  the  appointment 
of  a  Committee  to  take  evidence  and 
inform  the  House  what  those  proceed- 
ings had  been.  Contrary  to  all  pre- 
oedent,  and  contrary  to  what  was  neces- 
sary for  the  safety  of  the  Members  of 
the  House,  the  learned  Judge,  in  the 
information  he  had  given  to  the  Speaker, 
had  not  condescended  to  state  the  nature 
of  the  offence  fur  whioh  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  been  committed.  That  was 
oontrary  to  all  precedent.   la  su^tort  | 
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of  that  statement  he  would  refer  the 
House  to  a  Besolution  of  the  Committee 
of  Privil^es  which  sat  iu  1831,  and  to 
the  work  of  Sir  Erskiue  May.  That 
Committee,  in  summing  up  precedents, 
stated  that  it  was  established  generally 
that  Privilege  was  not  claimable  for  an 
indictable  offence.  This  was  not  an 
indictable  offence  at  all.  Then,  in  Sir 
Erskine  May's  book,  it  was  stated  that 
it  was  usual  to  state  the  cause  of  com- 
mitment. When  Feargus  O'Connor  was 
committed  to  prison  the  police  magis- 
trate, Mr.  Henry,  subsequently  Sir 
Thomas  Henry,  after  he  had  committed 
him  to  prison,  informed  the  Speaker 
that  Feargus  O'Connor  had  been  com- 
mitted to  prison  for  seven  days  for 
assaulting  a  police-constable,  and  men- 
tioned the  Statute  under  which  he  was 
committed.  In  that  case  special  infor- 
mation was  given  regarding  the  offence 
committed  and  the  Statute  under  which 
the  committal  was  made.  He  would 
ask  hon.  Members  to  contrast  that  with 
the  information  before  the  House  in  the 
present  case,  for  the  Lord  Chief  Justice 
of  Ireland  did  not  tell  them  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wexford  had  com- 
mitted any  crime.  All  the  informatioa 
contained  in  the  letter  presented  to  the 
House  was  that  Mr.  Healy  had  been 
held  to  bail  for  good  behaviour.  Before 
the  House  consented  to  pass  over  such  a 
very  grave  act  as  the  imprisonment  of  a 
Member,  and  before  they  consented  to 
depart  from  precedent  and  from  their 
ancient  Privileges,  they  should  require 
some  further  information  from  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  than  that  which 
they  had  already  received. 

Me.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  said,  that  the 
House  had  lately  got  rid  of  a  g^od  many 
of  its  Privileges;  and  he,  therefore, 
thought  it  would  be  well  if  it  took  care 
of  those  that  remfuned.  He  did  not, 
however,  think  the  House  would  be 
caring  for  the  remnant  of  its  £rivi- 
legM,  if  it  refused  to  grant  the  in- 
vestigation into  the  circumstances  of 
his  hon.  Friend's  (Mr.  Healy's)  im- 
prisonmmt.  -It  faaa  been  pointed  out 
that  his  hon.  Friend  had  been  put  in 
prison  just  at  the  opening  of  the  Ses- 
sion, and  that  that  imprisonment  would 
not  be  over  until  the  Session  had  almost 
closed.  If  they  did  not  look  on  that  as 
an  attack  on  the  Privileges  of  Parlia- 
ment he  would  be  very  much  surprised. 
Under  those  circumstances,  oould  thej 
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doobt  for  a  moment  that  the  three 
Judges,  who  were  well  aware  that  Mr. 
Heal7  took  an  aotive  part  in  the  House 
in  opposing  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment, had  poiposwy  framed  his  sentence 
>o  as  to  exolude  him  from  Parliament? 
Why  waa  it  that  Mr.  Healj's  imprison- 
ment had  been  so  long  delayed?  It 
vas  decided  last  Seesion  that  the  cldture 
eonid  only  be  applied  by  a  certain  ma> 
joiity  of  Members  of  that  House ;  but  it 
now  speared  that  so  far,  at  least,  as 
Izish  Members  were  concerned,  the 
cldture  might  now  be  applied  by  three 
Irish  Judges.  It  should  be  remembered 
that  in  this  case  there  was  no  trial,  no 
juiy,  and  that  Mr.  Healy's  impriBon- 
ment  was  the  act  of  three  Judges ;  and 
if  anyone  would  tell  him  that  that  was 
BO  interference  with  the  PriTileges  of  a 
Member  of  Parliament,  he  would  be 
•way  maeh  astonished,  indeed,  at  his 
innocence.  It  might  be  said  Uiat  Mr. 
HeaW  was  at  liberty  to  find  bail;  but 
the  Judges  in  question  very  well  knew 
that  Mr.  Healy  would  not  give  bail,  be- 
eanse,  by  doing  bo,  he  would  be  making 
an  admisBien  of  guilt,  whereas  he  very 
properly  regarded  himself  as  innocent. 
The  Judges  knew  very  well  that  Mr. 
Healy  would  not  give  bail ;  and,  there- 
fore, he  believed  the  object  was  to  keep 
the  hon.  Member  out  of  the  House  that 
Session.  If  that  was  not  an  attack  on 
the  Privileges  of  the  House,  he  did  not 
know  what  else  it  was ;  and  he  would 
be  very  muoh  mistaken,  indeed,  if  the 
House  did  not  regard  it  in  that  light. 

Mr.  p.  MAHTIN  said,  he  desired  to 
confine  himself  simply  to  the  question 
of  Privilege.  He  haia  listened  to  the 
statement  of  the  noble  Marquess  (the 
Marqaessof  Hartington),  when  he  asked 
that  the  letter  do  lie  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House,  with  surprise,  and  did  not 
understand  why  that  course  had  been 
adopted.  He  submitted  inquiry  by  a 
Committee  was  the  usual  political  and 
natural  mode  of  proceeding.  In  assent- 
ing to  these  Amendments  there  was  no 
binding  assertion  on  the  part  of  the 
HoQse  of  the  extent  of  their  authority  to 
interfere.  There  were  circumstances  of 
as  novel  character  in  the  present  case. 
Last  SesMon,  notwithstanding  the  find- 
ings of  previons  Oommittees  in  respect 
to  the  somewhat  analogous  case  of  con- 
tempt of  OouTt,  the  Prime  Minister  had 
moved  for  a  Gommittee  to  inquire  who- 
thOT  the  bon.  Member  few  Oarlow  (Mx. 


Gray)  was  entitled  to  complain  in  their 
commitment.  He  might  observe,  as  to 
the  Resolutions  cited  by  the  Home  Se- 
cretary, that  they  did  not  in  themselves 
distinctly  apply  to  the  case  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy).  He 
had,  as  he  understood,  been  committed 
for  refusal  to  give  bail  to  be  of  good 
behaviour,  and  not  for  "surety  of  peace." 
The  letter  of  the  Chief  Justice  was  of  a 
vague  and  unsatisfactory  character.  It 
gave  no  definite  and  precise  particulars  of 
the  nature  of  the  offence  alleged  to  have 
been  committed,  or  the  circumstances 
under  which  the  warrant  was  issued, 
and  their  brother  Member  was  detained 
in  custody.  On  that  ground  alone,  the 
House  ought  not  now  to  adopt  a  Beso- 
lution,  the  effect  of  which  was  to  justify 
the  imprisonment  complained  of  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Oork  (Mr.  Farnell).  It 
was  not  right  to  prej  udge  thecase  irithout 
full  inquiry.  That  the  House  would  not 
at  the  end  of  the  investigation  interfere 
with  the  committal  by  a  Court  of  com- 
petent jurisdiction  was  answered  by  the 
precedent  in  Mr.  Gray's  case.  A  Com- 
mittee would  place  before  the  House  the 
full  facts,  and  a  decision  could  then  be ' 
come  to  which  would  command  con- 
fidence and  respect  in  Ireland. 

SiE  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  I  only 
rise  to  make  two  or  three  observations 
with  reference  to  what  fell  from  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr. 
Gorst).  He  charged  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Attorney  General  with  resting 
this  case  upon  the  precedents  of  the 
Stuart  time.  If  that  had  been  the  case, 
in  my  opinion,  precedents  of  the  Stuart 
time  would  be  the  beat  of  idl  precedents; 
because  it  was  at  that  time  that  Parlia- 
ment was  asserting  itsPnvileges  against 
the  Crown ;  and  during  the  whole  his- 
tory of  the  Stuart  time,  questions  of 
Privilege,  and,  I  may  say,  the  question 
of  the  liberties  and  Privileges  of  Parlia- 
ment, were  decided.  But,  passing  by 
that  singular  misreading  of  the  history 
of  this  country,  I  come  to  the  point  of 
the  boo.  and  learned  Member's  argu- 
ment. He  said  you  cannot  find  any 
precedent,  except  one  of  200  years  ago; 
and  another  hon.  Member  said  that  this 
matter  was  so  new  that  it  ought  to  be 
inquired  into  by  a  Committee.  No\v, 
the  point  is  not  new,  neither  is  it  ob- 
scure; but  it  is  exactly  one  of  those 
points  which  the  House  is  frequently 
called  upon  to  decide*         matter  doM 
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not  rest  there,  for  you  may  go  back  for 
many  centuries,  to  the  time  when  the 
Keports  were  in  Norman- French,  and 
there  you  will  find  that  the  exemptions 
are  treason-felony  and  refusing  to  give 
Burety  for  breach  of  the  peace.  Century 
after  century  that  has  been  acted  upon. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chat- 
ham, with  his  nBual  ooarage,  has  cited 
an  abstract  from  the  work  of  Sir  Eirskine 
May,  giving  the  Report  of  the  Commit- 
tee of  18  J1  ;  but  if  he  had  given  the 
whole  Report,  it  would  have  exactly 
contradicted  the  conclusion  to  which  he 
has  arrived.  The  Committee  of  1831 
goes  back  not  only  to  the  time  of  the 
Stuarts,  but  to  the  time  of  the  Planta- 
genets ;  and  I  6nd  that,  referring  back 
to  the  precedent  of  1675,  the  reference 
to  the  Privilege  of  Parliament  is  this — 

"Bjr^  law  the  PriTile)^  of  Parli&ment  be- 
loQgB  to  every  Slember  of  the  Houae  of  Com< 
"monB  io  all  caaes  except  treason-felony  and 
breach  of  the  ptaoe." 

["  Hear,  hear ! "]  Tea ;  but  that  is 
only  one  of  the  aeries  of  precedents; 
and  though  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Chatham  lays  it  down  that  the 
Privilege  of  Parliament  only  applied  to 
indictable  offences,  if  he  had  read  the 
Report  of  the  Committee  of  1831  he 
would  have  found  refusal  to  give  surety 
for  breach  of  the  peace. 

Mn.  JUSTIN  M'CARTHY:  Where 
was  the  breach  of  the  peace  in  this  case  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  It 
comes  clearly  within  the  interpretation 
of  the  precedent  that  the  Privileges  of 
Parliament  do  not  extend  to  a  Member 
in  cases  where  be  is  bound  to  good 
behaviour  for  a  breach  of  the  peace 
that  is  apprehended.  The  case  to  which 
that  Committee  applied  was  not  an  in- 
dictable offence.  Therefore,  the  conten- 
tion that  Privilege  only  applies  to  an 
indictable  offence  is  clearly  a  misappre- 
hension. The  distinction  had  been  clearly 
drawn  by  that  Committee,  and  it  has 
been  to-night  re-affirmed  by  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral ;  and  I  think  the  House  will  be  very 
slow  to  endeavour,  on  this  occasion,  to 
extend  the  doctrine  of  Privilege  to  a 
degree  never  before  anticipated. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  that  he  wished  to 
address  a  few  words  to  the  House  on  the 
subject.  He  was  glad  to  find  that  an 
English  Member  had  risen  in  his  place 
to  endeavour  to  procure  the  application 
of  Constitutional  law  and  practice  to 
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this  case,  and  to  at  least  secure  for  the 
discussion  of  th^  case  that  attention 
which  English  Members  seemed  indis- 
posed to  give.  He  bad  listened  with 
pain  and  disappointment  to  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentloman  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  and 
lie  would  say  that  he  regarded  it  as  a 
pregnant  example  of  that  policy  of 
evasion  and  make-believe  which  was 
the  principal  note  of  the  new  Adminis- 
tration in  Ireland.  The  right  hon. 
Geutleman  endeavoured  to  account  for 
the  delay  in  dealing  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wexford's  (Mr.  Healy's)  case  by 
the  adjournment  for  10  days  that  had 
been  asked  for  and  granted  ;  but  he 
(Mr.  Sexton)  would  like  to  know  how 
an  adjournment  for  1 0  days  conld 
account  for  a  consumption  of  three 
months.  The  Chief  Seci-etary  for  Ire- 
land told  them  that  it  was  impossible  to 
form  a  Court.  There  were  a  great  many 
Judges  in  Ireland,  however;  but  he 
(Mr.  Sexton)  supposed,  on  the  principle 
that  great  bodies  move  slowly,  it  was 
impossible  to  get  the  Queen's  Bench  to 
form  a  Court  during  all  that  time.  In 
that  period,  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench 
might  have  called  in  a  Judge  and  formed 
a  Court;  but  the  Ex*'cutive  in  Ireland 
appeared  to  have  so  delayed  the  case  that 
the  imprisonment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Wexford  was  made  to  begin,  and 
would  jirobably  end  with  the  Session. 
That  was  a  grave  ground  for  impeach- 
ment, on  the  principles  of  Privilege,  both 
of  the  Executive  and  the  Judges  in  Ire- 
land, that  they  should  imprison  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  House,  so  that  the  term  of  his 
imprisonment  and  of  his  withdrawal 
from  that  House  should  exteud-orera 
period  when  questions  with  which  he  was 
especially  conversant  should  come  befwe 
the  House.  Parliament  had  baenalways 
solicitous  to  inquire  into  the  ciroum- 
stancesconnected  with  questions  touching 
the  Privileges  of  its  Members ;  and  it 
would  be  of  evil  import,  and  have  a 
most  injurious  effect  on  the  public  mind, 
at  least  in  Ireland,  did  the  House  pass 
over,  without  due  attention,  the  im- 
prisonment of  a  man  who  had  proved 
himself  so  active  and  useful  in  dealing 
with  recent  legislation  of  deep  concern 
to  such  a  large  number  of  Her  Majesty's 
subjects  in  Ireland.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr. 
Gorst)  had  laid  down  a  prindple  which 
appeared  to  strike  the  Xreaaiu^  Beneii 
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irith  horror,  but  which  he  (Mr.  Sexton) 
woold  also  ui^.  That  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  asked  that  this  case  should 
be  treated  as  if  it  ooncemed  an  English 
Member.  ["Hear,  hear!"]  Such  a 
claim  to  the  Treasury  Bench  seemed  to 
be  unparalleled — they  would  not  for  a 
moment  acknowledge  it,  and  they  had 
abundant  proof,  as  was  apparent  from 
tiie  mocking  cheer  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Stockport.  [Mr. 
HopwooD :  I  did  not  cheer  or  mock.] 
He  would  repeat  they  had  abundant 
proof  that  this  matter  did  not  rerymuch 
concern  the  House  or  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
Temment»  as  there  was  only  an  Irish 
Member  in  question.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess the  lieader  of  the  House  (the 
Marquees  of  Hartington)  and  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  were  astray,  both  on  the  fact 
and  law  of  this  case.  Could  they  wonder 
that  the  Lord  Ohief  Justice  for  Ireland 
ehould  dmcribe  his  (Mr.  Sexton's)  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Healy)  as  the  Member  for 
the  County  of  Wicklow,  when  the  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  for  Eng- 
land, who  had  sat  with  him  in  the 
Hoase  for  three  years,  ehould  call  him 
the  Member  for  the  County  of  Wexford. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
for  England  endeavoured  to  excuse  what 
had  been  done  in  this  case  by  referring 
to  a  Kesolutlon  passed  by  the  House  of 
Lords  in  1620;  but  he  (Mr.  Sexton) 
woald  wish  to  point  out  both  to  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  and  to  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary of  tftate  for  the  Home  Department, 
that,  whatever  might  have  been  the  effect 
of  that  Besolution,  that  was  completely 
neutralized,  and,  as  the  Prime  Minister 
would  say,  pulrerized  by  a  Besolution 
which  had  been  subsequently  passed  by 
the  House  of  Commone.  Before  184ti 
the  PriTilege  claimed  was  that  Members 
should  not  be  imprisoned  except  for 
treason-felony. 

Sia  WILLIAM  HAECOUET:  The 
eariieet  definition  of  the  Privilege  of 
Parliament  is  to  be  found  in  "  Larke'e 
Case,"  Eol.,  Pari.  8,  H.  VI.,  in  which, 
in  the  old  Norman-French>  it  is  thus 
daimed  by  the  Commons — 

"  La  rriTilege  de  votre  Uonrt  do  Parlement 
d'etre  qitietevi  de  touts  arresters  dprant  votre 
dit  ooirte  forpriBe  par  tceaeon  fdonie  on  luerte 
depaii." 

Mb.  SEXTON  said,  that  the  Besolu- 
tion of  tiie  HpuM  of  Lords  wM,  that 


during  the  sitting  of  Parliament  no 
Member  of  that  House  should  be  im- 
prisoned or  restrained,  unless  for  tiieason- 
felony  or  refhsal  to  give  suretyship  of 
the  peace.  If  that  record  stood  it  wonld, 
no  doubt,  be  applicable  to  this  case ;  but 
in  1675  the  House  of  Commons  passed  a 
Resolution  to  the  effect  that  the  Privi- 
leges of  the  House  of  Commons  should 
extend  to  Members  in  all  cases,  except 
in  cases  of  treason-felony  and  breach 
of  the  peace.  These  were  the  exact 
words  of  the  Besolution  passed  in 
1675,  and  were  evidently  drawn  in  op- 
position to  the  Besolution  which  the 
House  of  Lords  had  passed  previously. 
These  words  were  not  in  the  Norman- 
French  quoted  by  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department.  They 
were  in  the  English  language,  and  were 
specifically  quoted  by  Sir  Erskine  May 
in  his  work.  It  was  idle  for  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  now  to  en- 
deavour to  confuse  the  issue  before  the 
House,  and  try  to  peruade  them  that  a 
breach  of  the  peace  and  an  apprehen- 
sion of  a  breach  of  the  peace  were  one 
and  tlie  same  thing.  With  regard  to 
the  offence  charged  against  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Wexford,  and 
the  course  proposed  to  be  taken,  it  must 
be  apparent  to  everyone  that  the  offence 
alleged  to  be  apprehended  was  not  even 
stated  in  the  letter  read  by  the  Speaker ; 
and  although  this  excuse  might  be 
offered  fur  tho  learned  Judge,  that  his 
Lordship  could  not  possibly  cite  an 
offenoo  when  there  was  none  ou  the 
record,  he  thought  it  was  not  too  much 
to  say  that  a  Judge  who  had  shown 
himself  so  ignorant  of  the  facts  of  the 
case  might  nut  also  be  ignorant  of  the 
law  connected  with  it.  The  offence  was 
not  even  stated  on  the  warrant  on  which 
his  hon.  Friend  was  arrested.  He  was 
in  possession  of  a  letter  received  by  him 
that  morning  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wexford,  and  he  was  informed  in  that 
letter  that  in  the  warrant  committing 
bis  hon.  Friend  to  Kilmainfaam  no 
offence  was  specified.  It  was  merely  an 
order  from  the  Queen's  Bench  in  Ireland 
directing  its  subordinate  officers  to  take 
Mr.  Healy  into  custody  and  lodge  him 
in  JCilmainham.  He  challenged  the 
Government  to  show  that  any  offence 
was  specified  on  the  warrant,  and  de- 
clared that  it  was  not  even  alleged  that 
tho  conduct  of  his  hon.  {tiend  was  such 
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as  to  lead  to  a  breach  of  tbe  peace.  Of 
the  three  cases  which  had  been  cited  bj 
the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of 
Hartington)  in  respect  to  breach  of  Fri- 
Tilege,  the  first  two  were  out  of  the 
question  in  regard  to  the  treatment  of 
me  hon.  Member  for  Wexford,  and,  as 
to  the  third,  no  act  was  or  could  be 
alleged  against  the  hon.  Gentleman. 
How  then  could  it  be  said  by  the  noble 
Marquess  that  the  matter  for  which  bis 
hon.  Friend  was  committed  could  be  re- 
garded as  crime,  or  as  falling  within  the 
category  of  crime  ?  What  was  alleged 
against  his  hon.  Friend  was  not  even 
proved.  The  evidence  against  him  rested 
on  the  memory  of  a  police  constable  aa 
to  the  correctness  of  a  report  in  a  news- 

faper  of  a  speech  made  by  his  hon. 
'nend,  and  an  allegation  that  he  used 
language  and  took  a  course  of  conduct 
which,  if  persevered  in  and  repeated  still 
further,  might  possibly  have  the  effect 
of  leading  to  a  breach  of  the  peace  in 
the  future.  He  thought,  under  all  these 
oiroumstanoes,  it  was,aleaxly  established 
that  there  was  no  offence  whatever  com- 
mitted that  would  disentitle  his  hon. 
Friend  to  claim  the  Privileges  of  that 
House,  if  the  House  were  in  any  mood 
to  pay  attention  to  such  a  claim  put  for- 
ward by  an  Irish  Member.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Chatham  had 
appealed  to  the  House  to  deal  with  that 
question  as  if  it  affected  an-  English 
Member,  and  if  that  appeal  went  unan- 
swered, if  it  were  received  indifferently 
by  the  Government,  the  result  would  be 
great  dissatisfaction  amon^  the  Irish 
people,  and  it  would  lead  to  a  belief  that 
an  unfair  distinction  was  made  between 
English  and  Irish  Members.  The  im- 
pres^on  conveyed  to  the  Irish  people 
would  be  that  if  an  English  Member 
were  imprisoned  the  question  of  Privi- 
lege would  receive  their  very  serious 
attention ;  but,  in  the  case  of  an  Irish 
Member,  the  House  was  disposed  to  pay 
no  attention  whatever  to  it,  [)ut  was  dis- 
posed rather  to  let  the  Courts  in  Ireland 
work  their  own  sweet  will  with  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  and  everybody  else 
there,  and  allow  also  the  claims  and 
privileges  of  the  House  to  sink  into  die- 
use  and  contempt. 

Mh.  T.  p.  O'CONNOB  said,  that  in 
this  oase  the  onus  of  proof  clearly  lay 
with  the  Qovemment.  No  doubt  the 
House  had  heard  several  speeches  from 
the  Treasury  Bench;  but  up  to  that 

Mr.  Sfxton 


moment  a  similar  case  to  that  of  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Wexford 
(Mr.  Healy),  or  to  the  course  that  had 
been  adopted  in  reference  to  him,  had 
not  been  brought  before  them.  The 
Government,  in  this  matter,  were  pur- 
suing a  course  that  no  Gbvernment  ever 
did  before.  They  asked  the  House  to 
allow  this  matter  to  pass  unnoticed,  and 
did  not  deign  to  bring  forward  any  pre- 
cedents  to  warrant  that  course.  Now. 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Trevelyan),  in  his  latest  and  not  his 
most  improved  style,  impressed  on  the 
House  the  advisability  of  not  discnssing 
the  policy  involved  in  the  arrest  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wexford  ;  but  what 
he  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  would  contend 
was  this — that  the  matter  was  a  matter 
of  policy,  because  the  Government  were 
taking  a  course  with  regard  to  the  hon. 
Member  that  no  Government  ever  took 
before.  The  Government  were  doing 
in  this  oase  only  what  was  in  accordance 
wiUi  its  general  policy  in  Ireland.  The 
last  speaker  (Mr.  Sexton)  was  justified 
in  drawing,  so  clearly  as  he  had,  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  singular 
difference  in  the  Beeolutions  passed  by 
the  House  of  Lords  and  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  was  justified  in  contend- 
ing that  that  difference  was  not  acci- 
dental. The  House  of  Lords,  it  was 
plain,  endeavoured  to  confine  the  limits 
ofPrivilege;  buttheHouseofCommons 
restored  them  to  their  original  propor- 
tions. He  wished  to  draw  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  a  leading  case  with  re- 
gard to  the  Privileges  of  Parliament — 
that  of  Wilkes,  for  in  that  case  the  Lord 
Chief  Justice  (Paget)  laid  down  that  in 
all  cases  except  for  treason-friony  and 
actual  breach  of  the  peace  a  Member 
was  free  from  arrest.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr. 
Gorst)  had  advanced  the  same  view  of 
the  law,  and  he  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor) 
strongly  invited  the  attention  of  the 
Government  to  the  point.  At  present 
the  question  involved  the  liberty  of  an 
Irish  Member  only ;  but  to-morrow  it 
might  be  that  of  an  English  Member  ; 
and,  therefore,  the  matter  was  one  of 
great  importance  to  the  whole  House, 
A.  more  dangerous  doctrine  could  not 
be  laid  before  the  Irish  people  than  that 
the  treatment  of  the  rights  and  Privi- 
leges of  Members  <tf  that  House  de- 
pended on  their  nationality.  It  seemed, 
however,  that  that  would  probably  oceor. 
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It  was  also  now  laid  down  that  a  Mem- 
lierof  that  House  miglit  be  taken  up 
and  lodged  in  custody  as  a  rogue  and 
a  Tagal»nd.  There  could,  he  thought, 
be  no  doubt  that  the  Oovernment  were 
curtailing  the  Privileges  ot  Members  by 
the  course  they  adopted ;  and,  at  the 
same  time,  they  dwired  to  limit  disous- 
non  of  political  questiona  by  Members 
on  the  ground  that  such  disounion  might 
cause  discontent  among  certain  classes 
of  Her  Majesty's  subjects.  But,  he  need 
hardly  say,  not  a  Member  of  Farliement, 
of  whatever  Party,  could  make  a  speech 
without  creating  discontent  among  some 
of  Her  Majesty  s  subjects,  and  he  urged 
that  the  House  should  not  be  led  away 
by  the  Government  in  this  matter.  The 
House  should  take  that  course  which 
their  own  independent  judgment  reoom- 
meuded.  It  ought  not  to  refuse  to  ex- 
tend  its  Privileges  to  a  Member  with 
whom  the  Government  had  dealt  so  arbi- 
trarilj,  and  in  a  manner  for  which  thwe 
waa  no  precedent. 

Mb.  MABUM  eaid,  he  wished  to  point 
oat  that  this  ease  was  one  of  sureties 
for  good  behaviour  brought  under  a 
Statute  of  Edward  III.,  and  that  it  was 
entirely  different  from  cases  in  which, 
persons  are  bound  to  give  sureties  of 
the  peace  for  specified  offences.  They 
were  essentially  distinct  proceedings,  and 
grounded  upon  difibrent  jurisdictions. 
There  had  been  no  precedent  cited  where 
the  Privilege  of  Parliament  was  held  to 
be  barred  by  arrest  in  default  of  giving 
Boreties  for  good  behaviour.  Not  only 
were  the  prooeedin^s  different  but  the 
principlee  upon  which  they  rested  were 
totally  diverse — in  one  case  it  was  the 
vague,  undefined  discretion  of  the  Judge 
to  conclnde  Fadiameat,  whilet  in  the 
other  a  sworn  statemwit  of  offence  and 
threat  should  be  exhibited  in  the  articles 
(rf  "  swearing  the  peaoe/'  as  it  was  vul- 
garly styled. 

Question  put. 

The  House  dinidei : — Ayes  35S ;  Noes 
47:  Majority  JJ06.— (Div.  List,  No,  1.) 

Main  Qaestion  put. 

Ordered,  That  the  Letter  of  the 
Ohief  Justice  of  the  Court  of  Queen's 
Boieh  in  Ireland  do  lie  upon  the  Table. 

NEW  WBIT  ISSUED. 
For  Goanty  -of  Dublin,  v.  the  Bight 
honble.  Thomas  Edward  Taylor,  de- 


PRIVILEGES. 

Ordered,  That  a  Committee  of  Pri- 
vileges be  appointed. 

OITTLAWBIES  BILL. 

BUI  "  for  the  more  effeotnal  prevent- 
ing Clandestine  Outiawries,"  read  the 
first  time ;  to  he  read  a  second  time. 

THE  QUEEN'S  SPEECH. 

Me.  SPEAKER  reported  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Speech,  made  by  Her  Chancellor, 
and  read  it  to  the  House. 

ADDRESS  IN  ANSWER  TO  HER 
MAJESTY'S  MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH, 

Mb.ACLAND:  Sir,  in  rising  to  move 
that  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty  for  Her  most  gracious 
Speech,  I  have  first  to  ask  the  House 
to  exercise  towards  me  that  generous 
indulgence  which  has  uniformly  been 
most  kindly  shown  towards  those  who, 
under  similar  circumstances,  have  risen, 
Sir,  to  address  you  nearly  for  the  first 
time.  I  also  beg  to  be  allowed  to  ex- 
press, on  the  part  of  the  constituency 
which  I  have  the  honour  to  represent, 
their  thorough  appreciation  of  the  dis- 
tinction conferred  upon  them.  And  in 
order  to  secure  to  myself,  as  far  as  I 
can,  the  indulgence  I  have  asked  for,  I 
will  do  my  best  to  avoid  needlessly 
raising  any  such  points  as  would  be 
likely  to  arouse  any  great  differences  of 
opinion,  on  an  occasion  upon  which  the 
desire  of  all  is  that  an  unanimous  ex- 
pression should  be  given  to  the  respect- 
ful gratitude  to  Her  Majesty,  which 
there  is  no  one  in  this  House  who  would 
be  willing  to  disavow. 

But  before  entering  upon  any  of  the 
various  and  important  topics  brought 
before  us  in  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne,  there  are  two  different  feelings 
which  I  am  convinced  are  prevalent  in 
this  House,  to  which  I  think.  Sir,  I  shall 
not  be  deemed  to  be  trespassing  on  the 
forbearance  of  the  House,  if  I  venture 
to  endeavour  to  give  expression.  The 
first  is  that  of  regret  that  we  do  not  see 
in  his  accustomed  place  one  who,  after 
half-a>centuxy  of  strenuous  activity  in 
the  service  of  his  Queen  and  country, 
has  gained  an  ascendancy  in  this  House, 
and  a  hold  on  the  affections  of  the  people, 
which  I  shall  hardly  be  criticized  if  I 
say  it  has  not  been  equalled  by  any  of 
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his  Fredecossors.  And  we  have  the 
more  cause  to  regret  his  abaence  now 
that  those  Eulea  of  Procedure,  in  the 
elaboration  of  which  he  took  so  earnest 
a  part,  are,  for  the  first  time,  to  come 
generally  into  operation.  The  other 
feeling  is  a  pleasanter  one  to  express ; 
it  is  that  of  congratulation  to  mj  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North 
Devon  (Sir  Stafford  Nortbcote)  on  his 
return  to  his  post.  His  absence  during 
the  closing  days  of  last  Sossion  was  re- 
gretted on  this  side  of  the  House  as 
much  as  on  tlie  other,  and  he  is  now 
welcomed  by  all  sections  of  the  House 
with  the  hope  that  the  labours  of  thif> 
Session,  which  are  likely  to  be  as 
arduous  as  that  of  the  last,  though  not. 
Tve  may  hope,  so  protracted,  and  yet  not 
less  important  in  their  legislative  results, 
may  not  injuriously  affect  him. 

Sir,  the  leading  paragraphs  of  Her 
Majesty's  most  gracious  Speech  have 
reference  to  the  occurrences  in  Egypt  of 
last  autumn,  on  the  successful  termina- 
tion of  which,  BO  far  as  their  immediate 
object  was  concerned,  this  House  has 
already  been  congratulated.  That  ob- 
ject was  the  suppression  of  a  revolt 
caused  by  military  ambition,  faction, 
and  fanaticism.  There  are  tiiose  who 
hare  estimated  that  movement  as  a  pa- 
triotic effort,  led  by  a  national  deliverer. 
But,  although  a  natural  jealousy  of 
prosperous  Europeans  on  the  part  of 
Natives  may  have  contributed  to  the 
popularity  of  Arabi,  there  is  no  act  of 
bis  which  can  be  brought  forward  as 
conducive  to  the  welfare  of  his  country. 
There  are  those  who  believe,  or  who  at 
any  rate  say,  that  prompter  action  on  the 

Eart  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  might 
ave  prevented  disaster.  To  them  it 
may  be  pleaded  in  reply  that,  at  any 
rate,  the  results  of  the  more  deliberate 
course  adopted  have  been  to  avoid  giving 
offence  to  other  Euro^an  Powers,  and 
to  secure  their  appreciation  of  the  recti- 
tude and  single-minded  character  of  the 
purposes  entertained  by  this  country. 
Whatever  may  now  be  said  of  the  past, 
it  will,  at  any  rate,  be  admitted  by  all 
that  after  the  complete  destruction  of 
the  Egyptian  military  organization,  and 
the  result  on  that  country  generally, 
England  could  not  then,  with  any  self- 
respect,  leave  the  Egyptians  to  find  their 
own  way  out  of  their  confusion.  She 
was  bound  to  provide  for  the  re-organiza- 
tion of  a  enudl,  but  adequate  and  effi- 
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cient  defensive  force.  She  was  bound 
to  endeavour  to  secure  the  stability  of 
the  Throne  of  the  recognized  Huler  of 
the  country,  in  whose  support  she  had, 
in  conformity  with  her  engagements, 
originally  interfered ;  and  in  accordance 
with  her  own  traditions,  not  to  say  in  the 
furtherance  of  her  own  interests,  she 
was  bound  to  endeavour  to  create  and  to 
foster  the  growth  of  institutions  of  a 
popular  kind,  designed  to  secure  repre- 
sentation of  the  wants  and  wishes  of  the 
people,  and  to  show  like  the  Pyramids, 
by  their  permanence  and  stability,  the 
industi^  and  ingenuity,  as  well  aa  the 
patient  power  of  that  race.  It  must  also 
be  a  source  of  satisfaction  to  the  House 
to  learn  that  Her  Majesty's  troops  will 
not  be  detained  in  Egypt  for  any  length- 
ened period,  but  wUl  be  withdrawn  as 
soon  as  possible.  oonniBtently  with  the 
objects  which  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment are  bound  to  provide  for.  It  will 
also  be  felt  that  the  provision  of  effectual 
safeguards  for  the  security  of  the  Suez 
Canal  will  entitle  Her  Majesty  to  the 
gratitude  of  all  those  countries  to  which 
that  waterway  is  of  the  greatest  value ; 
and  that  for  the  purpose  of  maintaining 
that  security  with  the  least  possible  risk 
to  the  peace  of  Europe,  a  settlement 
likely  to  give  peaoe,  prosperity,  and  con- 
tentment to  the  people  of  Egypt,  is  an 
indispensable  requisite. 

I  think,  Sir,  that  this  country  may  be 
congratulated  on  the  fact  that  of  all  that 
Greater  Britain  —  the  rapidity  of  the 
growth  of  which  I  think  there  are  but 
few  who  completely  realize — there  is 
but  one  spot  on  which  events  have 
lately  happened  which  call  for  remark 
in  Her  Majesty's  Speech.  I  allude  to 
the  restoration  of  Cetewayo.  That  emi- 
nent but  despotic  Kuter,  whose  name 
will  be  inscribed  on  the  history  of  this 
country,  has  returned  to  be  restored  to 
his  Throne  among  his  people,  with  a 
slight  diminution,  it  is  true,  of  his  ter- 
iitory ;  but  only  auch  as  ie  necessary  to 
secure,  as  far  as  it  lay  in  the  power  of 
England  to  secure,  without  annexation, 
peaoe  in  his  dominions.  It  will  be  re- 
membered that,  by  the  arrangement  made 
by  the  present  Lord  Wolseley,  1 3  co-or- 
dinate Chiefs  were  appointed  to  rule  with- 
out a  supreme  head  over  Zulu  territory; 
and  it  is  hoped,  and  there  is  indeed 
good  reason  to  believe,  that  the  modifi- 
cations of  the  previous  arrangement,  the 
oonditioDB  imposed  on  Cetewayo,  and 
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the  present  re- settlement  will  prove  in 
the  end  thoroughly  satisfactory,  not  only 
to  the  Zalus,  but  to  their  neighbours  in 
Natal  and  in  tbe  Tranaraal. 

But,  Sir,  if  the  rate  of  the  develop- 
ment, and  if  the  surrounding  oircura- 
atanoes  of  the  more  distant  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Dominions  from  time  to  time  ^ive 
us  cause  for  anxiety  or  congratulation, 
there  is  a  part  of  her  Dominions  whioh 
TO  call  our  Sister  Island,  of  which  re- 
cently it  has  been  more  rarely  Irue  that 
she  has  not  occupied  our  thoaghts,  not 
to  say  filled  us  with  deep  sorrow,  sym- 
pathy and  anxiety.  Sir,  the  affairs  of 
Ireland  have  o(»upied  the  time  of  this 
House  too  long  of  late  to  make  it 
necessary  for  me  to.  say  much  on  that 
subject ;  but  I  am  happy  to  have  some 
matters  of  congratulation  to  bring  before 
the  notice  of  the  House.  There  is  no 
need  to  remind  the  House  of  the  tales  of 
woe,  of  the  oowardty  assasBinatibas,  not 
only  of  men  eminent  and  beloved,  hold- 
ing high  position, bat  of  innocent  men  who 
were  the  bread-winners  of  poor  families, 
and  even  of  women  and  children.  Nor 
can  we  leave  unnoticed  the  efforts  made 
by  Her  Majesty's  Uovernment  and  by- 
this  Huuse  to  prove  to  Ireland  that,  the 
English  people  wish  to  do  justice  to  the 
Irish  people,  wish  to  convince  them  that 
as  Bngland  is  their  nearest,  strongest, 
and  most  natural  protector,  so  she  will 
be,  if  only  she  may,  ber  best  and  truest 
friend,  and  that  we  wish  to  help  Ireland 
to  make  efforts  in  her  own  behalf.  Nor 
have  we  forgotten  the  strenuous  and  per- 
sistent efforts  made  to  prevent  the  Irish 
people  from  perceiving  that  this  ie  the 
tram,  and  that  their  truest  wisdom  is  to 
act  upon  it.  Sir,  I  do  not  dare  to  ask 
the  Home  to  say  now  whether  it  is  on 
aoeountof.  notwithstanding  the  efforts 
made  by  Her  Majesty's  Giovemmentorby 
Parliament,  or,  more  tiian  all,  the  splen- 
did vigour,  decision,  judgment,  firmness, 
tact,  and  courtesy  of  Lord  Spencer  and 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  that  I 
am  able  to  make  l^e  request  I  do  make ; 
but  X  do  dare  to  ask  every  section  of  the 
House  to  join  with  me  in  congratulating 
Her  Majesty  that  in  that  part  of  her 
Dominions  the  honest  man  can  now  pay 
his  just  debts  without  fear — witnesses  of 
crime  dare  now  to  speak  the  truth — the 
cowardly  murderer  is  no  longer  now  re- 
garded as  ahero  or  a  patriot,  and  the  recent 
general  sympathy  with  crime  has  notably 
oirainishedj  and  has  given  way  to  a  desire 


for  law  and  order.  For  these  things,  at 
least,  Englishmen,  Scotchmen,  and  Irish- 
men alike  may  be  grateful.  If  there  be 
one  inference  more  than  any  other  whioh 
it  would  gratify  the  people  of  this  oonn- 
ti7  to  be  able  to  draw  from  the  apj^rent 
improvement  in  the  social  condition 
Ireland  it  would  be  this — that  the  time 
was  drawing  near  when  we  might,  with 
due  regard  to  the  safety  of  life— to 
say  nothing  of  property — in  Ireland, 
with  the  same  regard  for  full  personal 
liberty,  the  same  desire  to  develop 
local  energy  and  local  independence 
which  has  been  the  mainspring  of  our 
English  legislation,  intrust  to  Irish- 
men the  same  measures  of  local  self- 
government  in  local  matters  as  we  hope 
soon  may  be  extended  to  rural  districts 
in  England.  But,  alas!  it  sometimes 
seems  as  though  Irish  loyalty  and 
English  liberty  were  moving  on  those 
lines  we  hear  of  in  higher  mathematiesp 
whioh  are  ever  approaching  each  other, 
but  which  never  meet. 

I  come  now,  Sir,  to  the  paragraphs  of 
Her  Majesty's  Speech  which  present  to 
us  the  Bills  which  the  Oovemment  pro- 
pose to  lay  before  the  House,  and  I  feel 
confident  the  House  will  forgive  me  if, 
in  order  to  avoid  loss  of  time  and  waste 
of  words,  I  confine  myself  to  those 
measures  which  either  are  chiefly  of 
interest  to  rural  constituencies,  or  are 
of  such  general  interest  as  to  call  for 
remark  from  myself,  as  well  as  from 
the  hon.  Member  who  will  follow  ma. 
In  the  first  group  of  Bills  it  will  be  ob- 
served that  there  is  one  whioh  is,  I  fear, 
of  very  wide  interest — that  one,  namely, 
which  will  deal  with  the  Law  of  Bank- 
ruptoy.  No  words  are  needed  from  me. 
Sir,  to  convince  Members  of  each  Party 
in  this  House  that  the  present  unsatis- 
factory state  of  the  law  on  this  subject 
should  divest  this  Bill  of  any  Party 
character,  and  render  it  easy, .  without 
serious  delay,  to  pass  a  measure  to  pro- 
vide for  public  inquiry  into  all  failures, 
publicity  in  the  manner  of  disposing  of 
the  bankrupt's  estates,  the  employment 
of  responsible  persons  as  public  officers 
for  tJioeo  purposes,  and  the  protection  of 
those  whose  failure  is  due  not  to  culpa- 
ble recklessness,  but  to  inevitable  mis- 
fortune. In  the  same  group  there  is 
another  Bill  mentioned,  which  will,  I 
believe,  have,  when  it  bemmes  law,  a 
very  wide  ecope,  which  will,  I  may 
almost  say,  affect  every  Member  of  this 
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House,  and  eyery  constitaency.  Not 
that  I  would  be  taken  to  imply  that  all 
or  any  of  the  Members  of  this  House 
have  been  guilty  of  corrupt  practices; 
but  all  MemoerB  are  more  or  less  at  the 
mercy  of  their  more  ardent  and  reckless 
supporters  in  this  respect,  and  I  can 
only  hope  that  the  universal  feeling  of 
condemnation  and  disf^ust  for  the  dis- 
graceful disclosures  which  have  recently 
Deen  made  may  steel  the  hearts  and 
brace  the  nerves  of  the  most  tender- 
hearted Members  of  the  House,  so  that, 
without  Party  acrimony,  this  much- 
needed  measure  may  speedily  become 
law. 

"With  regard  to  the  subjects  which 
are  next  alluded  to  in  Her  Majesty's 
Speech — those  affecting  local  govern- 
ment— I  have  already  expressed  a  hope 
that  when  England  and  Scotland  come 
to  be  dealt  with  in  this  matter,  it  may 
be  possible  also  to  deal  with  Ireland  on 
similar  principles  and  without  delay. 
It  will  be  observed  that  this  year  the 
proposal  to  deal  with  Metropolitan  local 
government  precedes  those  which  will 
touch  other  districts ;  and  tf  this  should 
cause  any  temporary  disappointment 
amon^  those  who  are  mainly  affeijted  by 
the  alministration  of  ratM,  and  who 
hare  to  wait  one  year  more  ttxt  repre- 
sentation, I  trust  that  when  it  is  remem- 
bered that  for  35  years  this  great  subject 
has  been  from  time  to  time  before  the 
House,  and  at  no  long  intervals,  there 
maybe  some  satisfaction  in  the  reflec- 
tion that  now  that  its  solution  appears 
to  be  approaching,  the  discussion  of  the 
measures  as  affecting  the  Metropolis 
may  bring  to  the  surface  suggestions 
and  ideas  which  may  throw  additional 
light  on  the  best  method  of  solving  the 
vast  and  important  questions  involved, 
when  the  whole  of  the  unreformed  dis- 
tricts come  before  us.  I  will  only  ask 
those  who  may  be  inclined  to  think  with 
regret  that  the  ancient  glory  of  the  City 
of  London  will  have  departed  to  re- 
member that  it  is  not  until  the  real 
rigour  and  life  of  a  tree  have  begun  to 
abate  that  the  ivy  clinging  round  it  is 
regarded  as  adorning  it,  and  that  when 
this  is  the  case  the  best  way  of  saving 
the  tree  is  to  attack  the  ivy. 

I  may,  perhaps,  be  permitted  to  ex- 
press the  regret  which  will  be  felt  by 
some,  that  there  is  but  a  poor  prospect 
of  reaching  the  great  subject  of  County 
Oovemment  this.  Session ;  not  even  of 


advancing  far  enough  to  touch  what  lies 
at  the  fringe  of  the  question — the  simpli- 
fication of  areas.  But,  considering  the 
enormous  complexity  of  the  subject,  con- 
sidering its  indissoluble  connection  with 
the  assimilation  of  the  county  and  bo- 
rough franchise,  I  think  the  House  will 
agn^ee  that  the  Government  do  wisely  in 
deferring  it  until  it  can  be  treated  as  a 
whole,  and  each  division  can  be  consi- 
dered in  the  relation  it  hears  to  the 
others  and  to  the  whole. 

Sir,  in  approaching  the  next  subject, 
I  know  that  X  can  speak  with  certainty 
when  I  say  that  in  the  sight  of  a  yery  im- 
portant class  of  Her  Majesty's  English 
subjects,  this  Bill  will,  in  its  importance, 
outshine  all  others,  and  throw  every- 
thing else  in  Her  Majesty's  Speech  into 
the  shade.  The  subject  of  agricultural 
compensation  Las  been  before  Parlia- 
ment for  one  whole  generation ;  but 
there  is  no  doubt  whatever  that  the 
long  and  rapid  and  unbroken  succes- 
sion of  bad  seasons  have  inflicted  on 
the  agricultural  community  very  severe 
losses,  and  to  this  only  too  efficient 
cause  we  may  attribute  the  fact  that 
the  points  at  which  the  shoe  pinches 
the.  tenant  farmer  are  much  more 
keenly  painful  than  heretofore.  And 
undoubtedly,  also,  it  is  true  that  the 
insecurity  of  capital  invested  in  the 
cultivation  of  the  land  has  been  hitherto, 
even  in  spite  of  recent  legislation,  much 
greater  than  it  need  be.  Absolutely 
secure,  it  can  no  more  be  made  than 
any  capital  invested  in  any  other  pro- 
fitable way;  but,  at  least,  this  much 
may  be  achieved.  If  the  landlord  and 
tenant  fail  to  come  to  terms  more  suited 
to  their  special  circumstaiices  than  any 
general  legislation  can  lay  down  for 
them,  a  minimum  may  be  laid  down 
which  may  at  once  encourage  tenants 
to  invest  their  capital  in  the  highest 
cultivation  of  which  their  farms  will 

Erofitably  admit,  and  also  induce  the 
tndlord  to  afiford  them  further  en- 
couragement, by  investing  his  capital 
in  permanent  improvements,  or  ar- 
ranging with  the  tenants  that  they 
shall  do  so,  by  giving  to  them  the  utmost 
freedom  of  cultivation  consistent  with 
the  good  of  the  soil,  and  the  interests 
of  the  succeeding  occupier.  There  are 
other  details  which  I  will  not  refer  to  ; 
but  I  will  merely  express  an  earnest 
hope  that  every  section  of  each  Party 
in  this  House  will  remember  that  there 
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are  small  as  well  as  large  ovnera  and 
occupiers  in  tlus  oountry,  and  that  le- 
gislation is  more  necessary  for  pro- 
tecting the  smaller  ones  than  for  the 
sake  of  the  larger;  further,  that  any 
measure  that  presses  hardly  oa  the 
larger  class  Till  press  ruinously  on  the 
smaller,  whether  the  interest  be  per- 
manent or  transitory. 

Another  very  important  Bill  whioh 
should  hare  wide  efTect  throughout  the 
Ein^om  is  that  of  Bivers  Conservancy 
and  Frorention  of  Floods.  The  interests 
which  will  be  affected  will  be  numerous 
and  important,  and  I  fear  that  the  much 
Texed  question  as  towhether  and  iu  what 
proportion  those  whose  uplands  benefit 
by  drainage  should  assist  those  whose 
lowlands  are  injured  b;  floods  may  give 
rise  to  animated  discussions;  but,  this 
being  in  no  sense  a  Party  measure,  I 
trust  that  the  necessity  for  it,  which  must 
bare  been  evident  to  hon.  Members  as 
they  assembled  from  their  distant  homes, 
will  enable  them  to  come  to  a  speedy 
and  beneficial  conclusion. 

Those  hon.  Members  in  this  House 
who  are  specially  interested  in  the  Prin- 
cipality of  Wales  will,  I  believe,  see 
with  pleasure  a  proposal  to  complete,  as 
far  as  possible,  tbe  much  needed  provi- 
■ioa  for  higher  education  which  has,  to 
some  extent,  been  promised  to  that  coun- 
tiy.  The  oiroumstanoes  of  that  country, 
where  endowments  are  scaree,  and  where 
tiiO  religious  requirements  of  the  people 
hare  been  ohiefly  supplied  by  themselves, 
hare  randwed  itneoessanrto  devise  some 
means  by  which,  out  ox  publie  funds, 
some  provision  shall  be  made  to  enable 
the  poorer  classes  to  obtain  for  them- 
selves an  education  higher  than  elemen- 
tary. In  a  Committee  presided  over  by 
Lord  Aberdare  in  1881,  various  recom- 
mendations were  made  with  this  object, 
and  I  will  sot  detain  the  House  further 
than  to  say  that  I  gather  that  the  Bill 
to  be  submitted  to  us  embodies,  to  some 
extent,  their  recommendations. 

It  will  be  observed  that  the  conclud- 
ing paragraph  of  Her  Majesty's  most 
gracious  Bpoech  contains  a  reference  to 
the  claims  of  general  legislation  as  com- 
pared with  the  clums  of  further  legisla- 
tion for  the  Sister  Island.  May  I  ven- 
ture to  appeal  to  the  generosity  of  those 
who  repreaent  the  amallest  of  the  Three 
Kingdoms,  but  who  have  had  generona 
measure  of  our  time  given  to  them  for 
some  years,  and  to  ask  them  not  to  think 
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this  House  inconsiderate  of  tho  claims  of 
Ireland,  or  selfishly  confining  itself  to  its 
own  interests,  if  precedence,  at  least,  be 
given  to  subjects  affecting  the  whole  of 
Great  Britain  ?  May  I  venture,  with  all 
humility,  to  suggest  to  them  that  if  Ire- 
land were  left  &ee  for  a  few  months  from 
agitation  there  might  at  length  be  no 
crime  to  prevent  ?  May  I  ask  them 
to  take  as  an  earnest  of  the  intentions  of 
this  people  the  very  large  and  far-reach- 
ing measures  already  passed  ?  If  they 
are  waiting  for  local  self-government,  so 
are  we;  and  not  only  for  local  self- 
government,  but  for  an  extension  of  the 
county  franchise,  and  for  many  other 
things  to  whioh  to-day  I  have  not  had 
occasion  to  refer. 

In  condusion,  Sir,  I  venture  to  ash 
the  House  to  join  with  me  in  saying  that 
whatever  be  the  form  which  may  be 
ultimately  given  to  the  Address  when 
presented  to  Her  Majesty,  wo  trust  that 
she  will  accept  it  as  that  which  it  will 
be  intended  to  bo  ■ —  the  expression, 
through  this  Houao,  to  a  beloved  Sove- 
reign of  the  lieartfelt  gratitude  of  a 
faithful,  united,  and  devoted  people.  I 
have  the  honour,  Sir,  to  move — 

"  That  an  humble  AddreH  be  preeented  to 

Uor  Majesty,  to  thank  Hor  Majesty  for  the 
Most  Gracious  Speech,  which  Uer  Majesty  hai 
addressed  to  both  Houses  of  FarliamoDt : 

"Humbly  to  thank  Her  Majesty  for  in- 
forming ua  that  Her  Majesty  baa  the  satisfac- 
tion of  maintaining  with  all  Foreign  Powers  re- 
lations of  friendship  and  good- will : 

"  To  thank  Her  Majesty  for  informing  us  that, 
sinco  the  closo  of  the  last  Hession,  tranquillity 
has  been  restored  to  Egypt,  clemency  has  bean 
shown  by  its  Ruler  to  the  loaders  of  the  Kebel- 
lion,  and  that  the  withdrawal  of  the  British 
Troops  is  proceeding  as  expoditiously  as  a  prudent 
conndevation  of  the  circumatancefl  will  admit : 

"Humbly  to  thank  Her  Majesty  for  in- 
forming us  that  the  reconstitation  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  Egypt  and  the  reorganisation  of 
ita  a&aira  under  the  authority  of  thg  Khedive 
have  in  part  been  accomplished,  and  will  con- 
tinue to  receive  Her  Majesty's  eameift  atten- 
tion; and  that  it  will  be  Her  Majesty's  en- 
deavour to  secure  that  full  provision  shall  be 
made  for  the  exigencies  of  order,  for  a  j  oat  re- 
presontation  of  the  wants  and  wiihes  of  the 
popolation,  and  for  the  ohiorTanfie  of  interna- 
tional obligations : 

*<  To  thank  Her  Majesty  for  inframijig  us 
that  Her  Majeefy  has  already  been  able  to 
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f  olfil  the  promise  made  to  the  Sultan  and  to  the 
Qreat  Powers  of  Europe  to  sahmit  to  their 
friendly  consideration  the  arrangements  vhich 
appeared  to  Eer  Majesty  to  be  the  best  fitted 
to  insure  the  stability  of  the  Khedive's  Gkivem- 
ment,  the  prosperity  and  happiness  of  the 
Egyptian  people,  the  security  of  the  Suez 
Canal,  and  the  peace  of  Europe  in  the  East ; 
that  to  those  oljects  Her  Uajeety's  policy  has 
been  directed  in  the  part  and  will  be  addressed 
intite  Aitnre;  and  that  Her  M^esty  continues 
to  rely  with  confidoooe  on  its  just  appreciation 
by  other  Countries : 

"  To  aaaure  Her  Majesty  that  we  learn  with 
aatisEaotion  that  a  Conference  of  the  Great 
Powers  has  assembled  in  London  to  consider 
measnres  for  better  secnrinf^  the  freedom  of 
KaTigation  on  the  Danube : 

"Humbly  to  thank  Her  Majesty  lor  in- 
forming OS  that  with  a  view  to  the  preservBtion 
bf  peace  and  order  in  Zuloland,  Her  Majesty 
has  caused  the  former  Kuler  of  that  Country  to 
be  replaced  in  possession  of  the  greater  part  of 
the  Territories  held  by  him  before  the  War ;  and 
that  wojoin  with  Her  Miycsty  in  earnestly  hoping 
that  this  step  may  lead  to  the  establishment  of  a 
more  stable  Qoremment,  and  to  the  maintenance 
of  good  Kelations  between  the  Zulu  Kation  and 
the  adjoining  Colony  of  Natal : 

"To  thank  Her  Majesty  for  informing  us 
that  Papers  on  thew  Bul^ecta  will  be  presented 
to  na: 

"Humbly  to  thank  Her  Majesty  for  informing 
us  that  the  Estimates  for  the  Services  of  the 
coming  year  are  in  a  forward  state  of  prepara- 
tion, and  that  they  will  be  qteedily  laid  before 
na: 

"  To  assure  Her  M^esty  that  we  nfjcoce  to 
learn  that  the  improvement  in  the  sodal  con- 
dition of  Ireland,  to  which  Her  Mt^esty 
referred  in  December,  continues  :  that  agrarian 

crime  has  sensibly  diminished ;  uid  that  the 
Law  has  been  everywhere  upheld,  although  the 
existence  of  dangerous  Secret  Societies  in 
Publin  and  other  parts  of  the  Country  calls  for 
nnremittiiig  energy  and  vigilance  on  the  part 
of  the  Execattro : 

"Humbly  to  assure  Her  Majesty  that  our 
careful  consideration  shall  be  given  to  the  Mea- 
sures which  may  be  submitted  to  us ;  and  that 
we  earnestly  trust  that  the  blessing  of  Almi^ty 
God  may  attend  our  labours." 

Ub.  BUOHANAN,  in  rising  to  seooDd 
the  Motion,  said :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  would 
join  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  AolandHn  his 
felicitations  on  the  retnm  to  this  HouBei 
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in  renewed  health  and  vigour,  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leadw  of  the 
Oppoeition,  whom  we  all  esteem  ;  and  I 
would  join  him,  too,  in  his  regrets  of 
the  abseaoe,  the  conspiououa  absence, 
of  the  Ijdader  of  the  House,  the  Prime 
Minister.  I  would  look  upon  it  as  a 
recognition  by  Mr.  Gladstone  of  the 
necessity  of  his  sparing  himself  for  the 
sake  of  the  future  service  of  the  State, 
in  which  we  hope  he  has  many  years  yet 
before  him.  And  we  shall  welcome  him 
back  all  the  more  cordially  because  we 
have  been  made  conscious  of  the  blank 
that  his  absence  causes. 

X  heartily  endorse  the  words  of  satis- 
faction already  used  at  the  restoration 
of  peace.  We  are  all  prond  of  the 
brilliant  success  of  Her  Majesty's  Forces 
by  sea  and  land  in  the  Egyptian  Cam- 
paign. And  I  may  be  permitted,  as  a 
Scotch  Member,  to  allude  with  particular 
interest  to  the  distinguished  part  played 
by  the  Highland  Brigade.  But,  con- 
Tinced  though  we  were  of  the  necessi^ 
of  warlike  operations,  we  are  glad  that 
they  are  over,  and  that  they  have  been 
got  quickly  over.  The  generous  bat 
unfounded  dread  whioh  was  felt  in  some 
quarters,  lest,  when  repressing  military 
violence,  we  might  be  extinguishing  the 
germs  of  national  life,  will  best  be  shown 
to  have  been  unfounded  by  a  political 
reconstxaotion  of  that  oonntry,  such  aa 
is  indicated  in  Her  Majesty's  Speech, 
which  will  eeoure  to  its  inhabitants  a 
Government  that  will  be  strong  and 
stable,  that  will  protect  life  and  property, 
that  will  fearlessly  administer  justice, 
and  withal  will  be  a  national  and  inde- 
pendent Government,  affordiug  scope 
for  the  development  of  free  institutions 
emancipated  from  the  Suzerainty,  the 
Protectorate,  or  the  annexation  of  any 
Foreign  Power.  We  are  all  anxious 
that  the  efforts  we  have  made,  the  lives 
we  have  lost,  should  not  be  in  rain. 
But  I  feel  contident  that,  with  the  high- 
way to  India  secured,  not  for  ourselves 
only,  but  for  all  the  world,  and  wiUi,  as 
its  best  security,  an  independent  and 
prosperous  Egypt,  we  shall  all  un- 
feignedly  rejoice  when  we  are  enabled 
to  withdraw  our  troops  from  the  Valley 
ot  the  Nile,  and  so  escape  at  once  frcnu 
all  temptation  to  annexation,  as  well  as 
from  the  danger  of  disagreement  with 
the  other  Powers  of  Europe.  That 
danger  cannot  but  be  an  ever-present 
probability,  so  long  as  our  military 
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eecapation  oontiuaM.  We  icmnoe  at 
the  namonj  that  has  becm  maintained 
lith  the  Great  Powers  all  throagh  these 
dxffioalt  negotiations ;  we  cheerfully 
adniowledge  the  diplomatic  skill  of  our 
Mtuiatera  and  Bepreaentatives,  and  we 
feel  that  it  has  been  due  to  the  direct- 
ness and  the  straightforward  nature  of 
our  action  that  our  policy  has  been, 
and  will  continue  to  bei,  appreciated  by 
the  European  Powers. 

The  conspicuous  diminution  of  agra- 
rian crime  in  Ireland  affords  gratifying 
eridenoe  of  the  beneficial  effects  of  the 
agrarian  legislation  of  last  Session. 
(Sime—not  agrarian — has  also  dimi- 
nished with  the  better  enforcement  of 
the  law,  at  which  we  all  lejoioe.  But 
wa  are  atiU  face  to  &ce  with  a  fell  con- 
■piracj,  whieh  aims  equally  at  all  who 
help  in  the  enforcement  of  law  and 
order;  at  the  highest  official  in  the 
capital,  and  at  the  lowliest  peasant  in 
his  squalid  cabin.  I  feel  sure  that  the 
House  will  cordially  testify  itB  regard 
lar  tha  devotion  of  tiioae  who,  in  what- 
evor  sphere  of  lifia,  ^om  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant and  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Qkief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Tre- 
velyam)  to  the  juryman  and  the  polioe- 
man,  in  spite  of  the  ever-present  terror 
of  the  assassin,  fearlessly  perform  thi^ 
often  thankleesduty.  There  is  no  men- 
tion of  exceptional  legislation  for  Ireland 
of  any  magnitade  during  the  ensuing 
Seasiim,  and  we  must  be  glad  of  it. 
AA  the  same  time,  she  will  enjoy  the 
benefits  o£  musk  measarea  as  embrace 
the  whole  country  in  their  scope,  and 
die  will  herself  be  able  to  fUrUier,  by 
her  own  Bepresentatives,  many  useful 
reformfl. 

Turning  to  home  affairs,  we  must  all 
rejoice  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
alfords  us  the  prospect  of  much  useful 
legislation  during  the  .coming  Session. 
Speaking  as  the  Bepresentative,  not 
only  of  a  large  urban  constituency,  but 
of  the  ancient  and  historic  capital  of  the 
Sister  Kingdom,  I  gladly  welcome  the 
proposal  of  the  Government  to  eive  iree 
municipal  institutions  to  united  London. 
London  now  is  little  more  than  a  geo- 
n^iical  expression.  The  liondon  of 
the  fatnre  wiU  be  not  only  a  marvel  for 
its  roBt  extent,  its  wealth,  and  its  popu- 
lation, but  united  under  Mayor  and 
Council,  freely  elected  by  its  mulion  in- 
kalntaat^  it  will  be  the  most  signal 
nonnment  of  the  age  of  the  triumph  of 


the  representative  prinoiple.  London 
municipal  reform  has  been  a  question 
before  Parliament  for  half-a-century. 
Oommiseions  many  have  inquired  into 
it,  and  Bills  many  have  been  introduced 
upon  the  subject.  There  is  a  general 
consensus  of  opinion  that  it  is  of  such 
vast  dimensions  that  Government  alone 
can  adequately  deal  with  it.  Govern- 
ment attempted  it  under  Sir  Georgo 
Grey  25  years  ego,  and  again-  under  Sir 
Cornewall  Lewis.  Opinion  has  ripened, 
and  the  demand  has  strengthened  since 
then.  Without  pretending  to  forecast 
the  nature  of  the  Bill,  I  sincerely  trust 
that  it  will  be  one  that  will  really  be  for 
the  unity  of  London,  and  not  for  disin- 
tegration ;  that,  taking  advantage  of  the 
ancient  Corporation,  with  its  vraerable 
dignity  and  its  great  traditions,  it  will 
expand  that  Corporation  to  be  con- 
terminous with  the  Metropolitan  area, 
and  the  Council  of  London  will  be 
directly  elected  by,  and  directly  repre- 
sentative of,  the  people  of  London.  A 
federation  of  municipalities,  a  carving 
out  of  new  areas  that  have  no  unity 
except  on  the  map,  and  that  can  only  be 
galvanized  into  a  corporate  life,  would 
be  a  retrograde  step.  If  hon.  Gentle- 
men wish  to  realize  the  difficulty  that 
would  be  oitailed  by  such  a  course,  they 
have  only  to  consult  my  hon.  Friends 
the  Members  for  Glas^^w,  as  to  the 
consequence's  of  one  city  being  made 
up  of  half-a-dozen  municipalities.  Pri- 
marily, London  government  interests 
London,  and  it  may  be  described  as  in  a 
sense  a  local  Bill.  But  we  have  been 
legislating  for  the  past  two  years  for 
the  locality  of  Ireland,  with  its  5,000,000 
inhabitants.  London  with  its  4,000,000, 
Scotland  with  an  equal  amount,  also 
deserve  some  legislative  attention.  Local 
it  is,  however,  in  another  sense ;  but  we 
shaU  hope  it  will  be  the  last  of  the  local 
London  Bills  that  occupy  the  public 
time  of  the  Imperial  Parliament ;  and 
as  a  measure  for  economizing  publie 
time,  and  so  facilitating  Public  Business, 
the  whole  community  have  an  immediate 
interest  in  it.  The  other  cities  and 
boroughs  throughout  the  country  will 
fitiy  celebrate  the  jubilee  of  the  Muni- 
cipal Corporations  Act,  from  which  they 
have  derived  such  unmixed  benefits,  -  by 
rejoicing  that  its  50th  anniversary  wiU 
have  seen  the  cmtferring  of  a  like  boon 
of  liberty  upon  our  feuow-oountiymen 
the  citizens  of  the  capital. 
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As  regards  the  Corrupt  Practices  and 
Ballot  Bills  I  would  only  add  to  what 
has  been  said  by  m;  hon.  Friend  the 
expression  of  a  hope  that  the  whole 
Bjstem  of  Parliamentary  Election  pro- 
cedure will  be  dealt  with ;  and,  above 
all,  that  the  present  cumbersome  system 
of  registration  will  be  made  as  simple 
as  electoral  registration  is  for  purposes 
other  than  Parliamentary. 

I  would-  cordially  join  with  him  in  his 
regrets  that  franchise  reform  does  not 
occupy  a  place  in  Her  Majesty's  Speech, 
but  would  fain  trust  that,  as  London 
municipal  reform  is  but  an  instalment 
of  the  general  re-organization  of  local 
government  throughout  the  country,  so 
tiiese  proposals  for  a  thorough  OTerhaul- 
ing  of  our  modes  of  election  are  but  a 
pralude  to  that  extension  of  the  franchise 
and  that  amendment  in  the  representa- 
tion which  this  Parliament  is  bound  in 
honour  to  carry  out. 

The  Bankruptcy  Bill,  the  codification 
of  the  CrimitiGil  Law,  and  the  reform  of 
the  Patent  Laws  are  Bills  of  great  prac- 
tical value,  and  they  are  of  a  non-con- 
tentious character,  and  of  great  iaterest, 
especially  to  the  commercial  and  artizan 
classes.  These  subjects  have  been  often 
discussed  in  this  House,  and  the  lines 
upon  which  new  legislation  will  proceed 
are  sufficiently  well  known  to  excuse  my 
referring  in  detail  to  thorn.  They  will 
have  a  special  interest,  as  they  are  to  be 
referred  to  those  Grand  Committees,  the 
institution  of  which  was  one  of  the  most 
important  results  of  the  reform  of  Par- 
liamentary Prooedure  on  which  we  wwe 
engaged  during  the  Autumn  Session. 

The  only  other  measures  which  I 
should,  care  to  apeak  upon  are  those 
which  aflFect  my  own  country  of  Scot- 
land ;  and  the  first  measure  noticed  in 
Her  Majesty's  Speech  is  forgiving  com- 
pensatioa  for  improvements  effected  by 
agricultural  tenants.  That  measure,  I 
am  sure,  will  be  most  warmly  welcomed 
by  the  euterprizing  agricultural  tenants 
of  Scotland.  Security  is  to  be  given 
them — absolute  security,  I  hope — for  the 
capital  they  invest  in  the  soil.  With 
this  security  granted,  and  with  the  un- 
fortunate ambiguity  removed  from  the 
Ground  Game  Act  of  1880,  I  feel  sure 
most  of  their  grievances  will  be  removed 
as  far  as  they  are  removable  by  legisla- 
tion. Though  this  boon  has  Iraen  long 
deferred,  I  am  sure  it  will  be  none  the 
less  welcome,  and  it.will  be  none  the  less 
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welcome  as  ooming  from  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers,  who  have  ^own  themselves 
to  be  in  reidify,  and  not  merely  in  pro- 
fession, formers'  friends.  The  Police 
Bill  for  Scotland  will  be  a  valuable  re- 
form. Edinburgh  and  Glasgow,  and 
other  Scottish  municipalitios,  have  ever 
been  in  the  van  with  regard  to  police 
and  sanitary  organization,  and  I  hope 
advantage  will  be  taken  of  the  lessons 
which  have  been  derived  from  those  ex- 
perimental local  Acts  to  make  them 
available  in  a  general  Statute  for  the 
whole  country.  I  hope  it  will  also  con- 
fer the  further  advantage  of  introducing 
greater  uniformity  into  the  police  and 
sanitary  organization  of  the  burghs  of 
Scotland.  The  other  Scottish  measure — 
the  issuing  of  an  Executive  University 
Commission  for  the  Scottish  ITniversitieB 
— is  a  measure  which  has  been  annually 
expected,  and  more  than  once  ^mised, 
ever  since  the  Inquiry  Commisuon  re- 
ported a  few  years  ago.  We  are  all  satis- 
fied, I  think,  that  many  of  the  recom- 
mendations of  that  Inquiry  Commission 
would  tend  to  increase  the  usefulness  of 
our  Universitios  in  Scotland  ;  and  I  am 
sure  that,  with  a  good  and  carefully-' 
chosen  Commission,  that  measure  would 
be  of  great  importance  to  Scotland.  I 
hope  it  may  be  taken  up  at  an  early  date, 
and  the  Commission  shortly  appointed  ; 
and  I  would  venture,  if  I  might  do  so,  to 
express  the  hope  that  not  only  that,  but 
other  measures  relating  to  Scotland,  will 
be  taken  u^  at  a  somewhat  earlier  date 
than  Scottish  Governmental  measures 
are  in  the  habit  of  being  taken  up,  and 
not  deferred  until  the  Saturdays  in  July, 
which  are  perilously  near  the  Greek 
Kalends.  There  is  another  matter  re- 
ferring to  Scotland  in  regard  to  which  I 
would  express  the  hope  that,  before  the 
Session  closes,  the  Government  may  be 
able  to  give  us  some  intimation  of  their 
intention  to  put  Scottish  Parliamentary 
Business  and  Scottish  Departmental  ad- 
ministration on  a  permanent  and  satis- 
factory footing,  with  a  responsible  Mi- 
nister at  its  head — a  reform  that  has 
been  demanded  with  considerable  una- 
nimity throughout  the  country. 

In  conclusion,  Sir,  I  wish  to  express 
my  deep  sense  of  the  honour  conferred 
upon  me  by  Her  Majesty's  Government 
in  asking  me  to  discharge  to-day,  how- 
ever imperfectly,  this  honourable  duty. 
The  compliment,  I  am  well  aware,  is 
meant,  not  for  myself,  but  for  llie  re- 
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nowBed  constituency  which  I  represent 
— the  City  of  Edinburgh— and,  I  would 
fein  thiuk,  for  the  electors,  too,  of  the 
oonnty  of  Edinburgh,  and  for  the  Prime 
Minister's  most  faithful  followers,  the 
Idberals  of  Scotland.  I  beg.  Sir,  to 
second  the  Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  Thai,  &o."— [See  page  98.] 

Mb.  E.  N.  F0WI*ER  said,  with  re- 
ference to  the  measure  dealii]g  with  the 
Corporation  of  London,  that  though  the 
GK)Temment  would,  no  doubt,  succeed  in 
forcing  it  through  the  House,  yet  they 
would  do  so  in  opposition,  as  he  believed, 
to  the  feelings  of  the  vast  mass  of  the 
inhabitants  of  the  Metropolis.  He  be- 
lieTod  the  agitation  was  promoted  by  a 
single  hon.  Member  and  two  or  three 
outside  people  connected  with  him.  He 
(Mr.  E.  N.  Fowler)  wished,  however,  to 
refer  more  particularly  to  the  paragraph 
in  Her  Majesty's  gracious  Speech  which 
had  reference  to  South  Africa.  He  had 
been  in  iavour  of  the  policy  of  restoring 
Cetewa^o  to  his  Kingdom,  believing  that 
It  was  m  accord  with  the  feelings  of  Uie 
Zulu  people,  and  that  the  settlement 
brongnfe  about  by  Lord  Wolseley  was  a 
mistake;  but  the  policy  of  restoration 
which  ho  had  favoured  had  not  been 
carried  out  to  its  full  extent,  the  King 
getting  back  only  a  portion,  and  that 
the  poorest  portion,  of  his  dominions. 
He  (Mr.  E.  N.  Fowler)  would  be  glad  of 
anyinformationwhichhis  hon.  Friend  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
could  give  ae  to  the  affairs  of  Zululand, 
though  he  apprehended  the  time  had 
not  yet  arrived  when  the  subject  would 
be  ripe  for  discussion.  At  any  rate,  the 
House  was  not  in  possessioa  of  full 
enough  information  on  the  subject.  He 
regretted  that  nothing  was  sud  in  the 
-Qoeen's  Speedh  about  the  Transvaal 
State,  which,  he  believed,  was  violating 
the  T^l7  entered  into  with  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  in  regard  to  its  deal- 
ings with  the  Border  Chiefs.  As  regarded 
the  state  of  affairs  in  the  Transvaal,  he 
hoped  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  would  afford  the  House 
some  explanation.  Eeports  had  reached 
this  country  of  horrible  cruelties  prac- 
tised by  the  Boers  upon  those  Natives 
who  had  assisted  the  British  in  the  late 
War.  He  wished  to  point  out  that  the 
Imperial  Government  were  the  authors 
(tf  ue  Conreiition  of  Flretoria ;  and  that 


the  policy  of  the  Qovernment  in  treating 
with  the  Boers  imposed  on  this  country 
the  heavy  responsibihty  of  enforcing  the 
rights  and  safety  of  the  Natives.  It  was 
a  disgrace  that  those  who  had  stood  by 
us  in  our  trouble  should  be  subjected  to 
the  atrocities  to  which  he  had  ref»red. 
The  Government  should  nse  their  utmost 
endeavours  to  put  a  stop  to  these  atro- 
cities, and  to  persuade  the  Boers  to 
govern  tiie  country  properly.  Clovem- 
ment  had  trusted  these  people  implicitly, 
and  he  would  urge  upon  Ministers  the 
propriety  and  necessity  of  protecting  the 
Natives  who  were  placed  at  their  mercy. 
He  had  always  maintained  that  no  de- 
pendence could  be  placed  upon  either 
the  good  faith,  justice,  or  humanity  of 
the  Boers. 

Ma.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  said,  he  de- 
precated the  House's  entering  at  this 
moment  into  a  discussion  of  the  two 
topics  introduced  by  the  last  speater. 
With  regard  to  the  settlement  of  Ztda- 
land,  it  was  entirely  impossible  for  the 
House  intelligently  to  discusa  ^t  ques- 
tion until  they  were  in  possession  ox  the 
Papers  which  he  had  laid  on  the  Table 
that  evening,  and  which  contained  every- 
thing that  was  necessary  for  the  ^per 
understanding  of  the  subject.  A  discus- 
sion on  imperfect  information  might  have 
a  very  bad  effect  in  Zululand.  He 
wished,  however,  to  say  that  John  Dunn 
had  not  been  left  in  the  position  of  an 
appointed  Chief.  Like  the  other  12 
persons,  he  was  removed  from  that  posi- 
tion ;  he  was  simply  an  inhabitant  of 
the  Native  reserve ;  he  was  not  left  in 
the  possession  of  any  official  position  or 
of  any  of  the  official  property  that  was 
conferred  on  him  as  an  appointed  Chief. 

Mb.  E.  N.  FOWLEE  said,  he  was 
certainly  left  in  possession  of  considerable 
property. 

Mb.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  said,  no 
doubt  that  was  so ;  he  bad  a  great  deal 
of  private  property,  but  he  was  not  in 
the  position  of  an  independent  Chief. 
He  might  also  say  that  the  settlement 
of  Zululand,  including  the  reservation 
of  the  territory,  was  deliberately  come 
to  by  Her  Majesty's  Government,  audit 
was  communicated  to  Cetewayo  before 
he  left  this  country,  that  certain  territory 
would  be  reserved,  and  he  acquiesced  in 
that  reservation.  He  would  also  warn 
hon.  Gentlemen  not  to  be  taken  in  by 
the  telegrams  they  saw  constantly  coming 
from  that  part  of  the  world,  but  to  wait 
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until  tliey  had  the  Papers  before  them, 
which  would  enable  tnem  to  judf;e  of 
the  action  of  the  Government.  With 
regard  to  the  Transvaal,  it  was  even 
more  important  that  they  should  not 
have  a  partial  discussion  on  that  subject. 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  East  Glou- 
cestershire (Sir  Michael  Hiolis-Beach) 
had  given  Notice  of  his  intention  to 
bring  before  the  House  the  whole  ques- 
tion of  the  Convention  entered  into  with 
the  Boers  by  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
The  question  was  one  that  might  well 
be  discussed,  but  it  would  be  a  great 
evil  to  have  a  half  discussion  upon  it  be- 
fore the  House  was  in  possession  of  the 
Papers.  He  regretted,  however,  that  it 
was  not  in  his  power  to  contradict  the 
general  statement  of  his  hon.  Friend 
opposite  as  to  the  violation  by  the  Boers 
of  parts  of  the  Convention.  As  to  the 
atrocities  alleged,  he  could  not  even  say 
that  the  hon.  Member's  statements  were 
exaggerated.  The  general  effect  pro- 
duced on  anybody's  mind  by  the  infor- 
mation received  in  this  country  was  that 
atrocities  which  were  a  scandal  to  huma- 
nify  were  going  on ;  but  in  the  absence 
of  the  necessary  Papers  he  hoped  there 
might  be  no  discussion  on  a  subject  of 
so  much  importance. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE : 
Sir,  there  is  always  something  interest- 
ing, and  occasionally  there  is  a  good 
deal  of  profit,  in  the  discussions  whioh 
take  place  on  the  first  night  of  the 
Session  and  on  the  reading  of  the 
Queen's  Speech  and  the  Address  which 
is  moved  in  answer  to  it.  We  always 
have  the  advantage  of  a  kind  of  over- 
ture to  the  Btuiness  of  the  Session  in 
Boch  terms  as  the  Goremment  may 
tiunk  it  wise  and  prudent  to  communi- 
cate their  intentions  to  us ;  and  we  are 
almost  id  ways  sure  of  having  the  Address 
moved  by  Gentlemen  who  interest  the 
House,  and  who  frequently  give  us 
great  promise  of  the  part  they  may 
hereafter  take  in  our  proceedings.  I 
am  quite  sure  I  take  with  me  the  sense 
of  the  House  when  I  say  we  have 
every  reason  to  speak  highly  of  the 
manner  in  whioh  the  Mover  and  Seconder 
of  the  Address  discha^ed  their  func- 
tions. Nothing  could,  I  venture  to  say, 
have  been  in  better  taste  or  could  have 
been  more  able  than  the  manner  in 
whioh  the  Address  was  moved  by  the 
hum.  Member  for  East  Gamwall  (Mr. 
Aeland),  and  seconded  by  the  hon. 

Mr.  SviJ/g*  Athley 
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Member  for  Edinbui^h  (Mr.  Buohanaa) ; 
and  I  should  certainly  be  wanting  in  the 
expression  of  my  own  feelings  if  I  did 
not  take  this  opportunity  of  returning 
to  them  and  to  other  Members  of  this 
House  my  thanks  for  their  kind  words 
of  courtesy  towards  myself.  And  I  wish 
also  to  take  this  opportunity  of  echoing 
the  words  of  extreme  regret  at  the  en- 
forced absence  o£  the  Prime  Minister  on 
this  occasion.  All  of  us  who  know  the 
enormous  amount  of  labour  cast  upon 
him  during  the  last  two  years,  and  espe- 
cially in  the  Autumn  Session,  must  feel 
that  there  is  nothing  to  be  surprised  at 
that  he  should  be  obliged  to  take  a  holi- 
day. We  all  hope  that  he  may  be  able 
to  return  before  long,  re-invigorated  and 
able  to  resume  the  place  which  he  so 
signally  fills  in  the  councils  of  this  House. 
I  said  there  was  always  something  inte- 
resting in  the  discussion  of  the  Uueen's 
Speech,  because  you  first  have  what  the 
Ministry  choose  to  give  as  the  pro- 
gramme of  the  Session  and  also  the 
views  of  the  Mover  and  Seconder  of  the 
Address,  who  are  not  entirely  in  the 
secrets  of  the  Government,  and  who 
generally  approach  the  question  from  a 
peculiar  point  of  view.  There  is  a  cer- 
tain freshness  and  simplicity  about  the 
speeches  of  the  Mover  and  Seconder 
which  must  have  struck  the  House. 
They  appear  to  think  that  all  the  evils 
of  the  time  are  to  be  met  by  legislation, 
and  that  all  the  legislation  that  is  neces- 
sary to  meet  them  is  sure  to  be  con- 
tained in  embryo  in  the  Speech  from 
the  Throne.  And  although  the  Speech 
may  to  others  be  deficient  in  some  re- 
spects, and  vague  where  we  should 
much  like  to  have  precision,  to  them  it 
appears  differently,  and  they  are  able  to 
give  us  a  reading  of  it  which  is  truly 
delightful.  But  what  is  practical  comes 
afterwards,  when  we  have  to  ask  the  re- 
sponsible Ministers  of  the  Crown  to  give 
their  reading  of  the  points  to  which  tney 
have  thought  it  right  to  call  attention, 
and  I  am  sure  we  shall  listen  with  great 
interest  and  profit  to  the  noble  Lord, 
who,  I  hope,  will  soon  give  us  a  full 
and  clear  explanation  on  those  matters 
on  which  our  curiosity  is  raised  by  the 
Speech,  and  some  of  which  have  not 
been  alluded  to  by  the  Mover  and 
Seconder  of  the  Address.  There  are 
several  things  in  the  Speech  which  call 
for  notice;  and  there  are  also  some 
other  meters  not  in  the  Speech  as  to 
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which  we  should  like  to  know  what  the 
Government  have  to  say.  And  I  mast 
Bay  there  is  one  remark  which  almost 
forces  itself  on  anybody  on  the  present 
occasion,  and  that  is  the  very  peculiar 
way  in  which  the  House  was  brought 
together  this  evening,  with  great  pre- 
parations, constabulary  lining  the  ap- 
proaches, great  crowds  in  the  streets, 
great  excitement,  great  agitation,  many 
Members  coming  up  who  would  hardly 
have  thought  it  necessary  otherwise  to 
do  BO,  irom  the  belief  that 'a  great 
struggle  was  intended.  Then,  at  the 
last  moment,  an  apparently  pre-arranged 
Question  passed  between  the  Bench 
below  the  Gangway  and  the  Front 
Bench  opposite;  and,  lo  and  behold, 
everything  goes  off  in  the  smoothest 
possible  way.  I  want  to  know  what 
all  this  means — whether  there  was  really 
an  intention  that  the  House  should  be 
left  in  the  dark  as  to  what  was  to  be 
done,  and  whether  there  was  to  be  a 
Question  put  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kortbampton  (Mr.  Ijabouchere),  and 
answered  by  the  noble  Marquess,  which 
was  to  smooth  all  the  anticipated 
struggle?  I  must  say  I  do  not  think 
that  such  methods  of  proceeding  conduce 
to  the  dignity  of  this  House.  I  cannot 
but  think  that  this  great  question— -for 
it  is  a  ^eat  question — of  the  Oath  or 
Affirmation  wmch  Members  are  to  take 
— I  cannot  but  think  that  it  is  neither 
couBistent  with  the  dignity  of  this 
House,  nor  with  the  feelings  of  the 
?reat  body  of  the  people  of  this  country, 
that  Buch  a  question  should  be  treated 
in  so  loose  and  uncertain  a  manner. 
We  have  had  enough  in  the  last  three 
or  four  years,  since  this  Parliament  met 
— we  have  had  scene  a^r  scene — none 
of  which  reflected  any  great  credit  on 
those  to  whom  the  conduct  and  manage- 
ment of  this  House  was  intrusted,  and 
who  ought  to  be  responsible  for  the 
conduct  of  affairs.  A.nd  now  they  have 
culminated  this  evening  in  a  transaction 
whidif  to  my  mind,  does  not  enhance, 
in  any  d^ree,  our  confidence  in  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  If  such  a  mea- 
sure as  this,  which  is  to  change  the 
principle  on  which  Gentlemen  are  to  be 
admitted  to  this  HouBe,  was  really  con- 
templated by  the  Government,  they 
ought  to  have  let  us  know  beforehand ; 
for  it  was  a  matter  which  might  have 
been  very  well  embodied  either  in  the 
Qradons  Speech  firom  the  Throne,  or 


announced  in  some  other  way  short 
of  that  adopted,  by  the  actual  rising 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Northamp- 
ton after  the  letter  addressed  to  you, 
Sir,  by  his  hon.  Colleague  was  read. 
I  will  pass  from  that  subject  by  saying 
that  when  the  Bill  comes  forward  it  wiU 
demand  the  most  careful  consideration ; 
but  its  principles  are  such  as  I  and 
many  sitting  on  this  side  shall  feel  it 
our  duty  strongly  and  strictly  to  criticize 
and  probably  oppose.  And  now,  coming 
to  the  SpeecSi  itself,  I  will  first  allnde  to 
the  usual  sentences  with  regard  to  our 
relations  with  all  Foreign  Bowers,  in 
which  there  is  a  special  reference  to  the 
condition  and  circumstances  of  Egypt. 
Beally  with  regard  to  these  paragraphs 
I  think  the  House  ought  now  to  ask  for 
some  distinct  statement  and  full  expla- 
nation on  the  part  of  the  Government 
as  to  what  their  policy  with  regard  to 
Egypt  is.  We  were  stopped,  and  neces- 
suily  stopped,  no  doubt,  in  taking  this 
course  last  Session  by  first  of  all  being 
told  that  it  was  better  not  to  interpose 
in  a  matter  in  which  the  English  and 
French  Governments  were  in  perfect 
accord.  We  were  lulled  with  the  hope 
that  the  relations  between  those  Go- 
vemments  in  regard  to  &at  matter  were 
of  tbe  most  satidactory  oharaoter.  And 
it  seems  that  it  even  swayed  some  Mem- 
bers of  the  Ottbinet  itself— for  instance, 
the  great  and  intelligent  mind  of  the 
late  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lan- 
caster. He  believed,  no  doubt,  that 
everything  was  going  smoothly  and 
peacefully,  and  that  there  would  be  no 
warlike  proceedings,  until  we  were  sud- 
denly aroused  by  the  firing  of  cannon 
and  other  warlike  actions.  Under  those 
circumstances  we  felt  it  difficult  to  criti- 
cize or  interpose,  because  we  did  not 
wish  to  weaken  or  embarrass  any  action 
which  the  Government  might  be  taking. 
But  now  really  we  have  come  to  a  time 
when  a  settlement  is  in  progress,  in  re- 
gard to  which  foreign  nations  have  ap- 
parently been  commnnioated  with  and 
received  a  great  deal  of  information. 
That  being  so,  I  think  we  hare  a  right 
to  claim,  nay,  we  are  bound  to  daim,  on 
behalf  of  the  British  Parliament,  as  faJX 
an  explanation  and  understanding  as 
have  been  vouchsafed  to  foreign  nations. 
In  the  gracious  Speech  delivered  from 
the  Throne  there  are  also  other  expres- 
sions on  which  we  should  like  some  fur- 
ther information ;  for  instance,  in  the 
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third  paragr&ph  where  Her  Majesty 
says  that  at  the  cloBe  of  last  Session — 

"  She  had  to  express  her  gratitude  to  her 
forces  for  suppressing  with  rapidity  and  com- 
pleteness  a  formidable  rebellion  in  Egj-pt." 

We  never  clearly  understood  what  those 
forces  were  employed  for.  But  we  now 
understand  that  it  was  to  suppress  this 
formidable  rebellion.  We  should  like 
to  know  whether,  whenever  there  is  a 
formidable  rebellion  there,  Her  Ma- 
jesLj 's  Forces  are  to  bo  used  to  suppress 
it  ?  According  to  the  newspapers  at  the 
present  moment  there  seems  to  be  some- 
thing like  one  now  in  Kgypt,  and  it  may 
easily  assume  proportions  which  would 
endanger  and  shake  the  governing  body 
of  that  country  and  the  Throne  of  the 
Khedive.  I  do  not  know  whether  we 
should  regard  that  as  a  case  in  which 
our  land  and  sea  forces  ought  to  be  em- 
ployed. We  should  like  some  informa- 
tion as  to  the  nature  and  extent  of  the 
obligations  which  we  consider  we  have 
assumed  towards  tho  people  and  Oovern- 
zncni  of  Egypt  We  have  to  consider 
the  matter  as  affecting  the  Government 
of  Egypt,  our  relations  with  foreign 
Powers,  and  also  this  country,  for  if  we 
have  BBsumed  such  relations  as  involve 
us  in  dealing  with  her  rebellious  sub- 

i'ects  whenever  they  become  formidable, 
'.  am  bound  to  say  that  the  prospect  is 
one  not  likely  to  be  of  a  very  satisfac- 
tory character  to  the  people  of  this 
country.  I  should  therefore  like  to  know 
what  is  the  exact  anticipation  in  which 
these  paragraphs  are  written.  As  to 
that  one  in  which  the  House  is  informed 
that— 

"The  withdrawal  of  the  British  Troops  is 
proceodisg  as  expeditiously  aa  a  prudent  con- 
rideratiou  of  the  circumstaiiceB  will  admit," 

we  were  told  that  as  soon  as  we  had 
shown  our  face  and  fired  a  few  cannon 
ehots  the  military  adventurer  who  was 
causing  all  the  difficulty  and  trouble  in 
Egypt  would  collapse,  that  the  military 
revolt  would  be  at  an  end,  and  that  we 
should  have  nothing  then  to  do  but  to 
make  our  bow,  and  leave  the  country  aA 
rapidly  as  possible  in  the  hands  of  a 
friendly  Sovereign,  who  would  then,  no 
doubt,  administer  the  affairs  in  a  proper 
spirit,  and  with  due  reference  to  inter- 
national relations.  But  when  we  hear 
such  words  as  these,  we  should  like 
to  know  what  kind  of  circumstances, 
what  amount  of  prudence,  is  involved 
in  those  exprwsions.    Tin  they  hold 
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forth  the  prospect  of  withdrawing  the 
forces  in  six  months  or  in  half-a-century  ? 
— for  really  the  words  would  cover  one 
quite  as  well  as  the  other.  I  hope  when 
the  noblo  Lord  addresses  us  that  he  will 
give  us  some  information  on  that  and 
also  with  regard  to  the  reconstruction 
and  reconstitution  of  the  Government  of 
Egypt  and  the  re-organization  of  its 
affairs  under  the  authcn^ty  of  the  Khe- 
dive. We  hope  that  the  affairs  of  Egypt 
may  take  such  a  course  as  may  be  boui 
beneficial  to  the  people  of  that  country 
and  consistent  with  the  great  interests 
we  have  there.  We  know  quite  well 
that  the  interests  which  wo  havo  in  the 
peace,  prosperity,  and  independence  of 
Egypt  from  the  control  of  any  Foreign 
Power  are  of  great  importance,  and  that 
we  attach  great  value  to  them — and  we 
are  glad  to  see  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment attach  value  to  them — but  in 
all  these  matters  we  want  to  know  what 
the  view  of  the  Government  really  is, 
and  how  far  we  may  consider  ourselves 
to  be  committed,  and  we  do  not  desire 
to  be  put  off  with  Vf^ue  sentences  such 
aa  we  had  in  the  course  of  last  year.  As 
to  the  paragraph  which  follows  those 
relating  to  Egypt,  tho  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  London  (Mr.  E.  N.  Fowler) 
made  some  observations  which  have 
been  noticed  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  ;  but 
wo  had  better  wait  until  the  discussion 
takes  place  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  East  Gloucestershire 
(Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  proposes  to 
raise.  The  matter  is  one  of  the  highest 
importance,  and  affects  not  only  the 
conditions  of  the  particular  Colony  of 
Natal,  but  I  venture  to  say  that  it  affects 
largely  the  whole  of  our  Colonial  system. 
The  questions  which  are  raised  by  the 
proceedings  in  South  Africa  and  with 
reference  to  our  relations  with  the  Na- 
tives are  questions  which  must  be  solved 
upon  some  principle  which  will  affect 
very  largely  the  interests  of  a  great  class 
of  British  Colonists.  I  observed  with 
some  amusement  that  the  old  ground 
which  was  taken  by  many  of  the  sup- 
porters of  the  Government,  and  I  think 
by  the  Government  themselves,  with 
regard  to  the  relations  of  King  Cetewayo 
with  his  former  dominions  has  been  in  a 
great  measure  abandoned,  and  that  their 
view  appears  to  be  changed.  What  we 
formerly  heard  was  that  it  was  an  act 
of  justice ;  that  he  had  been  unjustly 
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turned  out  of  bis  dominions,  and  that 
ve  had  nothing  to  do  but  to  restore  him. 
But  now  it  apx>ears  that  it  is  not  upon 
this  high  ground  of  justice  and  right 
that  he  is  restored,  bnt  upon  the  ground 
that  this  is  the  best  way  to  promote 
peace  and  order,  and  that  it  is  a  matter 
of  policy  and  expediency.  We  shall  be 
glacL  to  know  the  grounds  upon  which 
me  GoTemmeut  proceeded,  and  the  rela- 
tions which  they  hope  to  establish  be- 
tween the  Native  Fowers  and  the  British 
Colonies  in  that  part  of  the  world.  We 
shall  be  also  extremely  glad  to  have 
some  information  as  to  the  condition  of 
the  Transvaal,  which  is  omitted  altoge- 
ther from  the  Speech.  Uy  hon.  Friend 
the  Mover  of  the  Address  seemed  to 
think  that  one  might  take  it  for  granted 
that  everything  was  satisfactory  that  was 
not  mentioned.  I  hope  we  may  be  able 
to  do  80 ;  but  I  am  afraid  that  my  hon. 
Friend  is  a  little  sanguine.  There  is  also 
noraference  to  India.  lamsurethatevery 
man  in  this  House  and  country  hopes 
that  the  condition  of  India  is  prosperous  ; 
but  it  would  have  been  satisfactory  had 
we  had  some  reference  to  the  great 
changes  which  we  are  told  are  in  pro- 
gress or  in  contemplation  in  that  coun- 
try. I  hope  the  noble  Lord,  when  he 
addreases  us,  will  refer  to  that  subject, 
for  it  ie  one  which  will  largely  afifeot 
the  condition  of  that  great  Dependency. 
There  was  also  no  reference  to  revenue, 
trade,  or  agricniture.  I  hope  that  is 
to  because  the  condition  of  things  is 
satisfactory.  But,  at  the  same  time,  we 
should  like  to  know  whether  the  Go- 
Temment  think  that  that  is  the  case, 
because  some  of  us,  speaking  from  our 
limited  experience,  are  inclined  to  think 
that  there  is  a  good  deal  of  distress  at 
pr^nt,  and  that  trade  and  agriculture 
are  not  quite  in  a  satisfactory  condition. 
We  feel  that,  under  the  circumstances, 
something  at  least  might  have  been  said 
on  these  subjects.  There  is  a  great  deal 
which  many  of  the  industrial  classes  of 
this  country  are  now  going  through  on 
which  a  word  of  sympathy  might  pro- 
perly have  been  said,  and  with  regard  to 
which  I  am  not  at  all  sure  some  satis- 
factory promise  of  measures  might  not 
have  been  appreciated.  As  regards  the 
question  of  Lnsh  distress,  I  do  not  intend 
to  enter  npon  it.  I  have  no  doubt  that 
Crentlemen  ntting  below  the  Ghuig*way 
on  this  ride  will,  b^ore  the  debate 
cioaea,  have  something  to  say  on  that 


subject.  For  my  own  part,  I  am  very 
unwilling  to  urge  an^  exaggerated  view 
or  adopt  any  exceptional  measure  with 
regard  to  questions  of  temporary  dis- 
tress ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  the  Go- 
vernment should  show  us  they  have  not 
overlooked  the  matter,  that  whatever  is 
necessaiy  is  bein^  done ;  and  they  should 
give  us  to  understand  on  what  ground  it 
is  they  do  not  think  it  requisite  to  make 
any  further  proposal.  I  am  quite  siire 
that  whatever  they  might  have  told  us 
would  have  been  received  both  with 
interest  and  attention.  Now,  I  think 
that  the  paragraph  which  the  Govern- 
ment have  put  into  the  mouth  of  Her 
Majesty  is  rather  beyond  what  the 
actual  facts  j  ustify.  Her  Majesty  states 
that.— 

"The  improvement  in  the  social  contUtion  of 
Ireland,  to  'which  I  referred  in  Deoemher,  con- 
tinuos.  Agrarian  crime  has  sensibly  diminiehed, 
and  the  Law  has  been  everywhere  upheld.  At 
the  same  time,  the  existence  of  dangerous  Secret 
Societies  in  Dublin  and  other  parts  of  the  Coun- 
try calls  for  unremitting  energy  and  vigilance 
on  tho  part  of  the  Executive." 

I .  scarcely  think  that  such  a  state  of 
things  ought  to  be  described  as  an  im- 
provement. We  are  very  glad  that  a 
certain  class  of  agrarian  crime  and 
certain  particular  acts  of  violence  have 
diminished,  and  we  are  quite  ready  to  give 
every  credit  for  this  to  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment for  their  firmness  and  energy.  But, 
at  the  same  time,  so  long  as  organized 
conspiracy  and  organized  assassination 
exist  in  a  large  part  of  the  country,  and 
in  tho  very  Metropolis  of  the  coimtry,  I 
cannot  but  think  we  should  rather  avoid 
any  expressions  of  congratulation.  But, 
wlule  we  thoroughly  appreciate  the  con- 
duct of  Lord  Spencer  and  the  Irish  Go- 
vernment for  the  energy  with  which 
they  have  dealt  with  crime  of  late,  and 
while  we  rejoice  to  think  that  Parlia- 
ment has  given  them  the  means  of 
breaking  down  so  much  of  these  secret 
societies  as  to  enable  them  to  get  access 
to  information  which  discloses  the  per- 
sons principally  concerned  in  these  atro- 
cious crimes,  we  cannot  but  feel  that  the 
root  of  the  matter  has  not  been  reached, 
that  there  is  much  yet  behind  which 
we  are  anxious  should  be  thoroughly 
probed.  We  shall  not  be  satisfied  with 
merely  striking  at  active  perpetrators  in 
crime;  we  shall  not  be  satisfied  until 
the  Government  have  directed  their 
attention  to  the  organization  trhioh 
supports  them  and  the  power  which  is 
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behind  them ;  and  I  truBt  the  Govern- 
ment will  not  rest  until  they  have  got  to 
the  bottom  of  the  evil,  and  it  will  be  the 
duty  of  the  House  to  do  (dl  in  their 
power  to  strengthen  the  hands  of  the 
Government.  I  do  not  now  enter  into 
the  question  of  how  far  this  might  have 
been  avoided  or  remedied  hj  more  ener- 

F)tic  measures  some  time  ago,  although 
wish  it  to  be  understood  that  I  retain 
the  opiniona  which  I  bave  always  ex> 
pressed — that  there  was  a  great  want  of 
energy  and  foresight,  and  great  error  in 
priDoiple  in  the  early  dealings  of  the 
Government.  I  now  merely  urge  them 
to  act  with  vigour  and  wisdom,  and  en- 
deavour to  seek  out  and  crush  the  for- 
midable conspiracy  with  which  they 
have  to  deal.  I  would  wish  to  point  out 
that  it  is  not  only  necessary  that  there 
should  be  a  firm  and  vigorous  adminis- 
tration of  justice  ;  but  it  ia  also  desirable 
that  the  Government  should  not,  at  the 
same  moment,  be  exciting  false  hopes  in 
the  Irish  people  of  something  more  to 
come.  There  is  one  paragraph  in  this 
Speech  which  I  have  read  with  the  very 
greatest  regret,  and  it  is  that  in  which 
reference  is  made  to  some  probable  deal- 
ing with  the  farther  legislative  wants  of 
Ireland.  If  there  is  anything  else,  for 
Heaven's  sake  let  the  Government  tell 
ns  what  it  is.  Do  not  let  tbem  be  ueing 
language  which  is  so  vague  end  mis- 
leading as  that  which  stands  in  this 
paragraph,  and  which  is  all  the  more 
misleading  because  of  the  comments 
that  are  mttde  outside,  either  by  Mem- 
bers of  the  Government,  or  supporters 
of  the  Government,  inducing  a  belief 
that  the  Government  has  some  further 
measures  of  a  subversive  or  revolution- 
ary character  in  store  which  are  to  be 
tbe  panacea  for  the  ills  of  Ireland.  If 
the  Government  are  of  opinion  that  the 
condition  of  Ireland  is  euch  that  they 
may  safely  leave  it  now  for  a  year  or 
more  witbout  any  ftirther  legislation, 
by  all  means  let  them  arrange  their 
business  accordingly,  and  let  them 
quietly  proceed  to  the  consideration  of 
measures  affecting  the  interests  of  other 
parts  of  the  Kingdom.  Why  should 
they  consider  it  necessary,  in  the  first 
place,  to  taunt  Ireland  with  having  taken 
up  a  considerable  portion  of  time,  and  to 
tell  Ireland  that  the  claims  of  the  rest 
of  the  Kingdom  are  paramount,  and 
then  later  on  to  put  m  these  words, 
vhiob  are  calculated  to  scatter  the  whole 
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of  their  schemes  to  the  winds  ?  I 
earnestly  hope  that  the  language  which 
the  noble  Marquess  will  use  will  be  of  a 
character  to  avert  the  danger  to  which 
I  have  alluded.  It  is  not  my  wish  to 
detain  the  House  at  the  present  time ; 
but  there  is  one  other  subject  on  which 
I  must  say  a  few  words.  I  must  say  a 
few  words  on  the  paragraphs  tbat  relate 
to  the  reform  of  local  government  in  the 
different  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
My  hon.  Friend  told  us  that  the  ^scus- 
sion  on  the  proposals  with  regard  to 
the  Metropolis  mi^ht  bring  to  lignt  some 
ideas  and  suggestions  with  regard  to  tbe 
rest  of  the  country.  I  dare  say  it  may ; 
but  if  a  Bill  dealing  with  the  Metropolis 
is  to  be  made  a  kind  of  fishing  Bill  for 
the  rest  of  the  country,  I  am  afraid  we 
are  yet  a  good  way  from  the  solu- 
tion of  this  question  of  the  reform  of 
local  government.  If  the  Government 
are  going  to  make  any  proposals  on 
this  subject,  it  would  be  well  that 
they  should  bring  thera  forward  upon 
some  well-considered  basis,  applicable 
to  the  parts  of  the  Kingdom  to  which 
they  are  to  be  applied,  and  not  that 
they  should  take  up  the  question  of 
the  administration  of  the  Metropolis, 
and  then  to  adapt  a  few  ideas  from 
that  to  tbe  Local  Government  of  England 
Bill.  If  you  are  going  to  change  the 
Government  of  England,  you  should 
make  it  rest  upon  two  things — First, 
whether  the  existing  system  is  deficient; 
and,  secondly,  what  is  necessary  to  sup- 
ply those  deficiencies^  The  local  govern- 
ment of  this  country  is  of  ancient  growth. 
It  contains,  no  doubt,  somewhat  anoma- 
lous elements — many  things  which  are 
hard  to  justify  ia  logic,  but  which  work 
admirably  in  practice ;  and  before  you 
alter  those  things  you  ought  to  be  pre- 
pared to  say  what  the  defects  are,  and 
to  assure  yourselves  that  your  measures 
of  reform  will  make  things  better.  I 
doubt  very  much  whether  any  scheme 
will  entirely  fulfil  those  conditions ;  bat 
I  am  quite  sure  that  a  Bill  founded  upon 
a  sort  of  refuse  of  a  Government  of 
London  Bill  will  be  one  of  the  greatest 
failures  ever  proposed  to  Parliament. 
It  is  important  that  the  question  should 
be  faced  by  the  Government.  There  is 
much  that  is  against  British  agriculture, 
and  many  difficulties  against  which  it 
has  to  struggle;  and  there  is,  no  doubt, 
a  disposition  in  one  direction  or  another 
to  seek  for  remedies  which  are  rather 
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plausible  than  likely  to  be  effective;  and, 
certainly,  one  of  the  questions  which  we 
should  have  to  deal  with,  for  endeavour- 
ing to  afford  relief  to  those, engaged  in 
the  cultivation  of  the  land,  is  that  of 
local  burdens  and  local  taxation.  That 
is  a  question  which  has  been  repeatedly 
brought  forward  and  pressed  upon  the 
notice  of  sucoeseive  Quvemments  and 
successive  Parliaments.  Hon.  Gentle- 
men:  opposite  hare  said  that  it  is  of  no 
use  to  attempt  to  deal  with  local  burdens 
until  you  have  a  good  system  of  local 
gorenunent.  If  mat  is  the  doctrine 
which  we  are  going  to  act  upon,  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  the  prospect  which  is 
held  out  to  those  who  are  interested  in 
the  cultivation  of  the  land  is  by  no 
means  a  cheerful  one;  because  these  re- 
forms are  to  arise  out  of  suggestions  and 
ideas  which  are  to  be  brought  forward 
in  the  course  of  discussion  upon  a  Bill 
relating  to  the  Qovernment  of  the  Metro-  '. 
polia,  which  Bill  has  not  yet  had  a  day 
fixed  for  bringing  it  forward.  That  is  '■■ 
cold  comfort  to  give  to  the  unfortunate 
persons  who  have  been  suffering  from 
the  inclemency  of  the  seasons  to  which 
our  agriculture  has  been  exposed.  I 
hope  that  upon  this  and  other  matters 
the  performance  of  the  Government  will 
be  better  than  their  promises.  We'are 
not  altogether  in  the  happy  position  in 
which  we  despise  the  help  which  legis- 
lation might  give.  If  the  legislation  is 
wrongly  directed,  it  is  likely  to  increase 
our  troubles,  and  not  diminish  them. 
We  aro  anxious  that  legislation  should 
not  be  of  an  ill-considered  character.' 
The  present  Government  have  always 
appeared  to  me  to  be  too  anxious  to  put 
forward  fine  and  well-sounding  phrases, 
and  to  endeavour  to  maintain  a  charac- 
iex  for  consistency  in  their  professions, 
even  when  their  acts  are  inconsistent. 
We  have  seen  a  great  many  changes, 
both  in  thnr  persormel  and  in  their 
policy  since  their  advent  to  OflKce.  Not- 
withatanding  this,  we  are  told  by  their 
aupporters  uiat  they  are  stronger  than 
they  ever  were— that  is  to  say,  that, 
after  getting  rid  of  something  like  a 
fourth  of  their  number,  and  a  good  deal 
more  than  a  fourth  of  their  principles, 
they  are  in  a  better  position.  If  that  is 
so,  I  will  leave  hon.  Gentlemen  to  the 
enjojrment  of  what  satisfaction  it  may 
afford  them.  For  my  own  part,  X  think 
it  would  be  better  that  the  Government 
ahoold  not  be  too  anxious  to  endeavour 


to  show  that  they  have  been  consistent 
from  first  to  last.  They  have  attained 
in  some  respect  to  a  position  which  is 
better  than  that  in  which  they  were ; 
but  they  have  attained  to  it  at  a  great 
price.  Do  not  let  them  jeopardize  it. 
Bo  not  let  them  ignore  altogether  the 
value  of  the  unexhausted  improvements 
which  they  inherited  from  their  Prede- 
cessors, but  for  which  they  give  us  no 
compensation.  If  I  might,  I  would  ven- 
ture to  conclude  by  renunding  them  of 
a  saying  which  was  celebrated  for  some 
time  in  this  House,  when  the  late  Sir 
James  Graham  was  taunted  with  an 
alteration  of  his  views  and  the  inconsis- 
tency of  the  line  which  he  was  taking 
from  that  which  he  had  previously 
adopted.  He  did  not  attempt  to  deny 
that  he  had  been  inconsistent.  He  sim- 
ply said — "I  changed  my  mind;  and 
there  is  an  end  of  it."  Let  the  Govern- 
ment make  the  same  admission  with  re- 
gard to  some  of  the  questions  which 
have  been  in  controversy  between  us. 

Tub  Marqubss  of  HAETINGTON  : 
Sir,  before  I  attempt  to  make  any  ob- 
servations upon  the  speech  which  has 
just  been  delivered  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite,  I  must  be  allowed 
to  add  the  expression  of  my  own  satis- 
faction to  that  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Mover  of  the  Address  at  seeing  the 
right  hoD.  Gentleman  again  occupying 
that  position  the  duties  of  which  he  has 
now  for  BO  many  years  so  admirably 
discharged,  in  apparently  the  possession 
of  fully-restored  health ;  and  I  think, 
if  we  may  judge  from  the  speech  which 
he  has  just  delivered,  also  in  the  posses- 
sion of  excellent  spirits.  And,  Sir,  I 
should  like  also  to  take  this  opportunity 
of  thanking  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
for  the  expression  which,  I  am  ii^rmed, 
fell  from  him  before  I  was  in  my  place, 
as  to  his  feeling  of  regret  and  that  of 
the  hon.  Gentlemen  who  act  with  him 
at  the  enforced  absence  from  our  delibe- 
rations of  the  Prime  Minister.  I  desire 
to  offer  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on 
behalf  of  those  who  sit  on  thia  side  of 
the  House  our  most  cordial  thanks,  and 
I  am  sure  it  will  give  satisfaction  to  the 
whole  House  to  know  that  the  absence 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  is,  although 
highly  desirable  in  the  interests  of  his 
health  and  strength,  one  which  is  not 
absolutely  at  the  present  moment  en- 
forced, and  that  if  occasion  should  arise 
when  his  presence  here  should  be  abso- 
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Intely  necessary,  there  is  nothing  in  the 
state  of  the  health  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  which  would  prevent  his  being 
among  us.  It  is  onlj'  at  the  urgent  re- 
quest of  his  friends  and  Colleagues  that 
he  has  consented  to  prolong  for  even  a 
Bhort  time  that  rest  which  the  ardaous 
labours  of  the  Autumn  Session  rendered 
necessary ;  and  I  believe  that  although 
his  absenoe  on  the  first  night  of  the 
Session,  when  the  general  policy  of  the 
Qovemment  is  being  discussed,  is,  of 
course,  inconvenient,  still,  if  we  can  get 
through  the  first  few  days,  the  Business 
which  the  House  will  have  to  do  up  to 
Easter  is  not  such  as  to  imperatively  re- 
quire the  presence  of  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter, and  that  he  may  be  permitted  to 
enjoy  some  greater  amount  of  rest 
abroad.  I  wish  to  discharge  one  more 
agreeable  duty,  which  is  to  express  my 
thanks,  and  I  am  sure  those  of  my  Col- 
leagues, to  my  hon.  Friends  the  Members 
for  East  Cornwall  and  the  City  of  Edin- 
bu^h  for  the  very  able  manner  in  which 
they  discharged  the  duties  intrusted  to 
them.  I  listened  to  both  those  speeches 
with  great  interest  and  great  satisfac- 
tion ;  and  I  think  that  the  only  regret 
that  any  of  us  could  have  felt  with  re- 
gard to  either  of  them,  and  especially 
with  regard  to  the  Seconder,  was  that 
he  condensed  his  remarks  somewhat 
more  than  the  House  would  have  been 
disposed  to  desire.  I  come  now  to  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite.  The  complaint  which  he  has 
made  was  upon  the  omission  of  one 
topic  from  the  Speech  from  the  Throne. 
He  said  that  he  and  his  Friends  had 
some  reason  to  complain  of  the  course 
which  had  been  taken  with  regard  to 
the  seat  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  and  with  re- 
pfard  to  the  Bill  which  was  going  to  be 
introduced  by  tha  Government.  I  can- 
not say  that  I  entirely  gathered  from 
the  observations  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  exact  ground  of  his  com- 
plaint. I  recollect  that  during  the  ex- 
tremely painful  discussion  upon  this 
subject,  some  two  or  three  years  ago, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  recommended 
the  Government  to  proceed  by  way  of 
legislation,  and  said  that  this  matter 
could  only  be  settled  by  legislation. 
We  are  going  to  legislate ;  yet  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his  Friends 
are  not  satisfied.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  South-West 
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Lancashire  ^Sir  E.  Assheton  Cross)  rose 
and  said  that  on  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill  he  would  give  it  his  most  strenu* 
ous  opposition  ;  and  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  has  in- 
formed us  that  he,  on  his  part,  will  meet 
it  with  criticism,  and  he  thinks  opposi- 
tion. [Sir  Staffobd  Northcote:  Oh, 
no ;  I  said  "  and  opposition."]  But  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  does  not  object  to 
the  decision  at  which  we  have  an-ived 
to  legislate.  He  says  that  we  ought  to 
have  let  him  and  his  Friends  know  our 
intention  beforehand,  or  that  the  an- 
nouncement ought  to  havo  been  placed 
in  the  Queen's  Speech  ;  but  it  is  always 
a  matter  of  discretion  with  the  Govern- 
ment what  measures  ought  to  be  named 
in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne.  It  is 
not  usuu  to  include  measures  which  are 
not  considered  to  be  of  general  or  great 
importance ;  and  this  Bill  is  certainly 
one  which  we  do  not  consider  to  be  of 
great  importance,  or  worthy  to  find  a 
place  among  the  measures  usually  enu- 
merated in  the  Queen's  Speeoh.  As  to 
lotting  the  House  know  beforehand  our 
intentions,  I  do  not  exactly  understand 
what  course  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
expected  us  to  take.  Letting  the  public 
know  our  intentions  beforehand  would 
have  exposed  us  to  the  criticism  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  If  some  meanshad 
been  taken  to  announce  beforehand  that 
we  contemplated  proposing  legislation,  I 
can  imagine  the  imputation  being  made 
that  we  had  taken  unusual  means  to 
make  that  announcement  in  order  to 
prevent  the  steps  being  taken  which  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  and  his  friends  had  an- 
nounced their  intention  of  taking.  What 
we  did  was  to  announce  on  the  first 
opportunity  what  way  we  intended  to 
proceed  upon  a  question  which  has  given 
the  House  so  much  trouble  during  the 
last  few  Sessions.  The  Cabinet  came  to 
the  conclusion  that  the  best  way  would 
be  to  legislate,  and  they  did  not  consider 
it  necessary  to  take  in  this  case  any 
means  of  making  those  intentions  known 
which  are  not  usually  adopted  with  re- 
gard to  other  measures.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  also  made  some  observations 
regarding  the  condition  of  Egypt.  I 
have  listened  to  the  observations  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  upon  that  subject 
with  a  great  deal  of  interest,  not  only 
on  account  of  their  intrinsic  importance, 
but  ako  because  I  endeaVourMl  during 
his  speech  to  obtain  an  answer  to  a  ques- 
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tion  of  great  interest  to  the  Goremment, 
and  Ukewise,  I  tiiink,  to  the  House,  in 
relation  to  the  progress  of  its  Business. 
I  was  extremely  anxious  to  gather  £rom 
the  right  hon.  (Gentleman's  obserrations 
some  idea  as  to  whether  it  is  now  in- 
tended  to  reduce  to  any  definite  form 
the  continued  criticism  which  was  ini- 
tiated in  the  early  part  of  the  late  Qos- 
mm,  and  which  has  been  continued 
without  intermission  during  the  Beceas. 
I  am  extremely  anxious  to  know  whe- 
ther the  policy  of  the  Government,  which 
it  has  been  sometimes  said  led  to  un- 
necessary war,  is  now  to  be  formally 
challenged  or  not,  or  whether  these 
"  necessary  criticisms "  are  to  be  re- 
newed witiiont  any  definite  Besolntions 
being  presented  to  us?  I  hare  not 
the  dightest  complaint  to  make  of 
the  course  Mtherto  taken  by  the  Op- 
position. I  am  not  prepared  to  say 
that  the  constant  fire  of  Questions 
and  of  desultory  criticisms  which  con- 
tinued during  almost  the  whole  of  the 
critical  negotiations  with  regard  toE^ypt 
was  not  sometimes  productire  of  em- 
barrassment to  the  GoTemment,  and 
sometimes  prejudicial  to  the  Public  8er- 
Tice.  I  can  perfectly  well  understand 
that  an  Opposition  does  not  like  to  take 
the  responsibility  of  what  might  appear 
to  be  an  unpatriotic  Hue  of  conduct  by 
moving  a  Vote  of  Censure  upon,  or  Want 
of  Confidence  in,'a  Goremment  which 
may  be  either  at  war  or  on  the  brink  of 
war;  but,  nerertbeless,  it  does  not  choose 
to  direst  itself  of  the  functions  of  in- 
quiry and  criticiam,  and  I  hare  no  doubt 
nut  in  any  debate  raised  hy  tiie  Oppo- 
ntion  during  the  most  critical  period  of 
the  transactions  of  last  year  they  were 
not  actuated  consciously  by  a  desire 
to  embarrass  the  Government,  certainly 
not  to  the  prejudice  of  the  Public  Ser- 
vice, but  with  a  desire  to  discharge 
what  they  considered  to  be  their  duty. 
If  also  on  public  platforms  they  thought 
they  could  damage  their  political  oppo- 
nents, or  weaken  the  confidence  of  the 
countoy  in  the  Government,  by  refer- 
ences to  our  Egyptian  policy,  by  asser- 
tions that  the  war  was  unnecessaiy  and 
might  have  been  avoided ;  and  if  thOT 
thmk  they  can  obtain  any  poHtioal  ad- 
vantage from  discussion,  however  de- 
sultory, of  the  whole  of  that  policrf ,  I 
have  not  the  slightest  objection  to  their 
taking  that  course,  and  I  should  not 
compnun  of  ony  advantage  they  might 


reap  from  it.  But  what  I  desire  to 
point  out  now  is,  that  when  the  House 
has  re*  assembled  for  the  transaotion  of 
Public  Business,  when  the  information 
which  is  available  on  the  subject  is 
fully  before  them,  and  when  all  the  pro- 
ceedings  and  all  the  Correspondence, 
describing  every  phase  of  the  events 
and  circumstances  that  led  to  the  war, 
are  before  it,  then  I  say  that  the  time 
has  eome  when  the  Opposition  at  large 
ought  to  be  able  to  make  up  its  mind, 
and  either  bring  this  criticism  into  the 
form  of  some  definite  Motion,  chal- 
lenging the  opinion  of  the  House  and 
the  country,  or  else  make  use  of  all  the 
influence  Ihey  possess  to  prevent  the 
time  of  the  House  from  being  wasted  in 
a  continuation  of  desultory  discusuon, 
which  can  prove  and  settle  nothing,  be- 
cause there  is  no  definite  issue  ^aoed 
before  us.  Welli  I  pot  that  quMtion ; 
but  the  right  hon.  Gentlman  evaded 
almost  any  criticism  of  the  policy  of  the 
Government  so  far  as  regarded  Egypt ; 
and  I  may,  therefore,  assume  that  he 
and  his  fViends  have  now  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  it  is  not  desirable  to 
make  good  the  assertions  he  made  in  a 
speech  in  the  country,  to  the  effect  that 
the  war  was  unnecessary,  and  therefore 
unjustifiable ;  and  I  must  oondole  with 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Carlisle 
(Sir  Wilfrid  Lawaon)  that  he  has  not 
been  able  to  get  his  allies  on  this  sub- 

i'ect  to  come  up  to  the  mark.  The  right 
ion.  Gentleman  has  asked  for  full  in* 
formatiott  respecting  what  is  going  on 
in  regard  to  the  re-organiution  of  the 
Forces  of  Egypt.  He  also  states  that 
he  thinks  the  House  is  entiUed  to  hare 
as  much  information  given  to  it  as  to 
Foreign  Powers.  Certainly,  I  fully 
agree  in  that  proposition,  and  I  go  be- 
yond il,  and  may  say  that  the  desire  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  been  anti- 
cipated by  the  Government.  Every 
word  of  the  information  which  has  been 
communicated  to  Foreign  Powers,  and 
a  great  deal  more,  has  been  to-night 
laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  in  the 
form  of  Papers,  and  everything  which 
can  possibly  up  to  the  present  time  be 
pn}dnced  has  been  given.  That  will 
place  the  House  in  the  full  possession  of 
all  the  steps  which  have  oeen  taken, 
and  are  being  taken,  and  in  which  con- 
siderable pn^ress  has  been  made,  as  to 
the  re-ofganisation  of  the  Government, 
of  the  Army,  and  of  the  Police  Force  of 
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Egypt.  I  do  not  think,  Sir,  it  wonld 
be  convenient  for  me  to  give  a  verbal 
description  of  the  meaeures  being  taken 
by  the  GtoTemment.  The  right  hon. 
Gendeman  knows  the  lines  on  which  we 
are  proceeding  ;  and  I  do  not  think  that 
I  should  antioipate  now  the  information 
which  will  be  shortly  giren  fully  to  the 
House  in  the  Papers  to  be  presented. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  asks  what  is 
the  meaning  of  the  phrase  in  the  Queen's 
Speech  that  the  withdrawal  of  British 
troops  is  proceeding  as  expeditiously  as 
a  prudent  consideration  of  the  circum- 
stanceB  will  permit,  and  whether  that 
time  pointed  to  a  period  of  half-a-year 
or  hfUf-a-century  ?  I  wonld  say,  with* 
out  venturing  to  speak  with  absolute 
assurance,  tluit  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  the  first  period  of  time  he  sug- 
gested has  stated  with  probable  acou- 
racy  the  length  of  time  that  it  may  be 
necessary  to  keep  our  troops  in  Egypt. 
I  do  not  think  it  very  extraordinary  that, 
aftw  the  whole  of  the  Egyptian  Forces 
have  been  disbanded  and  scattered  to 
the  wind,  it  should  be  considered  neces- 
sary that  a  British  force  should  be 
maintained  there  for  a  time  during  the 
re-organization  of  a  military  force,  new 
gendarmerie,  and  a  police  force.  That 
organization  is  proceeding  with  great 
expedition  under  the  guidance  of  Sir 
Evelyn  Wood,  Baker  Pasha,  and  other 
British  officers.  The  Army  is,  to  a  cer- 
tain extent,  already  organized,  and  in  a 
short  time  there  will  be  a  force  in  Egypt 
which  will  be  amply  sufficient  for  the 
protection  of  the  ooontry  and  for  the 
preservation  of  order.  It  will  then  be 
possible  for  us  to  relieve  ourselves  of  a 
burden,  and  also  the  ^yptian  Govern- 
ment of  considerable  expense,  caused 
by  the  maintenance  of  our  troops  in 
the  oountiy.  The  British  occupation  is 
simply  for  the  purpose  of  assuring  the 
tranquillity  of  the  country  during  a 
time,  which  we  trust  will  not  be  pro- 
longed, when  there  is  absolutely  no  or- 
ganized force  in  the  country  itself.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  also  asks  whether 
there  is  not  rebellion  of  a  serious  kind 
still  going  on  in  Egjrpt  ?  It  is  true 
that  &om  time  to  time  information  of  an 
alarming  character  does  arrive  firom  the 
Province  of  Soudan ;  and  it  is  not  im- 
possible that  the  troubles  there  may 
cause  difficulties  in  Lower  Egyi^.  But 
we  should  bear  in  mind  tiiat  wat  Pro- 
vince is  almost  totally  detadied  from 
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Egypt.  It  is  a  recent  acquisition  by 
the  Government  of  Egypt,  and  has 
almost  always  been  administered  as 
entir^y  separate.  Troubles  may  arise 
from  tmte  to  time  in  the  Soudan,  bat  it 
is  not  certain  tluit  th^  will  cause  dis- 
turbances in  the  Provinces  of  Lower 
Egypt ;  still,  cironmstanees  may  arise  to 
cause  anxiety,  and,  at  all  events,  to  call 
for  the  attention  of  the  Govemmrait  and 
of  the  House ;  and  as  soon  as  the  Go- 
vernment is  put  in  possession  of  accurate 
information  on  the  subject  it  will  be  con- 
veyed to  the  House.  But  it  would  be 
utterly  impossible  and  useless  for  me 
to  attempt  to  give  to  the  House  any 
accurate  account  of  what  is  the  oon- 
dition  of  affairs  in  the  Soudan.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  prudently 
delayed  criticism  on  the  steps  taken  by 
the  Government  in  the  re-organization 
of  the  a£Elurs  of  Egypt  until  the  whole 
of  the  Papers  are  before  him.  I  will 
only  now  say  that,  though,  no  doubt, 
there  may  be  considerable  diffieulties 
attending  that  policy,  there  is  no  ground 
whatever  for  the  hopeless  despair  with 
which  some  writers  regard  the  prospects 
of  the  government  of  J^^pt.  The  recent 
history  of  Egypt  certainly  does  not 
justify  the  gloomy  anticipations  which 
seem  to  be  popular  in  some  qnarters. 
The  Khedive  and  his  Ministers  have 
shown  many  of  the  qualities  of  Con- 
stitutional BuIms  and  Constitutional 
statesmen ;  and  the  Chamberof  Notables, 
until  it  fell  under  the  domination  of  an  un- 
scrupulous military  tyranny,  has -shown 
that  it  is  not  incapable  of  representing 
the  wants,  wishes,  and  news  of  the 
population.  As  to  what  has  been  said 
in  respect  to  the  inflnoice  whioh  the 
Financial  Adviser  will  exercise  over  the 
government  of  B^ypt,  all  the  experience 
we  have  at  present  shows  that  the 
Bulers  of  Egypt  are  ready  and  willing 
to  receive  and  to  be  influenced  by  Euro- 
pean advice ;  and  that  the  weakness  and 
failure  of  the  Dual  Control,  so  far  as  it 
was  a  failure,  was  due,  not  to  the  un- 
willingness or  to  the  incapacity  of  the 
Egyptian  Hulers  to  accept  such  advice, 
but  to  the  unavoidable  inconveniences 
attaching  to  the  dual  nature  of  the 
Control,  and  to  the  &ct  that  an  Army 
was  kept  on  foot  whioh  was  too  large  for 
its  purpose  and  was  disoi^anised,  and 
which  was,  therefore,  a  prey  to  ambition 
and  to  iiuiatical  influences.  Of  oonrse, 
it  is  impossible  to  say  that  there  may 
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not  be  difflonltiea  in  the  way  of  the 
oovne  which,  the  Gtoveniment  are  re- 
oommoi^ng  shall  be  taken  with  regard 
to  Egjrptian  af^rs ;  but  we  do  say  that 
there  is  no  reason  to  fear  for  the  result, 
bat,  on  the  contrary,  we  believe — and 
that  belief  is  fortified  by  the  aaaent  and 
approval  of  every  Power  in  Enrope — 
that  the  experiments  we  are  now  trying 
will  be  tried  with  every  chance  of  suc- 
oeae.  When  I  refer  to  the  opinion  of 
the  Powers,  perhaps  I  used  a  somewhat 
too  strong  trarm.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  asked  what  is  the  position  of 
Great  Britain  with  regard  to  Foreign 
Powers  with  refraence  to  the  Oircular 
which  was  issued  at  the  beginning  of 
last  month  ?  I  may  state,  in  replyi  that 
widi  T^ard  to  thai  Oinnilar,  we  have 
reeeivea  faTOnxable  assurances  ttom 
Toikey.  The  Turkish  Gk>vemment  has 
not  yet  expressed  an  opinion  upon  the 
whole  of  the  proposals  which  the  Oir- 
cular contains ;  bnt  favourable  assur- 
ances hare  been  given  to  our  Ambassa- 
dor at  Constantinople,  to  the  effect  that 
the  Turkish  Government  approve  of  the 
abolition  of  the  Dual  Control. 

SmSXAFFOHDNOBXHOOTE:  Has 
a  formal  intimaticm  yet  been  received 
from  any  Qoremment  in  reference  to 
that  Giroolax  ? 

The  Mabqubss  gf  HABTINGTON  : 
No  formal  intimation  has  yet  been  re- 
ceived &om  any  of  the  Powers;  but 
Terbal  assurances  have  been  received 
from  ttie  Governments  of  Germany, 
Austria,  and  Italy,  to  the  effect  that 
they  are  all  favourable  to  our  proposals. 
In  fact,  the  French  Government  is 
almost  the  only  one  from  which  we  have 
not  received  any  c^inion  upon  the  Cir- 
cular. 

Sra  STAFFORD  NOETHCOTE:  Has 
any  reply  been  received  from  Russia  ? 

The  Mahqubss  or  HARTINGTON : 
Roasia  is  also  stated  not  to  be  unfavour- 
able to  &e  general  plan  proposed  by 
Her  Majest^s  Government,  although 
there  may  be  one  or  two  points  in  it  to 
which  it  is  possible  that  the  Russian 
Qovamment  may  t^e  exception.  The 
commamcattons  on  this  subject  are  not 
xndndsd  in  the  Papers  which  have  as 
yet  been  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House.  The  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  made 
a  few  observations  upon  the  (Government 
Bill  for  the  better  government  of  the 
Uetropolis,  the  introdnction  of  which  is 
announced  in  "Her  Uajesty's  Specif.  I 


diink  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
must  have  somewhat  nusunderstood  the 
remarks,  in  reference  to  that  measure, 
which  were  made  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  East  Cornwall  (Mr.  Aoland), 
who  asserted,  with  great  truth,  that  the 
principles  that  must  oome  under  diecus- 
sion  in  the  consideration  of  the  Govern^ 
ment  of  London  Bill  would  probably  be 
of  general  application,  and  that  those 
principles  would  be  of  considerable  im- 
portance when  we  came  to  consider  the 
question  of  county  and  local  government 
in  the  Provinces  generally.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  appeared  to  have  drawn 
the  otmohision  from  that  observation 
that  it  is  the  intention  of  Her  Mi^esty's 
Government  to  determine  certain  princi- 
ples which  shall  be  appHoable  to  local 
government  throughout  the  country  in 
the  course  of  the  disonsuon  on  the 
Metropolitan  Government  Bill,  and 
that,  in  fact,  the  latter  measure  will  be 
of  a  fishing  nature.  I,  however,  have 
some  reason  to  believe  that  the  scheme 
which  will  be  presented  to  the  House  by 
my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment wUl  be  of  an  extremely  definite 
character,  and  will  not  partake  in  any 
way  of  a  fishing  nature. 

SiK  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE:  I 
said  that  the  Local  Government  Bill 
would  depend  upon  the  discussion  of  the 
Bill  for  the  Government  of  the  Metro- 
polis. 

Thz  ALutQusss  ov  HABTINGTON : 
That  does  not  seem  to  be  altogether  a 
misfortune.  If  principles  of  this  nature 
are  very  fully  discussed  in  the  London 
Bill,  and  the  opinion  of  Parliament  pro- 
nounced upon  them,  I  do  not  know  why 
the  right  hon.  GenUeman  should  object 
to  the  country  generally  having  the 
benefit  of  those  discussions.  It  does  not 
follow,  of  course,  that  everything  that 
may  be  inserted  in  the  Government  of 
London  Bill  can  be  applied  preciEely  to 
the  local  government  of  all  other  com- 
munities throughout  the  country,  which 
may  be  very  differently  situated  in  every 
respect.  J^imd  faeu,  however,  one 
would  suppose  that  what  is  good  in  one 
(»8e  would  be  good  in  another.  In  the 
oourae  of  the  discussion  on  the  one  mea- 
sure, however,  some  progress  must  ne- 
cessarily be  made  towards  arriving  at 
a  conclusion  in  reference  to  the  other. 
There  is,  at  all  events,  this  advantage 
in  the  course  which  the  Government 
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propose  to  take  in  reference  to  this  sub- 
ject. We  believe  that  it  is  possible  and 
desirable  to  attempt  to  deal  with  the 
vhole  question  of  the  government  of  the 
Metropolis  in  one  measure,  vhile  the 
whole  question  of  county  and  local  go- 
vemment  is  too  large  and  too  compli- 
cated a  subject  to  be  dealt  with  in  one 
measure.  We  shall,  however,  in  this 
case  be  able  to  deal  with  almost  every 

Srinciple  which  can  arise  in  the  consi- 
eration  of  the  question  of  local  govern- 
ment anywhere.  We  think  it  is  desir- 
able to  attempt  to  deal  with  the  local 
government  of  London,  as  it  will  raise 
the  whole  question  of  those  points  before 
attempting  to  proceed  with  the  reform 
of  local  government  and  taxation  in  the 
country  at  large.  The  right  hon-  Gen- 
tleman put  in  a  claim  for  the  relief  of 
local  taxation  before  any  attempt  was 
made  to  deal  with  the  question  of  tiie 
reform  of  the  local  government  of  coun- 
ties. I  think  that  everyone  who  has 
looked  into  this  subject  will  be  inclined 
to  think  that  while  the  reform  of  local 
government  is  desirable — as  it  is  ad- 
mitted by  hon.  Members  on  both  sides  of 
the  House  it  is — the  mere  remission  of 
local  taxation  would  be  of  very  little 
advantage.  The  right  hon. -Gentleman 
has,  I  regret  to  say,  given  a  very  unfa- 
vourable account  of  the  position,  hopes, 
and  prospects  of  those  engaged  in  agri- 
culture, and  I  should  be  glad  if  I  wore 
able  to  say  that  the  view  taken  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  too  gloomy ; 
but  this  condition  of  things  has  come  to 
pass  in  the  face  of  the  very  considerable 
remission  of  local  taxation  which  was 
made  by  the  late  Government.  I  should 
think,  on  the  whole,  that  it  would  be  a 
very  dif&oult  thing  for  the  fanner  to  say 
how  much  benefit  he  had  derived  from 
that  remiBsion  of  local  taxation.  The 
fact  is  that  it  is  now  generally  admitted 
that  until  greater  simplicity,  greater 
directness,  and  better  organization  are 
introduced  into  the  whole  of  our  local 
government — I  do  not  refer  to  the  ques- 
tion of  county  rates  only,  but  also  to  the 
expenditure  of  our  minor  local  bodies — 
whatever  we  may  give  from  public 
sources  in  relief  of  local  taxation  will  be 
absorbed  in  the  vortex  of  bad  adminis- 
tration, and  that  the  ratepayers  will  not 
benefit  permanently  by  it.  The  right 
hon.  (Gentleman  referred  to  the  para- 
graph in  the  Queen*B  Speech  which  re- 
lated to  Ireland,  snd  spoke  in  terms  of 
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approbation  of  the  present  policy  which 
is  being  pursued  by  Lord  Spencer  and 
the  Irish  Government.  I  am  entirely 
prepared  to  endorse  the  observation  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  also  to 
go  beyond  everything  which  he  eaid  in 
praise  of  Lord  Spencer  and  of  tiie  Irish 
Government.  It  is  not  necessary  nor 
desirable  for  me  to  enter  into  a  pane- 
gyric of  the  Irish  Administration ;  but, 
the  Irish  Government  being,  to  a  cer- 
tain extent,  carried  on  independently 
and  apart  from  that  which  is  conducted 
here,  I  think  that  I  am  justified  in  say- 
ing that  we  are  prepared  to  defend  every 
act  of  that  Administration.  We  have 
approved  every  part  of  the  policy  of  the 
Irish  Government  and  of  their  adminis- 
tration of  Ireland  under  the  Prevention 
of  Crimes  Act.  I  understand  that  the 
administration  of  that  Act  is  to  form  the 
subject  of  an  Amendment  to  the  Uotion 
for  an  Address,  and  that  the  conduct  of 
the  Irish  Government  in  relatitm  to  it  is 
to  be  challenged  in  this  House.  I  fully 
admit  that  some  of  the  measures  taken 
under  it  are  fair  subjects  for  discussion, 
and  I  can  understand  that  the  measures 
that  have  been  taken  for  the  prevention 
and  the  punishment  of  crime  and  for  the 
repression  of  agitation  in  the  country 
may  very  strictly  be  brought  under  the 
notice  of  Parliament,  although,  in  the 
absence  of  our  Colleagues  in  Ireland,  we 
are  perfectiy  prepared  to  defend  their 
acta.  As  to  the  investigations  that  are 
now  being  conducted  in  Dublin,  with  the 
object,  if  possible,  of  unveiling  and  un- 
masking the  perpetrators  of  a  series  of 
most  atrocious  crimes,  I  do  not  wish 
to  say  one  word  Uiat  may  prejudice  the 
case  of  those  who  are  now  accused  in 
Dublin ;  but  I  am  satisfied  that  there  is 
only  one  hope  in  the  minds  of  every  sec- 
tion in  this  House  and  throughout  the 
country,  and  that  is  that  this  investi- 
gation may  lead  to  the  discovery  and 
the  conviction,  not  only  of  the  actual 
perpetrators,  but  of  the  instigators, 
of  these  crimes  which  have  brought 
such  sorrow  and  such  disgrace  upon 
Ireland,  and  which  every  Member  of 
the  House  must  feel  are  well  calculated 
to  bring  disgrace  upon  even  the  noblest 
of  the  land.  The  right  hon.  Gentieman 
seems  to  think  that  there  is  some  incon- 
sistency between  the  congratulations 
which  we  have  inserted  in  the  Qaeen's 
Speech  upon  the  general  condition  of 
Ireland  and  the  i>eferenco  to  the  con- 
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Hnaed  exigtenoe  of  a  dangerous  con- 
spiracy. I  maintain,  howerer,  that 
there  ia  no  inconsistency  between  the 
two  paragraphs.  The  general  oondition 
whica  was  referred  to  in  a  Speech  in 
December  certamly  continues,  and  agra- 
rian outrages,  as  my  right  hon.  Fnend 
the  Ohief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  in 
addressing  the  House,  said,  have  enor- 
moasl^  decreased ;  uid  it  is  also  a  fact, 
^aking  generally,  that  throughout  the 
ooontry  the  process  of  law  is  now  sub- 
mitted to  and  the  law  is  upheld.  At 
the  same  time,  we  are  perfectly  aware 
tiiat  dangerous  secret  societies  in  Dublin 
and  elsewhere  still  exist ;  but  the  feature 
of  the  case  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man seems  to  hsTe  omitted  from  his 
consideration,  and  which  we  say  is  a  sub- 
ject of  congratulation,  is  that,  although 
those  secret  societies  do  still  continue  to 
exist,  the  law  of  the  land,  the  power  of 
the  Government,  is  at  last  able  to  hold 
its  own  to  some  extent  agaiust  them, 
and  that  there  is  a  hope  and  prospect  of 
tracing  them  to  their  sources  and  break- 
ing up  these  nefarious  combinationti. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  referred  to 
the  fact  that  no  reference  is  made  in  Her 
Uajesty's  Speech  to  the  existence  of  con- 
riderable  distress  in  Ireland.  But  a 
Tery  short  time  ago,  in  the  Speech  de- 
livered from  the  Throne  at  the  close  of 
last  Session,  special  reference  was  made 
to  the  distress  which  was  said  to  prevail, 
and  the  opinion  of  the  Irish  Government 
was  expressed  that  by  means  of  the 
ordinary  law,  and  by  the  application  of 
the  local  resources  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Guardians,  the  distress  could  be  ade- 
quately coped  with.  The  Irish  Govern- 
ment hare  hitherto  continued  to  act  on 
that  principle,  and  they  believe  that, 
howoTer  severe  distress  has  been  in 
some  districts,  the  policy  they  are 
pursoing  is  the  soundest,  and  sufficient 
for  the  emei^ency  that  exists  at  the 
present  moment.  It  woald  therefore 
have  been  impossible  to  insert  any  para- 
graph on  this  sub|ect  at  the  opening  of 
the  present  Session  which  would  not 
have  been  a  simple  repetition  of  the 
paragraph  read  to  the  House  two  months 
ago.  Then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  that  he  had  read  with  considerable 
regret  and  suspicion  the  concluding 
paragraph  of  the  Speech,  ip  which  re- 
ference is  made  to  the  possibility  of 
further  Irish  legislation.  He  seems  to 
think  that  that  paragraph  contains  some 
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reference  to  measures  which  he  de- 
scribes as  revolutionary  and  subversive. 
Now,  I  think  Tcan  re-assure  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  I  do  not  admit  that 
any  of  the  measures  of  the  Government, 
even  m  relation  to  Ireland,  can  properly 
be  described  as  revolutionary;  at  aU 
events,  I  suppose  he  only  applied  this 
term  to  the  Land  Act,  the  Arrears  Act, 
or  other  measures  of  considerable  im- 
portance of  that  character.  The  legisla- 
tive intentions  of  the  Government,  so 
far  as  they  can  bo  formed  at  the  present 
time,  and  so  far  as  we  have  been  able 
to  make  au  estimate  of  the  time  of  the 
House  available,  are  mentioned  in  Her 
Majesty's  Speech,  and  we  do  not  think 
it  at  all  probable  that  any  measure  that 
we  shouid  describe  as  of  considerable 
importance,  of  first-rate  importance,  or, 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  says,  of  a 
revolutionary  or  subversive  character, 
will  be  presented  to  Parliament  at  the 
present  stage.  But  while  there  are  no 
measures  of  importance  we  contemplate 
with  relation  to  Ireland,  there  are  several 
measures  which  are  ol  such  a  character 
that  they  might  not  occupy  a  great  deal 
of  time,  but  still  are  measures  of  great 
importance,  and  whioh  we  hope  we  may 
be  able  to  find  time  to  consider.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary 
will  probably  have  to  address  the  House 
himself  before  the  close  of  this  debate, 
and  I  will  leave  to  him  the  explanation 
of  the  measures  with  regard  to  which 
we  indulge  in  that  hope.  I  believe  I 
have  now  referred  to  the  principal  points 
dwelt  upon  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
I  have  no  desire  to  prolong  the  observa- 
tions I  have  been  permitted  to  make. 
I  have  no  doubt  that  the  legislation 
which  we  desire  to  further  will  fail  to 
satisfy  many  of  our  friends,  and  will 
disappoint  some  of  our  piost  strenuous 
opponents,  who  would  doubtless  have 
preferred  to  see  "revolutionary  and 
subversive"  measures  on  which  they 
might  have  expended  thoir  patriotio 
indignation.  But,  while  our  measures 
are  not  of  a  very  exciting  character, 
tbey  represent  a  good  deal  of  work  left 
over  from  past  Sessions,  work  which  has 
been  left  undone  from  various  causes, 
some  springing  within  this  House,  and 
some  outside  it.  There  is  a  consider- 
able amount  that  is  needful,  useful,  and 
necessary.  I  trust  the  House  will  be 
able— strengthened,  as  I  believe  it  to 
have  been,  by  the  adoption  of  those  re- 
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forms  to  which  we  devoted  so  mncb 
time  a  few  moTiths  ago,  and  in  no  defrree 
hampered  and  restricted  in  its  freedom 
by  them — to  devote  itself  to  the  con- 
sideration of  those  mesBures  in  a  prac- 
tical, business-like,  and  patriotic  spirit. 

LoED  RANDOLPH  CHUBOHILL 
said,  he  gathered  from  the  speech  of  the 
noble  MarqnesB  that  he  was  very  much 
annoyed  and  vexed,  and  generally  put 
out  and  upset,  because  no  Yoteof  Censure 
bad  been  proposed.  To  tell  the  real 
truth,  80  vas  he ;  for  he  was  of  opinion 
that  a  healthy  and  not  exaggerated  re^ 
onrrenee  to  Votes  of  Oensare  stimulated 
the  drculation  of  political  life.  But. 
vhile  he  agreed  with  the  noble  Lord 
that  they  had  not  had  enough  of  that 
kind  of  discussion  lately,  he  could  not 
join  in  the  taunts  with  which  he  had  as- 
sailed the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  in 
connection  with  this  question.  On  the 
contrary,  be  must  condole  with  the  noble 
Lord  on  the  unfortunate  shortness  of 
bis  political  memory.  He  (Lord  Han- 
dolph  Churchill)  did  not  think  he  should 
be  contradicted  when  he  reminded  the 
noble  Marquess  that  no  less  than  two 
abortive  attempts  were  made  last  Ses- 
sion, with  the  approval  of  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition,  to  bring  forward  a  Vote 
of  Censure  on  the  Egyptian  policy  of 
the  Government,  and  that  the  Prime 
Minister  resorted  to  all  the  arts  of  Par- 
liamentary stoit^y  in  order  to  prevent 
the  discussion  of  any  such  Vote.  That 
was  nothing  more  nor  less  than  histori* 
eal  fact,  and  he  would  leave  that  part  of 
the  subject  with  the  expression  of  a 
hope  that  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  should 
think  it  wise  and  prudent  and  desir- 
able in  the  course  of  the  Session  to 
bring  the  foreign  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment under  a  hostile  Besolution,  the 
noble  Marquess  would,  instead  of  resort- 
ing to  the  dilatory  arts  which  signalized 
the  conduct  of  the  Government  last 
Session,  advance  to  the  Table  and  with- 
out any  loss  of  time  6i  a  day  for  its  dis- 
cussion. He  did  not  suppose  that  this 
Speech  from  the  Throne  would  give  rise 
to  any  protracted  debate.  He  would 
not  say  that  it  was  uninteresting,  be- 
cause that  would  be  a  disrespectful  way 
of  alluding  to  it ;  but  he  would  say  that 
it  was  unemotional.  Again,  ho  would 
not  describe  it  ae  delusive,  because  that 
epithet  might  also  bo  objected  to ;  but 
he  would  say  that  it  was  singularly  in- 
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complete.  He  did  not  wish  to  refer  at 
any  length  to  the  measnres  of  domestic 
legislation  shadowed  forth  in  the  Speech. 
They  were  nearly  all  old  friends,  and 
were  not  such  as  could  excite  any  great 
Party  animosity.  The  only  Bill  which 
appeared  to  Iiim  to  call  for  any  criticism 
was  that  relating  to  the  reform  of  the 
government  of  London.  He  had  gathered 
from  the  observations  of  the  noble  Lord 
that  the  value  of  that  measure  did  not 
lie  so  much  in  the  benefit  which  it 
would  confer  upon  the  Metropolis  'as  in 
the  fact  that  it  would  elicit  l^e  opinions 
of  tlie  House  of  Commons  on  the  ques- 
tion of  local  government.  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  evidently  acted  with  reference 
to  the  Corporation  of  the  great  City  of 
London  on  the  principle— 
ium  in  eorpore  vtU.  As  this  Bill,  aeeord- 
ing  to  the  noble  Marquess,  was  to  settle 
for  a  long  time  hence,  and  "everywhere," 
the  principles  which  were  to  guide  the 
House  in  legislating  on  the  subject  of 
local  government,  he  should  like  to  ask 
whether  the  police  in  London  were  to 
be  governed  on  the  eame  principle  as 
that  which  regulated  the  government  of 
the  police  in  the  country,  and  whether 
the  police  in  Dublin,  Cork,  and  Belfast 
were  to  be  governed  as  the  police  were 
governed  in  London,  or  as  they  were 
governed  in  the  country  ?  He  hoped 
that  as  some  time  must  elapse  before 
the  Bill  was  introduced  public  curiosity 
would  be  set  at  rest  by  some  statement 
on  the  point.  He  had  alluded  to  the 
Queen's  Speech  as  being,  though  not 
what  might  be  called  delusive,  yet  incom- 
plete, for  this  reason — that  there  was 
no  allusion  in  it  to  four  questions  of  the 
greatest  national  importance.  There 
was  the  omission  of  any  reference  to  the 
failure  of  the  Bevenue,  which  was  now 
no  longer  a  controversial  point;  and 
whilst  he  congratulated  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Ghilders)  upon 
his  reappearance  in  the  House,  he  must 
offer  his  condolences  upon  the  very 
mournful  and  melancholy  prospect  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  befor« 
him.  He  regretted  that  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  not  in  the  Queen's 
Speech  prepared  the  House  for  the  re- 
velations he  would  hare  to  make  on  the 
introduction  of  the  Budget.  Another 
subject  closely  connected  with  that  to 
which  the  Queen's  Speech  did  not  draw 
their  attention  was  the  marked,  con- 
tinued, and  apparently  hopdess  depres- 
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BIOS  of  the  trade  of  the  country  as 
maoifested,  in  spite  of  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  by  the  recent  Board 
of  Trade  Betorns.  There  was  also  an- 
other more  extraordinary  omission' — the 
abeolnta  ignoring  by  the  Advisers  of 
the  Crown  of  the  great  and  widespread 
rain  now  impending  over  the  agricul- 
tural interest.  Not  a  word  of  any  sort 
or  kind  was  eaid  in  this  unemotional 
document  irhloh  could  give  the  House 
tiie  faintest  idea  that  the  agricultural 
iaterest  was  in  AnyUiing  but  the  most 
extraordinarily  prosperoua  condition.  In 
addition  to  the  omissions  he  had  men- 
tioned, the  failure  of  the  Bevenue,  the 
depression  of  trade,  and  the  ruin  of 
^rionlture,  there  was  another  most  im- 
portant point  upon  which  the  Queen's 
Speech  was  silent— namely,  the  impos- 
sibility of  effecting  any  economy  in  the 
enormous  annual  expenditure  incurred 
by  reason  <^  the  unlieard-of  liability 
whieh  we  had  taken  upon  ourselves  by 
the  annexation  of  li^gypt.  He  could  not 
understand  this  subject  not  having  been 
nmndered  of  suffilcient  importance  to  be 
mentioned  to  the  House  ^  he  could  not 
suppose  that  the  Government  were  iguo- 
nnt  (rf  these  questions;  he  could  only 
think  that  they  were  so  unwise  as  to  think 
it  pnidenfe,  or  so  infatnated  as  to  suppose 
it  poesible,  to  conceal  them  iroat  piu}lie 
notice.  In  the  Boyal  Speech  he  observed 
another  of  those  allusions  to  the  mili- 
tary glovies  of  the  present  Government, 
which  he  always  thought,  oomiog  from 
the  present  QoTemment,  were  so  unfor- 
tunate) not  to  say  indecent.  There  could 
be  no  doubt  whatever  that  fate  had 
been  very  cruel  to  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment. The  Mioistry  had  had  it  all 
thar  own  way  for  two  or  three  years. 
They  liad  had  to  encounter  a  more  or 
leas  apathetic  Opposition  and  a  subser- 
vient House  of  Xx>rds.  Tet  in  spite  of 
those  two  advantages^  which  no  Tory 
Gov^nment  he  wan  aware  of  had  ever 
enjoyedi  the  Qovemnient  had  contrived 
•umeliow  to  tread  under  foot  all  their 
pronuBes,  and  to  violate  their  most  chS' 
riflfaed  principles,  and  in  no  respect  more 
decidedly  than  witii  regard  to  these 
military  glories.  In  hearing  the  Prime 
Uinister,  last  Session,  move  the  Vote  of 
Thanks  to  the  Army  and  Navy,  the 
thought  occurred  to  him  that  the  fact 
illnstrated,  in  a  remarkable  manner,  the 
vanity  of  human  expectations  and  the 
ahortaightedneas  of  mortal  minds.  Who 


would  have  thought,  two  years  ago,  that 
the  present  Prime  Minister — whose  ab- 
sence from  the  House  on  the  present 
occasion  they  all  regretted — would,  in 
so  short  a  time,  have  been  transformed 
into  the  panegyrist  of  Admirals  and  Ge> 
nerals,  of  bloody  battles  and  adven- 
turous campaigns  ?  Who  would  have 
thought  to  have  witnessed  this  peace- 
loving,  almost  Apostolic  Government, 
experience,  in  the  short  space  of  three 
years,  all  the  sorrows  and  all  the  joys 
of  every  species  of  military  vicissi- 
tude? He  passed  from  those  general 
re6ectioDB  with  this  one  observation — 
that  he  gathered  from  the  Boyal  Speech 
that  the  Advisers  of  the  Crown  were 
ondeavouring  to  effect  that  which  no 
other  Government  before  them  had  ever 
yet  been  able  to  effect,  in  Ireland  and 
Egypt,  two  important  portions  of  the 
British  Empire  at  the  present  moment — 
to  sit  down  upon  bayonets.  So  far  as 
he  could  make  out  with  regard  to  Ire- 
land, the  only  feather  in  the  cap  of  the 
Quvernment,  and  their  only  title  to  the 
conhdence  of  the  country,  was  that  they 
had  at  last  been  able,  in  various  puts 
of  Uie  country,  to  hang  up  on  the  gallowa 
six  or  seven  miserable  wretches ;  and 
they  euphoniously  expressed  the  result 
by  congratulating  the  House  that  the 
law  hM  been  everywhere  "upheld." 
There  were  two  special  remarks  which 
he  should  like  to  make.  The  first  re- 
ferred to  Egypt,  and  he  wished  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  Government  to  this 
matter.  He  had  said  that  the  Boyal 
Speech  was  incomplete,  and  it  was  so 
with  regard  to  Egypt,  for  it  gave  no 
information  whatever  as  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  Sir  Auckland  Colvin.  The 
appointment  of  Sir  Auckland  Colvin 
by  the  Egyptian  Governmeat,  on  the 
reoommeudation  of  the  English  Govern- 
ment, was  the  one  cardinal  feature  of 
the  last  few  months  with  regard  to  the 
affairs  of  Egypt.  He  turned  with  inte- 
rest to  the  speech  of  the  noble  Marquess 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  at  some 
place  in  Lancadiire,  with  which  the 
public  were  not  generally  acquunted, 
on.  the  22nd  or  23rd  of  January  last. 
Speaking  at  Over  Darwen,  the  noble 
Lord  aaid— 

"  For  political  mflueoce  id  Egypt— the  ^liti- 
cal  influence  we  ought  to  exercieej—we  intend 
to  rely  upon  the  poaition  we  have  aotjuired 
there,  and  upon  the  policy  and  authority  of 
oar  Diplomatic  Bepreaontative,  the  Financial 
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Adviser  whom  we  intend  to  recommend  the  ] 
Egyptian  Oovemment  to  appoint"  l 

That  was  the  aiitboritative  statement  of  ' 
the  present  policy  of  the  GoTemment  ' 
by  the  noble  Lord.  With  that  state- 
ment before  Mm,  he  tnrned  back  to  the 
despatch  of  Lord  Granville  on  November 
4,  1881— the  Magna  Oharta  of  the  Go- 
vernment poliny  in  Egypt.  In  that  de- 
spatch Lord  Granville  said — 

"It  cannot  be  too  clearly  understood  that 
England  desirea  no  partisan  Ministry  in  Egypt. 
In  the  opinion  ot  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
a  partizan  Ministry,  founded  on  the  support 
of  a  Forrigo  Power,  or  upon  the  penonal  in- 
flnence  of  a  foreign  Diplomatie  Agent,  is  neither 
calculated  to  be  of  service  to  the  countTy  it 
adminiaters,  nor  to  that  in  whose  interest  it  is 
sapposed  to  he  maintained.  It  can  only  tend 
to  alienate  the  population  from  their  true  alle- 
giance to  their  Sovereign,  and  to  ^ve  rise  to 
counter  intrigues  whic^  are  detrimental  to  the 
welfare  of  the  State." 

In  the  whole  history  of  the  foreign 
policy  of  this  country  he  did  not  think 
that  they  could  find  another  instance  of 
a  Foreign  Secretary  laying  down  prin- 
ciples so  decided  and  bo  defined  as  those 
laid  down  by  Lord  Granville;  and  yet 
vithin  the  year  they  found  those  prin- 
ciples absolutely  denied  by  the  policy 
of the  eame  Qovemment'that  enunciated 
them.   He  invited  the  noble  Marquess 
to  afford  some  explanation  of  those  con- 
tradictory statements,  as  he  would  pro- 
bably have  an  opportunity  of  doing  if 
an  Amendment  were  moved,  as  he  be- 
lieved it  would  be,  with  regard  to  the 
affairs  of  Egypt.   The  Foreign  Secre- 
tary, after  having  stated  that  he  would 
not  rely  on  a  foreign  Diplomatic  Agent, 
had  announced  that  the  Government 
had  appointed  a  foreign  Diplomatic 
Agent  on  whom  they  could  rely.  Pass- 
ing from  EgT^pt,  he  would  now  make 
one  more  remark  on  Ireland.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  after  a  most  successful  time  in 
^land,  had  the  imprudence  to  visit  his 
constituents  the  other  day,  and  make  a 
speech.   Now,  had  he  (Lord  Bandolph 
Ohurchill)  been  consulted  on  the  suMect, 
he  would  have  told  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman he  could  not  have  done  any- 
thing more  suicidal  than  to  make  a 
speech  to  his  constituents  just  before  the 
meeting  of  Parliament,    Certainly,  that 
speech  had  proved  the  opportunity  of 
the  Opposition,  because  in  that  speech 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  so  ex- 
tremely anxious  to  glorify  himself  that 
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he  politicnlly  assassinated  his  Col- 
leagues. He  would  read  two  remark- 
able passages  from  that  speech.  It  was 
a  most  excellent  speech  from  beginning 
to  end,  and  he  had  nothing  to  say 
against  it ;  but  he  would  ask  for  an 
explanation  of  certain  passages  in  it. 
In  one  of  these  passages  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  this — 

"  My  answer  to  the  critics  of  the  Irish  Go- 
vernment is  that  I  do  not  read  like  them  the 
duties  of  Liberal  Jlinisters  in  Ireland.  That 
duty  consists,  first,  in  showing  that  Iifis  is  safe 
and  order  socnre  under  a  liboal  Oovem- 
ment." 

He  would  then  read  another  passage — 

"  "When  we  went  to  Ireland  !n  May  last  ws 
foand  society  profoundly  dieorganized ;  we 
found  the  beet  elements  in  it  depressed,  and 
the  worst  elements  triumphant:  and  how 
should  it  be  otherwise  when,  instead  of  the  law 
being  a  terror  to  evil-doers,  evil-doers  were  a 
terror  to  the  law-abiding  and  the  tndns- 
triousP" 

The  right  hon.  Gentloraan  forgot  to  add 
that — "When  we  went  to  Ireland  in 
May  last "  Her  Majesty's  Liberal  Go- 
vernment had  been  two  years  in  Office, 
and  that  Lord  Spencer,  who  was  in- 
cluded in  the  '*  we,"  was  one  of  those 
Mioisters  who  not  only  advised  Parlia- 
ment not  to  revive  the  Peace  Preserva- 
tion Act,  but  refused  to  give  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Brad- 
ford (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  the  powers  he 
so  persistently  asked  for,  to  enable  him 
to  deal  with  disorder  and  crime,  and 
who,  for  all  they  knew,  carried  on  the 
intrigue  that  ejected  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  from  Office.    He  thought 
the  Chief  Secretary  had  given  himself 
a  wide  latitude  when  he  thus  glorified 
himself  at  the  expeufic  of  bis  Colleagues. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that 
the  duty  of  the  Government  "consisted, 
first,  in  showing  that  life  was  safe,  and 
order  secure;  "  he  should  prefer  to  put  it 
into  plainer  language,  and  to  say  that  the 
first  duty  of  a  Government  was  to  govern, 
and  that  duty  the  Government  had  for 
two  years  diamefully  neglected.  Would 
society  have  been  "profoundly  disor- 
ganized "  if  that  first  duty  of  a  Govern- 
ment had  been  carried  out  even  in  the 
most  elementary  manner?   He  would 
invite  the  attention  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
<  tary,  and  of  the  noble  Lord  who  had 
'  resumed  his  able  Leadership  of  the 
.  House,  to  the  serious  charge  that  had 
been  brought  by  the  Chief  Secretary 
■  against  the  Government.  He  had  heard 
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accaBations  againet  Lord  Salisbury,  liord 
Cranbrook,  and  othor  Members  of  the 
Couaervatire  Party,  of  having  made 
violent  Bpeeches  against  the  Govern- 
ment; but  there  was  not  a  Member  of 
the  Conservative  Party,  high  or  low, 
that  ever  approached  the  violence  of  the 
denunciation  of  the  Ohief  Secretary, 
which  he  had  just  quoted — "  When  we 
went  to  Ireland  in  May  last  we  found 
society  profoundly  disorganiEod."  Let 
it  be  recollected  that  Earl  Spenoer,  in 
1880,  duectly  contradicted  the  statement 
of  the  late  Lord  Lieutenant  as  to  the 
condition  of  Ireland,  and  that  the  Prime 
llinister  had  deolajjed  about  the  same 
time  that  Irdand  had  never  been  in 
a  state  of  auoh  tranquillity  and  content- 
ment.  It  was  quite  unnecessary,  after 
tiiat  statement  of  the  Chief  Secretary, 
for  the  Opposition  to  make  the  slightest 
attack  on  the  Government  from  their 
own  original  resources.  They  had  only  to 
relj  on  his  speech  for  the  condemnation 
of  his  own  Colleagues.  What  bad  been 
going  on  "  when  we  went  to  Ireland 
in  May  last  ?  "  Why,  the  Prime  Minis- 
tw  had  let  out  of  prison  on  this  disor- 
ganized society,  in  order  that  he  might 
nirther  depress  the  best  elements  in  it 
and  elevate  the  worst  of  it,  a  man  whom 
he  thus  described  in  his  speech  at  Leeds — 

"  A.  man  who  bad  gone  forth  n^on  a  munon 
to  demoralize  a  people  by  teaohins  them  to 
malce  the  property  of  their  neighboun  the 
object  of  their  covetous  deeirea." 

And  in  his  speech  at  the  Guildhall  as — 

"  A  man  who  has  made  himself,  beyond  all 
othen,  pTominent  in  the  attempt  to  destroy  the 
authwity  of  the  lav,  and  to  substitute  anar- 
chical  oppresmon  exercised  upon  the  people  of 
Ireland.'* 

And  that  was  what  was  going  on  over 
there  "  when  we  went  to  Ireland  in 
May  last."  He  did  not  quarrel  with 
the  statement  as  a  statement  of  the  Chief 
Secretary.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
took  to  the  examination  of  Irish  matters 
the  wisdom  of  the  philosopher  and 
the  learning  of  the  historian.  He  al- 
lowed some  months  to  go  by  before  he 
made  his  report  on  what  he  saw  there ; 
and  now  that  he  had  made  his  report 
they  might  depend  upon  it  his  words 
would  sink  deep  in  the  minds  of  those 
who  heard  it  and  those  who  read  it. 
The  judge  that  went  to  Ireland  to  re- 
port bad  pronounced  his  verdict  on  his 
own  Colleaguee  in  terms  unmistakably 
lOTare;  ana  they  might  rest  perfectly 


convinced  that  the  people  of  England, 
as  a  supreme  tribunal,  would,  at  the 
proper  time,  award  the  proper  penalty. 

Sir  WILFEID  LAWSON  said,  he 
did  not  propose  to  follow  the  discursive 
exampleof  the  noble  Lord  the  Memberfor 
Woodstock  (Lord  Eandolph  Churchill), 
for  he  should  touch  only  on  one  point. 
He  bad  had  no  intention  on  coming  down 
to  the  House  to  take  any  part  in  the  de- 
bate ;  but  he  could  not  sit  quiet  under  the 
remarks  of  the  noble  Marquess  the  pre- 
sent Leader  of  the  House  on  the  question 
of  the  Egyptian  policy  of  the  GoTem- 
ment.  The  House  would  remember  that 
he  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  had  done  his 
best  during  the  Autumn  Session  to  get 
a  fair,  straightforward  debate  upon  the 
conduct  of  the  Government.  Ho  had 
been  unable  to  do  so  because  the  Govern- 
ment, having  control  of  the  time  of  the 
House,  had  taken  good  care  such  discus- 
sion should  not  take  place.  The  reason 
he  brought  it  on  now  at  the  first  oppor- 
tunity was  that  otherwise  he  would  not 
again  have  a  chance  during  the  Session. 
The  more  he  thought  of  that  policy,  and 
the  more  he  read  about  it,  the  more  con- 
vinced he  was  that  we  had  made  a  great 
and  fatal  mistake  in  invading  that  coun- 
try ;  and  what  the  noble  Marquess  had 
stated  that  night  made  the  prospect  still 
more  alarming.  It  was  bad  enough  to 
invade  Egypt  to  put  -down  a  rebdlion, 
but  there  was  justification  for  the  ques- 
tion of  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
when  he  asked  whether  we  were  not 
bound  now  to  put  down  the  rebellion  in 
the  Soudan.  Of  course,  if  the  principle 
was  right  to  put  down  the  first  rebellion, 
the  Government  was  bound  to  employ 
the  men  and  treasure  of  this  coimtry  to 
put  down  the  other,  and  we  should  yet 
hear  of  battles  with  the  False  Prophet, 
of  victories  over  him,  and  of  officers 
being  made  Lords  in  consequence.  He 
objected  to  this  interference  in  ioto.  The 
policy  of  the  Government  had  been 
summed  up  by  Lord  Derby,  who  said 
their  policy  in  Egypt  was  to  keep  the 
£hedive  on  his  legs.  Imagine  the  policy 
of  this  country  being  to  keep  an  Orientu 
despot  on  his  legs  against  the  wishes  of 
the  people !  The  noble  Lord  said  the 
Government  went  to  war  to  put  down  an 
unscrupulous  military  tyranny,  but  he 
did  not  advance  a  single  particle  of  proof 
that  this  tyranny  had  not  the  support  of 
the  great  body  of  the  people.  What 
was  to  be  done  with  regard  to  this  war 
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policy?  When  anyone  aaked  a  Quea- 
tion  on  the  Gubject  in  the  House  he 
was  told  he  must  not  do  that  because  he 
■would  be  interfering  with  negotiations 
that  were  going  on.  When  the  battles 
were  fought,  Lords  were  made,  and  their 
pensions  voted — ["  No !  "] — well,  the 
pensions  would  very  soon  be  voted.  It 
was  then  eaid — "  It  ia  too  late  to  bring 
the  matter  before  the  House ;  it  is  all 
over ;  you  are  only  pouring  water  on  a 
drowned  rat."  They  were  all  very  glad 
to  Bee  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  back 
flu^in ;  but  he  hoped  that  the  right  hon. 
(ientleman  would  now  do  better  ^an  he 
did  before  he  went  away.  Ijast  summer 
lihe  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his  lead- 
ing fViends  attended  a  grand  meeting 
held  at  Willis's  Booms,  and  presided 
over  by  the  Chairman  of  the  Council  of 
Bondholders,  and  there,  from  all  he 
knew,  Jingo  songs  were  sung.  Cer- 
tainly a  warlike  policy  was  urged  upon 
the  Government  at  that  meeting.  The 
Government  then  went  into  that  war. 
Lord  Beaconsfield  once  said  that  a 
Government  should  never  take  the  ad- 
"vice  of  its  enemies ;  bnt  the  present 
Government  had  done  that,  otherwise 
they  would  not  have  got  into  that  mis- 
fortune. The  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  North  Devon  (Sir  Staflford 
Northcote)  had  told  the  people  of  Glas- 
gow that  Uiat  war  was  unnecessary  and, 
uierefore,  unjustifiable.  He  had,  there- 
fore, hoped  that  the  matter  would  be 
brought  to  a  fair  issue  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  that  the  Tory  Leader 
irould  be  true  to  his  principles,  and 
attack  the  Government  for  going  into 
that  unjustifiable  war.  Nothing,  how- 
ever, was  done ;  and  it  only  remained 
for  an  unfortunate  wretch  like  himself 
to  impeach  that  evil  policy.  The  noble 
Marquess  had  told  them  that  the  House 
had  all  the  Papers  and  all  the  informa- 
tion on  the  subject  which  the  Govern- 
ment oould  ^re ;  and  that  made  it  ab- 
solutely necessary  for  him  to  move  an 
Amendment  in  reference  to  that  war. 
The  Amendment  he  wished  to  move  was 
to  this  effect— 

"Bat  thia  House  hambl^  expresses  its  opi- 
nion that  no  sufficient  reason  has  been  shown 
for  the  employment  of  British  Forees  in  recon- 
stituting uie  Qovernment  of  Egypt  and  reor- 
ganising its  affitin  nnder  the  authority  of  the 
Eiedive." 

That  embodied  sound  prineiples<~or,  at 
fuiy  rate,  sound  Liberal  principles — for 
it  oould  not  be  a  Liberal  policy  to  force  ^ 

Sir  Wilfrid  Zawtm 


any  sort  of  government  en  a  nation 
which  objected  to  have  that  government. 
He  should  be  told  that  the  people  of 
Egypt  were  in  favour  of  the  Ehedire; 
but  '/Tie  Standard's  correspondent — who 
ought  to  have  weight,  at  least,  with  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite— said  that  Arabi's 
supporters  were  thousands  and  the  sup- 
porters of  the  Khedive  were  merely 
units.  The  Khedive's  party  consisted  <rf 
the  six  footmen  at  the  Palace.  They 
had  accounts  showing  that  the  Govern- 
ment of  £^ypt  was  now  more  cruel  and 
oppressive  than  it  was  before.  !IVue, 
they  had  got  a  Financiail  Adviser ;  but 
did  that  make  any  differeneeP  The 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  in  1877,  said  that  the  unfortu- 
nate Fellaheen  were  beaten  by  the  Khe- 
dive's officers  to  enforce  ill^ai  exactions, 
and  that  afterwards  they  were  beaten  for 
the  same  purpose  by  the  same  officers  in 
the  name  of  Mr.  Goschen.  They  ware 
now  beaten  in  the  name  of  that  great 
Financial  Adviser,  who,  as  the  noble 
Lord  had  explained,  was  entirely  under 
the  Khedive's  Government.  Why  were 
we  to  be  the  supporters  of  that  vile  sys- 
tem of  oppression  in  Egypt  which  had 

fme  on  from  generation  to  generation  f 
or  no  other  reason,  apparenliy,  exoe^ 
because  they  had  begun  to  do  so.  They 
bad  done  wrong  last  year,  and  now  tfa^ 
must  go  on  with  it  to  Uie  bitter  end.  He 
was  quite  sure  that  there  were  many 
Gentlemen  sitting  behind  him  who  did 
not  like  that  war  at  all  in  their  hearts. 
He  had  studied  the  speeches  they  had 
made  in  the  Becess,  and  what  was  the 
gist  of  them  ?  Why,  first,  that  the  Go- 
vernment knew  about  it  much  better 
than  they  did,  which  was,  perhaps,  trtie 
in  some  cases ;  and  their  second  and 
greater  argument  was  that  they  had  had 
a  glorious  success,  having  killed  more 
people  in  a  shorter  time,  and  done  it 
cheaper  than  the  Tories  would  have 
done.  Indeed,  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Council  had  told  the  Liberals  of 
Sheffield  he  was  sorry  it  had  been  done 
80  cheaply  ;  and  he  rather  agreed  witi^ 
him,  because  when  peo|de  went  in  for 
such  things  it  was  only  right  that  they 
should  pay  well  for  tiiem.  Tberelore, 
he  now  protested  ^unst  that  atrooions 
policy,  and  must  divide  against  it.  He 
supposed  they  had  all  read  the  recent 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Liekeard 
(Mr.  Courtney).  [An  hon.  Mxubkb  ; 
No.]  Then  they  ought  to  have  read  it ; 
for  he  oould  not  have  mode  a  better 
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speedt  himself.  That  speech  was  the 
best  oondemnation  of  the  Gorernment 
poUof  he  had  read.  The  hon.  Oentle- 
maa  said  that  he  hoped  there  were  a  few 
left  who  were  still  in  faroar  of  the  old 
Liberst  poliey  of  non-intervention.  He 
hoped  that  there  were,  and  that  they 
would  Tote  for  his  Amendment  that 
Bi^t.  He  felt  Bare  that  unless  some 
ofaeck  were  put  on  that  meddling, 
■laddling,  and  interfering  with  peoples 
with  whom  we  had  no  conoem  a  great 
ii^uiy  would  be  done  in  the  future  both 
to  the  peaee  and  proeraerify  of  tiiiscoun- 
try.  That  being  ao»  he  begged  to  move 
the  Amendmrat  he  had  read! 

Hb.  LABOXTCHEBE,  in  seconding 
i3i8  Amendment,  said,  he  was  glad  that 
tiiose  who  did  not  entirely  agree  with 
the  GoTemment  as  to  what  was  going 
on  in  f^pt  would  have  an  opportunity 
of  roistering  their  opinion  by  their 
TOtes.  Although  the  noble  Marquess 
now  leading  the  House  said  we  went  to 
Egypt  to  put  down  an  unscrupulous 
military  tyranny,  it  was  certain  that 
Arabi  Pasha  was  supported  by  the  en- 
tire Egyptian  nation.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess seemed  to  be  under  the  impression 
that  the  Gk>vemment  policy  must  be  a 
good  one  if  the  offi^u  Opposition  did 
not  ask  the  House  to  vote  against  it ; 
bat  that  seemed  to  him  one  of  the  main 
Teasons  why  the  policy  of  the  Liberal 
Leadere  was  ezroneouB.  He  could  quite 
understand  why  the  Opposition  did  not 
ehallmge  the  policy  of  the  Oorernment. 
The  GkiTeznment  were  practically  dragged 
into  the  war  by  the  aets  of  the  Opposi- 
tion when  they  were  in  power.  ["OhI"J 
Anyone  who  read  the  Blue  Books  must 
see  that.  A  great  many  Liberals  and 
all  the  Radicals  in  the  country  regretted 
the  Goverament  plunging  into  the  war. 
There  oould  be  no  doubt  that  it  was  en- 
tered into  for  the  sake  of  the  bond- 
holdei«  and  for  that  reason  only.  But 
the  war  had  been  entered  upon  and 
earned  through,  and  the  question  now 
vas^  What  was  to  be  done  in  the  pre- 
aentposition?  He  was  sorry  to  hear  the 
apeeoh  of  the  Seoretocy  of  State  for  War, 
Meanse  he  did  not  think  that  the  scheme 
pn^oeed  to  be  adopted  by  the  Chnrem* 
mmt  was  likely  to  mend  matters.  We 
were  going  to  place  the  Egyptian  Army 
under  an  Engush  General,  and  a  finan- 
cier  by  the  side  of  the  EhediTO,  and 
then  tell  Europe  that  the  Khedive  was 
an  iodepeadent  £uler,  and  that  we  had 


nothing  to  do  with  the  government  of 
Egypt.  Why  were  we  there  ?  For  the 
single  object  of  collecting  the  debts  of 
the  bondholders.  In  the  Speech  from 
the  Throne  reference  was  made  to  inter- 
national obligations,  but  he  absolutely 
denied  that  there  were  any  internatioDU 
obligations  involved  in  the  matter.  The 
debt  was  in  reality  the  debt  of  Ismail, 
Bod  not  that  of  the  people  at  all ;  indeed, 
their  own  loan  of  £17,000,C00  had  not 
even  been  treated  in  the  same  manner 
aa  the  rest  of  the  debt.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess had  stated  that  the  object  in  view 
was  the  establishment  of  good  govern- 
ment in  Egypt ;  but  if  we  really  wished 
to  establi^  any  sound  gOTemmmt  in 
that  country,  we  must  reof^nize  the  two 
great  principles  which,  in  the  opinion  of 
most  Englishmen,  were  at  the  bottom  of 
all  sound  government — namely,  Minis- 
terial responsibility  and  control  of  the 
people  over  the  purse.  The  plan  of 
Lord  Du6Perin,  so  far  as  it  had  yet  been 
explained,  was  a  perfect  sham.  It  did 
not  give  the  Egyptians  any  species  of 
Constitutional  or  representative  Govern- 
ment. The  only  plan  was  to  advocate  a 
policy  of  non-intervention,  and  the  best 
way  to  do  that  was  not  by  precept  but 
by  example ;  and,  ^erefore,  he  sup- 
ported the  suggestion  that  we  should 
withdraw  from  Egypt  aa  speedily  as 
possible.  The  House  had  been  told  that 
Russia,  Germany,  and  Austria  were  satis- 
fied with  the  Egyptian  policy  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government;  but  the  majority 
of  the  English  people  were  not  satisfied, 
and  they  at  least  ought  to  have  a  voice 
in  the  matter.  They  could  not  suppose 
that  they  had  gained  many  Conservative 
votes,  they  had  spent  £4,500,000,  and 
unless  a  Government  on  really  Consti- 
tutional principles  was  estoblished  in  the 
country,  leaving  to  the  Egyptians  them- 
selves to  decide  whether  they  would  pay 
their  debte  to  the  bondholders— and  he 
would  certoinly  advise  them  not  to  pay— 
they  would  find  they  had  lost  the' con- 
fidence of  many  of  their  own  supporters. 

Amendment  proposed, 

At  the  end  ot  the  third  paragraph,  to  insert 
the  words  "but  this  House  humbly  expresses 
its  opioioQ  that  no  Bufficient  reason  has  bean 
shown  for  the  employment  of  British  Forcea  in 
recoDstituUiig  the  OoTemment  of  Egypt  and 
reotKanisiiig  its  uffiura  under  the  anthcaity  of 
the  Khedive."— (fir  mi/rid  Lmeaon.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

IFifitmsM.'] 
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Lord  EDMOND  FITZKAUBIOE  : 

There  vill,  no  doabt,  be  many  further 
opportunitiea,  if  it  is  desired  by  any  hon. 
Momber,  in  the  course  of  the  next  few 
days,  or  at  any  time  during^  the  Session, 
to  discuss  Ej^yptian  affairs ;  but,  never- 
theless, I  feel  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment—and especially  those  Members  of 
Her  Majesty's  Qoveroment  who  more 
particularly  represent  the  Department 
connected  with  Foreif^n  Affairs— have  no 
right  to  complain  if,  on  the  very  first 
day  of  the  Session,  some  notice  is  taken 
of  this  most  important  subject.  Indeed, 
Sir,  if  the  House  had  insisted  upon  a 
long  and  a  large  discussion,  it  would 
have  been,  no  doubt,  the  duty  of  Her 
Majesty's  Qovemment  to  have  accepted 
audi  a  disonsrion  at  onoe  and  without 
demur.  Nor,  if  it  is  necMsary,  will  Her 
Majesty's  Government  shrink  from  a 
disousaion  as  full  as  the  House  may  de- 
rire.  But  I  am  bound  to  say  this — that, 
alter  listening  to  the  speeches  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Sir 
Stafford  Northoote)  and  the  noble  Lord 
die  Leader  of  what  is  called  "  the  Fourth 
Party  "  (Lord  Kandolph  Churchill),  and 
also  of  my  two  hon.  Friends  who  have 
just  sat  down  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson  and 
Mr.  Labouchere),  it  did  not  appear  to 
me  as  if  there  is  any  great  or  burning 
desire  on  the  part  of  the  House  to  have 
a  rety  long  or  full  discussion ;  and,  that 
being  so,  I  have  ventured  to  trespass 
thus  early  in  the  debate  upon  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House,  in  order  tiiat  I  may, 
as  briefly  as  I  can,  respond  to  some  of 
those  more  or  less  modified  challenges 
which  have  been  addressed  to  ns  mm 
<me  part  of  the  House  or  the  other.  I 
will  not  attempt  to  take  up  time  by 
considering  what  might  happen  if,  at 
some  future  date,  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labou- 
chere) became  the  Bepresentative  of  an 
Egyptian  constituency,  a  subject  to  which 
he  has  himself  alluded.  No  doubt,  the 
Members  for  Northampton  have  strange 
politioal  fortunes  at  times ;  but,  neverthe- 
less,  I  hope  it  may  be  our  good  fortune 
to  maintain  the  sitting  Member  as  He- 
presentative  for  Northampton  rather 
than  as  Member  for  an  Egyptian  consti- 
tuen(7  on  the  banks  of  the  Nile.  My 
hon.  Friend  showed  his  usual  appreoia*' 
tton  of  the  facts  of  the  case  when  he  said 
that  a  great  deal  of  this  Egyptian  matter, 
M  &r  as  tiie  erents  (tf  Ust  year  are 
mmoemed,  is  already  booomiDg  almost 


ancient  histofr;  and  I  had  rathw  hoped, 
if  that  were  his  omnion,  that  he  might 
have  spared  the  House  the  retroe^ot 
into  which  he  immediately  plunged. 
My  hon.  Friend  asserted,  what  we  have 
heard  before,  that  this  has  been  a  bond- 
holders' war,  and  that  the  view  which 
has  been  so  often  put  forward  by  the 
Prime  Minister  and  others  in  regard  to 
the  character  and  position  of  Arabi 
Pasha  is  a  mistaken  view.  But  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  he  confined  himself  to 
assertions.  He  said — "  All  these  things 
are  in  the  Papers."  Now,  what  Papers 
does  he  allude  to  P  There  are  a  certain 
number  of  Papers  already  in  the  hands 
of  hon.  Members,  and  I  say  most  dis- 
tinctly that  the  proof  of  that  assertion  is 
not  in  those  Papers,  nor  did  my  hon. 
Friend  attempt  to  produce  his  proof 
to  the  House.  I  will  go  further,  and 
say  that  when  hon.  Members  have  read, 
the  Papers  which  I  have  had  the  honour 
to  lay  upon  the  Table  this  evening, 
they  will  also  find  in  them  no  proof  of 
these  assertions.  At  the  same  time,  I 
think  it  would  be  better,  speaking  with 
full  respect  for  the  opinions  of  my  hon. 
Friend,  if  he  had  in  any  case  waited 
until  he  had  read  the  Papers  before 
anticipating  the  discussion  upon  the 
question,  because  it  is  almost  impossible 
to  form  an  opinion  upon  many  of  the 
points  on  which  he  has  touched  until 
these  Papers  were  in  his  hands,  and  in 
the  hands  of  the  House,  and  of  the  pub- 
lic. Nevertheless,  there  are  certain 
points  which  it  is  not  and  cannot  be 
premature  to  tonoh  upon ;  and  that  is, 
what  is  the  general  view  and  m>hsy  of 
Her  Majesty's  Oovemmentf  Now,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Labouchere),  and  the  noble  Lord  oppo- 
site (Lord  Bandolph  OhurohiU),  and 
some  one  or  two  of  his  immediate  Friends 
who  cheer  his  observations,  and.  who 
cheered  the  observations  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton,  declared  that 
this  was  a  bondholders'  war,  and  that  it 
was  solely  for  that  reason  that  we  went 
to  war.  [Lord  Ruioolph  Ohubohuj.  : 
The  Prime  Minister  said  so.]  Well,  I 
do  not  quite  agree  with  the  noble  Lord ; 
but  he  will  have  fuU  opportunity  of 
proving  his  assertion  that  the  Prime 
Minister  said  this  was  a  bondholders' 
war.  He  will,  no  doubt,  take  some  op- 
IK>rtunity  of  proving  that.  I-find  a  par- 
tioularly  fur  deeonption  of  what  were 
the  reaa(ms  which  lea  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
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Teromeftt  most  unwUlingly,  and  wholly 
under  Uie  stress  of  dire  neceesify,  to  de- 
part from  that  which  was  the  joat  and 
cherished  tradition  and  prinoiple  of  the 
liberal  Part7 — namely,  the  great  prin- 
ciple of  non-intervention.  [CaughttrJ] 
Hon.  Members  (^jposite  langfa;  but  I 
think  they  will  find  we  hare  been 
nnauimoas  in  asserting  that  the  great 
principle  of  non  -  intervention  is  the 
piineiple  of  the  Liberal  Party.  What 
was  it  that  on  the  4th  of  November,  1881, 
Lord  Granville  said,  in  a  despatch  to  Sir 
Edward  Malet  ?  He  described,  in  that 
despatch,  the  general  policy  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty^s  Government  in  Egypt,  and  he 
said — 

"The  Government  of  England  would  run 
countAr  to  the  moet  cherished  traditions  of  na- 
tional history  were  it  to  entertain  a  desire  to 
diminish  that  liberty,  or  totampra  with  the  in- 
■titotioiis  to  which  it  has  given  oirth." 

And  then  he  goes  on  to  use  these  words 
—and  these  words  are  the  charter  of 
the  policy  of  the  Liberal  Government 
throughout  all  these  events — 

**  The  only  drcamstance  which  could  force 
u  to  depart  from  the  coarse  of  conduct  which  I 
bare  above  indicated  would  be  the  occurrence 
in  Egypt  of  a  state  of  anarchy.  We  look  to  the 
EhediTo,  and  to  Chnif  Pasha,  and  to  the  good 
sense  of  the  Egntian  people,  to  prevent  each  a 
eatastropbe;  ana  they  on  their  part  may  rest 
assared  that,  so  long  as  Egypt  continues  in  the 
path  of  tranquil  and  legitimate  progress,  it  will 
be  the  earnest  deore  <a  Her  Majesty's  Govem- 
xnent  to  oontrlbnte  to  so  happy  a  result." 

Now,  Bir,  I  venture  to  assert  that  neither 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Wood- 
stock (Lord  Bandolph  Churohill),  nor 
any  other  hon.  Member  of  this  House, 
has  shown  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  deviated  from  these  prin- 
ciples. [Lord  RuTBOLFH  Onv&OHiUi : 
Oh!]  That  may  not  be  the  opinion  of 
the  noble  Lord ;  but,  without  any  neces- 
mtj  for  these  somewhat  frequent  inter- 
mptionsi  the  noble  Lord  will  have  full 
opportunify  of  proving  by-and-bye  the 
aoouraoy  of  his  views.  If  it  is  the  opi- 
nion of  the  noble  Lord,  or  of  anybody 
else,  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  departed  from  the  position  they 
hare  laid  down,  let  him  or  them  prove 
it  It  was  the  opinion  of  Her  Majesfy's 
Government,  at  a  date  subaequent  to 
tiiis  deepatoh,  that  the  conmtion  of 
things  which  the  deepatoh  contemplated 
as  possible,  but  hoped  would  not  arise, 
did  aotoAlly  arise — that  a  condition  of 


anarchy  did  exist  in  Egypt ;  that  that 
condition  of  anarchy  was  dangerous  to 
important  and  cherished  Engush  inte- 
rests ;  and  that  it  became  their  duty  to 
intervene,  acting,  if  possible,  in  concert 
with  the  other  Powers  of  Europe,  and 
more  especially  with  those  who,  lika 
themselves,  were  principally  interested 
in  the  matter ;  but  on  the  failure  or  re- 
fusal of  those  Powers  to  co-operate  with 
them,  they  felt  it  was  their  duty  not  to 
shrink  from  acting  alone.  And  act  alone 
Her  Migesty's  Govemmoit  did,  and  with 
results  which  it  is  notorious  were  uni- 
versally recognized  throughout  the  oonn- 
try— [Lord  BAin>oLFH.OBUii(n[iiJ<:  Kol] 
— as  reflecting  the  highest  honour  on 
the  ekill  of  those  to  whom  the  operations 
were  referred.  But,  Sir,  what  strikes  me 
as  a  matter  of  importance  is  this — on 
what  line  are  we  really  to  be  attacked  ? 
I  notice  that  there  is  one  line  of  attack 
opposite,  and  another  on  this  side  of  the 
House  ;  and  the  only  agreement  is  this 
— that  although  the  two  lines  of  attack 
are  almost  entirely  opposite,  neverthe- 
less, hon.  Members  opposite,  and  those 
who  act  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton,  at  least  agree  in  cheering 
one  another,  and  in  criticizing  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  I  might  almost  be 
sotistied  with  leaving  the  case  there,  be- 
cause nearly  every  argument  adduced 
against  Her  Majes^'s  Government  from 
Oonservative  sources  is  perfectly  inoon- 
sistent  with  those  adduced  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  and  hia  im- 
mediate Friends.  I  have  no  wish,  on 
this  occasion,  to  enter  into  any  long  dis- 
cussion  upon  these  various  points.  As 
I  have  indicated  to  the  House,  the  case 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  from  the 
beginning  has  been  that  a  condition  of 
anarchy  existed  that  was  dangerous  to 
Egyptian  interests,  and  more  especially 
to  the  great  commercial  interests  of  Eng- 
land, bound  up  with  the  maintenance  of 
the  Suez  OaniJ.  We  may  be  told  that 
Arabi  and  the  Military  Party  did  not 
actually  interfere  with  the  Suez  OaaaL 
My  answer  to  that  is  a  plain  and  simple 
one.  When  a  house  is  on  fire  next  door, 
it  would  not  be  wise  for  you  to  wait 
until  the  fire  got  hold  of  your  house. 
When,  therefore,  at  the  end  of  May  and 
beginning  of  June  we  saw  the  whole 
of  Egypt  getting  into  a  condition  of 
anarchy,  it  became  the  duty  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  recognize  the  fact 
that  that  condition  of  anarchy  was  not 
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one  under  which  we  could  feel  sure  that 
both  the  great  militarj  and  commercial 
and  pc^itical  interests  of  England,  bound 
up  with  the  interests  of  our  Indian  Em- 
pire, could  be  safely  left  at  Uie  mercy  of 
a  military  dictator.  From  that  point  of 
view  we  have  never  shrunk  ;  and  I  shall 
be  obliged,  in  any  debate  on  the  Egyp- 
tian War  that  may  take  plaoe  this  Ses- 
sion, to  decline  to  follow  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  or  any  other  hon. 
Member  into  a  discussion  upon  the 
rariouB  and  complicated  interests  of  the 
bondholders.  I  would  thereby  be  plead- 
ing guilty  to  every  charge  which  the  hon. 
Member  wishes  to  bring  against  Her 
Majesfy'a  Government,  and  wovdd  oon- 
aent  to  acknowledge  that  this  was  a 
bondholders'  war.  I  am  not  here  to  de- 
fend the  iotereets  of  the  Egyptian  bond- 
holders ;  I  am  in  no  way  charged  on  be- 
half of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
enter  into  every  complicated  question  of 
finance  that  may  be  raised.  On  the  con- 
trary, I  wish  to  point  out  that  the  Finan- 
cial Advisers  of  Egypt  are  not  appointed 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government.  The 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock 
oomplflins  that  the  appointment  of  these 
Financial  Advisers  is  not  mentioned  in 
the  Queen's  Speech.  Why  should  Her 
Majesty'a  Speech  mention  the  appoint- 
ment <rf  Finuoial  Advisers  ?  It  is  not 
at  all  a  matter  whioh  calls  for  mention 
in  the  Queen's  Speech.  If  it  had  been 
mentioned  in  the  Speech,  we  know  per- 
fectly well  what  would  have  happened. 
The  noble  Lord  would  have  sprung  to 
hie  feet  at  once  and  have  said—"  Here 
you  are,  establishing  a  financial  Protec- 
torship and  Control."  If  we  had  allowed 
ourselves  thus  to  be  tempted  upon  the 
rocks  at  the  moment  the  ship  was  going 
down,  we  should  have  been  greeted  with 
immoiderate  laughter  by  the  noble  Lord 
and  his  Friends.  The  noble  Lord  says 
that  my  noble  Friend  who  is  at  pre- 
sent leading  this  House,  in  the  ab- 
eeaoe  of  the  Prime  Minister,  and  the 
Seoretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
have  already  contradicted  their  former 
declarations,  because  they  had  said,  at 
ose  time,  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern* 
ment  would,  under  no  oiroumstances,  be 
parties  to  appointing  in  Egypt  a  par- 
tizaa  Minister  or  a  foreign  political 
Agent  to  guide  and  direct  the  country, 
and  yet  that  they  have  now  done  these 
very  things.  Here,  again,  my  answer 
is  the  same,  and  it  is  a  plain  and  simple 


one.  Sir  Auckland  Oolvin  is  not  ap- 
pointed by  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
and  it  is  not  upon  the  appointment  <tf 
Sir  Auckland  Oolvin  that  I  desire  to 
dwell  aa  being  the  main  safeguard  for 
that  English  influence  whioh  I,  for  one, 
am  quite  willing  to  grant  is  the  natural 
result  of  recent  evente — not  merely  the 
events  of  last  year,  but  tlie  action  of 
many  preceding  Qoveramenta — and  an 
influence  which  I,  for  one,  am  wholly 
prepared  to  deff'nd  and  support.  I  wish 
to  ask  hon.  Members  opposite,  who 
cheered  the  sentiments  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton,  when  he  said  we 
ought  to  leave  the  country  at  once,  and 
that  we  ought  to  have  no  inflaenoe  there 
at  all,  whether  the  House  is  to  accept 
that  as  their  opinion?  [CrfMo/'*'No!"] 
Then  on  which  leg  are  they  standing? 
What  are  really  their  opinions  ?  Is  it 
their  desire  simply  to  criticize  and  sim- 
ply to  attack  ?  If  only  to  criticize,  let 
them  come  forward  boldly  and  make 
their  criticisms.  Let  them  not  indulge, 
as  on  other  occasions,  in  small  and  petty 
attacks,  but  let  them  follow  the  example 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Carlisle  (Sir 
Wilfrid  Lawson),  who  has  the  courage 
of  his  convictions,  and  challenges  us  to 
a  distinct  issue.  It  is  my  misfortune 
occasionally  to  diSer  from  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Carlisle,  but  I 
am  bonnd  at  least  to  recognize  that  he 
never  ahrinka  from  giving  full  expres- 
sion to  his  opinions.  The  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Woodstock,  with  that 
accuracy  which  always  distinguishes 
him,  during  the  short  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment which  took  place  in  the  autumn, 
in  answer  to  my  noble  Friend,  said  that 
the  Opposition — he  was  claiming  to  speak 
for  the  Opposition—had  repeatedly  aisked 
for  a  day  on  which  to  challenge  the 
whole  conduct  and  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment —  [Lord  EANDOLPn  Ohueohtll  : 
Hear,  hear !]— and  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  done  everything  in  their 
power  to  avoid  and  shirk  that  discus- 
sion. [Lord  Randolph  CutnioHiLL : 
Hear,  hear !]  I  can  only  regret  that 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Wood- 
stock has  not  brought  back  from  the 
shores  of  the  Mediterranean,  from  whioh 
I,  for  one,  am  glad  to  seek  him  back  in 
full  health  and  vigour,  a  greater  amonnt 
and  store  of  aoouraey,  for  he  is  quite 
wrong  and  inaccurate  in  the  view  he 
has  put  forward.  There  were  two  at- 
tempts made,  in  the  abort  Session  of 
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Ftrliament  to  which  the  noble  Lord 
alhided,  to  challenge  the  policj  and  oon- 
duet  of  the  Governmeot  by  what  may 
be  called  critidBm,  but  not  at  all  in  the 
'manner  to  which  the  noble  Lord  has 
allnded.  [Lord  Bavdolph  OnvRonnx : 
"What  was  asked  for  was  a  clear  issue.] 
On  the  6th  of  Norember,  1882,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Sir  Stafford 
Northcote)  tdbb  in  his  place,  and  said— 

"  I  beg  to  give  Notice  tliat,  on  an  early  a  day 
IS  I  can  obttun,  I  shall  call  attention  to  the  pre- 
sent eDopIonnent  ti  a  portion  of  Her  Majesty's 
Foroes  in  E^pt,  and  move  '  lliat  thia  Uooss  is 
entitled  to  a  fuller  explanation  of  the  nature 
and  duration  of  the  employment  of  Her  Ma. 
jesty'fl  Forces  in  Egypt,  and  of  the  estimated 
oost  tha«ol,  than  it  ^  yet  received.'  I  shall 
alio  take  an  early  opportunity  of  asking  the 
Prime  Minister  whether  he  can  afford  a  day  lor 
the  discnesion  of  that  Hotion.'*~r3  Santard, 
[174]  842.] 

I  do  not  think  that  anybody  conversant 
with  the  forms  of  Yotes  of  Censure  in 
this  House  will  call  that  very  mild  and 
innocQOue  Notioe  a  Vote  of  Censure.  I 
find  that  a  few  dayo  afterwards  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Carlisle,  who 
does  deal  wiUi  Amendments  and  Votes 
of  Censure,  and  who  has  the  courage  of 
his  conTictions,  vas  evidently  under  the 
imi^Bsion  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  was  not  going  to  l&j  bare 
the  sore,  and  he  therefore  asked  the 
Leadw  of  the  Opposition — 

Whether  he  propoees  to  hring  forward  any 
Motion  coademning  the  military  position  in 
Egypt,  which  in  the  oonntry  he  declared  to  be 

unjustifiable  and  unnecessary  f  " — {Ibid.  866.] 

The  right  hon.  Qentleman  opposite  re- 
plied as  fbllows : — 

"  I  do  not  know  whether  I  may  be  allowed 
te  aak,  as  a  matter  of  courtesy,  whether  the 
hon.  Member  receired  a  note  from  me  last  week, 
in  whicfa  I  stated  ttiat  I  presumed  I  would  not 
be  allowed  to  answer  the  Que«tion,  but  telling 
him  what  my  answer  would  be,  and  that  1 
would  do  nothing  to  compromise  my  freedom 
in  the  matter.  I  have  already  to-night  pven 
a  Notice  in  teferenoa  to  this  qnestion.'" 

And  then  the  hon.  Member  for  Carlisle 
(Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  said — 

"  I  should  not  hare  asked  the  Question  if  the 
zi|;ht  hon.  Oentleaum  had  given  any  Notice 
ooBOflning  the  wax;  bub  the  Hotion  of  which 
he  has  ^ren  Notice  concerns  the  future  policy 
of  the  Government." — [Jhii.  867.] 

It  is,  therefore,  quite  clear  that  the  hon. 
Member  jor  Carlisle  perfectly  understood 
the  Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
c^poatof  and  that  t£e  Motion  of  which 


he  had  given  Notice  was  not  a  condem- 
nation of  the  Government  for  what  they 
had  done  in  the  past,  but  rather  a  Mo- 
tion intended  to  elicit  from  them  a  de- 
claration as  to  their  policy  in  the  future. 
So  much  for  the  Motion  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  o|rooHite.  I  come  now 
to  the  only  other  Motion  I  can  find,  and 
it  is  one  given  by  the  form«r  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  in 
the  Gtivernment  of  Lord  Beaconsfleld 
(Mr.  Bonrke).  I  find  that  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Eing^s 
Lynn  wished  to  bring  forward  a  Mo- 
tion in  regard  to  certain  points  con- 
nected with  the  trial  of  Arabi  Pasha. 
[Mr.  BoUKKE ;  No !]  I  should  be 
sorry  if  I  were  to  misunderstand  my 
right  hon.  Friend  ;  but  he  asked  if  the 
Government  wonld  give  a  day  for  a 
Motion  condemning  the  Government  for 
the  surrender  of  Arabi.  fLord  Kan- 
DotPH  Chukohill  :  Hear,  hear  !^  That 
is  exactly  what  I  said.  [Lord  Bait- 
DOLPH  Chitbohili.  :  No !]  And  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  Airther  asked — "  Whe- 
ther the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
had  any  statement  to  make  with  respect 
to  the  trial  of  Arabi  ?  "  What  I  wish  to 
point  ont  is  this— it  is  not  my  deure  to 
dwell  on  any  distinction  between  the 
surrender  and  trial  of  Arabi  Paeba,  but 
to  show  that  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Woodstock  was  perfectly  inaccurate 
when  he  said  that  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  King's  Lynn  (Mr.  Bourke),  who 
was  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  in  the  Government  of  Lord  Bea- 
oonsfield,  had  wished  to  bring  forward 
any  Motion  censuring  the  Government 
in  regard  to  their  E^ptian  policy,  but 
that,  on  the  contrary,  my  right  hon. 
Friend  simply  desired  to  bring  forward 
a  certain  point  in  regard  to  the  surren- 
der and  trial  of  Arabi  Pasha,  and  the 
Prime  Minister  refused,  on  account  of 
the  state  of  Publio  Business,  to  give 
htm  a  day  merely  for  the  disoaanion  of  a 
small  fragment  of  the  question.  There 
was  no  question  of  bringing  forward 
anything  which  could  be  described  as  a 
Vote  of  Censure ;  and  it  was  perfectly 
clear,  as  I  pointed  ont  just  now,  from 
the  observations  which  fell  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Carlisle,  that  he  felt  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  having 
used  strong  language  in  the  country  on 
the  subject  of  the  war,  when  it  came  to 
a  question  of  justifying  it  in  the  House, 
shrank  from  justifying  it.   That  is  the 
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Parliamentary  history  of  what  happened 
during  the  wort  Session  of  last  year. 
There  aie,  no  doubt*  otiier  points  on 
which  I  might  dwell ;  but,  at  this  late 
hour  of  the  night,  it  ia  my  wish  only  to 
answer  those  points  which  have  been 
raised  by  those  who  immediately  pre- 
ceded me  in  the  debate.  When  the 
House  is  in  possession  of  aU  the  Fapers 
I  have  placed  on  the  Table  to-night, 
and  when  hon.  Members  will  have  read 
also  some  further  Fapers  which  I  hope 
it  will  soon  be  in  my  power  to  produco 
~4mong  them  a  despatch  of  great  im- 
portance from  Lord  DuflFerin— I  believe 
the  House  will  then  be  able  to  appre- 
ciate the  policy  of  Her  M^esty's  Qo- 
vemment  in  a  fUller  manner  than  is 

EDSsible  from  the  Fapers  already  pub- 
shed.  The^  will  be  able  to  reooguize 
the  ^eat  {tarns,  the  skill,  and  the  in- 
domitable industry  of  Lord  Bufierin, 
and  to  agree  with  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment that  in  that  land,  where 
English  interests  are  most  undoubtedly, 
in  the  opinion,  I  believe,  of  the  vast . 
majority  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  coun- 
try, bound  up  in  a  manner  far  beyond 
the  mere  interests  of  commercial  or 
financial  matters — that  in  that  land  Her 
Majesty's  Government  hare  succeeded, 
through  Lord  Bufferin,  in  showing  the 
same  administrative  and  diplomatic  skill 
which,  throughtheir  Admiralsand  Gene- 
rals, they  have  succeeded  in  showing  in 
their  naval  and  military  operations.  The 
House  will  also  find  that  the  institu- 
tions  which  we  have  succeeded  in  giving 
to  the  Egyptian  people  wiU  he  institu- 
tions of  a  strong  ana  durable  character, 
which  may  not  merely  secure  them  from 
anarchy,  which,  as  I  have  pointed  out, 
is  the  great  object  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, but  may  also  give  to  them 
no  small  share,  not  only  of  commercial 
and  industrial  prosperity,  but  also  of 
freedom,  practical  liberty,  and  political 
advancement. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  that  as  a 
rather  important  debate  had  been  ini- 
tiated by  the  hon.  Member  opposite  (Sir 
Wilfrid  Lawson),  and  as  that  was  the 
first  night  of  the  Session,  he  presumed 
the  Government  would  have  no  objection 
to  the  adjournment  of  the  debate.  He 
therefore  begged  to  make  that  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  a^jooxned." 
— (Jfr.  A.  Jialfimr.) 

Lord  Ednonfl  Fit%maurie9 
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The  Marquess  of  HABTINGTON 
said,  that  the  Motion  for  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate  had  been  moved  at 

a  somewhat  oarlier  hour  than  usual. 
If,  however,  the  debate  on  the  Amend- 
ment to  the  Address  was  likely  to  be 
protracted,  and  if  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site desired  to  take  part  in  it,  he  did  not 
think  it  would  be  worth  while  to  offer 
any  opposition  to  the  Motion.  At  the 
same  time,  he  thought,  before  the  House 
agreed  to  it,  they  should  have  some  in- 
formation as  to  the  number  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  desired  to  take  part  in. 
that  debate.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  had 
not  challenged  the  ^>olicy  of  the  Go- 
vernment so  far  as  it  had  sncoeeded— 
the  military,  operations  —  and  he  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartiogton)  did  not  know 
yet  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
wished  to  take  part  in  the  debate  upon 
a  Motion  which  had  been  made  in  an- 
other part  of  the  House.  Of  course,  if 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  intended  to 
avail  themselves  of  the  opportunity  of 
entering  into  a  discussion  upon  the 
events  of  the  war,  it  would  take  a  longer 
time  than  they  had  at  thoir  disposal 
that  evening,  and  he  would  o£fer  no  ob- 
jection to  the  Motion  for  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate.  But  if  it  was 
only  the  hon.  Member  for  Hertford 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  who  intended  to 
address  the  House  on  the  subject,  he 
thought  they  might  ask  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, even  at  that  lata  hour,  to  continue 
his  observations. 

SiE  STAFFORD  NOBTHOOTE  said, 
the  matter  was  one  of  very  great  im- 
portance. He  should  not  himself— as, 
in  fact,  was  obvious  from  the  time  he 
had  taken  in  the  observations  he  had 
made — have  selected  this  as  the  occasion 
for  raising  any  question  as  to  thepoHcy 
of  the  Government  in  regard  to  ^ypt ; 
but,  as  the  question  had  been  raised 
by  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson),  it  was 
absolutely  necessary  for  himself  and 
others  sitting  near  him  that  they  should 
express  their  views  upon  the  matter, 
which  it  was  impossible  to  do  con- 
veniently at  that  hour  of  the  night.  He 
therefore  hoped  that  the  debate  might 
be  adjourned.  He  confessed  he  should 
have  preferred  that  the  discussion 
should  not  have  come  on  at  a  time  when 
they  had  not  the  whole  of  the  Fapers 
before  them;  but,  ineonveoient  aa  it 
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night  be,  he  thought  tbe  inconTanience 
would  be  less  than  that  of  coming  to  a 
hurried  vote  upon  bo  important  a  ques- 
tion.   

SiH  "WTLFEID  LAWSON  said,  he 
-was  sorry  he  could  not  afford  infor- 
mation as  to  the  namber  of  persons 
likely  to  take  part  in  the  debate.  Per- 
haps, under  the  New  Kules,  it  would  be 
competent  to  ask.  them  to  stand  up  in 
their  places.  Personally,  he  had  made 
no  arrangement  with  anyone  for  car- 
rying on  the  debate,  and  he  only  de- 
sired to  make  one  remark  in  regard  to 
what  had  fallen  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Sir  Stafford  North- 
cote)  in  reference  to  waiting  for  further 
Papers.  The  reason  he  (Sir  Wilfrid 
Lawson)  had  risen  to  move  the  Amend- 
ment was  because  the  noble  Marquess 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  had 
stated  distinctiy  that  the  House  had 
all  the  information  and  Papers  in  the 
poBsessioa  of  the  Goremment  before 
them,  and  that  they  would  enable  them 
to  jnd^  of  the  action  of  the  QoTern- 
ment.  Therefore,  it  was  anfair  to 
charge  bim  with  having^acted  prema- 
turely or  precipitately. 

Mn.  T,  P.  O'CONNOE  said,  he 
thought  that  sufficient  attention  had  not 
been  giren  to  an  observation  which  had 
fallen  from  tbe  noble  Marquess  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington).  The  noble  Marquess 
began  by  asking  if  a  number  of  hon. 
Members  proposed  to  take  part  in  the 
debate,  and  he  (Mr.  T.  P,  O'Connor) 
naderstood  that  the  noble  Marquess's 
agreement  to  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate  was  to  depend  upon  the  number 
of  persons  who  desired  to  tako  part  iu 
it.  He  gathered  from  that  rema»  that 
tbe  noble  Marquess,  in  a  certain  state 
(rf  drcumfltancea,  seriously  proposed  to 
put  into  effect  the  New  Bules  for  dosing 
a  debate.  He  thought  the  proper  an- 
swer to  tbe  noble  Marquess  would  be 
that  as  many  Members  would  take  part 
in  the  debate  as  had  such  a  course  com- 
mended to  them  by  their  own  judg- 
ment. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  said,  it  was  important 
to  know  when  the  despatch  recently  re- 
ceived from  Lord  Dufferin  would  be  in 
the  hands  of  hon.  Members.  Could  the 
noble  Marquess,  or  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  give  the 
House  any  information  as  to  wben  the 
despatch  would  be  laid  on  tiie  Table  ? 


Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUEIOE, 
in  reply,  said,  that  all  the  Papers  would 
be  produced  as  soon  as  possible.  He 
could  not  state  exactly  the  day;  but  the 
Papers  idready  produced  garo  very  full 
information,  and  the  rest  migbt  be  issued 
to-morrow. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  it  was  to  be 
regretted  that  the  noble  Marquess  the 
proTiflional  Leader  of  the  House  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington)  was  not  in 
possession  of  the  information  which  had 
just  been  communicated  to  the  House 
by  his  Colleague  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  because  he 
(Mr.  O'Donnell)  was  sure  that  if  the 
noble  Marquess  bad  had  the  slightest 
idea  that  complete  information  was  so 
near  at  hand  as  to-morrow  morning,  he 
would  not  have  proposed  to  have  a  rote 
taken  just  now.  He  could  not  possibly 
suppose  that  the  noble  Marquess  was 
anxious  to  take  a  vote  before  the  Papers 
were  communicated. 

Mb.  BOtJBKE  luked  whether,  among 
the  Papers  to  be  communicated  to- 
morrow, there  would  be  any  in  reg»d  to 
the  trial  of  Arabi  Pasha?  because  he 
believed  that  the  whole  point  of  the  case 
was  that  it  was  perfectly  impossible  for 
the  House  to  come  to  a  decision  with  re- 

fard  to  the  causes  of  the  war  without 
eing  put  in  possession  of  information 
as  to  what  had  taken  place  at  the  trial 
of  Arabi.  He  wished,  therefore,  to 
know  if  they  were  to  have  any  record  of 
that  trial,  or  any  information  from  Sir 
Charles  Bivers  Wilson  or  Lord  Dufferin 
as  to  finance  f 

LoED  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICJE, 
in  reply,  said,  that  among  the  Papers 
which  would  be  in  the  hiuids  of  hon. 
Members  to-morrow,  or  the  day  after, 
there  were  documents  which  would  give 
very  foil  information  in  regard  to  the 
tri^. 

Quration  put,  and  agretd  to. 

Debate  t$dfoumed  till  To-morrow. 

House  acEjoamed  at  fire  nuDutes 
after  Twelve  o'clock. 


IFirst  Night.! 
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HOUSE   OF  LOEDS, 
Fridi^,  16M  February,  1883. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bill— ^«-*(  Reading— 
Payment  of  Wages  in  Piiblic-lioaBM  Pro- 
hibition •  (1). 

THE  DEBATE  ON  THE  ADDRESS. 

PERSONAL  EXPLANATION. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY :  My 
Lords,  seeing  the  noble  Earl  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  in  his 
plaoe,  I  wish  to  make  a  personal  expla- 
nation, or  rather  reference  to  two  charges 
which  the  noble  Earl  made  agamst  me 
last  night.  I  heard  them  with  consider- 
able surprise;  but  I  had  spoken,  and 
had  not  the  right  to  speak  again ;  and 
hearing  such  charges  from  a  person  of 
the  noble  Earl's  authority,  I  wished  to 
have  an  opportunity  of  looking  at  the 
documents  again  before  I  said  anything 
to  your  Lordships  on  the  subject.  I 
have  looked  at  the  documents  carefully, 
and  I  confess  I  am  still  surprised  at  the 
Tiew  the  noble  Earl  takes  of  the  matter, 
and  at  his  having  found  himself  in  a 
condition  to  make  these  charges.  His 
assertion  was  that  at  Edinburgh  I  had 
been  guilty  of  a  gross  inaccuracy,  and 
also  of  a  gross  inconsietenoy.  Now,  it 
appears  to  me  that  my  statement  was 
perfectly  accurate,  and  was  in  perfect 
consistency  with  tiie  sentiments  I  had 
previonsfy  exwessed.  The  complaint  of 
tiie  noble  Earl  in  respect  of  inaccuracy 
was  that  I  held  up  the  Qovemment  to 
reprobation  because  they  had  asked  the 
permission  of  Europe  to  invade  Egypt, 
and,  having  received  a  refusal,  they 
proceeded  to  take  Egypt.  That  is  the 
language  in  which  the  noble  Earl  stated 
it.  There  was  a  slight  inaccuracy  in  his 
quotation  from  my  Edinburgh  speech. 
He  says  I  used  the  word  "  Egypt."  I 
did  not  do  so.  I  said  "  to  invade  a  coun- 
try." I  was  usin^  a  general  phrase, 
and  the  distinction  is  important,  because 
I  was  not  referring  to  Egypt  as  a  whole, 
but  to  that  limited  part  of  Egypt  which 
18  in  the  vicinity  of  the  Suez  Oanal.  So 
that,  if  I  had  spoken  of  Egypt  generally, 
as  the  noble  Earl  f  anciea  I  did.  I  might 
have  misled  my  audience.  Now,  the 
question  is,  Did  the  nolde  Earl  ask  per- 
mission to  invade  the  Suez  Canal  torri- 
tory,  and  did  he  receive  a  refusal,  and 
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proceed  to  take  it  ?  These  are  the  three 

assertions,  and  they  seem  to  be  sup- 
ported by  the  Papers  on  the  Table  of 
your  Lordships'  House.  I  have  here  a 
despatoh  of  Lord  Dufferin's  of  the  19th 
of  July,  as  follows : — 

"  I  have  the  honour  to  tmngmit  herewith  to 
^oor  Lordship  a  oopy  of  the  proposal  whioh  I, 
in  compliance  with  the  instructiona  contained  in 
your  Lordship's  telenam  of  the  17th  inatant, 
in  common  with  my  French  colleague,  made  to- 
day at  the  ninth  meeting  of  the  ^ryptian  Con- 
ference for  the  protectUa  of  the  Sues  Oaaal." 
—[No.  826.] 

The  extract  from  the  telegram  is  as 
follows : — 

"England  and  France  propose  in  conae- 
qneaee  to  the  Conferenca  to  derignate  the 
Powers  who  shoold  be  charged  ia  ease  of  need 
to  take  the  meaaurea  apecially  necessary  for 
tho  protection  of  the  Canal.  In  order  to  save 
time,  the  Powers  so  designated,  Rnd  who  should 
have  accepted  the  mandate,  shall  be  anthorized 
to  decide  on  the  mode  and  the  moment  of  action> 
This  action  woold  be  exercised  in  every  case  on 
the  principle  of  the  Self-denying  Protocol." 

There  is  no  doubt  about  the  nature  of 
the  action ;  it  would  be  the  occupation 
of  places  on  the  Suez  Oanal.  But,  if 
there  were  any  doubt,  the  Correspond- 
ence of  the  noble  Earl  with  the  French 
Gh>vemment,  in  which  the  positions  to 
be  occupied  are  discussed  and  marked 
out,  would  sufficiently  settle  the  ques- 
tion. This,  then,  is  the  application  for 
Uie  mandate— authority  to  entor  upon, 
to  invade,  the  territory  of  Egypt  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  the  8ue^  Cbmal.  How 
was  that  proposid  received  by  the  Powers 
to  whom  it  was  made?  This  is  what 
Lord  Dufferiu  says — 

"  Both  Baron  de  Oalice  and  the  German 
Chargi  d'Affaira  exhibited  a  marked onwilling- 
neaa  to  disossB  our  propOBitiona.  The  Austrian 
Ambassador  observed  that,  inasouich  as  ibo  risk 
to  the  Canal  constituted  an  obvioaa  case  of 
force  majeure,  it  would  bo  preferable  tliat  Eng- 
land alone,  or  France  and  England,  should,  m 
case  of  neeessity,  deal  with  the  matter  on  their 
own  initiative,  withoat  involving  the  Oonfcr- 
cnco  in  any  responsibility  in  the  (question  of 
issuing  a  mandat  to  one  or  more  specially  desig- 
nated Powers.  U.  de  Hirschfeldt,  tho  Oerman 
Chargi  d'Affmre*,  followed  in  the  same  sense, 
and  declared  that  be  had  no  insbncUona  anthe- 
rizing  him  evon  to  consider  the  qoestion.*'— 
[No.  432.] 

You  have,  then,  this  state  of  things- 
England  applying  for  a  mandate  to  oc- 
cupy the  torritoi^  of  the  Suez  Canal, 
and  the  Austrian  and  tlie  Qerman  Minis- 
ter reiiising  even  to  discuss  the  propupi- 
tion,  much  less  to  grant  it,  and  refusing 
,  even  to  refer  to  their  own  Qovernmont 
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^  authority  to  discuss  it.  Surely  when 
I  described  that  as  a  refusal  I  was  ex- 
pieasing  the  fact  in  the  language  which 
every  Splomatist  would  use.  Indeed, 
it  was  impoBuble  to  oonvey  a  refusal 
withoat  an  absolute  breach,  in  a  manner 
more  peremptory  or  definite.  The  ap- 
plicatioB  for  a  mandate  was  thus  made 
and  declined.  Then  the  noble  Earl 
complains  that  I  said  he  "  took"  tite 
territory  in  question.  His  objection,  as 
I  luderstattd  it,  is  that  ha  does  not  admit 
the  statement  because  he  did  not  keep 
the  territory.  But  I  never  said  that  he 
took  it,  as  lawyers  say,  animo  furandi  ; 
it  is  possible  that  he  means  to  give  it  up 
— I  dare  say  he  does ;  but  will  the  noble 
Earl  tell  me  that  the  Russiaas  did  not 
take  Sofia  because  they  gave  it  up  ?  In 
1865  the  Allies  entered  into  the  eame 
Protocol  of  eelf-dental  with  respect  to 
all  Bussian  territory,  and  they  gave  up 
the  territory  they  occupied.  But  will 
the  noble  Earl  tell  me  that  they  did  not 
take  Sebastopol  ?  They  took  Sebastopol, 
and  the  noble  Earl  has  undoubtedly 
taken  Fort  Said  and  Ismailia.  I  am  far 
from  inlying  that  the  noble  Earl  has 
oonscioaaly  miweptesented  my  state- 
ment ;  bnt  I  maintain  that  my  statement 
made  at  Edinlrai^h  was  literally  and 
abaolut^y  true,  and  that  I  could  not 
have  made  it  in  so  short  a  space  in  more 
exact  words.  Then  comes  the  second 
ofaai^  of  the  noble  Earl,  that  I  was 
guilty  of  gross  inconsistency  in  say- 
ing that  the  sending  of  the  Fleet  as  it 
was  sent  into  the  Harbour  of  Alexandria 
was  contrary  to  International  Law.  Now, 
I  venture  rmpectfuUy  to  say  that  I  never 
used  language  approving  the  sending  of 
the  Fleet  as  it  was  sent  into  the  Harbour 
of  Alexandria.  The  noble  Earl,  with 
an  air  of  great  indignation,  said  that 
Buch  language  would  oe  perfectly  con- 
sistent  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Bright  or  Sir 
'Wilfrid  LawBon,  because  they  always 
objected  to  the  despatch  of  the  Fleet  to 
Alexandi^.  That,  by  the  way,  is  a 
curious  admiasioDt  .because  Mr.  Bright 
was  in  Office  for  five  weeks  after  the 
Fleet  was  sent.  But  the  noble  Earl  goes 
on  to  say  that  it  is  not  possible  to  con- 
ceive how  I  could  lay  down  the  principle 
that  I  approve  of  the  action,  and  then 
hold  up  the  Government  to  execration 
at  Edinburgh  for  taking  a  oourse  I  en- 
tirely approved  of  at  the  time.  I  en- 
tirely deny  that  I  approved  of  it  at  the 
time.  The  noble  Earl,  on  the  occasion 


referred  to,  in  answer  to  a  Question  from 
my  noble  Friend  (Earl  De  La  Warr), 
stated  at  some  length  the  policy  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  and  informed 
the  Honse  in  the  course  of  that  state- 
ment that  ships  had  been  sent  to  Alex- 
andria. I  then  said  that  there  was 
nothing  in  the  statement  of  the  noble 
Earl  to  which  I  could  take  exception.  I 
must  altogether  demur  to  the  jprinci^le, 
which  I  think  the  noble  Earl  u  laying 
down,  that  because  at  a  critical  moment 
a  Member  of  the  Opposition  declines  to 
take  exception  to  a  particular  act  of  the 
Government,  therefore  he  is  estopped 
from  criticizing  it  later.  I  said,  in  fact, 
over  and  over  again,  in  the  course  of 
these  discussions,  that  I  abstained  from 
criticism  solely  for  the  eake  of  the  public 
interest ;  and  I  think  it  will  be  an  evil 
precedent  if  the  Opposition  is  held  to 
acquiesce  in  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment because  they  do  not  ai  a  critical 
moment  object  to  it.  Besides,  move- 
ments of  a  warlike  nature  are  always  by 
prescription  exempt  from  Parliamentary 
criticism  at  tilie  moment,  it  being  obvious 
that  those  movements  and  their  effect  on 
Foreign  Powers  might  be  injured  by 
criticism.  Though  I  think  it  ri^ht  to 
enter  this  general  protest,  there  is  an* 
other  very  strong  reason  for  objecting  to 
the  noble  Earl's  interpretation  of  my 
words,  by  which  he  makes  me  admit 
that  the  sending  of  the  Fleet  to  the 
Harbour  of  Alexandria  was  in  accord- 
ance with  International  Law.  What  was 
it  that  the  noble  Earl  stated  at  the 
time?  I  do  not  think  he  oould  have 
looked  back  to  the  precise  statement  b^ 
made  to  the  House.    He  said — 

"  la  these  drcamBtaneesEDglandand  France 
have  uj^reed  to  send  orders  to  the  three  British 
men-ot-war  at  CJorf  u,  and  to  the  French  men-of- 
war  at  the  FineuB,  to  rendezvous  at  Suda  Bay,  and 
to  go  to  Alexandru,  where  they  would  And  that 
order  had  preceded  them,  ve  having  iaformed 
Turkey  sua  all  the  Powers  of  these  measares  in 
BUppcnrb  oi  the  policy  already  agreed  upon." 

I  do  not  know  what  the  noble  Earl 
meant  by  those  words ;  but  at  that  time 
it  obviously  appeared  that  the  Fleet  was 
sent  in  agreement  with  Turkey  and  the 
rest  of  the  Powers,  and  if  that  had  been 
so,  undoubtedly  there  would  have  been 
no  breach  of  International  Law  in  its 
presence  in  the  port.  The  reason  why 
the  proceedings  oould  be  condemned  as 
contrary  to  International  Law  was  that 
it  was  not  sent  with  the  will,  but  against 
the  will,  of  the  Power  to  which  Alex- 
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andria  belonged.  I  must  repeat,  in  the 
most  emphatio  language  I  can  use,  mj 
protest  against  the  supposition  that  we 
take  no  exception  to  aots  of  the  Govem- 
ment  which,  at  a  particular  time,  we 
may  not  think  it  right  to  criticizo.  For 
many  reasons,  in  view  of  the  attitude  of 
the  Sovereign  in  Turkey,  in  view  of  the 
absence  of  any  military  force,  in  view  of 
tiie  long  delay  to  which  the  Fleet  was 
condemned,  in  view  of  the  very  dan- 
gerous position  of  the  British  subjects 
on  land  which  its  presence  created,  I 
should,  if  I  had  spoken  freely  at  the 
timet  undoubtedly  not  have  approved 
of  sending  the  Fleet  as  it  was  sent. 
But  because  I  allowed  it  to  pass  without 
criticism,  especially  when  the  noble 
Earl's  statement  was  accompanied  by 
words  which  clearly  indicated  that  it 
was  sent  with  the  consent  of  the  Powers 
and  Turkey,  the  noble  Earl  accuses  me 
of  inconsistency  because  I  subsequently 
criticized  that  proceeding.  I  must  enter 
another  protest.  Last  night  I  said  that 
I  highly  admired  ^e  conduct  and 
energy  of  Lord  Spencer  in  dealing  with 
Ireland ;  but  the  noble  Earl  twisted 
that  into  an  assertion  that  I  could  find 
nothing  to  object  to  in  the  conduct  of 
the  Irish  Government  since  the  Becess. 
I  decidedly  demur  to  that  interpretation. 
There  are  many  acts  of  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment to  which  I  take  the  strongest  ob- 
jection, though  I  do  not  think  it  expe- 
dient to  discuss  them  at  the  present 
time.  As  the  noble  Earl  has  laid  down 
this  doctrine,  I  must  reserve  to  myself 
the  right  of  criticizing  these  acts  as  well 
as  the  action  of  the  Government  in  re- 
gard to  foreign  affairs  at  a  future  period, 
in  spite  of  that  reserve  which  we  have 
observed  during theactualcrisisof  affairs. 

Earl  GBANVILLE  :  My  Lords,  with 
regard  to  Ireland  I  think  my  observa- 
tions last  night  were  correct.  I  think  I 
had  a  right  to  feel  gratified  that  the 
noble  Marquess  could  not  find  an}'thing 
to  complain  of.  Although  he,  as  Leader 
of  the  Ohfqposition,  ana  criticizing  the 
Qneen's  Speech,  had  gone  over  aU  the 
topics  mentioned  in  it,  and  found  fault 
with  the  Qovemment  generally,  he  did 
not  find  fault  with  a  single  act  of  tite 
Government  with  regard  to  Ireland 
during  the  last  six  months.  I  really 
could  not  find  out  from  what  was  said 
what  charges  were  likely  to  be  made, 
and  I  was  confirmed  in  my  conclusion 
by  the  entire  alnstention  from,  any  accu- 
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sation  on  the  part  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess, who  is  not  generally  very  reticent 
when  an;  fault  is  to  be  found.  Itistho 
fact  that  he  did  not  find  fault  with  a 
single  action  of  the  Irish  Government 
since  August  Then  the  noble  Mar- 
quess complains  of  my  having  misre- 
presented what  he  said  at  Edinburgh. 
He  asserts  he  was  justified  in  saying 
that  we  had  asked  leave  to  take  Egypt. 

Thb  Marquess  of  SALISBtlBT :  A 
country. 

Ea&l  GBAKTILLE  :  Well,  the  dis- 
tinction ia  one  of  bo  sabtie  a  character 
that  I  cannot  reproach  myself  with  in- 
accuracy in  failing  to  make  it. 

Thk  MABQtTEBs  OP  SALISBUBY : 
But  all  you  asked  the  mandate  for  was 
to  take  a  portion  of  territory  in  the 
vicinity  of  the  Suez  Canal. 

Eabl  GEANVILLE  :  At  a  particular 
moment  France  and  ourselves  made  an 
application  to  the  Powers  to  specify 
some  particular  Power,  not  naming  our- 
selves,  to  exercise  authority  as  the  man- 
datory of  Europe  on  a  particular  occa- 
sion. The  Powers  were  not  willing  to 
take  upon  themselves  to  specify  any 
particular  Power ;  they  were  not  willing 
to  give  the  mandate.  I  am  bound  to 
say — and  the  distinction  is  importemt — 
that  while  we  received  great  enoonra^- 
ment  to  go  on,  the  Powers  gave  reasons 
why  they  did  not  wish  themselves  to 
give  a  mandate,  such  as  the  noble  Lord 
says  was  asked  for  and  refused.  I 
utterly  deny,  as  I  denied  yesterday, 
that  we  have  ever  asked  permission  to 
do  that  which  we  did.  I  further  state 
that  permission  was  never  in  the  slightest 
way  refused  to  us.  The  noble  Marquess 
says  that  we  took  the  country  in  the 
same  way  that  we  took  Sebastopol ;  but 
there  is  this  enormous  difference — that  in 
the  Crimea  we  were  fighting  against  the 
Hussians,  while  in  this  case  we  were 
fighting  on  behalf  of  the  Khedive  and 
his  authority,  and  to  put  down  the  re- 
bellion and  liie  anarchy  that  existed  in 
the  country.  If  we  had  taken  advan- 
tage of  that  to  seiEe  and  hold  the  coun- 
try, then  we  should  have  invaded  in  the 
sense  in  which  the  language  used  at 
Edinbui^h  was  understood.  The  inac- 
curacies of  the  noble  Marquess  at  Edin- 
burgh were  all  taken  as  texts  upon 
which  an  elaborate  accusation  was 
brought  against  us  in  the  leading  Coti- 
servative  review,  in  order,  by  sustaining 
a  tiieory  entirely  false,  to  prove  how 
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wrong  we  were  in  going  into  the  war. 
The  writer  of  the  article  makes  the  most 
extraordinary  use  of  official  Papers,  and 
he  takes  one  hy  one  the  obserrations 
made  by  the  noble  Marquess  at  Edin- 
burgh. With  regard  to  the  noble  Mar- 
quess having  apparently  approved  of 
vhat  was  done,  he  says  that  ho  merely 
abstained  firom  critunsm  because  he  did 
not  wish  to  interfere  with  warlike  opera- 
tions ;  but  still,  to  the  common  mind, 
what  he  said  appeared  to  hare  more 
meaning  than  that.  When  a  statement 
was  made  that  the  Fleet  was  on  its  way 
to  Alexandria  he  went  out  of  his  way  to 
say  that  he  had  no  objection  to  make  to 
the  statement.  To  the  common  under- 
standing it  must  appear  that  he  gave 
his  approval  to  the  course  we  were  going 
to  pursue.  The  noble  Marquess  now 
says  that  we  committed  a  breach  of  In- 
ternational Law  in  making  certain  de- 
mands. But  last  year  he  said  that  if 
tiie  instructions  to  our  Admiral  prevented 
his  taking  any  action  consistent  with  In- 
ternational Iaw  while  the  forts  were 
being  armed  against  us,  we  committed 
an  act  of  the  greatest  im[ffudence  and 
risk,  and  it  was  still  more  humiliating 
that  the  Fleet  should  have  to  remain  in- 
active without  exacting  compensation 
for  the  insults  offered. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY :  It 
will  be  better  if  the  noble  Earl  will 
quote  my  words.  My  recollection  is 
that  what  I  deprecated  on  the  part  of 
the  Fleet  was  its  watching  the  massacre 
of  British  sailors  without  interfering. 

Eahl  OKANVILLE  :  The  noble  Mar- 
quess b^;an  his  speech  by  saying — 

**  T  think  there  is  nothing  in  the  statemeat  of 
the  noble  £arl  to  which  I  can  take  exception." 
—(3  Eatuard,  [169]  650.) 

The  MAROTEas  of  SALISBURY:  The 
statement  referred  to  the  agreement  of 
the  Powers. 

Eael  GRANVILLE:  My  statement 
included  a  declaration  of  policy  in  favour 
of  maintaining  the  authority  of  the  Khe- 
dive,  improving  the  government  and  in- 
stitutions of  the  country,  and  the  putting 
down  of  anarchy;  and  yet  the  noble 
Marquess  said— 

"  There  is  noQiiiw  in  the  statement  of 
the  noble  Eorl  to  which  I  can  take  excep- 
tion." 

The  noble  Marquess  afterwards  said— 

''With  regard  to  Egypt  itself,  it  appears  to 
me  that  Her  Majesty's  Croremment,  hoth  by  the 
engagements  which  they  themeelvea  have  en- 
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tered  into,  and  by  the  engagemmts  which  they 
have  necessarily  inherited  from  their  Predeces- 
sors, are  bound  to  give  their  aupport  to  the  pre- 
sent Yicerc^  of  '^vjj^  so  long  as  his  govern- 
ment is  in  accordance  with  principles  which 
they  approve.  They  are  hound  to  give  him 
that  support,  not  only  as  a  matter  of  senti- 
ment, not  merely  in  words  or  in  notes,  bat  in 
something  stronger  if  the  need  should  aiiae." — 
{Ibid.  651.) 

The  noble  Marquess  further  said  that — 

"Whatevw  messurea  Her  Mi^esty*!  Govern- 
ment may  be  inclined  to  adopt,  whatever  policy 
they  may  pursue,  whatever  language  they  may 
hold,  theee  things  will  have  no  effect  whatever 
upon  the  population  of  Egypt,  or  upon  the  in- 
triguing men  who  have  laid  hold  of  supreme 
power  in  that  country,  unless  it  is  well  known 
that,  behind  all  these  words,  there  is  the  pos- 
sibility, nay  the  certainty,  of  deeds." — {Ibid.) 

The  noble  Marquess  further  expressed 
the  hope  that  the  sending  of  the  Fleet 
would  be  no  mere  idle  demonstration. 
When  the  noble  Marquess  impressed 
upon  us  the  duty  of  using  force  in 
the  eloquent  and  strong  lan^age  I 
have  just  read,  I  cannot  conceive  how 
we  and  the  country  should  have  been 
deceived  in  believing  that  the  noble 
Marquess  approved  of  the  statement. 
The  noble  Lord  also  said  that  no  de- 
cision the  European  Concert  might 
come  to  would  relieve  the  Government 
of  the  necessity  of  acting  up  to  the  de- 
mands they  had  made,  and  sustaining 
the  honour  of  the  country  by  maintain- 
ing the  safety  of  the  Khedive,  so  long 
as  he  acted  upon  their  counsel.  I  can 
quite  uttderatand  the  Leader  of  the  Op- 
position being  so  discreet  as  to  reserve 
his  opinions ;  but  when  he  usee  Ian* 
guage  of  this  kind  it  is  impossible  to 
doubt  -Uiat  at  that  time  he  was  most 
anxious  we  should  continue  to  do  what 
we  were  doing.  If  all  this  was  lan- 
guage to  deter  ns  firom  entering  into 
war  on  behalf  of  the  Khedive,  and  from 
using  the  Fleet  at  Alexandria,  then  I 
shall  be  ready  to  apologize  in  the  most 
complete  manner  to  the  noble  Marquess 
for  having  misrepresented  him.  To  my 
humble  understanding  I  hardly  know 
of  any  more  eloquent  appeal  being  made 
since  the  days  of  Demosthenes  than  the 
appeal  made  to  the  Government  by  the 
noble  Marquess,  not  only  in  this  House, 
but  at  the  celebrated  meeting  at  Willis's 
Rooms.  That  being  so,  I  am  airaid  I 
cannot  make  the  apology  which  I  other- 
wise should  gladly  offer. 

The  MARQUfcSS  of  SALISBURY:  My 
Lords,  I  must  explain  again  what  I  do 
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not  seem  to  have  oonTeyed  to  the  mind 
of  the  noble  Earl.  I  was  of  opinion, 
and  I  am  of  opinion  still,  that  having 
pledged  the  honour  of  the  Government, 
as  they  bad  done,  and  having  certain 
British  interests  to  succour,  Her  Ma> 
jesty's  Government  was  bound  to  re- 
deem  that  honour,  and  to  succour  those 
interests,  if  need  be,  as  it  ultimately 
was,  at  the  cost  of  war.  But  at  Edtn- 
bui^h  what  I  censured  was  the  policy, 
in  first  place,  which  brought  us  into 
that  condition,  and  in  the  second  plaoe 
the  particular  act  of  taking  the  fleet 
into  the  position  which  led  to  the  cala- 
mitous bombardment  of  Alexandria. 
Those  two  points  did  seem  to  me  to  be 
points  in  the  conduct  of  the  Government 
calling  forth  criticism.  The  censure  that 
I  passed  on  them  in  no  way  ~  affects  my 
opinion  that  where  the  British  word  bad 
been  pledged,  as  it  had  been,  we  were 
bound  to  redeem  our  pledge. 

Thb   lord  CHANCELLOR:  The 
noble  ICarquesB  has  just  now  repeated 
an  expression  used  by  him  at  Edinbui^h, 
and  not  defended  by  him  in  the  early 
part  of  this  debate,  and  which  was 
justly  obserred  upon  by  the  noble  Earl 
the  Seoretaij  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affiurs.   That  expression— "  the  bom- 
bardment of  Alexandria"  —  is  of  a 
▼ery  offensive  kind,  not  merely  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government  and  the  British 
nation,  but  to  those  gallant  officers  upon 
whose  reports,  and  upon  whose  word 
the  statement  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment on  the  subject  depends.  They 
have  over  and  over  again  assured  Her 
Majesty's  Government  that  all  that  was 
said  by  the  enemies  of  the  Khedive, 
and  of  this  country,  as  to  the  bombard- 
ment of  the  commercial  City  of  Alex- 
andria was  entirely  false,  the  bombard- 
ment being  carefully  directed  against 
those  forts  only,  the  existence  and  me- 
nacing character  of  which  was  observed 
upon  by  the  nobleMarquess  last  Session, 
as  calling  for  vigilance  on  the  part  of  the 
Fleet.  While  I  am  addressing  your  Lord- 
ehips,  I  will  venture  toaaythatinhis  reply 
to  the  first  part  of  the  noble  Marquess's 
explanation,  my  noble  Friend  was  some- 
what more  mild  than  he  was  called  upon 
to  be.    The  noble  Marquess  himself,  in 
justifying  and  explaining  his  language 
at  Edinburgh,  was  compelled  to  read 
from  your  Lordships'  Table  passages 
from  despatches  which  appear  to  me 
more  completely  to  refute  and  condemn 
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the  statements  made  by  the  noble  Mar- 
quess than  anything  else  could  do.  For 
it  appeared,  by  these  passages,  that 
although  the  German  and  Austrian  Am- 
bassadors did  not  think  it  expedient  that 
any  mandate  should  be  given  by  Europe 
to  every  Power  to  take  action  in  Egypt, 
they  distinctly  encouraged  the  Gtovem- 
ments  of  this  country  and  of  France,  or 
either  of  them,  to  do  bo  without  an^ 
such  mandate,  on  their  own  responsi- 
bility. On  the  whole,  I  cannot  but 
think  that  the  noble  Marquess  would 
have  done  well  to  leave  the  matter  as  it 
stood  last  night. 

EGYPTIAN  EXPEDITION  —  VOTE  OF 
THANKS  TO  HER  MAJESTY'S  NAVAL 
AND  MILITARY  FORCES. 

SIB  BEAUCHA3CP  SETMOtTB's  LKTTEK. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR :  Before 
the  House  adjourns,  I  have  to  commu- 
nicate to  your  Lordships  a  letter  wfaioh 
I  have  received  from  Sir  Beauohamp 
Seymour,  now  Lord  Aloester,  since  your 
Lordships  last  sat,  in  reply  to  the  Vote 
of  Thanks,  which,  by  your  Lordships' 
commands,  I  had  the  honour  of  con- 
veying to  him.    It  is  as  follows : — 

"  H.H.S.  Alexandria,  at  Malta,  leth  of 

November. 

"  My  Lord,— I  have  had  the  honour  to  r*- 
ceive  your  Lordship's  letter  commnDicatiog  to 
me  the  Resfdutions  passed  by  the  House  of 
Lords  on  the  26(h  of  October,  and  ooavayii^ 
to  me  and  to  the  Admirals,  espbdna,  oflScen^ 
petty  and  non>commissioned  offieera,  seamen 
and  marines,  lately  serving  under  my  orden  in 
Egypt,  the  expreseion  of  your  Lordships*  ap- 
probation of  them  and  tbanka  for  oar  con- 
duct during  tbe  campaign  recently  terminated. 
I  have  duly  given  fall  publicity  to  tbe  same, 
and  I  beg  to  assure  your  Lordships  that  the 
honour  done  as  by  your  Lordahips  is  most 
highly  apprcRiftted  by  myself  and  all  those 
under  my  command,  and  that  it  was  with 
feelings  of  great  pride  that  we  received  your 
Lorddiip's  commumcatioo. 
"  I  have  the  honour  to  bo, 
"  My  Ijord  Chancellor, 

"  Your  Lordship's  obedient  servant, 

*'  Beavchamp  Sbtkocr." 

The  said  letter  was  ordered  to  lie  on 
the  Table,  and  to  be  entered  on  the 
Journals. 
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PATHBNT  OP  -WAGEa  IN  PUBLIC -HOUSES 

FBOEIBITIDir  BUJL  [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  prohibit  the  payment  of  irBgM  to 
-wo^men  in  pnblie-hoose*  and  cwiaia  other 
^aaea— Was  jtreamted  bjr  Tba  Earl  SriJiHopE ; 
leadK   (JJo.  1.) 

House  adjounied  at  a  quarter  past 
Rt6  o^elock,  to  Monday  next, 
R  qnarterpait  Font  o'dook. 


HOUSE   OF  COMMONS, 
Friiay,  l^th  Fehrum-y,  1883. 


MINtrrES.}-JJKW  Weim  Issued— ^or  New- 
caatlfl  upon  Ty  no,  r.  Ashton  Wentvorth  T)ilke, 
Bsqsire,  .Manor  of  Narthetead;  for  West- 
meath  County,  v.  Hugh  Joseph  Gill,  cequire, 
Chiltram  Hundredk. 

FtmLTC  BiLl*— JEwoftrtftw  At  Cmmittee—Or- 
Artd — PfntJSeadiMf—lAaaioA  Partnenlupa* 
1  Si ;  Intoxieatiiur  Liquors  {OS  Lioeooos) " 
251;  Spirits  in  Bond*  [38]  ;  Partnerships* 
'40j;  Ceinct€riefl*r45j;Bftnldng  Laws  (Scot- 
land) •(78]. 

Motion  ftr  X«itm— FarHamentary-  Oaths  Act 
(186€)  Aneodntmit,  4eiMte  tuffourtui. 

Ordertd—Firtt  Reading — General  Folic©  and 
ImproTemrat  (Scotland)  ProvisioDal  Order 
(BrooghtyFerry  Paving)  *  [1] ;  Public  Health 
(Scotland)  Provisional  Order  (Fraserburgh 
■Waterworks)  •  i;2]  ;  Bankruptcy  •  [4] ;  Pa- 
tents for  Inventuou  *  [3] ;  Ballot  Act  Con< 
tinoance  and  Amendment*  {5];  Municipal 
Corporations  (Unreformed)  •  (6j;  lodictable 
Offences  (prowdure)  •  [8]  ;  Court  of  Criminal 
A&seal  [B];FarliameDtaryBleotions  (Corrupt 
and  Hl^  PiaoUces)*  [7J;  Boval  Dublin 
Society  (Mnseam  of  Science  and  Art)  •  [10] ; 
Churchwardens'  Admission  •  [U]  ;  Parochial 
Boards  (Scotland)  *  [12] ;  Cmelty  to  Animals 
Aoto  Amendioent*  [13]  ;  Land  Law  ^Ireland) 
Act  (LB8I)  Amendment*  [14];  TTniversities 
Committee  of  Prirj'  Council  •  [15] ;  Elec- 
tive  Councils  (Ireland)  •  [16]  ;  Trees  Flnnting 
(Ireland)*  [17] :  London  Brokers'  ReUef  Act 
(1870)  Ei^eal"  [19];  Poor  Eemoval  and 
Settii^Qt  (Ireland)*  [20]  ;  Sale  of  Litoxi- 
cating  IdquoTa  on  Sunday  (Durham)  [21]  ; 
Boro^h  Prsnohioe  (Ireland)  *  {^2} ;  Paro- 
chial Charities  (London)  *  [23] ;  Begistiation 
of  Voters  (Ireland)*  [24];  Sale  of  Intoxi- 
cating Liqoors  on  Sunday  (Monmouth)  *  [26] ; 
Monicipal  Franchise  (Ireland)*  [271:  Breach 
of  Promise  of  ManWe*  [28];  Labourers 
(Ireland)  •  [29]  ;  Poor  Law  Guardians  (Ire- 
land) *  [30]  ;  S»  Fisheries  (Ireland)  *  [31] ; 
VniTemtr  JSducation  (Ireland)*  [321;  Em- 
ployers* Liability  Act  (1880)  Amendment' 
[M];  Industrial  Beeooiros  (Ireland]  •  [34]; 
Stage  Flays  (Oxford  and  Cambridge)  *  [35] ; 
Kaniago  with  a  Deoeaood  Wife^s  Sistdc  * 


36];  Vice-Royalty  (Ireland)*  [37];  Irish 
"eproductive  Loan  Fund  Act  (1874)  Amend- 
ment* [39] ;  Church  of  England  Patronage  • 
[41];  AKricoltural  Holdings*  [42];  Bank- 
mptcy  Law  Amendment  *  [43] ;  Distress 
Law  Amendment  *  [44]  ;  Virisection  Aboli- 
tion* [461;  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on 
Sunday*  [47]';  Corporations  Lands  (Ireland)* 
[48] ;  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland)  * 
[49| ;  Copyhold Enfnmohisement  *  [50] ;  Bale 
of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Xo.  2)  * 

t611;  Tithe  Bent  Charge  Extraordinary* 
62];  Railways  (Ireland)*  [63];  Contempt 
of  Court  •  [64] ;  Burial  Fees  *  [56] ;  Sale  of 
Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Yorkshire)  * 
[561;  Steam  Boilers  (Persons  in  Charge)* 
[57] ;  BeerAdulteration*  [58] ;  Trees  Planting 
(Ireland)  (No.  2)  •  [69] ;  Sale  of  Intoxicating 
Liquors  on  Sunday  (Cornwall)  •  [60]  ;  Pre- 
vention of  Crime  (Ireland)  Act  fl882)  (Audi- 
ence of  Solicitors)  •  [61];  Sea  Fishenefl(Ire< 
land)  (No.  2)  *  [621;  Commoiu  and  Ineloeure 
Acts  Amendment  *  [63] ;  Pariah  Churches  * 
[64] ;  Surrey  (Trial  of  Causes)  •  [66] ;  Relief 
of  Distroas  (Ireland!  •  [66];  CatWral  Sta- 
tutes •  [67] ;  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Amend- 
ment* [68 J;  Sale  of  Liquors  on  Sunday 
(Ireland)  Act  (1878)  Amendment*  [69]; 
Trade  Marks*  1701;  Agricultural  Tenants* 
Compensation*  [71]  :  Firearms*  [721;  Agri. 
cultural  Holdings  •  [73] ;  NotacesoiE  RemOTal 
(Scotland)  ■  [74] ;  Church  Discipline,  ten. 
Acts  Amendment*  [75];  Seed  Advances 
(Scotland)*  [76];  Int^imbrances  on  Land 
Regietnition  "  [77] ;  Impriaonment  for  Debt  • 
[70] ;  Church  Boards  *  [80] ;  Theatres  Regula- 
tion* [81];  Bankruptcy  (No.  2)  •(821;  Pa- 
tents for  biventtons  (No.  2)  *  [S3]  ;  Sale  of 
Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Isle  of 
Wight)  *  [84] ;  Free  Libraries  *  [86] :  Regis- 
traUou  of  Voters  (Ireland)  (No.  2}  *  [86]. 

QUESTIONS. 


POST  OFFICE— CONTRACTS— THE 
UAILS  BETWEEN  LQNDOK 
AND  DTTBLIN. 

Lord  CLAUD  HAMILTON  aslied 
the  Postmaster  QeDeral,  If  he  will  lay 
upon  the  Table  Copies  of  the  respective 
tenders  received  from  the  City  of  Dublin 
Mail  Paclcet  Company  and  the  Loadoa 
and  North  "Western  Railway  Company 
for  the  Contract  for  the  conveyance  of  the 
Kojal  Mails  between  London  and  Dub- 
lin ;  also  of  aU  Correspondence  between 
the  Post  Office  and  those  Companies,  and 
the  Treasury  and  those  Companies ;  also 
between  the  Post  Office  and  the  Trea- 
sury, in  regard  to  the  sud  Contract; 
and,  a  ooppr  of  the  Contract  finally  con- 
cluded -with  the  London  and  North 
Western  Hallway  Company  ? 

Me.  COUETNET:  The  Standing 
Orders  of  the  House  require  that  th« 
final  Contract  should  be  I&id  upon  the 
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Table,  together  with  an  explanatory 
Treasury  Minute.  This  will  be  done  as 
BOon  as  the  Oontract  is  completed ;  and 
I  will  add  to  these  Papers  others,  which 
will,  I  think,  put  the  House  in  posses- 
Bion  of  all  the  facts  of  the  case.  Should 
anythinfi;  then  appear  to  be  wanting, 
the  noble  Lord  wtll,  perhaps,  raise  the 
qnefltion  again*  and  I  will  see  what  oan 
be  added. 

Lord  CLAUD  HAMILTON:  Will 
the  House  have  ample  time  to  consider 
the  question  before  the  Oontract  is 
signed  ? 

Mh.  COUETNEY:  The  House  will, 
no  doubt,  have  time. 

METEOPOLIS-THB  WELLINGTON 
STATUE. 

Mr.  COOPE  asked  the  First  Commis- 
sioner of  Works,  Whether  the  destina- 
tion of  the  statue  of  the  Duke  of  Wel- 
lington, recently  removed  from  the  arch 
at  Constitution  Hill,  is  arranged;  and, 
whether  he  oan  assure  the  House  that 
them  is  no  intention  of  replacing  it  on 
the  arch  on  its  reconstruction  ? 

Mr.  8HAWLEFEVRE:  It  has  been 
definitively  settled  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  that  the  statue  of  the  Duke 
of  Wellington  will  not  be  replaced  on 
the  Arch  at  Constitution  HiU  when  the 
Arch  is  reconstructed.  No  decision  has 
been  arrived  at  as  to  its  ultimate  desti- 
nation ;  but  I  have  nominated  a  Com- 
mittee to  advise  the  Government  upon 
the  suWect.  The  Duke  of  Wellington, 
liord  Hardinge,  Sir  Frederick  Leighton, 
Mr.  Boehm,  Mr.  Fergnsson,  and  Mr. 
Mitford  have  kindly  consented  to  serve 
on  this  Committee. 

GENERAL  POST  OFFICE— EXTENSION 
OF  BUILDINGS. 

Sn  HENRY  PEEK  asked  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Works,  For  what  pur- 
pose the  small  yard  adjoining  the 
southern  side  of  the  General  Post  Olfioe 
is  being  hoarded  in ;  and,  whether  it  is 
true  that  that  yard,  which  contains  only 
a  few  feet  of  superficial  area,  is  to  be 
made  use  of  as  the  Parcels  Post  Office 
for  the  City  of  London  ? 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVEE:  The  opera- 
tion to  which  the  hon.  Baronet  calls 
attention  consists  of  an  extension  of  the 
basement  floor  of  the  General  Post  Office 
to  the  adjoioing  yard.  It  will  add  4,500 
superficial  feet  to  the  building.  This 

Mr.  CourtMy 


extension  is  rendered  neoessary  by  the 
Parcels  Post.  I  may  add  that  it  is  not 
intended  to  centralize  the  Parcels  Post 
at  the  General  Post  Office  in  the  same 
manner  as  in  the  ease  of  the  Letter 
Post ;  but  premises  are  being  prepared 
for  the  purpose  of  the  Parcels  Post  in 
many  other  parts  of  London. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— THE  TRANSVAAL. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HI0K8-BEACH 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies,  Whether  the  Transvaal 
Government  has  yet  paid  the  sum  of 
£50,000  which  it  was  arranged  should 
be  paid  by  the  end  of  1882,  on  acoount 
of  £100,000  due,  according  to  the  Con- 
vention in  August  last ;  whether  the 
Native  Location  Commissioner  has  made 
any  progress  in  settling  the  boundariee 
of  Native  locations  within  the  Trans- 
vaal ;  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  done  anything,  since  Lord 
Kimberley's  Despatch  of  September  4th, 
IStt'i,  in  discharge  of  the  responsibilities 
which  they  undertook  by  the  Convention 
towards  the  Native  tribes  outside  the 
Transvaal  border;  and,  whether  any 
further  Papers  relating  to  the  Trans- 
vaal will  be  presented  ;  and,  if  so.  up  to 
what  date  the  information  oontaraed  in 
them  will  extend,  and  when  they  and 
the  Zululand  Papers  will  be  in  tJtte 
hands  of  honourable  Members?  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  wished  to  add  a 
further  Question,  as  to  whether  in  Oc- 
tober last  a  letter  was  addressed  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Transvaal  Government 
to  a  certain  Chief,  definitely  accepting 
ou  the  part  of  the  Transvaal  Govern- 
ment the  cession  of  the  territory  oil  ^at 
Chief  in  spite  of  the  continued  refaaal 
of  the  British  Qovemment  to  sanetloa 
that  cession  f 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY:  Inregaid, 
Sir,  to  the  first  part  of  the  Question,  I 
have  to  answer  "  No."  The  sum  of 
£50,000  has  not  been  paid.  A  com- 
munication has  been  sent  out  to  Sir 
Hercules  Robinson,  directing  him  again 
to  urge  upon  the  Transvaal  Government 
the  fulfilment  of  the  obligations  tiiey 
have  incurred  in  reference  to  the  pay* 
ment  of  this  money.  The  Native  Loca- 
tion Commission  has  not  made  much 
progress  in  settling  Native  locations, 
because  in  the  districts  in  which  ths 
work  was  goin^  on  hostilitiea  have 
broken  out,  and  that  had  caused  delay. 
With  reference  to  the  third  and  fourth 
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Qaestions,  I  wonM  refer  the  right  Kon. 
6«Dtleman  to  the  Papers  which  I  will 
htj  OIL  the  Table  of  the  House  on 
llonday.  These  Papers  bring  all  .the 
afiairs  up  to  the  present  time,  and  they 
will  be  in  the  hands  of  Members,  I 
hope,  within  a  week  or  ten  days.  ,  The 
reason  they  will  take  that  time  is  there 
will  be  a  lon^  Beport  from  Hr.  Buther- 
fotd  respecting  the  Bechnoa  country, 
irhicSi  19  vei7  Tolumioona,  and  will  take 
■ome  time  to  prepare.  The  Zululand 
Papers  will  be  in  the  hands  of  Members 
on  Tuesday.  With  reference  to  the 
Question  not  on  the  Paper,  I  may  state 
that,  although  I  will  not  say  we  have 
received  the  actual  letter  to  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  alludes,  we  have 
received  information  as  to  the  facts — 
namely,  that  the  Transvaal  Government 
had  been  in  oommunication  with  the 
Chief  in  question,  and  had  ooncluded  a 
Treaty  with  him  for  the  cession  of  cer- 
tain territory,  and  the  way  in  which  the 
Government  hare  dealt  with  that  matter 
will  ba  seen  from  the  Papers  that  are  to 
he  laid  upon  the  Table. 

SCOTI^AND-THE  SKYE  CEOFTERS. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partaent.  Whether  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
Temment  are  now  prepared  to  issue  a 
Cammisaion  oi  Inqviry  into  the  position 
ci  the  crofters  in  the  Scotch  High- 
lands? 

Thb  LOED  ADVQGA.TE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Baitoitb)  :  I  have  been  requested  by 
the  Home  Secretary  to  say,  in  answer 
to  diis  QaeetiDn,  that  the  law  must  first 
be  vindioated  in  Skye. 

Sn  OEOBGE  CAMPBELL :  May  I 
ask  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Qentle- 
man  whether,  in  ike  ease  of  the  sub- 
mission  of  these  poor  people,  a  Com- 
miaaion  of  Inquiry  wiU  then  be  ineti- 
tuted  ? 

Tm  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
HiXiroua)  :  I  have  no  further  answer  to 
make  at  present. 

Sin  OEOBGE  CAMPBELL:  I  am 
•0R7  to  trouble  the  right  hoo.  and 
learned  Gentleman;  but  it  would  re- 
lieve great  anxiety  if  he  couUl  tell  ns 
whether  any-  orders  have  been  isaued  fbr 
the  uae  of  military  force  for  the  purpose 
of  coereing  tbete  peo^e  ? 

INo  reply  was  (^Ten,J 


Me.  O'DONNELL  :  May  I  ask  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  if  the 
Government  have  resolved  to  use  military 
force  for  the  coercion  of  the  Scottish 
Highland  crofters,  whether  it  in  in- 
tended to  send  a  detachment  of  the 
Highland  Brigade  for  the  purpose  ? 

[No  reply  was  given."] 

SiE  GEORGE  CAMPBELL :  I  beg 
to  give  Notice  that  I  shall  call  attention 
to  this  question  on  going  into  Committee 
of  Supply  on  Friday  next. 

Mr.  MAOFARLANE :  Maylaskthe 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  whe- 
ther it  is  not  the  fact  that  the  four  men 
who  were  accused  of  defying  the  autho- 
rities have  surrendered  themsdves  to 
the  law  in  Edinburgh  7 

Thb  lord  ADTOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfous)  :  I  believe  it  is  the  fact  that 
three  of  them  have  done  so. 

PARLTAMENT-THB  STAKDING  COM- 

MriTEES— THB  OLD  LAW  COUBTS. 

Sir  GEOBGE  CAMPBELL  asked 
the  First  Commissioner  of  Works,  Whe- 
ther, before  demolishing  the  old  Law 
Courts,  he  has  considered  the  means  of 
supplying  the  additional  accommodation 
likely  to  be  required  by  this  House  for 
Standing  or  other  Committees  in  the 
event  of  the  success  of  the  present  par- 
tial experiment ;  and,  with  what  object 
the  demolition  is  now  being  hastily 
carried  out  the  very  moment  the  Courts 
are  vacated  ?   

ME.SHAWLEFEVBE:  Iconsidered 
the  subject  referred  to  by  my  hon. 
Friend  before  giving  orders  for  the 
demolition  of  the  old  Law  Courts,  and 
I  came  to  the  conclusion  that  these 
buildings  would  not  be  necessary  or 
convenient  for  the  purpose  of  Grand 
Committees  of  this  House.  I  have  pro- 
vided two  rooms  for  Grand  Committees 
under  the  roof  of  this  building,  and  as 
it  is  most  improbable  that  the  Grand 
Committees  will  sit  more  than  two  days, 
a  week,  these  two  rooms  will  acoMnmo- 
date  four  Committees;  that  seemed  to 
me  a  power  of  extension  quite  equal  to 
any  future  demands  which  are  liiEely  to 
be  made.  I  may  add  that  in  the  discua- 
sion  on  the  Estimates  last  year  it  ap- 
peared to  be  the  general  wish  of  the 
House  that  the  old  Law  Courts  should 
be  removed,  and  I  thought  I  was  acting 
in  accordance  with  this  wish  in  oom- 
mencing  the  work  of  demoUtioa  as  booh 
aspo88U>le. 
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INDIA  (ECCLESIASTICAL  DEPART- 
UENT}— OIBCULAR  OF  THE  BISHOP 
OF     COLOMBO  —  TRANSmSSIOK 

THKOUGH  THE  POST. 

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLEE  asked  the 
TTnder  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies, Whether  he  will  lay  upon  the 
Table  the  Correspondence  vith  the 
GoTcmor  of  C^lon,  relative  to  the 
transmisuon  through  the  Colonial  post, 
as  official  docaments  on  Her  Majesty's 
Service,  of  letters  of  the  Bishop  of 
Colombo,  reflecting  on  the  religious 
opinions  of  Native  Christians  in  Ceylon? 

Me.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  :  I  have  laid 
the  Correspondence  on  the  Table  to-day. 

THE  DANUBIAK  CONFEBENCE-OLAUI 
OF  ROUUANIA  TO  VOTE. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  TTnder 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  the  British  Representative  at 
the  Danubian  Conference  was  instructed 
to  support  the  claim  of  Boumania  to 
vote  upon  all  questions  relating  to  the 
navigation  and  police  of  the  Danube, 
submitted  to  the  Conference  ? 

LoKD  EDMOND  FITZMAOEICE: 
In  accordance  with  the  usual  custom,  it 
■was  agreed  by  the  Plenipotentiaries  of 
the  Powers  present  at  the  second  Con- 
ference on  the  Danube  Question  that 
strict  secrecy  should  be  preserved  with 
regard  to  their  proceedings.  I  am, 
therefore,  unable  at  present  to  answer 
the  jion.  Member's  Question ;  but  all 
information  on  the  subject  will  in  due 
course  be  laid  before  Parliament. 

Me.O'DONKELL  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  answered  a  Question  he 
did  not  ask.  He  did  not  ask  anything 
about  the  proceedings  at  the  Danubian 
Conference,'  but  about  the  instructions 
given  outside  to  the  British  Bepresen- 
tative. 

.  Lord  EDMOND  FITZMATIBICE : 
I  am  sorry  that  I  cannot  answer  that 
Question  consistently  with  the  secrecy 
of  the  proceedings  of  the  Conference. 

Me.  O'DONNELL:  On  Monday  I 
flliall  ask,  Whether  Her  Majesly's  Go- 
Temment  have  consented  to  abandon 
the  claims  of  the  liberated  I^vinces  of 
Tnrk^  to  the  policy  of  Anstria  and 
Hussia,  in  consiaeration  of  the  tolera- 
tion extended  by  those  two  Powers  to 
the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Oovem- 
Vtwt  in  j^^pt  ? 


EGYPT— MURDER  OF  PROFESSOR 
PALMER  AND  PARTT. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
If  it  is  true  that  offers  to  rausom 
Professor  Palmer  and  his  companions 
were  made  to  the  Arabs  charged  with 
the  killing  of  these  gentlemen ;  whether 
the  ransom  was  refused  by  the  Arabs 
on  the  ground  that  superior  orders  for- 
bade the  sparing  of  the  lives  of  the  cap- 
tives ;  whether  the  Government  hare 
any  information  as  to  the  source  of  the 
orders  under  which  the  Arabs  acted; 
whether  the  mission  entrusted  to  Pro* 
fessor  F^mer  and  his  companions  ex- 
posed them  to  more  than  the  ordinary 
risks  of  being  attacked  by  Arabs  for  the 
sake  of  plunder ;  and,  what  steps  have 
been  taken  by  the  Government  to  secure 
that,  at  the  trial  of  the  accused  Arabs  at 
Tantah,  no  evidence  will  be  suppressed 
which  could  reveal  the  source  of  the 
authority  under  which  Professor  Palmer 
and  his  companions  were  captured  and 
slain? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL -BANNEEMAN: 
Sir,  the  Papers  relating  to  the  death  of 
Professor  Palmer  and  his  party  are 
ready  for  publication,  with  the  exception 
of  one  final  despatch  from  Colonel  War- 
ren, which  is  now  on  its  way.  We  have' 
thought  it  best  to  wait  until  the  Papers 
were  complete  before  presenting  them ; 
but  they  will  now  be  immediately  laid 
on  the  Table.  From  them  the  hon. 
Member  will  derive  the  fullest  infor- 
mation we  possess  on  the  several  points 
of  his  Question.  I  may,  however,  say 
that  so  far  as  we  know  there  is  no  evi- 
dence that  the  Arabs  acted  under  supe- 
rior orders.  We  are  told  that  a  ransom 
was  offered  by  the  Sheikh  who  acted  as 
guide ;  but  he  had  previously  hidden 
away  the  greater  part  of  the  money 
carried  by  the  party,  and  his  offer  was 
rejected  as  inadequate.  As  to  the  risk 
incurred  in  the  expedition,  it  was  un- 
doubtedly greater  than  the  ordinary 
risk  of  being  attacked  for  the  sake  of 
plunder  in  consequence  of  the  excited 
and  disturbed  state  of  the  people  gene- 
rally. The  accused  Arau  are  being 
tried  before  E^^tian  tribunals,  and 
Her  Majesty's  Government  hare  per; 
feet  confidence  in  the  ability,  discre- 
tion, and  fairness  of  Colonel  Warren, 
who  is  representing  them  at  tiie 
trial. 
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Mr.  O'DONNELL  gave  Kotioe  that 
on  Monday  he  should  ask.  Whether  it 
was  the  fact  that  Profeseor  Palmer  and 
hu  companions,  when  attacked,  were 
engaged,  under  the  guidance  of  an  Arab 
Shulch,  in  purchasing  the  neutrality  of 
the  Arah  tribee  on  the  east  of  the  Suez 
Canal,  to  whom  the  National  Egyptian 
Gorernment  trusted  for  the  defence  of 
the  Canal  against  the  invasion  of  the 
British  forces? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL -BANNERM AN: 
I  will  at  once  answer  the  hon.  Member's 
Question.  I  have  repeatedly  stated  in 
this  House  what  were  the  objects  for 
which  Professor  Palmer  and  ms  party 
irere  sent,  and  the  Papers  which  will  be 
imnMdiately  laid  upon  the  Table  will 
pve  full  information  as  to  the  oiroum- 
stances  of  their  mission. 

THE  NEWSPAPXR  PRESS  (INDIA)— 
GOYEBNMEKT  ADVERTISING. 

Mb.  O'DONNEIxL  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  If  it  is 
true  that  Mr.  Grant  Dufif,  the  Oovemor 
of  Madras  Presidency,  punished  the  pro- 

Srietor  of  a  local  newspaper  by  with- 
rawing  the  QoTemmeut  advertising 
from  him;  and,  whether  the  grant  or 
withdraw^  of  Government  advertising 
is  systematically  used  to  influence  news- 
papers in  India  ? 

Ms.  J.  £.  OBOSS :  It  is  true  that  the 
ftdrerttsements  were  withdrawn  by  the 
Madras  Government  from  a  local  news- 

Saper  whieh  had  pablished  a  confi- 
ential  Memorandum  by  the  Governor. 
This  action  was  taken  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  Madras  in  accordance  with  the 
terms  of  a  Resolution  published  in  lb65, 
defining  the  conditions  on  which  official 
Papers  should  be  commuoicated  to  the 
Press.  In  reply  to  the  second  part  of 
the  hon.  Member's  Question,  I  have  no 
reason  to  believe  that  the  grant  or  with- 
drawal of  Government  advertising  is 
systunatically  used  to  influence  news- 
papers in  India. 

Ma.  0'IX)NNELL :  Did  the  Eesolu- 
tioa  of  1866,  to  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man refers,  convey  any  instruotions  as 
to  the  withdrawal  of  Government  adver- 
tinng? 

Mb.  J.  K.  CROSS :  Perhaps  the  hon. 
Gentleman  will  give  Notice  of  that 
Question. 

Mr.  ONSIiOW  :  Is  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man ^nite  certain  tluit  the  Memorandum 


in  question  was  confidential?  Uponwhat 
authority  doeR  he  say  that  it  is? 

Me.  J.  K.  CROSS:  On  the  authority 
of  the  India  Ofiice. 

STATUTE  34  EDWARD  ni.  CAP.  1— 
IMFBISONUENT  OF  MESSRS.  HEALT 

DAVITT,  AND  QUINN. 

Mr.  LEAMT  asked  Mr.  Attorney  Ge- 
neral for  Ireland,  If  he  will  lay  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House  Copies  of  the 
Orders  made  by  the  Justices  of  the 
Queen's  Bench  in  Ireland  in  the  cases 
of  Messrs.  Bealy,  Davitt,  and  Quinn, 
and  Copies  of  the  Warrants  of  commit- 
tal to  prison  in  those  cases  ? 

The  ATTORNEr?  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Porter)  :  The  Papers 
will  be  laid  on  the  Table,  if  the  hon. 
Member  chooses  to  more  for  them,  as  an 
unopposed  Return. 

Me.  sexton  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  include  copies  of 
the  notices  served  on  Messrs.  Davitt, 
Healy,  and  Quinn,  and  a  copy  of  the 
official  shorthand  writer's  notes  of  the 
proceedings  in  the  Court  of  Queen's 
Bench  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Porter)  :  I  am  not 
aware  of  the  existence  of  any  official 
shorthand  writer's  notes. 

Mr.  sexton  :  If  they  do  exist,  will 
there  be  any  objection  to  produce 
them  7. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Porter)  :  I  cannot 
undertake  that. 

Mr.  S  EXTON  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther the  warrants  or  orders  under  which 
thehon.  Member  for  theborough  of  Wex- 
ford, Mr.  Michael  Davitt,  and  Mr.  J.  P. 
Quinn  were,  on  Thursday,  the  8th  inst. 
arrested  and  placed  in  KUmainham  Pri- 
son, specified  any  offence;  what  offence, 
if  any,  is  alleged  against  Messrs.  Heaty, 
Davitt,  and  Quinn ;  and  whether  a 
failure  to  give  bail  on  the  part  of  a  per- 
son not  committed  or  ordered  to  stand 
his  trial  for  any  offence  falls  within  the 
category  of  crime ;  whether  the  warrants 
or  orders  in  question  directed  that 
Messrs.  Healy,  Davitt,  and  Quinn  should 
be  confined  in  Kilmainham  Prison ;  whe- 
ther they  were  actually  confined  in  that 
prison  for  several  hours  on  Thursday, 
the  8th  iust.  but,  on  the  evening  of  that 
day,  without  notice  or  cause  or  authority 
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assigned,  were  removed  to  Richmond 
Prison,  and  why  this  change  was  made; 
whether  Messrs.  Healj,  Davitt,  and 
Quinn,  in  Kilmainham,  were  placed  in 
good  sized  and  healthy  rooms,  communi- 
cating with  each  other  and  with  an  open 
yard ;  whether  they  objected  to  their  re- 
moval ;  and  whether,  in  Bichmond  Fri- 
sco, Aey  ocoui^  ordinary  ceUs* 
locked  up  for  several  days  twenty-two 
hours  out  of  the  twenty-four,  are  now 
locked  up  twenty-one  hours  out  of  the 
twenty-four;  are  locked  up  continuously 
from  about  four  in  the  afternoon  till  ten 
or  eleven  in  the  forenoon,  and  are  kept 
locked  in  at  all  times  while  in  cells; 
whether  the  exercise  allowed  has  to  be 
taken  not  when  the  prisoners  wish  it, 
but  when  the  gaolers  ohoose ;  and,  whe- 
ther the  Government  will  agree  to  re- 
move Messrs.  Healy,  Davitt,  and  Quinn, 
back  to  their  original  quarters  at  Kil- 
mainham  ? 

Mb.  TREVELTAN  :  I  wiU  give  the 
bon.  Member  as  much  information  as  I 
have  got  by  tel^fraph.  I  did  not  receive 
all  the  information  I  should  wi^  on  this 
subject.  The  warrants  did  not  specify 
any  oflbnoe  other  than  not  giving  bail 
when  required  to  do  so ;  nor  am  I  ad- 
vised it  is  requisite  that  they  should. 
The  affidavits  on  which  the  application 
to  the  Court  was  grounded  did,  however, 
disclose  a  charge  legally  amounting  to 
misdemeanour.  I  do  not  quite  under- 
stand the  next  part  of  the  Question  ;  but 
I  am  advised  that,  as  far  as  regards  the 
Privilege  of  the  House,  the  offence  falls 
within  the  category  of  crime.  The  war- 
rants directed  that  the  prisoners  should 
be  confined  in  Kilmainham,  and  they 
were  at  first  lodged  there ;  but  tliey  were 
removed  the  same  evening  to  Richmond 
Prison,  on  the  ground  of  public  conve- 
nience, by  order  of  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant. In  Kilmainham  they  were  placed 
in  such  rooms  as  are  described  in  the 
Question.  In  Richmond  they  objected 
at  first  to  the  apartments  in  which  they 
were  placed,  but  they  were  put  into 
rooms  aa  scon  as  possible.  At  first  they 
were  allowed  three  hours  each  day  for 
exercise,  and  one  for  receiving  visitors. 
They  are  now  allowed  to  associate 
throu^out  the  entire  day,  except  during 
the  officers'  meals.  The  prisoners  are 
allowed  to  select  their  own  time  for 
exercise.  It  is  not  inteoded  to  send  them 
back  to  Kilmaiuham.  If  thehon.  Mem- 
ber will  kindly  wait  until  Monday  I  will 

Mr.  Spxton 


give  him  a  fuller  answer.  I  sent  a 
second  telegram,  in  answer  to  which  I 
am  informed  from  Dublin  that  the  ar- 
rangements leave  no  room  for  complaint, 
and  that  the  three  gentlemen  concerned 
have  expreHRod  themselves  satisfied. 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  shall  ask  on  Mon- 
day whether  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
win  extend  the  right  of  visiting,  as  these 
gentlemen  only  receive  one  vint  each 
day  at  present  ? 

MINTSTEE  OF  AGRICDLTUKE  AND 
COMMEKCE. 
.  CoLONBL  "WAIiROND  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War,  Whether  it  is 
the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  give  effect  to  the  Resolution  of 
the  13th  of  May,  1881,  and  appoint  a 
Minister  to  preside  over  the  official  busi- 
ness relating  to  Agriculture  and  Com- 
merce? 

Thb  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
I  am  aware  that  this  subject  has  very 
recently  been  under  the  consideration 
of  the  Prime  Minister,  but  the  Cabinet 
have  not  yet  arrived  at  any  definite  de- 
cision upon  it ;  and  I  must  ask  the  hon. 
and  g^ant  Member  to  postpone  his 
Question  until  the  return  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend. 

PARLIAMEKTABY  OATH  (MR.  BBAD- 

LAUGH). 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE:  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  wish,  with  all  respect  to  you,  to  put  a 
Question  to  you  as  to  the  position  in 
which  this  House  is  placed  by  the  recent 
Prorogation — with  respect  to  the  con- 
tingency which  may  again  oome  before 
the  House  in  a  manner  which  the  House 
on  a  former  ocasion  condemned.  I  beg 
to  ask  you.  Sir,  whether  there  remains 
any  Rule  or  Order  of  this  House  where- 
by Mr.  Bradlaugh  is  precluded  from 
presenting  himself  at  the  Table  of  the 
House  and  claiming  to  have  the  Oath  oi 
Allegiance,  or  equivalent  Affirmation, 
administered  to  by  the  offlcera  of 
the  House,  on  any  day  on  which  the 
House  may  sit  ? 

Mk.  SPEAKER:  In  answer  to  the 
hon.  Member,  I  may  say  that  I  have  re- 
peatedly stated  that  the  Resolutions 
which  have  from  time  to  time  been 

gassed  by  this  House  on  the  claim  of 
Ir.  Bradlaugh  to  take  his  seat  have 
been  valid  only  during  the  currency  of 
the  Session  in  which  they  were  pasaed. 
They  have  no  validity  now, 
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Ma.  NEWDEGATE :  I  thank  you, 
Sir,  for  the  answer  yon  have  g^ren,  and 
I  beg  now  to  put  the  following  Question, 
which  aiises  out  of  the  information  you 
have  given  to  the  House,  to  the  noble 
Lord  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  as 
the  Beprewntative  of  Her  Majesty's 
Ooremment : — Whether,  on  the  part  of 
Her  M«estjr*s  Ministers,  the  noble  Lord 
can  and  will  undnrtalce  to  prevent  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  presenting  himself  at  the 
Table  of  this  House,  and  having  the 
Oath  of  Allegiance,  or  equivalent  Affir- 
mation, administered  to  him  while  his 
case  is  still  pending  before  the  Courts  of 
Law,  and  pending  the  decision  of  Par- 
liament on  the  Affirmation  Bill  of  which 
Notice  has  been  given  7 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
A  copy  of  iha  Question  which  the  hon. 
Gentieman  has  just  put  to  me  was  placed 
in  my  hands  only  when  I  came  to  the 
House  this  evening,  1  and,  therefore,  I 
might  decline  to  answer  it  without  Notice. 
It  appears  to  me,  however,  that  I  can 
have  no  difficulty  whatever  in  stating 
that  any  steps  wmoh  may  be  necessary 
to  prevent  Mr.  Bradlaugh  from  present- 
ing himself  at  the  Table,  and  having 
the  Oath  of  Allegiance,  or  the  equivalent 
Affirmation,  administered  to  him,  do  not 
seem  to  fall  within  the  province  of  Her 
Majesty's  GovernmeDt.  The  question 
of  the  manner  in  which  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
should  be  dealt  with  appears  to  me  to 
be  a  matter  for  the  consideration  of  the 
House,  and  not  for  the  consideration  of 
Her  Majesty's  GKivemment. 

SKA  FISHERIES  COSIMITTBB-THE 
HEPORT. 

Mb.  HENEAGE  asked  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  in  consequence 
of  the  great  interest  in  the  subject, 
Whether  the  Goremment  had  had  under 
their  consideration  the  Beport  and  re- 
commendations of  the  Sea  Fishing  Trade 
Committee  appointed  by  the  Board  of 
Trade;  and,  whether  it  was  their  inten- 
tion to  deal  with  this  important  question 
during  the  present  Session? 

Mk.  CHAMBEBLAIN,  in  reply,  said, 
he  had  had  under  his  consideration  the 
TMy  Tatnafole  Beport  of  the  Committee 
d  which  his  hon.  Friend  was  a  Member, 
and  over  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hull  (Mr.  Norwood)  presided,  and  with- 
out pledging  himself  as  to  details  he 
agroed  generally  with  the  recommenda- 
tioiu  of  th9  Cktmmittee,  and  had  ^iven 


instructions  for  the  preparation  of  a  Bill 
to  carry  them  into  effect.  Arrangements 
would,  he  believed,  be  made  for  intro- 
ducing the  Bill  on  an  early  day  in  the 
other  House. 

THE  FOLIOE  FORGE— SUPER- 
ANNUATION". 

Sir  henry  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
asked  the  Parliamentary  Secretary  to 
the  Local  Government  Board,  "Wliether 
he  proposed  to  take  any  steps  with 
respect  to  the  Bill  introduced  last  Session 
for  the  Superannuation  of  the  Police 
Forces  of  the  country  ;  and,  whether  he 
could  hold  out  any  hope  that  the  mea- 
sure would  be  brought  in  again  and 
dealt  with  during  the  present  Session  ? 

Mn.  HIBBEBT:  In  reply  to  the 
Question,  I  have  to  state  that  it  is  my 
intention,  on  behalf  of  the  Secretary  of 
State,  to  ask  leave  on  an  early  day  to 
introduce  a  Bill  on  the  subject. 

ORDER  OF  THE  DAT. 

ADDRESS  IN  ANSWER  TO  HER  HA- 

JESTY'S  MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 

ADJOURNED  DEBATE.     [SECOND  KIQHT,'] 

Chrder  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [15th  February]— [See  page 
98.] 

And  which  Amendment  was, 

To  iuBcrt  at  the  end  of  the  third  paragraph, 
the  words  *'  hut  this  House  humhly  expresses 
its  opioioD  that  no  sutfiicent  reason  hHS  heen 
showa  for  the  employmeot  of  British  Forces  in 
reconstituting  tbo  GoTemment  of  Egypt  and 
reorgnnising  its  affairs  uoder  the  authority  of 
the  Khedive." — {Sir  ini/rid  Latcson.) 

Question  again  proposed,  "That  those 
words  be  there  inserted." 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOTJE  said,  he  did  not 
regret  the  sudden  turn  which  the  debate 
had  taken  on  the  previous  night,  when 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Carlisle 
(Sir  "Wilfrid  Lawson)  moved  an  Amend- 
ment in  regard  to  Egypt,  because  the 
noble  Marquess  who  now  led  the  Go- 
vernment (the  Marquess  of  Hartington) 
had,  at  an  earlier  hour,  taunted  the 
Opposition  with  never  taking  the  oppor- 
tunity of  putting  their  criticism  on  the 
policy  of  the  Government  in  a  tangible 
and  definite  shape  before  the  House. 
Before  sitting  down,  he  would  himself, 

[Steond  yiffM.I 
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therefore,  move  an  Amendment  on  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Carlisle,  irhich  he  thought  would  meet 
with  general  approral  on  that  (the  Oppo- 
eiiion)  side  of  the  House.  During  the 
late  Autumn  Session  the  time  of  the 
House  had  been  occupied  by  the  Oo- 
Temment,  and  Members  sat  there,  not  to 
control  its  action,  but  simply  to  register 
its  decrees.  But  wereVotesof  Censure  the 
only  method  in  which  the  House  was  to 
be  allowed  to  criticize  the  action  of  the 
GoTernment  7  Was  the  GoTernment 
aware  that  a  more  inoonTenient  method 
of  bringing  before  the  House  a  question 
had  never  been  doTised  than  a  Tote  of 
Censure,  for  the  reason  that  the  majority 
who  supported  the  GoTornment  would 
not  have  before  them  the  issue  of  whe- 
ther the  Government  action  had  been 
right  or  wrong  in  a  particular  case,  but 
whether  they  wished  to  turn  out  the 
Oovemment  of  which  they  were  sup- 

Sorters?  Under  such  circumstances,  a 
irision  of  the  House  was  no  fair  crite- 
rion of  its  opinion.  The  Undersecretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  appeared  to 
complain  that  attacks  were  made  upon 
the  Government  policy  in  Egypt  from 
two  entirely  different  points  of  view — 
from  that  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
and  from  that  of  the  Conserrative  Party  ; 
but  what  did  he  expect  ?  The  Conser- 
vatives had  their  special  complaints ; 
but  did  the  Government  really  expect 
the  hon.  Baronet  who  moved  the  Amend- 
ment either  to  acquiesce  in  their  policy, 
or  to  agree  in  the  particular  criticums  of 
the  Opposition  upon  that  policy  ?  They 
all  knew  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Car- 
lisle was  one  of  the  venr  few  remaining 
persons  who  professed  the  Idberal  creed 
as  first  proclaimed  in  Mid  Lothian  in  all 
its  purity — 

"Among  the  faithleM,  foiOituI  only  he." 

His  hon.  Friend  did  not  use  the  argu- 
ments put  forward  at  the  General  Elec- 
tion, merely  as  engines  for  turning  out 
the  Party  in  power,  to  be  thrown  aside 
immediately  they  had  served  their  pur- 
pose. His  hon.  Friend  had  been  accus- 
tomed to  attack  the  late  Government  for 
ignoring  the  European  Concert;  and  was 
it  to  be  expected  that  he  would  now 
approve  of  tlie  action  which  had  been 
taken  by  their  successors  in  spite  of  the 
European  Concert  ?  Having  accused  the 
late  Government  (tf  sacrificing  everything 
and  British  interests,  was  it  likely  that 

iTr.  A.  J.  Balfour 


he  would  now  listen  serenely  when  "Bri* 
tish  interests"  were  put  forward  from 
the  Treasury  Bench  as  the  prinoipd 
ground  on  which  the  action  of  the  Go- 
vernment was  to  be  supported  ?  Having 
used  all  the  oommonplaces  once  dear  to 
Liberal  statesmen  with  regard  to  rising 
nationalities,  was  he  now  to  sit  quiet 
when  the  Government  caught  and  handed 
over  to  Egyptian  vengeance  the  dealer 
who,  whatever  he  might  have  repre- 
sented when  he  began  bis  course,  at  the 
end  of  it  undoubtedly  had  behind  him  a 
vast  majority  of  the  Egyptian  people  ? 
To  this  opinion  about  Arabi  the  Go- 
vemroent  seemed  to  be  coming  round. 
Formerly  they  described  Arabi's  conduct 
as  a  *'  military  revolt,  the  action  of  an 
unscrupulous  military  usurper."  Now, 
in  tiie  Speech  from  the  Throne,  they 
took  eredit  to  themselves  for  having  put 
downa  "formidable  rebellion  in  Egypt." 
The  difference  between  those  two  ex- 
pressions represented,  he  should  have 
thought,  in  the  minds  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  the  whole  difference  between  a 
man  who  deserved  to  be  shot  as  a  muti- 
neer and  a  man  who  deserved  to  be 
canonized  as  a  liberator.  Arabi,  whom 
the  Government  so  recently  lost  no  oppor- 
tunity of  denouncing,  and  whose  defence 
he  (Mr.  Balfour)  was  certainly  not  going 
to  undertake,  would,  if  they  had  been  in 
Opposition,  have  been  lauded  from  one 
end  of  the  country  to  another  as  a  second 
Garibaldi  by  the  very  people  who  had 
sent  him  into  exile.  He  wondered,  not 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Carlisle  had. 
moved  an  Amendment,  -  but  that  he 
seemed  to  find  so  few  supporters  among 
those  who,  at  one  time,  professed  the 
sentiments  which  he  alone  seemed  to 
have  the  courage  to  utter.  He  bad  never 
yet  found  a  Liberal. who  had  the  hardi- 
hood to  assert  that  if  the  Conservative 
Government  had  done  in  the  year  1879 
what  the  Liberal  Government  had  done 
in  1882,  the  whole  flood  of  Liberal  elo- 
quence would  not  have  been  let  out 
against  them ;  and  he  did  not  believe 
that,  in  the  course  of  the  debate,  one 
hon.  Member  would  be  found  to  get  up 
and  contradict  that  statement.  If  this 
was  merely  a  question  of  the  morality 
of  the  Government,  it  might  be  left  to 
them  and  their  consdences.  But,  un- 
fortunately, their  inconsistency  had  prac- 
tical consequences,  since  their  former 

Erofessions,  Uiough  they  did  not  rega- 
tta their  poli<^f  ocoaaionall^  modified 

Digitized  by  Google 


161         MajMls*i  mii 


[Febuuart  16,  1883} 


Oraeutu  Spe»eh. 


183 


both  their  polioy  and  their  speeches. 
For  instance,  in  the  speeches  made  by 
Members  of  the  Liberal  Party,  they 
had  lost  no  opportnnity  of  insinuating 
tiiat  the  late  OonserratiTe  Government 
were  not  only  responsible  for  the  estab- 
lishment of  the  Dual  Control— which 
was  true — but  that  their  action  was  not 
defensible  in  that  matter.  ["  Hear, 
hear !  "~\  That,  howerer,  in  spite  of  the 
cheers  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  was 
not  the  official  opinion  of  the  Govorn- 
ment.  They  might,  it  was  true,  -  be 
not  unwilling  to  allow  that  conclusion 
to  be  drawn  from  what  they  said ;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  they  were  forced  to 
admit — first,  that  the  Dual  Control  was 
the  only  species  of  Control  which  could 
then  be  established;  second,  that  it  had 
bad  a  most  admirable  effect  upon  Egypt 
— ["No,  no!"]— he  did  not  say  that 
all  the  independent  Liberal  Members 
thought  so,  but  the  Government  did  ; 
and  third,  that  if  it  were  radically  wrong 
in  principle  the  whole  action  of  the  Go- 
Temment  subsequent  to  their  taking 
Office  must  also  have  been  wrong.  That 
being  so,  it  verged  on  disingenuousness 
fbr  the  Government  to  insinuate,  and  for 
their  followers  in  the  country  to  assert, 
that  anything  wrong  done  now  was 
■imply  the  result  of  the  previous  wrong 
done  by  the  Conservatives.  Again,  the 
recollection  of  their  former  professions 
had  prodnoed  many  ludicrous  results, 
among  others  that  extraordinary  termi- 
nology by  which  a  war  was  asserted  not 
to  be  a  war,  but  to  be  a  "  warlike  opera- 
tion." The  recollections  had,  no  doubt, 
been  the  chief  motive  that  induced  the 
Government  to  summon  a  Conference, 
though  they  lost  no  time  in  ignoring  its 
decision.  And,  no  doubt,  these  same 
recollections  were  inducing  the  Govern- 
ment to  attempt  to  frame  in  Sgypt  some- 
thing like  what,  In  the  eyes  of  their 
'  supporters,  might  appear  to  be  free  in- 
stitutions—and this  though  the  noble 
Marquess  had  himself  admitted  that  at 
present  ^gypt  was  wholly  unfit  for  re- 
mesentatiTe  institutions.  Another  me- 
Hiod  that  the  Oovemment  had  for  recom- 
mending their  course  of  action  to  the 
Party  of  non-intervention  was  by  sa3dDg 
that  they  only  intended  to  set  up  these 
institutions,  and  then  as  soon  aa  pos- 
nble  to  bundle  out  of  the  country.  But 
the  Government  had  gone  to  Egypt, 
And  there  they  must  undoubtedly  stay. 
Whatever  thc^  might  wiah  now,  un- 


questionably the  result  of  this  war  would 
be  that  Egypt  would  be  more  under  the 
control  of  Europe  than  it  had  ever  been 
before,  and  that  the  nation  in  Europe  to 
whom  the  control  would  fall  must  be 
England.  Far  more  than  before  the  late 
war,  Egypt  would  be  a  dependency  of 
this  Empire.  The  noble  Marquess  the 
Leader  of  the  House,  in  one  of  his 
Lancashire  speeches,  had  given  them 
a  very  full  account  of  the  reasons  which 
induced  the  Government  to  intervene. 
The  noble  Marquess  said  that  interven- 
tion in  some  form  or  another  was  neces- 
sary ;  because,  acting  in  reliance  on  the 
engagements  made  by  the  £^yptian  Go- 
vernment, European  and  British  capital 
had  been  largely  invested  in  that  coun- 
try. That  being  bo,  the  Government 
must  have  gone  to  Egypt  to  protect  the 
British  bondholders  and  capitalists.  The 
consequence  of  this  must  be  that  so  long 
as  British  subjects  held  shares  and  in- 
vested capital  in  that  country  we  should 
have  to  continue  our  protectorate.  The" 
noble  Marquess  had  also  said  that  since, 
in  any  case,  Europe  would  be  repre- 
sented in  Egypt  in  the  person  of  the 
financier  and  capitalist,  it  was  impos- 
sible for  that  country  to  escape  from  the 
influence  of  European  civilization  in  some 
form  or  another ;  and  that,  therefbre,  it 
was  better  that  this  interference  should 
take  place  in  a  regular  manner  by  means 
of  an  officially-appointed  Financial  Ad- 
viser. If  that  was  to  be  a  ground  for 
our  intervention,  he  should  like  to  know 
in  what  Foreign  State  where  our  money 
had  been  advanced  and  squandered  we 
should  not  have  to  tnterrene  on  the  same 
principle.  For  a  Government  that  came 
into  Office  largely  on  non-intervention 
principles  it  was  the  most  astounding, 
most  far-reaching,  and  moat  dangerous 
doctrine  of  intervention  that  could  well 
be  imagined.  Bight  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
the  Front  Opposition  Bench,  who  were 
accused  of  throwing  principle  to  tbewind 
in  their  reckless  interference  in  the  affairs 
of  Foreign  States,  he  was  certain  would 
never,  under  anj  conceivable  •  ciroum- 
stanoes,  have  supportsd  a  doctrine  so 
wide  of  application  as  that  of  the  noble 
Marquess.  As  to  the  Amendment  of  his 
hon.  Friend,  there  was  a  great  deal  in 
it  in  which  he  was  inclined  to  agree  with 
him  ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  had  one 
objection  to  it  which  was  conclusive.  If 
it  were  carried,  the  Government  would 
be  obliged  to  take  it  as  an  instruction 
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that  they  were  as  quickly  as  possible  to 
take  the  troops  out  of  Egypt  and  leave 
the  country  to  itself.  ["  Hear,  hear !  "] 
That  appareotly  met  the  views  of  some 
hon.  G«Dtlemen  opposite ;  but  it  did  not 
meet  the  views  of  the  Conservative  Party, 
because  they  believed  that  the  effect 
would  be  to  leave  the  people  of  that 
oountiy— to  use  a  phrase  emplmred  by 
a  distiufcuished  Member  of  tho  Govern- 
ment (Mr.  Courtney) — "  stewing  in  their 
own  juice."  Anar^y  would  again  reign 
supreme.  Some  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site said — ""Why  not  anarchy?"  He 
was  not  unaware  of  the  fact  that  some 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  seemed  to  be 
rather  in  favour  of  anarchy.  They  had 
done  little  to  prevent  anarchy  in  Ireland, 
and  he 'had  not  the  least  doubt  t^ey 
would  view  with  satisfaction  the  preva- 
lence of  anarchy  in  Egypt.  That  was 
the  reason  why  he  found  it  impossible 
to  agree  with  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Carlisle  as  to  l^e  future;  but 
he  entirely  agreed  with  him  in  his  chief 
criticism  of  the  occurrences  of  the  past. 
He  would  propose  to  amend  the  non. 
Member's  Amendmmt  by  leaving  out 
all  the  words  aftor  the  word  "  but,  and 
inserting  these  words — 

*' WbiUt  asraring  Her  Majesty  of  oar  support 
in  nich  Meaiurei  ai  may  be  oeceBsarv  for  a 

saUrfactory  settlement  of  the  aflaira  of  £ffypt, 
humbly  to  express  our  regret  that  steps  wr>re 
not  taken  at  an  earlier  period  which  might  have 
secured  such  objects  as  are  of  importanct)  to  this 
Country-,  without  inrtdvuig  the  aecesidty  for 
military  operations." 

That,  he  believed,  was  the  view  enter- 
tained by  hon.  Gentlemen  around  him — 
a  view  which  had  been  openly  stated  in 
the  country  by  the  right  hon.  Gentieman 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition.  He  did 
not  intend,  nor  was  it  necessary,  to  enter 
into  a  long  review  of  the  circumstances 
which  prwseded  the  war.  It  would  be 
sufficient  to  remind  the  House  that 
the  Government  did  nothing  whatever, 
month  after  month,  to  cbeck  the  grow- 
ing power  of  Arabi— notibing  was  done 
to  prevent  what  was  at  first  merely  a 
mibtary  revolt,  spreading  and  expanding 
until  it  became  a  great  national  move- 
ment. Had  the  ^yptians  understood 
from  the  first  that  England  would  not 
bear  with  disorder,  they  would  never 
have  braved  the  forces  of  this  country. 
They  were  mi^ed  partly  by  the  Mid 
Lothian  speeches,  partly  by  the  pro- 
longed negotiations  which  seemed  to 
lead  to  noUdng,  partly  by  the  impotent 
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exhibition  of  a  Fleet  riding  at  Alexan- 
dria which  did  nothing,  recalling  only 
too  faithfully  the  recollection  of  another 
Naval  Demonstration,  which  had  been 
ordered  to  do  nothing.  It  was  sufficient 
to  remind  the  House  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  had  fair  warning  from  their 
own  advisers  that  the  great  cause  of  the 
Egyptian  difficulty  was  that  the  Eg3rp- 
tians  did  not  believe  in  the  possibility  of 
war,  and  that  the  best  way  of  restoring 
order  was  to  convince  them  of  their  eiror. 
Sir  Edward  Malet,  in  his  despatch  of  the 
23rd  of  May,  declared  that  the  present 
situation  had  been  brought  about  by  the 
fact  that  the  people  believed  that  the 
two  Powers  would  not  despatch  troops 
to  Egypt.  It  was  the  opinion,  therefore, 
of  Her  Majesty's  Diplomatic  Agent  on 
the  spot  that  had  the  Egyptians  been 
convinced  that  force  would  be  used,  if 
necessary,  the  military  operations  would 
not  have  taken  place,  and  £4,000,000 
or  £5,000,000  and  many  valuable  lives 
would  have  been  saved  to  the  country. 
The  Government  cong^ratulated  them- 
selves at  having  got  rid  of  the  Dual 
Control.  Doubtless  a  single  Control  had 
advantages ;  but  these  advantages  were 
more  than  oounterbalaoced  by  the  chrage 
which  the  war  had  produced  in  the  posi- 
tion of  the  Khedive.  Before  the  war 
the  Khedive  did  not  depend  upon  our 
bayonets  for  his  Throne ;  he  had  behind 
him  a  party  in  the  State.  He  was  not 
merely  the  nominee  of  Europe ;  he  was 
a  hereditary  Buler,  who  commanded  the 
loyal  support  of  the  people.  Now  all 
that  was  changed.  The  Government 
waited  until  the  movement  had  become 
a  national  one,  and  then  intervened ; 
and  the  result  of  their  dela^  was  that 
they  were  now  compelled  to  impose  the 
Khedive  upon  a  reluctant  people,  and 
that  nothiug  would  now  restore  the  Khe- 
dive to  the  position  he  held  before  the 
War.  They  had  pat  down  one  formid- 
able rebelUun ;  they  were  already  threat- 
ened with  another;  and  it  was  evi- 
dent that  directly  they  removed  their 
troops  from  the  country  they  would  have 
to  use  force,  or  to  threaten  force,  to 
maintain  their  present  position.  The 
position  of  the  English  in  Egypt  had 
been  made  ten  times  more  difficult  than 
it  was  when  the  Conservatives  handed 
over  to  the  Government  the  control  of 
foreign  affairs.  He  did  not  wish  to  say 
one  word  to  embarrass  the  Government 
in  their  future  dealings  with  E^pt. 
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His  orittciBms  applied  tothetr''past  policy, 
and  in  jndging  the  past  thej  were  told 
by  the  noble  Marqaess  that  they  had  all 
the  materials  necessary  for  coming  to  a 
eondnaion ;  and  the  conoluBion  to  which 
tfaey  were  driven  was  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  profoundly  t6  blame  for  the 
way  in  which  they  had  managed  Egyp- 
tian affairs,  and  he  rejoiced  at  the  oppor- 
tonity  which  had  been  afforded  the  Houae 
of  expressing  its  opinion  on  the  subject. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  concluded  by  mov- 
ing hie  Amendment. 

Mr.  H.  8.  NORTHCOTE  aaid,  that 
Qie  QoTemment  were  now  in  a  hurry  to 
take  a  vote  upon  £^pt ;  but  last  Ses- 
non  they  were  always  j)ut  off  with  the 
plea  of  pending  negotiations,  and  even 
now  they  laboured  under  the  difficulty 
of  only  just  having  got  Papers.  Aa. 
however,  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Wilfn^d 
Iiawson)  had  raised  the  question,  it  was 
veil  to  explain  why  they  could  not  vote 
with  him,  and  why  they  were  ready  to 
take  up  the  challenge  of  the  noUe  Mar- 
quess ^the  Marquees  of  Hartington)  to 
make  good  their  assertion  that  the  war 
was  unnecessary.  They  could  not  vote 
with  the  hon.  Baronet,  because  his 
Amendment  implied  that  at  no  time 
duriag  the  whole  Egyptian  crisis  was 
tiie  employment  of  British  troops  justi- 
fiable ;  while,  on  the  contrary,  they  held 
that,  after  the  June  masaacres,  the  use 
of  force  became  inevitable.  They  called 
ibe  war  unnecessary,  because  a  wiser 
pc^Cfy  would  have  prevented  the  occur- 
rence  of  the  massacres.  The  boast  of 
rappartersof  HerMajes^s-Qovemment 
■who  went  about  the  country  was  that 
the  war  had  been  caused  by  the  Dual 
Oontrol  established  by  the  late  Govern- 
ment, and  he  asked  whether  the  Gto- 
veinment  adopted  that  statement  of  the 
ease?  The  estaUishment  of  the  Dual 
Control,  he  held,  was  inevitable,  and 
its  results  were,  on  the  whole,  bene- 
ficial to  Egypt.  ["  No,  no !  "]  If  not, 
then,  was  there  anything  so  aaoroianot 
in  the  arrangements  made  for  the  set- 
tlement of  Egypt  by  the  late  Govern- 
ment that  their  Buocessors  could  not 
have  modified  t^em  on  their  accession  to 
Office  if  they  wished  to  do  so?  They 
mnat  deal  with  the  Egyptian  Question 
u  a  whole,  uid  begin  with  the  com- 
pletion of  the  Oan^  in  1869.  Their 
mriHon  was  then  revolutionised  towards 
£gypt,  and  the  maintenance  of  direct 
commaaicathin  by  the  Canal  wiUi  India 


became  necessary.  But  th^  could  not 
hope  for  the  sole  oontrol  of  a  Canal 
made  by  French  money  and  ability. 
They  wwe  left  vit'a-via  to  France  in 
this  position.  They  had  great  geogra- 
phical interests  in  the  Canal,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  position  of  India ;  whilst 
the  French  claimed  political  interests 
and  the  influence  fairly  due  to  those 
who  had  carried  out  this  great  work. 
At  first  they  could  not  get  on.  There 
were  the  tonnage  disputes,  leading  to 
the  Constantinople  Conference  of  1873, 
which  was  nearly  broken  up  by  the 
action  of  France  and  Buseia  in  inter- 
faring  in  the  interests  of  M.  de  Lesseps. 
Then  force  had  to  be  applied  by  Egypt 
at  the  orders  of  the  Forte  to  make  M. 
de  Lesseps  give  way.  The  Forte  and 
Egypt  backed  them  loyally,  and  the 
Khedive  then  invited  Mr.  Cave  to  help 
him  to  regulate  the  finances  of  a  country, 
not  a  South  American  Bepublio,  but 
one  whose  pontion  as  regMded  India 
affected  them  deeply.  The  Dual  Oon- 
trol was  the  logical  result  of  the  steps 
commencing  with  fbe  Missions  of  Mr. 
Cave  and  Mr.  Goschen,  and  its  estab- 
lishment was  due  to  their  preference  to 
co-operate  with  France  rather  than  to 
rival  her — not  an  unpardonable  thing  in 
the  eyes  of  a  Government  which  sacri- 
ficed so  much  during  the  late  negotiations 
to  maintain  the  French  alliance.  Had 
the  Dual  Control  been  a  failure  ?  Ho 
maintained  that  it  had  not.  Lord  Gran- 
ville had  admitted  that  it  had  been  pro- 
ductive of  beneficial  results.  The  de- 
cree o{  September  4,  1879,  establishing 
that  Oonb«l,  laid  down  a  Charter  of 
seven  points— the  first  giving  full  powera 
to  the  French  and  English  Controllers 
to  investigate  the  accounts ;  the  second, 
the  division  of  the  powers  between  the 
Controllers ;  the  third,  the  limitation  of 
those  powers  to  reporting  the  result  of 
their  investigations  to  the  Egyptian  Mi- 
nisters; the  fourth  conferring  a  consul- 
tative position  on  the  Controllers  in  the 
Ministry ;  the  fifth  providing  for  the 
periodical  publication  of  their  Beports  ; 
the  sixth  providing  for  their  immova- 
bility and  right  to  appoint  subordinates ; 
and  the  seventh  giving  them  power, 
with  the  approval  of  the  Council  of  Mi- 
nisters, to  determine  the  Budget.  The 
trouble  arose  on  the  last  point,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  desire  of  the  Chamber 
of  Notables  to  discuss  the  Budget. 
Now,  coidd  not  that  have  been  settled 
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without  a  war  ?  He  contended  that  it 
could,  and  that  it  was  unfair  to  condemn  ' 
an  arrangement  as  bad,  eix-aevenths  of 
which  had  given  satisfaction,  and  which 
was  admitted  to  hare  worked  excellently 
so  far  as  regarded  education,  the  dimi- 
nution of  taxation,  and  the  relief  from 
forced  labour.  If  the  GoTemment  said 
they  had  no  business  with  anything  in 
£gypt  except  the  preservation  of  the 
Canal,  how  could  they  have  insured  that 
except  by  an  arrangement  with  France 
and  £!gypt  ?  They  could  not  build  a 
Qibtaltar  at  each  end  of  the  Canal. 
They  had  either  to  stand  aside  altogether 
and  risk  its  passage  bein^  in^eded  or 
take  a  general  interest  in  Egyptian 
affairs.  He  did  not  join  in  the  attacks 
sometimes  made  upon  the  Government 
that  the  war  had  been  undertaken  for 
the  bondholders,  because  he  thought  no 
Government,  whether  Liberal  or  Con- 
servative, would  plunge  the  country  into 
a  war  for  the  sake  of  the  bondholders. 
He  was  very  glad  to  hear  in  the  speech 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  a  revival  of 
the  phrase,  "  British  interests."  It  was 
gratifying  to  find  that  Her  Hajesty's 
present  Advisers  had  come  round  to  the 
opinion  that,  after  all,  British  interests 
most  be  regarded.  He  conld  only  agree 
with  bis  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Hertford  that  their  criticism  differed 
from  that  of  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the 
Gangway  opposite,  for  they  had  not 
sought  at  a  critical  time  last  Session  to 
embarrass  the  Government.  They  could 
not,  however,  suppress  free  criticism  or 
give  up  the  right  to  call  the  war  unne- 
cessary. He  had  great  pleasure  in 
seconding  the  Amendment  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Hertford. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment, 

To  leave  out  from  the  trord  *'  but,"  to  the 
end  of  the  Queation,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"  whilst  aaeuring  Her  Majesty  of  our  support 
in  such  Meaeorea  as  may  be  neoessary  for  a 
Bi^iafactory  aettlement  of  the  affairs  of  Egypt, 
humblv  to  exprosB  our  regret  that  steps  were 
not  tajccn  at  an  earlier  period  which  might  have 
Becured  such  objects  as  are  of  importance  to 
this  Country,  without  involviDg  the  uecassity 
for  military  operatiooi,"  —  {Mr,  Arthur  Bal- 
four,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  oe  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
proposed  Amendment." 


Mb.  BICHABD :  If  those  who  have 
opposed  this  war  from  the  first  needed 
any  justification,  it  is  amply  supplied  by 
the  settlement,  or  at  least  one  part  of 
the  settlement,  now  proposed  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  for  Egyptian 
affairs.  But  I  must  point  out  that 
among  those  who  opposed  the  war  can- 
not be  counted  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site. On  the  contrary,  if  I  understood 
their  tactics  aright,  their  object  was  to 
stimulate  and  propel  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment into  extreme  measures.  Tbo 
whole  tendency  of  the  speeches  delivered 
at  the  memorable  meeting  at  Willis's 
Rooms  was,  by  bitter  taunts  about  Can- 
dabar  and  the  Transraal,  to  make  it 
impossible  for  the  Government  to  retreat 
without  the  use  of  violent  means  in 
^Sypt^»  &iid  I  greatly  fear  that  those 
taunts  were  not  without  their  influence 
upon  the  policy  of  the  Government.  But 
those  of  us  who  have  oonsistmtly  resisted 
the  war  have  the  satisfaction,  if  satis- 
faction could  be  derived  from  anything 
connected  with  so  painful  a  subject,  of 
finding  the  Government  now  proposing 
to  do  away  utterly  with  the  very  insti- 
tution which  they  went  to  war  to  sufmort 
and  enforce.  No  one  who  caremUy 
studies  the  Papers  that  have  been  placed 
in  our  hands,  in  relation  to  this  unhappy 
business,  can  fail  to  be  convinced  of 
two  thugs— First,  that  the  Oontrol  was 
wholly  established  in  the  interest  of  the 
bondholders;  and,  secondly,  that  the 
discontent  which  arose  among  the  Egyp- 
tian people,  and  found  its  culminating 
expression  in  the  protests  and  acts  of 
Arabi  Pasha,  was  occasioned  by  the 
existence  and  operations  of  the  Control. 
The  Control  had  practically  usurped  the 
government  of  Egypt.  It  was  at  the 
advent  and  under  the  influence  o£  the 
Control  that  the  land  became  deluged 
with  that  flood  of  foreign  officials  wmoh 
drove  nearly  all  the  Natives  from  every 
position  of  authority  and  disttnotion  in 
their  own  country.  It  was  the  Oontrol 
that  set  itself  resolutely  to  resist  the 
natural  desire  of  the  Chamber  of  Nota- 
bles to  have  some  share  in  administering 
the  financial  affairs  of  their  oountry.  It 
was  the  obstinate  pennstea(^  of  the 
Control  in  refusing  ail  concessions,  or  in 
accepting  any  compromise — for  several 
compromises  were  offered  to  them  by 
the  Chamber,  on  the  matter  of  the 
Budget— that  rendered  war  inevitable. 
Sueh,  at  any  rate,  was  the  opinion  of 
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Sir  Edward  Malet,  vho  said,  in  writing 
home  on  Jannarj  20,  1882 — 

"  Armed  intervention  will  ■become  a  necesrity 
if  wo  adhere  to  the  refusal  to  allow  the  Badget 
to  be  Toted  by  the  Chamber." 

And  they  did  adhere  to  their  refusal, 
and  war  did  become  inerttable.  At  that 
time  there  was  no  pretence  for  saying 
tkat  the  Chamber  was  acting  under 
military  coercion.  Nothing  could  be 
more  emphatic  than  the  declaration  on 
this  point  of  Sultan  Pasha,  who  was 
the  FMaident  of  the  Chamber,  and 
who,  speaking  to  Sir  Edward  Halet, 
said  that — 

**He  deni*d  tlw  Chamber  wai  aotmR 
tnutar  aay  piqwure  from  the  nilitaxy,  aad 
affirmed  tiiat  it  was  merely  ezpreanDg  the 
Qnanimons  wish  of  the  coontry." 

Then  cannot  be  a  doubt,  in  my  opinion, 
tluLt  if  the  Gorernment  had  then  sur- 
rendered, or  even  partially  modified,  the 
action  of  the  Control,  so  as  to  give  to 
the  Egyptian  people  some  semblance  of 
self-government,  all  the  mischief  and 
mieery  and  bloodshed  that  ensued  might 
hare  been  avcnded.  These  are  the  words 
of  Sir  Edward  Malet,  writing  at  that 
orisifr-^ 

"  I  think  that  the  Chamber  would  listen  to 
nuon  if  t3M  Great  Powers  were  to  refuse  to 
ocmsent  to  the  transfer  of  power  to  the  Chamber, 
but  to  state  that,  while  otherwise  maintaining 
the  ttatua  que,  they  will  guarantee  a  Constitution 
compatible  with  intemBtional  engagements,  and 
will  take  steps  to  come  to  an  agreement  on  the 
flil(}eot.  I  tfaxak  that  this  is  the  oaly  way  oat , 
(tf  a  ■tvatioB  wiiiGli  is  rai^dljr  leadmg  both  ns  i 
and  the  Xlgyptians  to  extesmitieiL" 

Sut,  unhappily,  no  heed  was  paid,  so 
far  as  I  know,  to  this  suggestion  of  Sir 
Edward  Malet,  and  matters  were  suffered 
to  drift  into  extremities  as  he  had  pre- 
dicted. Let  it  be  remembered  that  the 
Control  was  reallpr  imposed  upon  E^rpt 
by  the  GonserratiTe  Goremment.  This 
is  bronght  oat  very  dearly  in  one  of 
Xord  G^anTiUe's  recent  despatches  to 
Lord  Lyons,  containing  a  recital  of  the 
fiuita  relating  to  the  establishment  uf 
the  last  fbrm  of  the  Control.  Of  course 
we  know  that  the  Khedire  was  only  a 
puppet— Lord  Salisbury's  puppet — who 
had  deposed  Ismail  Fasba  and  en- 
throned Tewfik  in  his  place,  who  had, 
therefore,  to  do  whatever  he  was  ordered 
to  do.  But,  puppet  as  he  was,  he  tried 
to  obtain  a  milder  form  of  the  Control 
tiian  the  one  dictated  to  him.  These 
are  the  words  of  Lord  Granville— 


Graa9ut  Speech.  l£0 

"  The  presoQt  Khedire,  on  his  accesnon,  de- 
cided to  nsre  a  purely  Native  Ministiy.  The 
President  of  the  Councu,  Cberif  Pasha,  informed 

the  English  and  French  Agents  that,  if  the 
Governments  of  England  and  France  would 
nominate  Controllers  General  nnder  the  Decree 
of  November,  1&76,  the  Khedive  would  also 
agree  to  appoint  them,  but  that  their  powers 
would  be  hmited  to  investuation  and  verifica- 
tion, and  that  they  wonla  not  exercise  any 
administratire  or  executive  functions." 

This  looks  very  much  as  if  the  appoint- 
ment of  any  Control  was  not  very  accept- 
able to  the  Khedive  and  his  Government, 
and  that  they  only  "agreed  to  appoint" 
at  the  dictation  of  others.  But  Lord 
Granville  continues — 

"The  English  and  French  Governments 
agreed  to  nominate  Controllers-General  on 
these  terms,  but  stipulated  that  in  place  of  tho 
admistrative  authority  which  was  to  be  with- 
drawn from  them,  a  groat  extension  should  be 
given  to  their  functions  of  inspection  and 
supervision ;  and,  further,  an  undertaking  was 
required  that  neither  Controller  shoold  be  re- 
moved without  the  consent  of  Ins  respective 
Government." 

"Well,  this  severe  form  of  Control  im- 
posed upon  Egypt  was  not  less  severely 
administered.  I  have  no  wish  to  say 
anything  disrespectful  of  the  Controllers 
personally.  But  undoubtedly  they  mag- 
nified their  office  to  the  utmost.  They 
did  not  do  their  spiriting  gently.  They 
would  not  abate  one  ounce  of  their  pound 
of  flesh.  To  the  last  they  pressed  their 
pretensions  with  inexorable  rigour,  and 
our  Government  unhappily  supported 
those  pretensions,  until,  as  Sir  Edward 
Malet  foresaw,  wax  became  inevi^ble. 
But  mark  the  seqael.  When  the  war  is 
over,  after  Alexandria  had  been  bom- 
barded, and  burnt  down,  and  its  inhabit- 
ants scattered  in  destitution  and  misery 
to  the  four  winds  of  Heaven,  after  some 
thousands  of  the  Egyptians  had  been 
slaughtered,  and  the  whole  country 
thrown  into  temporary  anarchy — when 
you  have  succeeded  in  restoring  some- 
thing like  order,  what  is  the  first  thing 
you  do  ?  Why,  you  abolish  utterly  the 
Control,  and  that  on  grounds  which  go 
to  condemn  the  whole  institution,  for 
the  sake  of  which  you  went  to  war.  For 
these  are  the  words  of  Cherif  Fasha,  the 
present  Prime  Minister  of  Egypt,  which 
Lord  Granville  seems  to  adopt  and  to 
endorse — 

"The  Egyptian  Qovemment  submit  to  the 
consideration  of  the  Government  of  Her_  Ma- 
jesty the  advisability  of  abandoning  an  insti- 
tution, the  maintouance  of  which  it  is  impos- 
sible to  jiutifvi  and  which  has,  as  has  been 
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aKowD,  no  longer  any  grounds  of  ezisteoce  as 
far  aa  the  creditors  are  ooncemed.  The  Go- 
TBrnmeot  of  His  Highness  have  no  intention  of 
entering  at  this  moment  upon  all  the  inconve- 
nisnoee  which  resnlt  from  the  existence  of  the 
Control ;  bat  they  feel  bound  to  .caU  attention 
to  the  fact,  which  is,  moreover,  well  known, 
that  this  institutioD,  in  consequence  of  its  dual 
nature,  and  Bemi-poUtical  character,  has  pro- 
duced undeniable  shuses  of  administration,  has 
excited  the  Intimate  miBceptibilities  of  the 
E^rotians,  and  has,  in  consequence,  dangerously 
impaired  the  authority  of  the  Government  in 
the  eyes  of  the  count^." 

Tet  tiuB  was  the  very  institution  which 
we  championed  with  oar  blood  and 
mon^.  If y  opinion  ia  that  the  Govern- 
ment  stumbled  into  this  war  without 
dearly  knowing  their  own  minds.  They 
adopted  a  policy  of  menace,  which  is 
always  a  dangerous  policy.  The  expla- 
nation given  by  Ijord  Derby,  their  new 
recruit,  is  that  they  did  not  mean  to  go  to 
war,  but  only  meant  to  threaten,  and  that 
if  France  had  joined  in  the  threat,  there 
would  have  been  no  necessity  for  war. 
The  very  number  and  variety  and  con- 
flicting character  of  the  reasons  assigned 
by  the  Oovemment  for  the  war  are  a 
sufficient  proof  that  they  really  had  no 
clear  conception  themselves  of  what  they 
intended.  Now,  however,  they  seem  to 
hare  settled  down,  as  the  bon.  Gentle- 
man oppoute  has  said^  on  the  phrase 
that  it  was  to  suppress  "  a  formidable 
rebellion."  For  myself^  I  am  not 
frightened  by  opprobrious  epithets  ap- 
plied to  those  who  are  struggling  for 
national  rights,  because  I  find,  in  look- 
ing back  into  history,  that  not  a  few 
men  who  have  been  stigmatized  as  rebels 
have  come  afterwards  to  be  regarded  by 
many,  especially  by  Liberals,  as  patriots 
and  heroes.  Hampden  and  Cromwell 
were  rebels,  Washington  was  a  rebel, 
Garibaldi  was  a  rebel.  But  what  kind 
of  rebellion  was  there  in  Egypt?  Against 
whom  did  Arabi  Pasha  rebel?  Not 
against  us^  for  he  owed  us  no  allegiance. 

against  the  Sultan,  whom^  when  it 
suits  our  purpose,  we  proclaim  as  the 
■upremeSovereign  of  Egypt—for  nothing 
is  more  certain  than  that  Arabi  acted 
throughout  with  the  connivance,  if  not  at 
the  instigation,  of  the  Sultan.  Hardly 
against  we  Khedive,  since  the  Khedive 
recognized  him  as  his  Minister,  and  in- 
structed him  to  look  after  the  defences 
of  the  country,  and  censured  him  afterr 
wards  for  not  having  done  so  effectually. 
I  am  glad  to  find  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  moved  this  Amendment,  as 


well  as  hon.  GenUemen  on  this  nde  of 
the  House,  who  used  to  represent  Arabi 
as  a  more  military  adventurer  who  im- 
posed himself  upon  the  country,  have 
now  found  their  way  to  the  conclusion 
that  he  did,  after  all,  represent  tho 
national  sentiment.   It  is  some  satisfac- 
tion to  me  to  find  that  there  has  been 
no  enthusiasm  for  this  war  anywhere. 
Indeed,  how  could  there  be,  when  an 
Empire  of  300,000,000  people  was  em- 
ploying all  its  stupendous  power  to  bully 
and  crush  a  small  nation  of  6,000,000? 
I  do  not  speak  of  the  prepostenmsly 
extravagant  glorification  of  our  small 
military  successes  in  f^ypt.   That  was 
enthusiasm  not  for  the  war,  but  for  vic- 
tory, and,  unhappily,  victory,  whether 
gained  in  a  just  or  unjust  cause,  is 
always  popular  in  this  country,  and,  I 
am  afiraid,  in  all  countries.    But  I  be- 
lieve that  a  good  deal  even  of  that  en- 
thusiasm was  artificial — worked  up  for 
political  purposes.    But  the  war  itself 
was  not  popular,  and  least  of  aU  in  the 
Liberal  ranks.    There  were  some  125 
Members  on  this  side  of  the  House  who 
abstained  from  supporting  the  Tote  of 
money  which  the  Grovemment  asked  for 
canjing  on  tiie  war.    Like  the  hou. 
Gentieman  who  has  just  spoken,  Zlook 
forward  to  the  future  with  man  of 
prehension  than  of  hope.   We  have  un- 
dertaken very  g^ve  responsibilities  in 
Egypt,  and  I  greatly  fear  that  contin- 
gencies and  complications  may  yet  arise, 
of  so  grave  a  character,  as  to  make  the 
nation  bitterly  rue  that  it  had  over 
meddled  in  Egyptian  finance.    With  re- 
gard to  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hertford  (Mr.  A.  J.  Bal- 
four), it  is,  no  doubt,  skilfully  framed 
to  catch  votes  &om  this  side.   But  I 
cannot  accept  em  Amendment  coming 
from  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  for  I 
cannot  foiget  that  they  did  all-  they 
could  to  stimulate  and  force  on  the  war. 
[No,  no !  "1   I  say  Yes,  yes ;  for  I  re- 
member perfeotiy  well  that  when  the 
announcement  was  made  in  diis  Hoxise 
that  the  bombardment  of  Alexandria 
had  begun,  a  ringing  cheer  ran  through 
those  Benches.    ["No,  no!]   Yes;  it 
made  too  deep  and  painful  an  impres- 
sion upon  my  mind  to  admit  of  my 
being  under  a  delusion.    It  was  one  of 
the  most  painful  exhibitions  I  ever  wit- 
nessed. I  can  understand  a  tot  of  school- 
boys breaking  into  a  shout  of  delight  at 
an  explosion  of  fireworks,  but  that  a 
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body  of  inteUigent  Christian  men  should 
barat  into  a  cheer  of  applause  when 
told  that  a  great  city  of  200,000  inhabi- 
tants was  being  foombarded  with  shot 
and  shell  beteays  a  state  of  feeling  which 
I  oannot  comprehend.  And  I  maintain, 
as  I  have  maintained  throughout,  that 
the  origin  of  the  whole  mischief  was  in 
tbe  oonstatntion  of  the  Control  as  estab- 
lished by  the  CoBserrativo  GK)Terament. 

Mb.  CQAPLIN  denied  the  statement 
of  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat 
down,  that  those  who  had  attended  the 
mooting  at  Willis's  Booms  met  there  for 
the  purpose  of  stimulating  the  Govern- 
ment to  strong  measures  and  were  all 
along  in  favour  of  strong  measures.  The 
hon.  Member  had  given  quite  a  wrong 
impression  of  the  character  of  that  meet- 
ing. It  was  quite  true  that  the  persons 
assembled  at  that  meeting  criticized  with 
a  just  severity  the  conduct  of  an  English 
Administration  which  permitted  subjects 
of  the  Uaeen  to  be  massacred  within 
sight  of  her  flag,  and  within  gunshot  of 
her  Fleet,  without  one  finger  being 
raued  to  help  them.  They  condemned 
the  polif^  which  led  to  sn^  unhappy 
results,  and  contrasted  it  with  the  x>olicy 
of  the  late  Lord  Beaconsfield  in  cironm- 
stances  of  infinitely  greater  difficulty 
than  any  with  which  the  present  Admi- 
nistration had  had  to  deal.  The  policy 
of  the  late  Government  was  that  of  being 
prepared  for  war,  and  of  letting  the 
world  know  that  they  were  prepared  for 
war.  That  was  the  best  means  of  pre- 
serving peace.  He  desired  to  say  a  few 
brief  words  on  the  criticisms  which  had 
been  made  as  to  the  necessity  of  the 
war.  Under  tiiis  Liberal,  peace-loving 
Administration  it  was  exceedingly  diffl- 
cult  to  know  when  they  were  at  war. 
For  when  Alexandria  was  bombuded, 
the  Honse  was  told,  upon  the  very 
highest  authority,  that  they  were  not  at 
war.  Supposing  the  English  troops  had 
been  landed  simultaneously  with  the 
bombardment,  would  that  have  been  an 
aet  of  war  ?  If  it  would  have  been,  then 
he  was  prepared  to  admit  that,  owing  to 
the  weak  and  feeble  policy  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  especially  of  the  feeble 
vapoariugs  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  AAura  for  many  weeks  before 
these  events  occurred,  some  warlike  mea- 
sures had  been  rendered  necessary  and 
inevitable  at  Alexandria.  But  if  the 
hon.  Gentleman  and  others  referred  to 
the  future  campaign  in  Egypt  which  re- 
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suited  in  the  victory  of  Tel-el-Kebir  and 
the  occupation  of  Cairo,  then  he  entirely 
agreed  with  him  that  it  was  an  unneces- 
sary campaign,  and  that  by  the  display 
of  a  little  more  foresight  on  the  part  of 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers,  it  might,  and 
should,  have  been  avoided.  Hiere  were 
many  people  amongst  those  who  were 
the  first  to  land  aftw  the  bombardment 
who  were  of  opinion  that  a  few  hundred 
sailors,  if  they  Bad  been  landed,  would 
have  been  able  to  capture  Arabi  and  his 
army,  and  save  Alexandria.  He  would 
not  go  that  length  himself;  but  there 
was  no  doubt  in  the  minds  of  military 
authorities  that  if  an  adequate  military 
force  had  been  landed  in  time,  fho  cap- 
ture of  Arabi  and  his  army  would  have 
been  certain  and  immediate.  The  war, 
in  that  case,  would  have  been  over  al- 
most before  it  began,  and,  in  all  human 
probability,  the  city  would  have  been 
saved  from  subsequent  destruction.  Why 
had  that  not  been  done  ?  No  Membra 
of  the  Qovemment  had  been  able  to 
answer  that  question.  It  was  the  merest 
quibble  to  pretend  that  they  were  pre- 
vented by  international  obligations.  In- 
ternational obligations  might  as  well 
have  prevented  them  from  landing  an 
Army  at  all,  or  taking  possession  of  the 
Suez  Canal ;  and  there  was  precisely  the 
same  justification  for  landing  troops  at 
the  time  of  the  bombardment  as  there 
was  for  all  the  subsequent  operations  of 
the  War.  But  even  supposing  that  argu- 
ment to  be  tenable,  what  was  to  prevent 
the  despatch  of  troops  to  the  place  with 
which  the  foresight  and  the  statesman- 
ship of  Lord  Beaconsfield  had  provided 
them— the  Island  of  Cyprus,  which  was 
only  some  SO  hours*  sail  from  Alexan- 
dria ?  Was  it  because  the  Government 
were  bound  by  the  reckless  and  foolish 
speech  in  which  they  indulged  when  in 
0  pposition  ?  It  was  the  present  Home 
Secretary  who  said  that  if  any  English 
Minister  dared  to  send  any  considerable 
number  of  troops  to  Cypi-us — so  pesti- 
lential was  its  climate — he  would  deserve 
to  be  impeached.  On  his  own  showing, 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
deserved  impeachment  with  his  Col- 
leagues for  arrangements  made  at  the 
beginning  of  the  operations  for  Cyprus 
to  be  turned  into  a  sanitarium  for  the 
Engli^  Army.  If  the  Government  had 
listened  to,  and  acted  upon,  the  warn- 
ings of  its  Bepresentatives  in  Egypt,  the 
war  might  have  been  avoided.  He 
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vonid  like  to  Bay  a  word  on  the  state- 
ment made  by  the  noble  Marquess  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington),  who,  in  a 
speech  last  night,  held  out  the  anticipa- 
tion that  the  remainder  of  the  troops 
would  be  removed  from  Egypt  before 
six  months  had  elapsed.  The  noblo 
Marquess  did  not  commit  himself  to  that 
assertion  as  a  positive  statement ;  but 
that  was  the  general  efiFect  of  his  speech. 
He  (Mr.  Chaplin)  ventured  to  say  that 
a  more  unhappy  and  a  more  ill-timed 
statement — having  regard  to  all  the  cir- 
cumstances  of  Efcypt— vas  never  made 
by  an  English  Minister  in  the  Imperial 
Parliament  There  were  few  men  of 
knowledge  and  experience  in  -Bgypt  who 
bad  the  real  interest  of  the  people  at 
heart  who  would  not  read  the  statement 
of  the  noble  Marquess  with  feelings  of 
utter  and  blank  dismay.  He  could  not, 
however,  but  entertain  a  hope  that  under 
the  wise  and  able  administration  of  Lord 
DufFerin,  affairs  in  Egypt  were  begin- 
ning to  assume  a  more  favourable  aspect. 
At  the  present  moment  peace  and  tran- 
quillity esisted  throughout  Egypt,  order 
had  been  restored,  confidence  was  being 
gained  by  all  branches  of  the  population, 
and  only  two  things  seemed  to  be  want- 
ing to  bring  our  intervention  to  a  suc- 
ce^ul  issue.  The  first  was,  that  Eng- 
lish anthority  in  the  country  should  he 
maintained  and  supported  by  the  pre- 
Bonce  of  English  troops  for  a  consider- 
able and  even  an  indefinite  period ;  and 
the  second  was,  that  Members  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  should  abstain 
from  making  foolish  speeches  upon  every 
possible  occasion  with  regard  to  the  ne- 
cessity of  withdrawing  every  English 
soldier  from  the  country  at  the  very  ear- 
liest opportunity.  If  these  two  condi- 
tions were  fulfilled,  he  foresaw  the  dawn 
of  a  brighter  and  a  happier  future  for 
the  Egyptian  people  than  thoy  could 
ever  have  hoped  for  in  the  past.  It  un- 
fortunately, however,  appeared  that  the 
noble  Marquess  had  been  bitten  by  the 
same  suicidal  mania  which  possessed 
hon.  Members  opposite  below  the  Gang- 
way ;  and  he  feared  that,  after  his  ob- 
servations of  last  night,  those  brightrand 
happy  prospects  would  disappear,  and 
they  would  be  compelled  to  retain  their 
troops  in  Egypt  foramuch  longer  period 
than  would  otherwise  have  been  neces- 
sary. The  noble  Lord  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  AtTairs  had  re- 
ferred last  night  to  Iho  important  de- 
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spatch  which  bad  just  been  noeiTad 
from  Lord  Dufferin,  and  the  popular 
rumour  was  to  the  effect  that  that  de* 
spatch  contained  an  exhaustive  Heporfe 
by  that  noble  Lord  upon  every  aspect  of 
the  Egyptian  Question.  He  shonld  like 
to  know  whether  that  rumour  was  well 
founded;  and,  if  so,  when  it  would  bo 
placed  in  the  hands  of  hon.  Members? 
He  should  also  like  to  ask  whether  Lord 
Dufferin  shared  the  views  expressed  by 
the  noble  Marquess,  that  it  waa  wise  and 
desirable  and  right  that  every  English 
soldier  should  be  removed  from  £%ypt 
witiiin  a  period  of  six  months  from  now  7 
If  that  really  were  the  views  and  opi< 
nions  of  Lord  Dufferin  his  alarms  would 
to  some  extent  be  allayed  ;  and  he  hoped 
Her  Majesty's  GhiTemment  would  see 
their  way  to  give  the  House  some  infor- 
mation  on  that  point  with  as  little  delay 
as  possible.  For  his  own  part  he  must  con- 
fess that  he  should  be  afraid  that  if  the 
noble  Marquees,  in  pursuing  the  policy 
which  ho  had  announced,  sacceeded  in 
withdrawing  all  the  English  troops  from 
Egypt  in  so  short  a  period  of  time  he 
would  place  the  Khedive  in  a  position  of 
great  difiiculty,  and  he  should  have  great 
doubts  whether,  in  the  interests  of  his 
own  safety,  the  Khedive  would  not  con- 
sider it  right  to  1-emove  himself  at  the 
same  time.  He  could  conceive  nothing 
more  disastrous  than  that  the  policy  an- 
nounced by  the  noble  Marquess  should 
be  carried  out.  Though  on  that  side  of 
the  House  they  might  and  should  pro- 
test, they  would  be  powerless  to  prevent 
it ;  but  if  they  were  bent  on  this  snioid^ 
and  fatal  policy,  he  would  say  let  them 
at  least  be  consistent  with  the  promises 
they  had  announced,  and  let  the  chapter 
of  their  blunders  and  errors  be  complete. 
Let  them  rebuild  Alexandria  and  the 
forts  which  they  had  bombarded,  pay 
an  indemnity  to  the  Egyptian  people  for 
the  sufferings  which  they  had  unjustly 
caused  them,  and  recall  Arabi  and  re* 
instate  him  in  his  position.  If  the 
Government  wore  consistent,  and  took 
that  course,  then  they  might  be  pre- 
pared to  withdraw  their  troops  from 
Egypt,  to  meet  with  ignominy  and  shame 
at  Uie  bands  of  the  people  of  Uiis 
country,  and  to  be  reganled  with  soom 
and  derision  by  every  civilized  nation  of 
Europe. 

Mr.  EYLANDS  said,  that  upon  the 
occasion  of  the  announcement  of  the 
bombardment  of  Alexandria  ho  had 
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Tentnred  to  raise  his  voice  in  protest 
against  that  act  of  gross  national  im- 
mOTality;  hut  he  hardly  thought  that 
this  waa  a  Stting  time  in  which  to  in- 
trude this  Amendment  upon  the  House. 
The  responsibility  for  the  bombard- 
ment of  Alexandria  was  no  longer 
a  responsibility  of  the  Government 
alone,  because  that  act  had  been  eonc- 
tioned  by  the  House  of  Commons  and 
by  the  country.  When  the  question  of 
the  propriety  of  the  bombardment  of 
Alexandria  was  before  the  House,  Her 
Majesty's  Qovernment  had  been  sup- 

?>rted  by  the  majority  of  the  Liberal 
arty  and  by  the  great  Party  opposite. 
The  Toriee,  of  course,  supported  the 
Oovernnient,  because  they  said  this 
vas  Jingo  policy,  and  that  the  Liberal 
Qovemment  was  taking  a  leaf  out  of  the 
book  of  LcntI  BeeoonsBeld.  In  fact,  the 
Government  had  only  been  opposed  by 
a  very  few  Members  of  the  Liberal  Party, 
including  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
late  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancas- 
ter (Mr.  John  Bright).  In  these  circum- 
stances, he  could  not  see  what  servico 
would  be  done  by  bringing  forward  this 
Amendment,  relating  to  a  policy  of  the 
past.  What  they  had  now  to  deal  with 
vas  the  present  policy  to  be  pursued  in 
"Egypt.  The  purport  of  the  Amendment 
was  to  declare  th&t,  in  the  judgment  of 
the  House,  our  troops  should  he  im- 
mediately withdrawn  from  Egypt.  But 
tiie  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
lAboutihere),  who  seccmded  the  Amend- 
ment, was  dearly  not  in  favour  of  with- 
drawing our  troops  at  the  present  time, 
and  he  himself  ihought  that  as  we  bad 
gone,  rightly  or  wrongly,  there,  we 
should  not  withdraw  until  we  had  es- 
tablished a  permanent  and  just  Govern- 
ment. He  perfectly  agreed  with  the 
view  of  the  noble  Lord  the  present 
Leader  of  the  House  of  Commons,  that 
in  what  we  were  doing  in  that  country 
at  the  present  tioie  wo  were  acting  in 
the  interests,  not  only  of  this  country, 
but  of  those  of  Egypt  itself  and  of 
Europe  generally.  By  giving  the  Egyp- 
tian people  security  of  life  and  property, 
luftd  by  «iabling  the  resources  of  the 
eonutzy  to  be  developed,  we  should  be 
adding  largely  to  their  happiness  and 
I^osperity.  He  was  satisfied  that,  even 
if  we  were  to  withdraw  from  that 
country,  some  other  Power  would  im- 
mediately step  in  and  occupy  the  place 
W9  now  did.    Therefore,  although  we 


might  have  committed  a  crime  in  bom- 
hardiug  Alexandria,  it  would  be  a  very 
great  blunder  if  we  were  now  to  leave 
the  country  to  influences  which  might 
prove  disastrous.  He  could  not  believe 
that  if  the  Party  opposite  had  been  in 
power  during  the  last  year  our  position 
in  connection  with  Egyptian  affairswould 
have  been  any  better  now  than  it  was  in 
existing  circumstances.  The  same  blun- 
ders might  not  have  been  committed,  but 
there  would  have  been  others  equally,  if 
not  more,  objectionable.  He  should  re- 
serve his  opinion  about  the  intentions  of 
the  Government  until  they  should  have 
been  more  clearly  explained,  hoping  that 
anysteps  which  might  be  taken  would  be 
such  as  to  carry  out  the  views  which  had 
already  been  made  known. 

Mr  GOBST  said,  he  was  surprised 
that  hon.  Members  should  quarrel  with 
the  very  plain  and  simple  language  of 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson).  and 
thought  tliey  only  did  so  in  order,  some- 
how, to  obtain  a  pretext  for  not  accom- 
panying the  hon.  Baronet  into  the 
Lobby.  The  hon.  Member  for  Burnley 
(Mr.  Bylands),  who  was  wont  to  pose 
in  the  House  as  an  independent  Mem- 
ber, but  to  appear  in  the  Lobby  as  a 
staunch  supporter  of  the  Government, 
had  discovered  in  the  Amendment  a 
meaning  which  could  only  have  been 
ascribed  to  it  in  order  to  excuse  his  sup- 
port of  the  Government.  To  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Hertford 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  there  was  one  objeo- 
tton — namely,  that  it  might  fail  to  se- 
cure the  support  of  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition.  In  the  language  of  the 
Amendment  it  was  clearly  implied  that 
the  war  in  Egypt  did,  at  a  certain  pe- 
riod, become  necessary;  but  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  had  stated  at  Glasgow 
tliat  the  war  was  an  unnecessary  war. 
He  hoped,  therefore,  that  his  hon.  Friend 
would  so  modify  his  Amendment  as  to 
secure  the  united  support  of  Members 
on  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House. 
He  did  not  thiak  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Merthyr  Tydvil  (Mr.  Bichard)  was 
fair  in  uttering  some  of  the  opinions 
which  they  had  heard,  for  there  were 
many  Members  on  the  Opposition 
Beaches  wbo  had  consistently  denounced 
the  war  in  Egypt  from  the  very  first, 
and  who  had  strongly  protested  against 
the  endeavours  of  the  Government  to 
suppress  the  National  movement  in  that 
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country.  He  himself  had  proposed  a 
distind;  Tote  of  Censure  upon  the  Go- 
Temment  after  the  bombardment  of 
Alexandria ;  bat  because  it  came  from  a 
Tory  source  it  did  not  meet  with  the 
support  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Merthyr 
Tydvil  or  any  of  the  Kadical  patriots  on 
the  other  nide  of  the  House. 

Mb.  RICHAED:  The  Motion  was 
not  brought  forward.  Had  it  been  I 
sliould  most  unhesitatingly  have  sup- 
ported it. 

Mb.  GORST  said,  that  if  the  Prime 
Minister  had  been  made  aware  that  any 
considerable  section  of  bis  own  Party 
desired  it.  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  have  provided  the  opportunity. 
From  the  very  first,  and  down  to  the 
present  time,  the  following  charges  had 
repeatedly  been  brought  against  the 
Government— namely,  uiat  they  delibe- 
rately set  themselves  to  the  work  of  sup- 
pressingtheNationalmovemeatin  Egypt, 
and  that  they  adopted  that  mode  of  sup- 
pression which  their  Consular  ofRcers 
Lad  told  them  would  cause  a  bloody  re- 
sistance. Those  charges  had  been  abun- 
dantly proved  by  the  Papers  they  had 
before  them.  In  their  diplomatic  con- 
duct, the  Government  had  acted  in  the 
interests  of  two  bodies— the  bondholders 
and  the  French  Government.  The  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade,  in  a  speech 
delivered  somo  time  since,  had  made  a 
misstatement,  which  was  noticed  at  the 
time,  to  the  effect  that  the  Government 
had  no  information  whatever  of  the  birth 
and  growth  of  the  movement  in  Egypt 
until  it  became  a  military  movement, 
the  fact  being  that  it  was  the  action  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  which  made 
the  movement  a  military  one,  which 
drove  tJie  Chamber  of  Notables  into  the 
arms  of  Arabi,  and  made  him  the  leader 
of  the  National  Party  in  Egypt.  When 
the  Chamber  of  Notables  first  asked  for 
the  right  to  criticize  that  part  of  their 
own  Budget  whi<rh  was  not  subject  to 
intfrnntional  obligations  the  Govern- 
ment did  not  receive  the  demand  with  ab- 
solute hoftlility,  fi)r  Lord  Granville  tele- 
graphed t<j  Sir  Edward  Malot  on  Jan. 
It,  181^2,  in  tho  folh)wing  terms:  — 

"  The  Oovernment  du  not  wieh  to  commit 
thcmHolvcs  to  the  total  or  permanent  exclusion 
of  the  Chnmber  of  NotKhles  from  hnndliti^  the 
Bnd^i't ;  faut  caution  will  be  required  in  d«nltng 
with  the  matter,  regard  being  liad  to  the  pecu- 
niary interests  oo  behalf  of  which  Uie  UorerD- 
ment  have  boon  acting." 

The  Governmeut,  in  fact,  acted  as  if 
Jfr.  eortt 


they  had  been  the  agents  of  the  bond- 
holders, and  because  the  interests  of  the 
latter  might  have  been  affected  they  re- 
solved that  they  wotild  be  cautious  about 
the  development  of  the  rights  of  a  free 
people.    But  they  did  not  stop  there. 
Tho  bondholders  only  compelled  the 
Government  to  use  caution  ;  the  French 
Government  compelled  them  to  with- 
hold from  the  Egyptian  people  the  rights 
which  they  claimed.    A  few  days  after 
the  despatch  already  referred  to  Lord 
Lyons  reported  to  M.  Gambetta  that  the 
Government  concurred  with  him  in  think- 
ing that  the  demand  of  the  Chamber 
of  Notables  could  not  be  agreed  to. 
In  reply,  M.  Gambetta  said  that  he  had 
already  directed  the  French  Bepresenta- 
tive  to  insist  upon  Shertf  Pasha  abso- 
lutely rejecting  tho  demands  of  the 
Notables,  on  the  ground  that  they  were 
inconfflstent  with  international  engage- 
ments. This  Liberal  Governmentj  there- 
fore, which  came   into  Office  upon 
the  principle  of  non-intervention,  and 
claimed  to  be  the  representative  of  the 
most  free  Parliament  and  people  in  the 
world,  at  tlie  bidding  of  tho  bondholders 
and  the  French  Government  deliberately 
crushed  the  free  institutions  of  Egypt. 
Anyone  reading  the  Papers  must  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  tho  rejection  of 
the  demands  of  the  Chamber  of  Nota- 
bles threw  tho  National  Party  of  Egypt 
into  tho  arms  of  Arabi,  and  rendered 
some  kind  of  intervention  necessary. 
Having  made  up  their  minds  to  crush 
the  Chamber,  and  thus  render  some 
kind  of  intervention  necessary.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  then  deliberately 
chose  that  kind  of  intervention  which 
they  were  warned  would  end  in  war 
and  bloodshed.     On  January  20,  Sir 
Edward  Malet,  having  learnt  the  de- 
termination of  the  Government,  wrote 
to  any  that  armed  intervention  would 
bo  necessary  if  the  refusal  to  allow  the 
Chamber  of  Notables  to  vote  the  Budget 
were  adhered  to,  and  he  added  that 
England  could  not  do  otherwise,  as  the 
demand  of  the  Chamber  was  only  part 
of  a  comjilete  sclieoie  of  revolution. 
Hor  Majesty's  Government  were  thus 
warned  by  their  own  diplomatic  Officer 
that  armed  intervention  would  become 
necessary  if  the  demands  of  the  Chamber 
were  refused.      On  February   1,  Sir 
Edward  Malet  again  sent  a  despatch  to 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  in  which  he 
reported  an  interriow  with  an  Egyptian 
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Minister,  who  told  htm  that  a  com- 
missioD  from  the  Porte  find  the  despatch 
of  an  armed  Turkish  Force  was  the  only 
intervention  possible,  without  risk  of 
serious  danger  to  European  residents 
and  considerable  bloodshed.  Interren- 
tion  by  either  England  or  France  would, 
he  said,  be  inevitably  followed  by  dis- 
turbance and  bloodshed.  Yet,  ia  the 
fftca  of  that  warning,  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
Ternment  deliberately  rejected  Turkish 
intervention,  and  deliberately  adopted 
that  particijar  method  of  intervention 
wEiplL  they  were  yarned  would  be  the 
e^l^ai|^'^  J^lbd4(^bjed.  The  case  against 
tli^  ^f^^hiijieBt  WAS  i^early  made  out. 
Tn:  ;aie  fir^  |lace,  long  before  the  Na- 
tional' mbv^eiit  became  a  military 
movement,  they  had  made  up  their 
minds  to  crush  it,  and,  having  done  so, 
they  adopted  that  p:irticular  method 
which  they  were  warin-d  would  plunge 
the  country  in  war.  lie  did  not  grudge 
Her  Majesty's  Government  the  glory 
and  nredit  tliey  liad  far  the  time  gained 
in  t^s  country  for  their  action.  They 
li^  lxw^  that  the  war  had  been  a 
c&Wp  one,  and  that  it  had  not  cost  the 
o^ntry  the  lives  of  maay  of  itB  soldier^ 
attd  Miion.  Did  ^e  Government  take 
into  account  the  thousands  of  Egyptians 
who  lost  their  lives  in  that  war?  He 
did  not  believe  that  they  oared  a  straw 
for  the  unhappy  country  whose  defender 
they  professed  to  he.  From  the  time 
that  the  subject  of  Egypt  had  been  first 
discussed  in  the  House  he  had  not  al- 
tered his  opinions  concerning  it.  Those 
opinions  were  very  clearly  set  forth  in 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Carlisle,  and  if  he  went  to 
a  division  he  should  certainly  support 
him. 

Mr.  EDWAED  CLARKE  he 
did  not  know  whether  Her  Miijesty's 
^j^iiment  were  going  to  be  content  to 
ie  diteassion  on  E^pt  to  close 
'  '^itti  of  dzplanation  given  in 
1  of  the  hoble  Lord  the  Under 
for  Foreign  Affairs  lant  night ; 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
ham  (^r.  Gorst),  he  should  cer- 
iiiii^Mrt  the  Amendment  of  the 
laronet  if  it  went  to  a  division. 
He  waa  glail  that  tlio  Hoiiso  luid  ob- 
taine'l  an  ojiportunit}'  f<jr  di-smissiiig  the 
Egyptian  War;  the  only  dilHculty  was 
that  it  came  in  a  way  suinewliat  un- 
e<]>0^^  4d4  <^ocu- 
^'1^  been  published  with 
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regard  to  Egypt  proved,  what  had 
always  been  Lontended  by  the  Leaders 
of  the  Conservative  Party,  as  well  aa  by 
many  of  those  sitting  below  the  Gang- 
way on  the  Ministerial  side,  that  the 
war  was  wholly  unnecessary.  In  a 
despatch  from  Lord  Granville,  dated 
November  3,  1882.  to  Lord  Dufferin, 
with  regard  to  the  re-organization  of 
Egypt,  he  recommended  the  gradual 
reduction  of  the  foreign  element  and 
the  increase  in  the  employment  of  native 
Egyptians  in  all  branches  of  administra- 
tion, and  the  establishment  of  all  insti- 
tutions favourable  to  liberty.  On  No- 
vember 3,  1882,  Lord  Granville  again 
drew  Lord  Dufferin's  attention  to  the 
importance  of  the  three  matters — leas 
employment  of  Europeans,  equal  taxa- 
tion of  Foreigners  and  Natives,  and  the 
development  of  Native  institutions.  At 
that  moment,  under  the  pretence  of  the 
existence  of  an  independent  Government 
in  Egypt,  England  was  trying,  at  great 
trouble  and  cost,  to  do  those  very  things 
which  Arabi  and  the  National  Party  in 
Egypt  were  trying  to  do  when  interfered 
with  by  France  and  England.  Those 
three  matters  were  all  very  strongly  put 
forward  by  the  supporters  of  the  Na- 
tional Party  in  I^ypt.  The  Papers  pub- 
lished with  regard  to  the  former  condi- 
tion of  Egypt  showed  that  1,200  Euro- 
peans were  employed  in  the  Egyptian 
State  service,  and  that  their  salaries 
amounted  to  £373,000  a-year.  It  ap- 
peared to  the  Egyptians,  as  well  as  to  a 
great  many  in  this  country,  that  the 
result  of  the  course  taken  by  England 
and  France  was  to  set  up  a  foreign 
bureaucracy,  which  naturally  offended 
the  people  of  Egypt.  In  the.  fresh 
Papers  published,  which  he  supposed 
were  intended  to  remove  the  impression 
produced  by  the  former  ones,  it  was 
stated  that  there  were  54,000  persons  in 
the  service  of  the  State  in  Egypt  in 
other  than  a  military  capacity.  The 
salaries  of  those  persons  amounted  to 
£1,953,000.  The  table  stated  that  53,000 
of  these  people  were  Natives,  and  1,000 
were  Europeans,  as  if  that  were  an  an- 
swer to  the  grievance.  It  was  of  im- 
portance to  see  the  relative  salaries  of 
the  Natives  and  Europeans.  He  found 
that  the  average  salary  paid  to  the 
63,000  Natives  was  £31  a-year,  while 
the  average  salary  of  the  Europeans 
was  £301  a-year.  The  grievance  which 
was  denooaced  by  Arabi  Pasha  and 
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the  Kational  Party,  and  now  by  Lord 
Dafferin,  was  that  all  the  best  posts 
were  oocnpied  by  Suropeans,  to  the  ex- 
elusion  of  the  Natives.  He  was  very  glad 
to  fiitd  that  Lord  Dufferin  was  going  to 
redress  that  grievance.  In  carrying  on 
the  late  war,  this  country  had  wasted 
£4,500,000  ;  and  it  was  remarkable  that 
the  country  had  been  committed  to  that 
war  by  a  Party  acting  in  violation  of 
their  political  creed.  From  the  Papers 
circulated  this  morning,  it  appeared  that 
foreigners  in  Egypt  were  exempted  from 
three  items  of  taxation- — namely,  pro- 
fessional taxes,  commercial  stamp  taxes, 
and  house  taxes — to  the  total  amount  of 
nearly  £500,000.  That  was  a  matter 
which  Lord  Dufferin  was  going  to  set 
right,  and  which  the  Chamber  of 
Notables  said  was  a  serious  grievance. 
Aa  to  the  position  of  this  country,  in 
January,  18R2,  the  Government  was 
l^en  under  the  domination  of  the  French 
Government,  and  showed  a  strange 
official  incapacity.  On  the  11  th  of 
January  Lord  Granville  was  informed 
by  Sir  Edward  Malet  of  the  wishes  of 
the  Chamber  of  Notables,  and  on  the 
same  day  Lord  Granville  wrote  to  Lord 
Lyons,  asking  what  were  M.  Gambetta's 
views.  TheD,  in  accordance  with  those 
views,  Lord  Granville  wrote  to  Sir 
Edwud  Malet  that  the  demand  of  the 
Chamber  of  Notables  would  be  per- 
emptorily refused.  This  demand  was 
^at  the  Chamber  should  be  entitled 
to  deal  with  that  part  of  the  revenues 
of  Egypt  not  required  for  the  payment 
of  the  interest  on  the  Debt.  That  they 
should  be  permitted  to  do  this  was  urged 
by  Bir  Edward  Malet  in  his  letter  which 
xeached  the  Foreign  Office  on  the  isth 
of  January,  1882.  The  projposal  was, 
however,  utterly  rejected  by  the  Foreign 
Office.  Then,  on  the  24th  of  January, 
Sir  Edward  Malet  wrote  that  every 
question  between  the  Ministry  and  the 
Chamber  was  settled,  except  the  ques- 
tion with  regard  to  the  Budget,  and  that 
this  was  the  only  question  then  remain- 
ing between  them.  The  Chamber  being 
anxious  that  there  should  be  no  excuse 
for  foreign  intervention  proposed  that 
the  q^uestion  of  the  Budget  should  be 
submitted  to  the  vote,  and,  in  short,  every 
possible  concession  was  made  by  the 
leaders  of  the  National  Party  to  induce 
Her  Majesty's  Gktvemment  to  consent 
to  the  Chamber  of  Notables  having 
some  authority  over  the  revenue  which 
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belonged  exclusively  to  them.  In  March, 
1882,  a  Beport  of  the  Expenditure  was 
published,  when  it  was  shown  that  the 
revenue  assigned  to  the  payment  of  the 
interest  of  the  Debt  was  sufficient  for  the 
purpose.  There  was  an  income  of 
£9,000,000;  £4,500,000  was  required 
for  payment  of  the  interest  on  the  Debt, 
and  £4,r;00,000  were  absolutely  secure. 
That  was  admitted.  Why  should  not 
the  Chamber  of  Notables  be  allowed  to 
deal  with  that  other  part  of  their  re- 
venue? He  could  find  no  answer  to 
that  question,  except  that  the  English 
Foreign  Officer  was  underthe  domination 
of  the  French  Government  at  that  time 
and  would  not  move  a  step  without  the 
consent  of  M.  Gambetta.  The  Egyptian 
Government  issued  a  declaration  of  their 
intentions,  and  one  Minister  asked  why 
they  were  not  to  be  allowed  to  deal  with 
taxes  raised  from  their  own  people. 
However,  the  proposals  for  a  compro- 
mise were  disregarded.  The  instruc- 
tions from  France  were  that  no  com- 
promise should  be  accepted.  M.  Gam- 
betta then  fell,  and  then  came  a  Mi- 
nistry in  Egypt  which  was,  no  doubt, 
dominated  by  Arabi.  But  during  Feb- 
ruary and  March,  the  Egyptian  Ministry 
was  trying  to  discover  some  mode  of 
arrangement  with  England  and  France 
by  which  it  might  bo  at  liberty  to  deal 
with  the  Budget.  But  then  appeared  a 
most  painful  record  of  the  incompetence 
of  the  Foreign  OfRce.  Only  two  sugges- 
tions were  made  by  the  Foreign  Office ; 
one  was,  that  there  should  be  an  English, 
a  French,  and  a  Turkish  General  sent 
into  Egypt  to  re-organize  its  militair 
system.  But,  as  M.  Tissot  asked, 
supposing  Egypt  did  not  yield  to  their 
representations,  what  then  ?  There  was 
to  be  a  full  atop  ;  for  the  three  Generals 
had  no  means  at  hand  of  enforcing  their 
views.  So  things  drifted  on  from 
January  till  the  15th  of  May,  when  a 
despatch  was  issued  from  the  Foreign 
Office,  confessing  its  inability  to  do  any- 
thing. On  the  15th  of  May  Lord 
Granville  wrote  to  Lord  Lyons  respect- 
ing the  proposal  to  send  a  Fleet  to 
Alexandria.  In  that  amazing  despatch 
of  the  15th  of  May  there  were  also  these 
words — 

♦'I  hare  told  the  French  Ambaasador  that 
Mr.  Qladstone  agreea  with  me  in  regretting 
that  the  other  Powers  have  not  been  invited  to 
co-operate.  Her  JUiyesty'a  Qovemment  thiitk 
this  a  miitake," 
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If  they  thought  it  a  mistake  to  send  an 
iron-clad  fleet  to  Alexandria,  without 
inviting  the  other  Powers  to  co-operate, 
he  wondered  why  they  did  it,  and  also 
why  they  should  have  put  it  on  re- 
cora  that  they  were  taking  that  step 
in  defiance  .of  their  own  judgment. 
The  despatch,  however,  went  on  to 
say — 

"  But  aB  the  French  GoTeronient  held  abso- 
lutely to  it,  and  aa  they  had  gone  ao  far  to  meet 
tho  views  of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  they 
had  coDcurrcd  in  the  course  taken." 

There  was  no  trace  in  tho  Papers  of  the 
French  Government  having  gone  eo  far 
to  meet  the  views  of  our  Government  at 
all.  What  was  the  specific  reason  why 
on  the  15th  of  May,  the  Qovernmeiit 
believing  all  the  time  they  were  com- 
mitting a  mistake,  gave  way  to  France 
and  sent  an  iron-cladfleet  to  Alexandria  ? 
Directly  tiie  Fleet  went  the  result  was 
inevitable.  Four  times  our  Oovernment 
had  been  warned  by  their  own  Bepre- 
sentatives  that  the  intervention  of  Eng- 
land and  France  must  lead  to  bloodshed. 
He  supposed  that  it  was  not  consistent 
with  their  honour  that  they  should  have 
withdrawn  their  Fleet  from  Alexandria, 
but  the  Kgyptians  were  clearly  within 
their  rights  in  maintaining  their  arma- 
ment of  the  forts  of  Alexandria.  They 
had  heard  a  good  deal  about  the  glamour 
of  military  success,  and  the  way  it 
affected  the  minds  of  people.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  Hylands)  de- 
clared that  he  believed  that  the  bom- 
bardment of  Alexandria  was  a  crime ; 
yet  he  said  he  would  not  vote  against 
the  Government  which  had  committed 
that  criminal  act ;  but  although  they  had 
not  changed  their  views  he  would  trust 
them  to  do  better  in  time  to  come. 
Again  and  again  the  Government  had 
been  challenged  to  give  the  House  an 
opportunity  of  discussing  Egyptian 
alTairs,  but  they  had  made  various  ex- 
cuses. Then  the  bombardment  occurred, 
and  it  was  said  that  the  Government 
had  taken  the  responsibility  of  the  acts 
they  were  doing,  and  that  they  would 
be  ready  to  answer  to  Farliamept.  They 
said  they  were  now  ready  to  answer  to 
Parliament,  because  they  had  the  ad- 
vantage of  that  military  triumph,  and 
the  popularity  it  had  brought  them. 
Tet  even  now,  under  the  guidance  of 
English  statesmen,  and  at  the  cost  to 
aome  extent  of  English  money,  XiOrd 
Du^erin  was  tiying  to  carry  out  the  re- 


forms in  Egypt  which  were  nearly  car- 
ried out  a  year  ago,  and  which  would 
probably  have  been  brought  to  their 
completion  if  England  and  France  had 
not  stepped  in  to  interfere  with  the  de- 
velopment of  representative  institutions. 
The  Speech  from  the  Throne  spoke  of 
the  clemency  shown  by  the  Khedive  to 
the  leaders  of  the  insurrection.  There 
must  have  been  a  smile  on  the  face  of 
the  Minister  who  drafted  those  words. 
The  fact  was  that  sinco  May  last  the 
Khedive  had  been  a  mere  puppet  under 
the  authority  of  this  country.  For  a 
long  time  before  that  date  he  was  a 
puppet  in  the  hands  of  England  and 
France,  and  although  those  two  Powers 
had  parted  company,  he  had  at  this 
moment  no  more  individual  authority 
than  Lord  Spencer  in  Ireland  or  Lord 
Hipon  in  India.  When  they  had  re- 
established him  with  a  British  General 
to  command  his  army,  and  with  an  Eng- 
lish Financial  Adviser  to  control  his 
affairs,  it  was  really  a  joke  to  talk  of  him 
as  an  independent  Sovereign.  Arabi's 
life  had  been  spared  by  the  pressure 
from  this  country.  The  men  who  sur- 
rounded the  Khedive  would  have  been 
only  too  glad  to  put  out  of  the  way 
Arabi,  who  had  been  their  rival  and 
opponent,  and  might  be  so  again. 
Having  banished  the  man  who  had  tried 
to  give  representative  institutions  to  his 
country,  and  having  wasted  all  that 
money  and  human  life,  our  Government 
were  now  attempting  to  bring  back  the 
very  things  which  Arabi  ana  the  Na- 
tional Partv  in  Eg^t  had  fought  for. 
For  himself,  he  believed  that  that  war 
was  absolutely  unnecessary  from  begin- 
ning to  end.  Every  shilling  spent  in 
it  was  worse  than  wasted,  for  our  people 
had  been  familiarized  in  a  feeling  of 
military  success  by  those  whom  they 
had  trusted  to  save  them  from  any  mili- 
tary adventures  which  were  not  of  an 
honourable  character.  Although  they 
had  done  wrong  in  going  to  war  with 
Egypt,  and  wrought  much  mischief, 
they  must  now  of  course  maintain  their 
interests  there,  for  they  could  not  ab- 
ruptly retire,  leaving  all  the  chaos  they 
had  made  behind  them.  But  he  deeply 
regretted  that  that  question  was  not 
fairly  raised  and  argued  out  last  Ses- 
sion, when  every  attempt  was  made, 
but  to  no  purpose,  to  induce  the  Govern- 
ment to  come  face  to  face  with  their 
opponents  upon  it. 
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Mb.  0*D0NNELL  said,  that  the  rea- 
son why  tiie  proceedings  against  Arabi 
were  stopped  was  not  because  of  the 
oteinency  of  the  Khedive,  but  because 
otherwise  revelations  would  have  been 
made  in  the  highest  degree  inconvenient 
to  the  occupants  of  the  Treasury  Bench. 
He  failed  to  see  that  British  troops  in 
Egypt  were  being  withdrawn  as  expedi- 
tiously as  a  full  consideration  of  the  cir- 
cumstances would  permit.  If  Shake- 
speare were  asked  to  give  a  summary 
description  of  the  declarations  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  with  regard  to 
X^^t  dnriDg  the  past  12  months,  he 
would  emphaticallj  declare  that  they 
supplied  a  finit-clase  instance  of  the  "  lie 
ciroumstantia]; "  nor  would  Pascal  have 
had  need  to  consult  musty,  Aisty  tomes 
and  Jesuitio  literature  for  illustrations 
of  orooked  morality ;  but,  as  he  (Mr. 
O'Donnell)  was  a  moderate-spoken  Mem- 
ber of  Parliament,  he  was  bound  only 
to  r^ard  these  assurances  and  declara- 
tions as  a  practical  illustration  of  Liberal 
and  humanitarian  political  morality.  He 
believed  that  there  was  no  intention 
whatever  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
to  withdraw  their  troops  from  Egypt ; 
but  if  they  were  withdrawn  they  would 
soon  be  replaced  by  another  contingent 
of  the  British  Force.  The  action  in  this 
matter  taken  by  the  Government  would 
be  a  source  of  permanent  weakness  in 
the^^oli(7  of  the  whole  Empire.  The 
position  taken  up  at  the  Danubian  Oon- 
ferenoe  by  the  Representatives  of  this 
country  was  due  to  the  same  cause. 
Blood  and  treasure  bad  been  wasted  in 
former  years,  in  order  to  prevent  the 
triumphant  march  of  the  Russian  legions 
to  the  Mediterranean,  yet  now,  owing 
to  the  Egyptian  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment, the  command  of  the  mouths  of 
the  Danube  was  to  be  handed  over  to 
the  Government  of  St.  Petersburg.  At 
the  present  time  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment was  sacrificing  in  the  Dannbian 
Conference  the  most  fiindamental  rights 
andprivileg^s  of  the  liberated  Provinces 
of  Turkey  to  the  greed  of  the  Bussian 
and  Austrian  Empires.  The  Govern- 
ment had  gone  into  the  Danubian  Con- 
ference because  they  were  compelled  to 
buy  the  consent  of  Austria  and  Bussia 
to  the  policy  of  sham  and  dishonesty 
which  had  been  pursued  in  Egypt.  The 
bloodshed  of  Tel-el-Kebir,  the  crime 
committed  at  Alexandria,  would  be  paid 
by  this  Empire  through  many  a  year 


of  foreign  complication,  and,  perhaps, 
of  national  misfortune.  In  short,  me 
foreign  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Oovern- 
ment  had  tied  the  country  to  the  chariot 
wheels  of  all  the  Great  Oontinental 
Powers.  Their  oppression  of  the  Egyp- 
tian people,  their  pitiful  juggle  with 
their  puppet  Khedive — a  juggle  which 
deceived  no  man — and  their  violation 
of  popular  and  nataooal  rights  had  tied 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  the  policy 
of  the  natural  enemies  of  their  country ; 
and  that  policy  would,  at  no  distant  date, 
cause  England  to  remember  the  sacrifice 
she  made  when  she  condoned  the  poli- 
tical crime  committed  by  the  most  hypo- 
critical Government  that  ever  sat  on  the 
Treasury  Bench. 

Mb.  WABTON  said,  he  deprecated 
anything  like  an  appearance  of  divided 
counsels  on  a  question  of  foreign  policy, 
and  did  not  intend  to  say  anything  that 
would  hamper  the  Government  in  their 
future  dealing  with  Egypt  He  re- 
gretted that  the  Liberal  Party  had  not 
pursued  the  same  course  with  respect 
to  their  opponents.  The  object  for 
which  the  present  Premier,  when  out 
of  Office,  worked  was  to  undermine 
the  influence  of  the  late  Lord  Beacons- 
field  ;  and  so  far  was  that  carried  that, 
not  content  with  imputing  the  basest 
motives  to  him,  the  Liberal  Leaden 
went  the  length  of  slandering  the  Gene- 
ral in  the  field,  and  of  imputing  to  Gene- 
ral Roberts,  and  the  officers  serving 
under  him,  cruelties  which  they  never 
committed.  Far  be  it  from  the  present 
Opposition  to  imitate  such  tactics.  He 
was  prepared  to  support  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Hertford  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour),  which  dealt  only  with 
the  past,  and  could  not  in  any  way  em- 
barrass the  Ministry  in  the  measures 
necessary  to  be  taken  for  the  future 
government  of  Egypt.  The  real  reason 
for  the  late  campaign  was  nothing  else 
but  a  desire  to  regain  a  little  of  the 
popularity  which  they  had  lost.  It  was 
necessary  for  that  purpose  that  the  Go- 
vernment should  go  to  war ;  and  there- 
fore they  selected  their  opponent  on  the 
same  principle  as  Mr.  Winkle,  who 
chose  the  smallest  boy  in  the  crowd,  and 
made  an  onslaught  on  him.  The  sim- 
plest plan  for  the  Government  to  adopt 
was  merely  to  say  that  they  intended 
to  take  the  Suez  Canal,  and  to  let  the 
Egyptians  govern  themselves  as  they 
pleased.  The  GoTemment  sent  onr  res- 
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Bols  to  Alexandria  only  with  instrttotionB 
to  shell  the  forts,  and  with  instruotionB 
not  to  land  anj  troops.  It  was  clear 
Uiat  some  very  few  hundred  troops 
would  have  saTed  Alexandria,  and  he 
coold  not  see  why  it  was  not  done.  At 
the  present  moment  there  was  nothing 
unpatriotic  in  sayingthat  if  only  one*tentK 
part  of  the  vigour  which  was  shown  by 
the  OoTemment  when  they  were  in  Op- 
pomtion  had  been  shown  in  their  policy 
now  all  these  events  might  have  been 
avoided.  They  had  learnt  &om  Lord 
Beaeon^eM  the  utility  of  Oyprus ;  they 
had  learnt  from  him  the  utility  of  bring- 
ing troops  from  India;  but  they  had 
not  learnt  to  make  use  of  that  decision 
and  Tigoiir  of  which  he  had  set  them  so 
good  an  example.  As  for  the  war  itself, 
it  came  at  a  time  most  propitious  for 
the  Government,  which  was  at  that  time 
disgraced  by  the  immunity  enjoyed  by 
crime  in  Ireland,  and  by  the  compact 
which  Government  itself  had  made  with 
it.  Abroad,  too,  Bussian  a^^ession 
had  been  met  by  the  retreat  from  Oan- 
dahar,  and  the  disgrace  of  Hajuba  pill 
had  not  been  retrieved.  But  for  the 
Sgyptian  War  coming  at  the  time  it 
did,  the  Procedure  Resolutions  would 
not  have  bem  passed.  The  Government 
bad  been  suoeessful  in  tiieir  conduct  of 
the  campaign ;  but  they  had  not  settled 
tiie  principlos  on  which  they  were  going 
to  govern  Egypt.  It  was  ridiculous  to 
talk  about  giving  Constitutional  govern- 
ment to  a  people  like  the  Egyptians, 
who  were  totally  unfit  for  it.  They  were 
a  weak  people,  and  required  to  be  ruled 
by  the  strong  hand  of  a  tyrant — using 
the  term,  of  course,  in  its  old  Greek  and 
historical  sense.  In  his  opinion,  it  would 
be  well  to  tell  the  Egyptian  Government 
and  tfie  lil^yptian  people  that  we  meant 
to  faoM  the  Canal  for  ourselves,  as  it 
was  necessary  for  our  communications 
with  India.  He  was  not  condemning 
the  whole  conduct  of  the  Government 
in  relation  to  the  war ;  but  what  he  did 
eo^emn  was  that  during  many  anxious 
mon&8  last  year,  when  Question  after 
Question  was  addressed  to  him  on  the 
subject,  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  was  much  more  hope- 
fal  in  the  answers  he  gave  than  the  cir- 
cumstances warranted.  In  hia  opinion, 
the  war  was  got  up,  to  a  certain  extent, 
for  the  purpose  of  r^abilitating  the 
character  of  the  Government  before  the 
0eimti7;  and  the  Government  owed 


whatever  little  good  character  they  had 
left  to  the  ability  shown  by  Lord  Wolse- 
ley  in  Egypt.  The  war  had  been  a  per- 
fect godsend  to  the  Government,  and  by 
its  means  they  hoped  to  stru^le  through 
another  Session  or  so. 

Me.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  that  hon. 
Members  of  the  nationality  to  which  he 
belonged  would  be  wanting  in  their 
duty  if  they  did  not  take  a  share  in  the 
protest  that  had  been  made  against  the 
policy  of  the  Government  in  regard  to 
Egypt,  outraging,  as  it  did,  tiie  principle 
of  nationality.  Various  arauments  had 
been  urged  in  flavour  of  the  action  of 
the  Government ;  but  he  had  not  heard 
or  read  one  whit^  stood  the  test  of  exa- 
mination. The  first  argument  was  that 
Arabi  Pasha  participated  in  the  assas- 
sinations and  incendiarism  that  took 
place  in  Alexandria ;  but  Arabi  Pasha 
bad  been  put  on  his  trial,  and  it  was 
now  conceded  on  alt  hands,  and  by  the 
Representatives  of  the  Government  in 
Egypt,  that  the  charges  brought  against 
him  in  regard  to  those  crimes  had 
broken  down.  The  responsibility  of 
those  orimes  rested,  in  his  opinion,  on 
those  who  provoked  the  state  of  things 
that  led  to  them,  and  he  oould  not  acquit 
the  Conservative  Party  of  a  share  of  the 
odium  that  attached  to  the  GK)vemment 
for  their  action  in  Uiis  matter.  The  second 
argument  advanced  by  the  Government 
ia  favour  of  their  policy  was  the  neces- 
sity of  insuring  the  safety  of  the  Sues 
Canal  as  our  great  highway  to  India. 
But,  on  that  point,  he  challenged  the 
hon.  Baronet  who  introduced  the  Amend- 
ment to  show  that  a  particle  of  evidence 
had  been  adduced  in  favour  of  the  state- 
ment that  the  safety  of  the  Suez  Canal 
had  ever  been  threatened,  either  on  the 
part  of  Arabi  Pasha  or  of  the  Egyptian 
people.  "Whatever  else  had  been  proved 
agamst  Arabi  Pasha,  the  charge  Uiat  he 
endeavoured  to  dami^e  the  Canal  had 
not  been  sustained.  It  was  a  peculiar 
fact,  too,  that  when  the  present  Govern- 
ment were  in  Opposition  no  argument 
was  put  forward  more  positively  by  them 
than  that  the  Suez  Canal  would  practi- 
cally be  of  littlo  account  if  this  country 
were  involved  in  war;  and,  therefore, 
the  argument  that  this  war  was  neco?- 
sary  for  the  protection  of  the  Canal  had 
been  falsified  by  facts  and  by  the  state- 
ments of  Members  of  the  Government 
themselves.  At  the  present  moment,  the 
Government  proflsssed  to  be  endeavour- 
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in^  to  introduce  representative  institu- 
tions into  E^ypt,  and  they  eaid  that  the 
people  would,  by  means  of  those  institu- 
tions, obtain  control  over  the  finances. 
But  it  was  because  they  had  claimed  to 
have  Bome  control  over  the  finances  of 
the  country  that  Arabi  Pasha  and  his 
friends  bad  been  condemned ;  and  yet 
the  GoTernmeiit  nov  put  forward,  as 
neceseary  for  the  welfare  of  the  Egyp- 
tian people,  those  very  demands  which 
Arabi  was  condemned  for  making,  so 
that  the  failures  of  Arabi  Fasba  had 
been  more  profitable  or  advanta^ous  to 
him  than  had  the  suecesH  of  the  English 
Government  been  to  them.  With  regard 
to  the  efiect  of  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment on  other  nations,  he  might  point 
out,  for  instance,  that  up  to  the  time  of 
this  war  France  was  a  close  frieod  and 
an  intimate  ally  of  this  country  ;  but  it 
would  be  no  exaggeration  to  say  that, 
at  the  present  moment,  she  hated  ua  as 
much  as  she  did  Germany,  and  thus  the 
old  feeling  of  friendliness  between  the 
two  countries  had  altogether  disap- 
peared. In  any  future  complications, 
therefore,  this  country  would  no  longer 
be  able  to  count  on  the  friendship  of 
France.  It  had  been  preached  as  a 
sound  doctrine  by  Liberal  speakers,  and 
especially  by  Badical  speakers  when  in 
Opposition,  that  every  addition  now 
made  to  the  Empire  would  be  a  great 
danger.  The  universal  doctrines  of  the 
Liberal  Party,  especially  when  in  Oppo- 
sition, were  non-intervention  in  foreign 
affairs — he  was  going  to  say  justice  to 
Ireland,  but  he  would  omit  that  now — 
and  the  non-increase  of  the  national 
responsibility.  These  doctrines  had  been 
grossly'  violated  by  the  conduct  of  the 
Government  in  Egypt,  and  they  had 
now  one  country  the  more  which,  though 
on  the  surface  it  might  appear  to  add  to 
their  strength,  did,  in  reality,  add  to 
their  weakness.  They  had  estrange^ 
France,  and  rendered  themselves  subject 
to  Buasia,  Austria,  mud  Germany,  for 
everyone  knew  that  the  German  or 
the  Russian  Chancellery,  combined  with 
Turkey,  could  have  defeated  every  at- 
tempt of  theirs.  Such  a  combination 
was  a  permanent  danger  to  their 
supremacy  in  Egypt.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Hertford  (Mr.  A.  J.  Bafour), 
in  a  speech,  the  more  effective  from 
its  moderation,  said  that  when  they 
vent  to  Egypt  the  Khedive  might  not 
have  been  a  very  popular  SoTereign,  but 
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he  was  at  least  an  established  Sove- 
reign ;  his  authority  had  received  no 
shock,  and,  if  not  popular,  he  was  not 
hated  by  his  subjects.  Would  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Local  Government  Board 
deny  the  statement  that  the  Khedive  was 
now  as  unpopular  a  Hulor  as  any  in  the 
world  ?  At  the  time  the  Khedive  was 
about  to  return  to  Cairo  relying  on  the 
British  arms,  an  old  -Egyptian  was  heard 
to  sum  up  the  whole  situation  in  very 
terse  language,  saying — "The  Khedive 
is  coming  bade,  but  he  brings  his  nurse 
along  with  Mm."  If  the  iCliedive  after 
Tel-ol-Kebir  had  gone  into  the  streets  of 
Oairo  he  would  have  been  torn  in  pieces 
by  the  populace.  But  had  Arabi  done 
so,  without  a  single  soldier,  he  would 
have  been  received  with  enthusiasm.  If 
there  had  been  SipUbuciU  in  Egypt,  did 
anyone  doubt  _  who  would  be  chosen 
Buler.  Arabi,  who  lived  in  the  hearts 
of  the  people,  but  whom  they  had  driven 
into  exile,  or  their  miserable  puppet  the 
Khedive?  Was  it  thus  that  they  car- 
ried out  the  principles  of  Constitutional 
Sovereignty?  He  supposed  they  would 
lay  down  the  general  rule  that  Sove- 
reignty was  based  upon  consent— in  this 
case  the  consent  of  foreign  bayonets. 
And  all  that  had  been  done  by  the  Li- 
beral Party,  and  by  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter, who,  when  in  Opposition,  was  the 
greatest,  the  most  eloquent,  he  would 
almost  say  the  most  inspired,  apostle  of 
popular  liberties.  And  that  had  been 
done  too  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke),  a  Badi- 
cal of  the  Badicals.  He  would  not  turn 
to  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
called  "bis  scatter-brain  period,"  but 
would  remind  him  of  words  he  had  used, 
which  were  quoted  last  night,  to  the 
effect  that  the  wretched  fellaheen  had 
been  once  beaten  to  exact  grinding  taxes 
in  the  name  of  their  Bulers ;  they  were 
now  beaten  by  the  same  officers  to  exact 
grinding  taxes  in  the  name  of  Mr. 
Goachen.  He  was  sorry  that  that  Badi- 
cal patriot,  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Bipon,  was  not  in  his  place  that  he 
might  hear  the  scathing  and  honest  de- 
nunciation which  his  conduct  in  Egypt 
had  elicited  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man on  the  Treasury  Bench.  When 
this  country  placed  its  policy  under 
the  dictation  and  control  of  fiuanciers, 
it  was  then  that  the  basis  was  laid  of 
all  the  evils  that  had  eusued.  He 
was  sorry  the  Prime  Minister  was  not 
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there,  tliat  he  might  remind  him  of 
one  of  the  most  impressive  scenes 
he  had  ever  witnessed  in  that  House. 
He  remembered,  on  a  Motion  made  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Merthyr  Tjdvil 
(Mr.  Kiohard),  how  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, with  all  that  impressiveness  of 
Toice  and  of  manner,  by  which  he  could 
electrify  the  House,  said — "  Whatrijfht 
'  have  we  to  call  upon  other  nations  to  dis- 
arm when  our  own  hands  are  red  with  in- 
nocent blood?"  He  had  heard  the  ar- 
gnment  used,  that  this  war  in  Egypt  had 
improved  the  position  of  the  IJovem- 
ment  in  the  country.  There  was  not  a 
time  when  the  people  of  this  counti7 
could  not  be  excited  to  some  foreign  en- 
terprize,  especially  if  it  was  of  a  buc- 
eaneenng  character.  There  was  not  a 
time  when  thej  could  not  make  the 
people  of  this  country  hate  Russia, 
Cetewayo,  or  Arabi,  though  they  might 
afterwards  sppland  them.  The-  hon. 
Member  for  Aylesbury  (Mr.  G.  Russell) 
had  said  that  the  Egyptian  War  had  im- 
proved the  Prime  Minister's  position 
with  the  timid  and  respectable,  who, 
oddly  enough,  were  usually  the  most 
bellicose,  and  had  made  him  for  the 
moment  popular  with  the  London  mob. 
It  was,  indeed,  singular  that  a  Minister 
whose  windows  hsia  not  long  ago  been 
broken  by  a  London  mob  should  now  be 
felicitated  by  the  very  men  who  so  re- 
centlj  hated  him  and  bis  policy.  Barely 
a  Nemesis  would  attend  a  success  which 
had  been  gained  onl^  by  debauching  the 
principles  of  the  Liberal  Party.  The 
Opposition  to  the  late  Government,  what- 
ever its  faults  might  have  been,  had  at 
any  rate  endeavoured  to  moralize  the 
foreign  policy  of  the  country ;  bnt  its 
Leaders,  now  that  they  were  in  Office, 
made  aggression  and  bloody  wars  the 
backbone  of  their  Party.  If  anything 
was  certain,  it  was  that  with  the  peace- 
loving  Radicals  on  one  side,  and  the 
glory-loving  Oonservatives  on  the  other, 
file  Government  would  6nd  it  hard  to 
justify  its  action,  and  would  inevitably 
pve  its  supporters  and  the  country  the 
impression  that  it  had  deserted  and  aban- 
doned its  old  prineiples. 

Hb.BOURKE  said,  that  not  a  single 
speaker  had  defended  the  policy  of  the 
uovemment,  though  the  debate  had 
been  carried  on  ^m  all  quarters,  and 
by  representatives  of  every  section  of 
the  House.  The  conduct  of  the  Qovem- 
nent  htd  been  arraigned  in  the  most 


direct  manner  by  the  Ammdment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Hertford  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour) ;  but  an  Amendment  to 
an  Amendment  on  the  Address,  espe- 
cially when  important  Papers  were  pro- 
mised, was  not  a  very  convenient  way 
of  raising  the  question.  Before  the 
House  came  to  an  ultimate  decision  on 
the  subject,  it  would  be  absolutely  ne- 
cessary to  be  in  possession  of  Papers 
giving  a  full  account  of  the  trial  of 
Arabi  Pasha,  with  the  record  of  the 
evidence  produced  against  him.  These 
Papers  had,  as  he  had  said,  been  pro- 
mised by  his  noble  Friend;  but  the 
House  had  not  received  them,  and  the 
Papers  presented  to  it  that  day  gave  no 
clue  to  the  evidence  brought  forward  at 
the  trial,  which  he  believed  was  un- 
equalled for  its  extraordinary  and  far- 
cical character  in  the  annals  of  judicial 
proceedings.  He  should  think  it  bis 
duty  to  press  for  that  information,  be- 
cause he  felt  that  it  was  absolutely 
necessary  in  order  to  form  a  judgment 
upon  not  only  the  present  and  past,  but 
also  upon  the  future  of  Egypt.  The 
Opposition  had  been  taunted  with  not 
having  brought  forward  a  Vote  of  Cen- 
sure last  Session ;  but  never  was  a  taunt 
made  with  so  little  to  justify  it.  Every 
Member  of  the  House  knew  perfectly 
well  that  over  and  over  again  last  year 
the  Opposition  had  pressed  for  informa- 
tion and  Papers,  as  well  as  for  a  day 
upon  which  to  discuss  the  subject  of 
E^ypt,  and  had  as  often  been  refused 
both  documents  and  days  for  disoussion. 
Negotiations  were  going  on,  said  the 
Government,  and  when  the  Conference 
was  being  held,  it  was  not  only  neces- 
sary to  have  no  discussion,  but  all  infor- 
mation on  matters  of  the  utmost  import- 
ance was  denied  by  the  Under  Secretary. 
It  was,  therefore,  hopeless  to  bring 
forward  a  Vote  of  Censure  at  that  time. 
Then,  when  the  Vote  of  Credit  was  taken 
the  Opposition  was  appealed  to  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Ripon  (Mr.  Goschen),  and 
other  influential  Members  not  to  disturb 
the  unanimity  of  the  Treasury  Bench, 
and  not  to  give  foreign  nations  the  idea 
that  the  Vote  did  not  receive  &b  nn- 
divided  support  of  the  House.  On  that 
occasion,  consequently,  the  Oppositiou 
showed,  what  he  hoped  the  Conservative 
Opposition  would  always  show,  that  it 
had  patriotism  enough  not  to  oppose  the 
Vote  at  a  oritical  moment,  although  it 
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guarded  itself  against  endorsing  the 
policy  that  had  led  to  it.  He  need  not 
repeat  his  reasons  for  thinking  the  var 
unnecessary.  Many  arguments  had  al< 
ready  heen  advanced  on  that  point ;  but 
he  might  record  his  conviction  that,  con- 
aidering  the  known  facts  of  the  case, 
the  Government,  had  they  taken  the 
most  obvious  steps,  might  have  avoided 
the  war  altogether.  If  the  Blue  Books 
issued  prior  to  the  war  were  examined 
from  end  to  end,  it  would  be  found  tliat 
they  did  not  contain  one  eingle  proposal 
from  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  the 
French  Government  that  any  inquiry 
should  be  made  into  the  alleged  griev- 
ances of  what  was  called  the  National 
Party  in  Egypt,  and  they  seemed  to 
have  committed  themselves  to  the  idea 
of  the  French  Government  that  those 
people  were  mere  military  adventurers 
and  rebels.  His  firm  conviction  was 
that  if  an  inquiry  had  been  made  the 
restige  of  the  two  Governments  would 
ave  averted  war.  He  also  thought  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  were  to  be 
blamed  for  exciting  the  feelings  of  the 
Porte  against  their  proceedings  in  Egypt. 
He  was  most  anxious  about  the  present 
and  the  future,  and  said,  without  the 
slightest  hesitation,  that  in  the  Papers 
they  had  seen  since  the  date  of  the  Vote 
of  Oredit  fresh  evidence  was  given  which 
afforded  good  reason  to  ask  for  further 
information,  and  also  to  suspect  that  the 
country  had  been  entirely  and  totally 
misled  as  to  the  true  oanses  of  the  war. 
The  two  great  proximate  causes  of  the 
war  were  l^e  massacre  of  the  11th  of 
June  and  the  arming  of  the  forts.  With 
regard  to  the  massacre  Arab!  had  been 
put  on  his  trial,  and  not  only  had  he 
not  been  found  guilty,  but  our  own  Officer. 
Lad  said  that  there  was  no  evidence  to 
put  him  on  his  trial  at  all.  It  was  in 
evidence  that  the  officer  who  was  com- 
mander at  Alexandria  was  moving  about 
the  streets  at  the  time  of  the  massacre, 
and  took  no  steps  to  stop  it.  This  man 
was  now  in  the  Khedive's  Ministry. 
The  evidence  had  proved,  not  only  that 
Arabi  was  innocent,  but  that  those  we^ 
guilty  who  had  been  accusing  him.  "We 
iEiad  been  told  that  Arabi  was  guilty  of 
these  masBacres,  and  that  that  was  one 
of  the  reasons  why  we  went  to  war  with 
him.  Nothing  stirred  the  mind  of  ^e 
people  of  this  couatiy  so  much  as  the 
&ot  that  we  were  told  by  the  Govern- 
ment that  Arabi  was  gnil^  of  the  mas- 
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I  sacres.  It  was  this  which,  for  his  own 
part,  accounted  for  nothing  being  said 
in  opposition  to  the  course  taken  against 
Arabi.  He  believed  at  the  time,  upon 
the  evidence  produced  by  the  Govern- 
ment, that  they  were  justified  in  regard- 
ing  Arabi  as  one  of  the  causes  of  the 
massacres.  The  other  cause  of  the  war 
was  the  arming  of  the  forts.  We  were 
led  to  believe  that  Arabi  alone  carried 
out  the  arming  of  the  forts.  But  we 
now  found  that  the  Khedive  himself 
presided  at  the  three  Councils  which 
decided  upon  the  arming  of  the  forts 
and  refused  the  ultimatum  of  Admiral 
Seymour.  There  was  another  piece  of 
evidence  which  was  new  to  us,  and  that 
was  the  proclamation  of  the  Khedive. 
Ko  doubt,  at  one  time,  he  was  not  a 
free  agent ;  but  what  did  he  do  when 
he  was  a  free  agent,  when  Arabi  had 

tone  away  from  Alexandria  ?  He 
ismissed  Arabi,  and  vhat  was  the 
ground  *oa  which  he  did  so  f  He  dis- 
missed him  by  proclamation  which  stated 
that  he  did  not  offer  sufficient  resistance 
to  the  British  Fleet  during  the  bom- 
bardment. We  had  not  the  smallest 
idea  of  these  things  at  the  time  of  the 
debate  on  the  Vote  of  Credit.  The  Go- 
vernment could  not  have  known  them 
because  it  could  not  be  assumed  that 
they  would  mislead  the  House  and  the 
country.  These  things  being  so,  the 
whole  theory  of  the  war,  upon  which  we 
were  endeavouring  to  reconstitute  the 
Government  of  Ej^ypt,  was  wrong,  and 
the  mistake  would  nave  to  be  acknow- 
ledged before  the.  Government  of  Egypt 
could  be  placed  on  a  stable  foundation. 
There  were  two  or  three  Beports  he  was 
anxious  the  Government  should  pro- 
duce. He  did  not  want  to  adopt  an  at- 
titude of  hostility  to  the  Government ; 
he  understood  the  great  difficulties  in- 
volved in  the  re-eettlement  of  Egypt; 
but  these  were  difiSculties  which  were 
not  new.  Over  and  over  again  when 
the  late  Government  was  in  Omce  it  was 
suggested  to  them  by  Foreign  Powers 
that  it  was  desirable  that  we  should 
take  Egypt.  The  late  Government  in- 
vestigated all  the  questions  involved, 
and  they  saw  that  anything  like  the  an- 
nexation of  Egypt  by  England  must  en- 
tail on  this  country  extraordinary  diffi- 
culties. These  were  not  new  questions, 
therefore,  and  he  was  perfectly  prepared 
to  give  to  the  Government  any  humble 
support  in  endeavouring  to  get  them  out 
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of  the  difSculties  they  were  in.  [^Ironi- 
cal eAfera.'}  He  did  not  suppose  anyone 
would  assert  that  the  GoTernment  had 
not  great  difficulties  before  them.  He 
agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Bum- 
ley  (Bfr.  Bylands)  that  it  waa  impossible 
for  any  Englishman  to  suppose  for  a 
moment  that  we  could  leave  Egypt  at 
present ;  and  we  had  it  on  the  highest 
authority  in  "  another  place  "  that  there 
was  no  intention  to  do  so.  Indeed,  it 
would  be  most  cruel  to  the  Egyptian 
people  that  we  should  do  so.  We  had 
swept  away  the  Government  which  had 
existed,  and  there  was  nothing  but  the 
British  power  between  Egypt  and  an- 
archy on  the  one  hand,  and  foreign  in- 
tervention on  the  other.  It  was  idle  to 
suppose  that  if  we  went  away  foreign 
Powers  would  not  step  in ;  and  if  they 
did  tliey  would  build  up  their  position  on 
the  ruins  of  our  prestige,  and  on  the 
mistakes  we  had  made.  He  was  most 
anxLouatbat  theGovemment  should  state 
what  they  thought  of  the  part  Arabi 
played  as  to  the  massacre  and  the  arm- 
ing of  the  forts.  If  they  found  the  re- 
cord of  hia  trial  showed  that  he  was  not 
guilty  of  those  crimes,  which  really  led 
U3  to  war,  then  they  must  make  a  total 
change  and  reverse  the  policy  they  were 
pursuing.  Somo  of  the  despatches  from 
Lord  Bufferin  dwelt  upon  the  difficulties 
of  the  situation  ;  but  if  pressure  were  , 
not  put  unduly  upon  that  noble  Lord,  he 
would  give  wise  advice  to  the  Govern- 
ment. It  was  perfectly  certain  from  the 
despatches  that  he  had  no  faith  in  the 
possibility  of  forming  a  Constitutional 
Government  out  of  the  elements  which 
now  existed  in  Egypt ;  and  he  warned 
the  GoTomment,  if  they  attempted  to  do 
anything  of  the  kind,  and  then  left  the 
Egyptian  people  to  do  the  best  they 
co^d,  or,  to  use  a  phrase  which  had  now 
become  classical,  to  "  stew  in  their  own 
juicB  '* — they  would  have  to  undo  the 
work  they  were  now  doing,  and  embark 
upon  a  far  more  difficult  encerprize  than 
that  now  before  them.  He  hoped  that 
before  long  there  would  be  an  opportu- 
nity of  diacusiUDg  the  questions  he  had 
foreshadowed,  and  be  hoped  the  Papers 
lie  had  mentioned  would  be  presented, 
because  it  was  impossible  to  form  a  just 
opinion  unless  we  knew  all  the  parti- 
culars of  the  trial  of  Arabi. 

Su  CHABLES  W.  BILEE  said,  the 
complaint  was  sometimes  made  that  the 
debates  on  foreign  affairs  were  confined 


to  the  two  Front  Benches  ;  but  the  com- 
plaint could  not  be  made  that  night.  He 
had  waited  for  someone  on  the  Front 
Bench  opposite  to  give  an  indication  of 
the  line  mat  would  be  taken  by  the 
Chiefs  of  the  Opposition  with  regard 
to  the  two  Amendments  before  the 
House.  The  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
spoke  upon  the  Motion  for  the  ad- 
joumment  of  the  debate  on  Thursday 
night,  but  he  gave  no  indication  of  the 
course  he  meant  to  take.  Therefore,  it 
was  naturally  expected  that  early  to-day 
some  hint  would  be  given  of  the  course 
the  Chiefs  of  the  Opposition  would 
adopt.  At  lost  they  had  been  addressed 
by  a  speaker  of  ^eat  weight  on  the 
Front  Opposition  Bench ;  but  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  not  told  the  House 
what  course  the  Opposition  would 
take  with  regard  to  the  Amendments. 
He  had  not  stated  whether  they 
would  say  "Ayo,"  or  "No,"  or  walk 
out  of  the  House.  He  had  never 
known  so  odd  a  debate.  This  was  a 
debate  in  which  almost  all  the  ^etkers 
who  supported  the  same  Amendment  had 
differed  as  to  the  grounds  on  which  they 
supported  it.  For  example,  there  was 
a  disagreement  between  the  Mover  and 
the  Seconder  of  each  of  the  two  Amend- 
ments. There  would,  probably,  be  a  dis- 
agreement between  occupants  of  the  Front 
Opposition  Bench;  there  would  be  a  diffe- 
rence between  father  and  son  ;  and  there 
had  certainly  been  a  difference  of  opinioii 
among  the  Fourth  Party,  reduced  as  it 
was  by  the  absence  of  one  of  its  Mem- 
bers at  Home.  In  these  circumstances, 
it  was  the  duty  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
Ternment to  wait,  jiefore  addressing  the 
House,  for  some  obsetrations  from  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Bourke),  in  the  course  of 
his  remarks,  did  not  throw  much  light  on 
the  subject  of  the  Amendment  before  the 
House,  but  told  them  that  they  ought 
to  have  answered  the  speech  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Hertford  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour).  Presently  he  would 
make  some  attempt  to  answer  that 
speech;  but  one  reason  why  the  Go- 
vernment did  not  think  it  necessary 
to  answer  Ms  hon.  Friend  immediately 
was  that  his  own  Seconder  answered 
a  considerable  portion  of  his  re- 
marks. His  right  hon.  Friend  had 
called  attention  in  a  very  prominent 
manner  in  portions  of  his  speech  to  the 
fact  that  the  Khedive  presided  over  a 
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Council  at  which  certain  measures  against 
the  English  Fleet  were  ordered  by  the 
Egyptian  Government.  It  was  known 
at  the  time — not  only  through  Go- 
vernment despatches,  but  through  the 
ordinary  sources  of  information — that 
such  was  the  case.  It  was  known  that 
the  Khedive  was  acting  under  compul- 
sion, and  that  he  was  presiding  nomi- 
nfJly  over  the  councils  of  men  with 
whose  proceedings  he  entirely  disagreed. 
Indeed,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  him- 
self answered  that  portion  of  liis  remarks 
by  stating  that  the  Khedive  was  not  at 
that  moment  a  free  agent.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  asked  the  Go- 
vernment to  ^e  information  as  to 
Arab!  Pasha.  With  regard  to  the  pro- 
clamation, he  thought  the  Government 
bad  expressed  their  opinion  that  it 
was  rather  a  foolish  ono.  At  the  same 
time,  it  could  not  be  considered  aa  having 
been  issued  against  this  country,  in- 
asmuch as  those  who  issued  it  were 
surrounded  by  British,  troops,  and  it 
was  hardly  likely  that  they  would  have 
issued  a  proclamation  which  wasdirected 
against  England.  His  right  hon.  Friend 
had  asked  for  further  information  with 
regard  to  Arabi's  trial.  Well,  they 
had  communicated  to  tho  House  that 
morning  as  full  information  as,  in  the 
opinion  of  Lord  Dufferin,  could  be 
given  at  the '  present  moment.  AVith 
regard  to  the  communication  of  Papers, 
perhaps  he  might  be  allowed  to  refer 
to  a  remark  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin),  who 
spoke  from  the  Front  Bench  opposite — 
a  rather  unusual  place  for  him.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  asked 
the  Government  to  immediately  pro- 
duce the  despatch  from  Lord  DuQerin 
which  had  been  received  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  That  despatch 
bad  only  been  one  day  in  the  pos- 
session of  the  Government,  and  as  it 
oonsisted  of  278  closely-written  pages, 
a  considerable  number  of  days  must 
elapse  before  it  could  be  even  printed 
for  the  consideration  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  Consequently,  he  could 
not  make  any  statement  in  regard  to  it 
to-night.  Before  he  came  to  the  speech 
of  the  Mover  of  the  Amendment  now 
before  theHouseand  to  a  consideration  of 
the  terms  of  the  other  Amendment,  he 
wished  to  refer  to  something  which  fell 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Borough 
of  Galway  (Mr,  T.  P.  O'Connor).  The 
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hon.  Member  quoted  the  speeches  he 
had  made  in  the  House  on  this  subject, 
and  asserted  that  he  (Sir  Charles  AV. 
Dilke)  expressed  indignation  at  the  pro* 
ceedings  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Bipon  (Mr.  Goschen)  in 
Egypt.  This  was  an  absolute  misap- 
prehension, and  he  must  give  the  state- 
ment a  most  emphatic  contradiction. 
His  indignation  was  entirely  directed 
ap;ainst  the  Government  of  the  late  Khe- 
dive. The  speech  quoted  was  a  speech 
from  an  entirely  philanthropic  point  of 
view,  and  expressed  his  belief  that  tho 
late  Government  were,  by  the  institution 
of  the  Control,  rendering  themselves  too 
much  responsible  for  the  manner  of  the 
administration  of  Egypt  by  the  late  Khe- 
dive. The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Plymouth  (Mr.  E.  Clarke)  and  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  King's 
Lynn  (Mr.  Bourke)  had  both  stated  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  refused, 
in  the  past,  opportunities  for  the  discus- 
sion  of  this  subject.  But  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Plymouth  was  pre- 
sent during  the  debates  on  the  Vote 
of  Credit,  and  he  must  remember  that 
for  days  the  House  was  engaged  in 
the  diaouasion  of  almost  the  whole  of 
the  points  connected  with  this  subject, 
with  the  exertion  of  those  new  ones 
which  had  been  raised  to-night  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite.  In  the 
course  of  that  debate  words  wore  used 
with  regard  to  the  military  character  of 
the  rebellion  in  Egypt,  and  with  regard 
to  Arabi  being  a  military  adventurer, 
which  aroused  the  indignation  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Plymouth. 
[Mr.  Boubke:  Hear,  hear!]  He  was 
astonished  to  hear  that  his  right  hon. 
Friend  appeared  to  agree  with  tho  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Plymouth. 
[Mr.  Bourbe  ;  We  were  misled.]  He 
hoped  the  Government  were  not  misled. 
The  words  "military  adventurer"  oc-. 
curred  in  the  speeches  of  both  tho 
Leaders  of  the  Opposition,  in  that  House 
and  in  the  House  of  Lords.  The  Friends 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  used  the 
phrase  a  considerable  time  before  it  was 
used  in  the  debate  to  which  reference 
had  been  made.  It  was  at  the  meeting 
in  Willis's  Booms,  before  the  debate  on 
the  Vote  of  Credit,  that  that  phrase  was 
applied  to  Arabi  by  the  Loaders  of  tho 
Opposition  in  both  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment. The  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincoln- 
shire (Mr.  Chaplin)  had  made  a  state- 
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ment  which  was  entirely  outside  the  scope 
of  many  of  the  speeches  that  had  been 
dotiTered  that  evening.  But  the  hon. 
Hember  had  only  repeated  military 
ar^ments  which  were  brought  forward 
over  and  over  again  in  the  debate  on  the 
Tote  of  Oredit,  and  which  were  an- 
swered by  the  present  Ohanceltor  of 
the  Exchequer,  then  Secretary  of  State 
for  War.  He  should  not  venture,  in 
the  presence  of  his  right  hon.  Friend, 
to  deal  with  what  he  said  as  to  the  use 
of  Oypnis,  except  to  obaerTe  that  Her 
Majesty's  OoTemment  did  make  use  of 
the  Island  for  a  small  force.  There  were 
difficulties,  howeTcr,  which  would  pre- 
vent Cyprus  being  used  for  military 
operations.  Cyprus  was  without  a  har- 
bour. There  was,  indeed,  a  kind  of 
natural  harbour  at  Famagosta;  but  it 
would  be  impossible  to  land  large  bodies 
of  men  there  on  account  of  the  deadly 
climate  of  that  town.  Still,  it  was  an 
entire  misapprehension  to  suppose  that 
the  Government  did  not  attempt  to  make 
any  use  of  Cyprus  in  ^e  Egyptian  Ex- 
pedition. The  hon.  Hember  for  If  id  Lin- 
colnahtre  dealt  in  this  way  with  what  he 
might  call  ancient  history.  They  bad 
heard  a  great  deal  of  ancient  history 
that  evening.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Plymouth  went  back  fur- 
ther, and  attacked  the  Qovernment  for 
the  latkes  they  had  committed  in  regard 
to  the  original  sending  of  the  troops  to 
Alexandria.  The  hon.  Member  made  a 
statement  which  showed  that  he  did  not 
know  very  much  of  the  working  of  the 
system  of  government  conducted  by 
Gentlemen  who  belonged  to  the  two 
great  political  Parties  in  the  State.  The 
hon.  Member  attacked  Lord  Granville 
for  saying,  "  Mr.  Gladstone  agr^  with 
me."  ana  then  going  on  to  say,  "  The 
opinion  of  Her  Majesty's  Ghivemment" 
was  so  aud  so.  One  of  the  most  delicate 
duties  of  a  Secretary  of  State,  or  of  any 
other  Minister  of  high  position,  was  to 
decide  what  were  the  questions  in  regard 
to  which  he  might  assume  the  consent  of 
the  Government  and  speak  by  himself 
for  the  Government ;  and  what,  on  the 
other  hand,  were  tbequestionsastowhieh 
he  ought  to  get  the  assent  of  the  whole 
Cabinet.  But  in  matters  of  detail,  which 
reqnired  to  be  dealt  with  day  by  day,  the 
Muiister  for  Foreign  Affairs,  after  con- 
sulting the  Prime  Mioister,  might  fairly 
think  himself  justified  in  speaking  of 
the  opinion  of  Her  Majesty  s  Govern- 


ment. Then  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Plymouth  attacked  the  Govern- 
ment for  having  sent  ships  to  Alexan- 
dria in  connection  with  France,  al- 
though they  had  said  they  thought  it 
was  a  mistake  that  the  other  Powers 
were  not  invited  to  co-operate  in  the 
Expedition.  They  thought  it  would  be 
undoubtedly  better  if  they  eould  have 
obtained  the  assistuice  of  other  Powers ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  they  had  given 
their  reasons  for  going  to  Alexandria 
with  France  without  asking  the  consent 
of  the  other  Powers.  The  hon.  aud 
learned  Member  said  he  could  find  no- 
thing in  the  Papers  to  show  that  the 
French  did  give  way  to  us  on  so  large  a 
question,  and  that  we  ought  to  give  way 
to  France  on  a  smaller  one.  Did  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  not  remember  that 
for  months  France  had  been  refusing 
absolutely  to  assent  to  the  prin<aple  of 
Turkish  intervention  in  Egypt,  and  that 
just  before  the  date  of  which  he  spoke 
the  French  entirely  changed  their  policy 
and  ■  consented  to  such  intervention  ? 
Another  matter  of  ancient  history  had 
been  brought  before  the  House  in  several 
speeches  to-night.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Hertford  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  had 
spoken  of  the  Dual  Control,  and  had 
attacked  the  independent  Members  of 
the  Liberal  Party  for  going  about  the 
country  and  attributing  all  that  had 
occurred  in  Egypt  to  the  institution  of 
the  Dual  ControL  How  could  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  prevent  independent 
Members  from  taking  that  line?  [Lord 
Bandoij>h  Cuurohill  :  I  do  not  acquit 
the  Government.]  The  Government  did 
not  want  to  be  acquitted.  The  Govern- 
ment were  quite  prepared  to  endorse  the 
views  taken  by  those  Members  of  the 
Liberal  Party  for  reasons  which  had 

?revioudy  been  laid  before  the  House, 
here  were  two  Dual  Controls — the  ori- 
ginal Dual  Control  of  Lord  Derby,  and 
the  second,  which  was  established  by 
Lord  Salisbury.  The  Dual  Control  which 
had  been  unanimously  condemned  by 
Liberal  speakers  was  the  second  Control. 
That  distinction  was  clearly  pointed  out 
by  the  Prime  Minister.  ["No!"]  His 
right  hon.  Friend  in  his  speech  on  the 
subject,  began  by  quoting  the  speech 
which  he  himself  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke) 
had  made,  and  expressed  approval  of  it. 
The  first  question  was,  whether  the  first 
Control  was  a  political  Control?  He 
fusertcd  that  in  1876  it  was  not,  because 
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^he  Qovernment  were  not  concerned  in 
it.  In  1879  the  Egyptian  Government 
was  deprived  of  the  power  of  dismiseing 
the  Controllers,  and  the  Qovernment 
brought  foreign  intervention  into  the 
heart  of  Egypt,  and  established  what 
was  in  the  strongest  sense  a  political 
Control.  That  could  be  proved  by  the 
dates.  If  the  hon.  Member  was  as  well 
ooqnainted  with  what  had  taken  place 
nndeor  the  late  Qovernment  as  he  was 
with  what  had  recently  occurred,  he 
would  know  that  Lord  Derby  refused 
over  and  over  again  in  the  strongmt 
terms  to  create  a  political  Contrcd.  Lord 
Derby  refnsed  repeatedly  to  appoint  a 
Controller.  He  had  always  insiBted  that 
the  Controller  should  be  dismisaible  by 
the  Qovernment  of  Egypt,  He  was  over 
and  over  again  applied  to  by  the  French 
Qorernment  to  appoint  a  Controller,  but 
always  reftued.  He  thought  the  Qovem- 
meot  was  entirely  jiiatitied  in  quoting 
Lord  Derby  with  regard  to  the  earlier 
Control,  and  Lord  Salisbury  in  regard 
to  the  later  form  of  the  Control.  His 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Merthyr 
Tydvil  (Mr.  Bichard)  had  said  that  the 
doing  away  with  the  Control  waa  the 
matter  upon  which  we  had  gone  to  war. 
He  conid  not  allow  that  statement  to 
pass  withont  notice,  for  fear  it  should  be 
supposed  that  he  agreed  in  that  view. 
He  could  not  admit  that  the  weakening 
of  the  Control  was  the  cause  of  our  going 
to  war.  The  Prime  Minister  bad  given 
a  list  of  reasons  for  the  war,  ana  the 
Control  formed  a  very  small  element  in 
those  reasons.  His  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Hertford  (Mr.  A.  J.  Bal- 
four) had  said  that  we  went  to  Egypt  to 
protect  British  capitalists,  and  quoted 
his  noble  Friend  the  present  Leader  of 
of  the  House  as  having  admitted  as 
much  in  his  speech  at  Darwen.  His 
noble  Friend  would  remember  that 
speech  better  than  he  did,  and  as  his 
noble  Friend  would  probably  speak,  he 
would  leave  htm  to  deal  with  it.  But 
he  was  perfectly  certain  that  his  noble 
Frimd  sfdd  nothing  of  the  kind,  and 
had  merely  mentioned  the  matter  in  an 
incidental  way,  and  not  as  the  cause  of 
the  war.  He  agreed  with  his  hon.  Friend 
that  if  the  case  were  as  be  said  that  his 
noble  Friend  had  stated  it,  we  should 
be  perpetually  at  war.  Ho  wished  his 
hon.  Friend  had  read  the  whole  of 
his  noble  Friend's  speech  to  the  House. 
Xf  he  had  done  so  he  would  have  come 
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to  a  different  conclusion.  He  was  sorry 
to  make  further  references  to  the  speech 
of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Hert- 
ford in  his  absenee,  but  he  was  obliged 
to  make  one  or  two  remarks  upon  it. 
His  hon.  Friend  had  made  the  same 
attack  on  the  Qovemmens  which  had 
been  made  in  "another  place"  by  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition.  His  hon. 
Friend  said  that  the  Government  were 
too  late  in  their  action ;  but  it  ought  to 
be  remembered  that  if  they  had  acted 
sooner  there  would  faaTe  been  risk  of 
serious  European  oom^ioations,  or  even 
of  European  wot.  His  hon.  Friend 
should  remember  the  absolute  necessity 
of  taking  the  other  Powers  with  us  in 
everything  we  did.  That  subject  was 
fully  discussed  in  the  previous  debate, 
and  he  did  not  know  that  anything 
more  could  be  said  now  than  had  been 
said  then.  This  country  now  stood  in 
a  different  position  from  that  in  which 
it  would  have  stood  if  it  had  in  the  drst 
instance  resorted  to  the  arhitrament  of 
force.  Then,  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Hertford  attacked  the  Govern- 
ment for  having  broken  down  the 
authority  of  the  Khedive;  but  if  that 
auUiority  had  been  broken  down,  it 
was  done  by  the  mode  of  the  action 
Hie  late  Government  adopted  in  re- 
moving the  late  Khedive.  On  ac- 
count of  the  manner  of  that  action 
of  the  late  Government  a  military 
revolt  became  only  a  question  of 
months  or  years.  It  was  absolutely 
certain  that  a  military  revolt  would 
come  some  day.  Several  Members  had 
spoken  of  a  National  Party  in  terms 
almost  as  strong  as  those  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Plymouth  (Mr. 
E.  Clarke).  The  Government  had  never 
denied  that  there  was  a  National  Party 
in  Egypt,  and  national  demands.  It  was 
said  that  the  Government  had  changed 
its  opinion  on  the  subject.  He  had 
never  changed  liis  opinion.  But  Arabi 
Pasha  had  never  represented  the  Na- 
tional Party.  The  hon.  Member  for  Mer- 
thyr Tydvil  (Mr.  Eichard)  had  referred 
to  great  names  in  connection  with  Ambi ; 
he  had  spoken  of  Cromwell  and  Hamp- 
den and  Washington  and  Garibaldi.  He 
did  not  desire  to  speak  ill  of  a  man  who 
had  passed  away  from  national  politics 
as  Arabi  had  done.  But,  whatever 
might  be  urged  against  Garibaldi,  it 
must  be  remembered  that,  after  he 
had  conquered  the  Two  Sicilies,  he  did 

Digitized  by  Google 


(COMMONS) 


•2-25  Moat  IFbbbuaby  16,  1883]       Oracioui  Speech.  226 


not  make  hims^  King  of  Italy,  as  he 
possibly  might  have  done,  and  he  did 
not  even  make  himself  Governor  of  the 
Two  Sicilies.  There  was  no  such  ab- 
sence of  selfish  motires  in  Arabi  and 
his  Oo]<mel8.  It  was  inappropriate  for 
anyone  holding  the  high  opinion  of 
Oromwell,  Hampden,  and  Washin^n 
lAieh  was  entertained  by  his  Bon. 
Friend,  to  conple  with  th«r  names  the 
nameof  AmbiFasha.  All  that  was  aimed 
at  in  the  military  rebellioiu  was  promo- 
tion and  pay  forUie  Army,  In  February, 
1661,  Arabi  demanded  the  dismissal  of 
oertaia  men  from  office,  and  an  increase 
of  pay  to  the  Army,  and  nothing  else. 
In  the  second  rising  the  object  put  for- 
ward was  an  increase  of  the  Army  and 
iaarease  of  pay ;  and  the  result  waa  a 
considerable  increase  of  the  Army  and 
of  the  pay.  In  the  third  rising  the 
object  aimed  at  was  an  increase  in  the 
number  of  officers  and  in  the  pay  of  the 
men.  The  fact  was  that  the  auUiarized 
vapresentativesof  the  National  Party,  of 
which  he  admitted  the  existence,  were 
perpetoally  in  conflict  with  Arabi  and 
the  Colonels.  The  Military  Party  and 
Ae  National  Par^  never  acted  together. 
Han  fov-mao,  Oherif  was  a  more  autho- 
rized represmtative  of  the  Naticmal 
Party  than  Arabi,  as  had  been  pmnted 
ont  by  ITie  Qmrt^rij/  Jtniew,  wMoh,  he 
■belieTed,  had  some  distant  connection 
with  the  Party  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Bourke)  belonged. 

Ma.  BOUKKE :  WiU  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  give  any  evidence  ? 

&£  CHARLES  W.  DTT.KF. :  Of  the 
eonneotion  of  himwU  wi^  Quarterfy 

Mb.  BOUBKE  :  Of  the  connection  of 
Chmif  Pasha  and  the  National  Party. 

SmCHABLES  W.  DILKE  said,  that 
it  was  Oherif  Pasha  who  made  the  first 
suggestions  for  the  representation  of  the 
Egyptian  people  in  an  elsctive  Senate. 
With  legltfd  to  the  relations  existing  be- 
tween Arabi  Pasha  and  the  Colonels,  he 
woidd  call  attention  to  tibe  numerous  dis- 
putes which  took  place  between  them  and 
the  Chamber  of  Notables.  The  Military 
Party,  when  they  wished  to  obtain  the 
protection,  of  the  national  name,  sum- 
moned the  Chamber  of  Notables.  That 
Chamber  at  first  refused  to  meet,  and 
then  the  Military  Party  threatened  its 
members  with  violence.  They  called 
upon  them  to  sign  a  decree  deposing  the 
Khedive,  ordering  those  who  were  in 
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favour  of  the  proposal  to  rise  in  their 
places,  very  much  as  hon.  Members 
might  be  called  upon  under  their  New 
Buies  of  Procedure  to  rise.  But  there 
was  a  sanction  attached  to  the  order  not 
possessed  by  the  Speaker  of  the  House, 
for  the  Members  were  told  that  in  ease 
they  refused  their  heads  would  be  out 
off.  The  Chamber,  however,  were  not 
to  be  intimidated  by  violence,  and  ib 
was  immensely  to  their  credit  that  they 
were  not.  Out  of  the  160  Membere  who 
were  present,  only  eight  took  part  with 
theCmonels,  and  those,  in  all  probability, 
really  favoured  the  MiUtary  Party.  The 
same  views  with  regard  to  Arabi's  pre- 
tensions to  be  considered  as  leader  of  a 
National  Party  were  advanced  both  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition  in  that  House  and  the 
noble  Marquess  the  Leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition in  the  other.  There  was  no  evi- 
dence of  the  support  of  the  Military 
Party  by  the  people  at  large,  for  the 
people  were  apathetiu  and  did  not 
readily  respond  to  such  an  invita- 
tion. The  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hertford  covered  the  whole 
ground  of  the  potioy  of  the  Gtovexnment ; 
but,  as  he  read  the  orinnal  Amendment, 
it  referred  rather  to  the  present  and  to 
the  future  than  to  the  ancient  history  of 
the  question ;  it  related  mainly  to  the 
keeping  of  £)uglish  troops  in  Egypt 
for  the  fotnre.  In  eveij  step  which  the 
Government  took  there  they  followed  the 
advice  of  Lord  Dafferin.  Some  time  ago 
his  Lordship  recommended  the  imme- 
diate reduction  of  the  British  force  in 
Egypt  from  13,000  or  14,000  men  to 
6,000,  and  that  suggestion  was  now 
being  carried  out.  With  regard  to  the 
present  and  to  the  future,  they  had  been 
told  that  the  Powers  had  not  gone  with 
them.  His  noble  Friend  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  last  night  had  in- 
formed the  House  wbat  was  the  attitude 
of  Foreign  Powers  towards  them,  and 
since  that  time  he  had  learnt  the  views 
of  one  more  Power  on  that  subject.  Ger- 
many, Austria,  Italy,  and  Kussia  had  ex- 
pressed their  general  approval,  and  they 
had  no  reason  to  suppose  the  Govern- 
ment of  Turkey  was  hostile  to  the  course 
they  had  taken.  [Mr.  Bouree  :  Does 
that  apply  to  the  Sue%  Canal  ?]  Yes. 
Generally  speaking,  the  Powers  were 
favourable  to  their  views ;  only  in  small 
matters  of  detail  had  objections  been 
raised.   The  Government  of  France,  it 
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waa  true,  had  made  no  reply ;  bnt  he 
had  no  doubt  that  was  due  to  the  present 
position  of  the  Government  there.  The 
main  part  of  the  attack  made  upon  them 
vrith  regard  to  the  future  was  not  made 
to-night,  but  last  night ;  to-night  the  de- 
bate was  cbieQy  cnnBned  to  the  antrient 
history  of  the  subject.  The  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord  Ran- 
dolph Ohurchill)  declared  thatthe  princi- 
ples ennnciated  in  Lord  Granville's  des- 
patchof  November4, 1881,hadbeencom- 
pletely  repudiated ;  that  whereas  it  had 
then  been  laid  down  that  Her  Majesty's 
GoTemment  desired  no  partisan  Hinistl^ 
in  Egypt  founded  upon  the  influence  of 
a  foreign  Diplomatic  Agent,  those  prin- 
ciples had  been  denied  by  his  noble 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War. 
Her  Majesty's  Gh>yemment  bad  not 
departed  from  the  principle  laid  down 
in  the  quoted  despatch.  In  the  de- 
bate in  Committee  on  the  Vote  of 
Credit  the  same  passage  from  that 
despatch  was  cited ;  and  on  July  25 
he  niraself  had  said  that  England  de- 
sired no  partizan  Ministry  in  Egypt. 
Those  were  the  opinions  of  Her  Majesty's 
Goremment  at  that  date,  and  he  went 
on  to  say  that  he  wished  to  makA  that 
statement  in  the  clearest  terms.  In 
answer  to  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  C^liale  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson),  who 
asserted  that  th^  were  sending  troops 
to  Egypt  in  support  of  a  partizan 
Ministry,  he  said — 

"We  are  doing  nothing  of  the  kind.  So 
completely  is  the  revene  ot  that  elatement  true 
that  ire  h&re  'actually  recognized  within  the 
last  fsw  days  the  Minlitry  in  whidi  Arabi 
Paaha  was  formerly  the  Minuter  of  War.  .  .  . 
Wa  are  now  in  actual  relations  vith  that 
Ministry,  Trhich  certainly  cannot  be  called  a 
partican  Mioistry  of  our  creation." — [3  Samard, 
fsTa]  1717.) 

He  was  not  aware  that  that  position 
was  challenged,  and,  having  regard 
for  the  altered  circumstances,  the  state- 
ment might  be  repeated  that  their 
policy  still  proved  that  they  desired 
no  partizan  Ministry  in  Egypt.  In  his 
speech  from  which  he  had  quoted  he 
traced  the  history  of  the  Control,  and 
showed  how  under  the  late  Government 
it  became  political  instead  of  financial. 
He  pointed  out  how,  through  it,  the 
late  Government  did  most  absolutely 
and  distinctly  interfere  in  the  internal 
and  political  affairs  of  Egypt."  With 
regard  to  the  future,  they  had  every  in- 
terest, not  only  from  the  Egyptian  and 
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philanthropic  point  of  view,  but  from 
the  English  point  of  view,  in  desiring 
to  develop  Egyptian  institutions,  and 
they  had  made  great  efforts  in  that 
direction.  He  would  only  quote  one 
instance.  They  had  taken  steps  to  do 
away  with  that  exemption  from  taxation 
previoufily  enjoyed  by  foreigners,  and 
thoy  bIho  desired  that  the  tenure  of 
office  held  by  foreigners  should  depend 
upon  the  Egyptian  Government.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Labouchere),  however  much  he  might 
doubt  their  good  sense,  had  no  grounds 
for  considering  that  they  desired  to  cover 
their  position  with  fair  words.  Although 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Ceu> 
lisle  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  might  doubt 
the  motives  of  the  Government,  com- 
plete confidence  was  shown  by  the  Go- 
vernments of  Foreign  Powers  as  to  the 
disinterestedness  of  their  policy  and  the 
sincerity  of  their  propositions.  The 
Government  of  this  country  was  bound 
to  prevent  anarchy  in  Egypt,  because 
that  condition  of  affairs  would  mean  the 
blockade  and  possible  destruction  of 
the  Soez  Canal.  Before  Her  Majesty's 
Government  entered  upon  the  war  the 
Conservative  Party  had  agreed,  accord- 
ing to  the  statements  of  their  spoketh 
men  at  Willis's  Booms,  on  the  existenoe 
of  anarchy  and  on  the  duty  oast  upon 
the  Government  of  protecting  our  great 
highway.  But  after  having  secured  it, 
the  Government's  chief  obUgation  was 
to  promote  the  well-being  of  the  Egyp- 
tian people,  and  that  they  were  doing  ; 
so  Arabi  himself  admitted.  There  was 
no  question  of  annexation.  Our  troops 
were  being  withdrawn  rapidly,  but  it 
was  necessary  to  take  the  precautions 
mentioned  in  the  Queen's  Speech  in  order 
that  we  might  leave  peace  and  order  be- 
hind us  in  Egypt  as  well  as  liberty.  l%e 
Government  had  done  nothing  to  violate 
the  promises  that  had  been  given  to  the 
House,  and  intended  to  fulfil  the  under- 
takings  into  which  they  had  entered. 

Mr.  A8HMEAD.BABTLETT  said, 
that  he  must  complain  that  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Chelsea  (Sir  Charles  "W.  Bilke)  was 
somewhat  ungenerous,  though  less  in- 
genious than  usual.  He  had  only  made  a 
semblance  of  dealing  with  the  difficul- 
ties of  the  case  against  bim,  and  he  had 
confused  facts  and  dates  in  a  way  so 
utterly  hopeless  that  it  was  impossiUe 
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to  unravel  tkem.  He  challenged  the  right 
hoo.  Gentleman  to  give  them  the  date 
Then  the  Chamber  of  Notables  was 
placed  under  undue  pressure  by  Arabi 
Pasha  and  the  Army.  That  date  was  at 
a  considerably  advanced  period  of  the 
spring,  because  it  was  after  that  crisis 
had  been  going  on  for  five  months  un- 
interruptedly that  the  moderate,  but  im- 
portant, domands  of  the  National  Party 
had  been  contemptuously  refueed  by 
Her  Majesty  ^aOovemment.  Thedemand 
of  the  Chamber  oi  Notables  and  of  Arab! 
Fosha  were  three-fold ;  first,  they  de- 
manded a  representative  Chamber;  se- 
condly, they  demanded  the  dismissal  of 
Biaz  Pasha ;  and  the  third  demand  \\m 
that  the  Army  should  be  reduced  to 
16,000  men;  and  yet  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  put  the  last  of  these  de- 
mands as  the  only  one  made  by  the 
£^ptian  people.  That  was  an  instance 
of  the  gross  inaccuracy  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  —  an  inaccuracy  which  he 
(Mr.  Aehmead-Bartlett)  thought  h&d 
never  been  equalled  by  any  Minister  in 
that  House.  He  contended  tliat  the  de- 
mands of  the  Egyptian  Government  had 
beenju&t  and  mmerate,  and  asked  to 
be  informed  why  were  these  moderate 
and  just  demands  refused  consideration 
by  a  Idberal  Ministry,  presided  over  by 
the  orator  of  MidXiothian  ?  Because  the 
Bepresentatives  of  tho  English  Govern- 
ment in  Egypt  told  the  Government 
that  if  they  were  granted  they  would 
ultimately  involve  the  abolishment  of 
the  Control,  and  in  order  to  maintain 
that  Control — if  they  liked  a  Control 
established  by  Lord  Salisbury,  and  not 
^  Lord  Derby—they  drove  the  Natipual 
Party  to  despair,  and  thus  produced  the 
Tar.  Many  of  the  other  statements 
made  by  the  right  hoo.  Gentleman  were 
equally  unfair.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman made  it  a  charge  agaiasb  the 
Q^l{>^ij;k>lit  ^ilju»t  they  had  described 
Arabi  as  a  miUtary  adventurer;  but 
why  was  Arabi  so  termed  by  the  Oppo- 
sition ?  Because  tho  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man himself  had  told  the  House  that 
there  was  strong  evidence  connecting 
Aralji  with  the  Alexandrian  massacres. 
And  yet,  aftor  describing  him  in  that 
Tray,  the  right  lion.  Goii(l":iian  had 
teen  a  party  to  tlie  bLlHunt;  l>y  which 
Arabi  had  been  let  otf.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  also  laid  much  stress  on 
the  fact  that  they  had  exliaustcd  every 
decision  before 


going  to  war.  What  did  that  mean  ? 
It  meant  that  the  Government  had  no 
policy  whatever,  and,  after  drifting 
about,  were  compelled  to  go  back  upoa 
independent  and  isolated  British  action. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  asserted  that 
we  could  rely  upon  receiving  the  support 
of  other  Powers ;  but  he  should  be 
chary  about  placing  implicit  oonGdenco 
in  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  assur- 
ances in  the  absence  of  fresh  evidence. 
They  wore  told  the  same  sort  of  thing 
from  September,  1881,  down  to  July, 
lHB2;  but  when  they  came  to  examine 
the  Blue  Books  they  found  that  on 
every  single  point  almost  all  the  Powers 
were  opposed  to  the  Government.  Ke- 
garding  the  alleged  difference  of  policy 
between  liord  Derby  and  Lord  Salis- 
bury, he  would  observe  that  the  state- 
ment was  without  proof;  but,  at  all 
events,  if  the  new  form  of  Control  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  Lord 
Salisbury  had  introduced  had  done  so 
much  mischief,  why  did  not  the  present 
Government  modify  it  soon  after  their 
entrance  into  Office  ?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  asserted  that  the  power 
to  abolish  the  Control  was  wanting. 
Let  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  read  the 
despatches  of  Lord  Granville  written  the 
other  day,  in  wMoh  that  noble  Ijord 
stated  that  the  Khedive  had  full  autho- 
rity to  abolish  the  Control  if  he  should 
desire  to  do  so.  Those  despatches  effec- 
tually disposed  of  the  assumption  that 
the  Control  as  established  by  Lord  Salis- 
bury was  immovable.  What  was  the 
key-note  to  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment ? — for  it  was  impossible  to  under- 
stand the  question  without  looking  at 
it.  The  key-note  of  their  policy  was 
probably  one  of  the  strangest  that  any 
Ministry  had  overset  before  themselves. 
It  had  not  been  British  interests,  for 
they  were  ashamed  to  defend  them.  It 
was  not  the  ancient  traditions  of  the 
Foreign  Office,  for  they  had  been  vio- 
lated and  set  aside ;  it  was  not  motives 
of  peace,  because  they  had  broken  the 

Eeace ;  it  was  not  the  balance  of  power, 
ecause  they  had  found  it  established, 
and  they  had  completely  destroyed  it. 
The  key-note  of  their  policy  had  been 
the  avowed  and  open  desire  to  reverse 
the  policy  of  their  Predecessors,  the  late 
Government,  in  every  single  particular. 
["Hear,  hear!"]  He  accepted  and 
understood  the  cheers  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wycombe,  as  adding  his  seal, 
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for  what  it  was  worth,  to  the  fact  that 
the  key-note  of  the  OoTerament  policy 
had  been  the  spirit  of  faction.  The  Mi- 
nistry found  England  strong,  with  the  al- 
liance of  Germany  and  Austria,  and  with 
the  Ariendship  of  Turkey,  and  the  peace  of 
Europe  secure.  They  rerersed  that  by 
ineulting  Austria  and  affronting  Ger- 
many—["  Oh,  oh!"]— they  had  intrigued 
against  Austria  and  Qermany,  and  en- 
deavoured to  establish  a  counter-com- 
bination in  Europe  with  free  Italy, 
ftepublican  France,  and  despotic  Bussia, 
and  as  a  result  they  had  set  the  con- 
trolling Power  of  Europe  against  them. 
They  had  met  with  nothing  but  con- 
fusion and  embarrassment,  until  they 
found  themselves  separated  by  the  force 
of  circumstances'  from  France,  and 
obliged  to  act  alone.  Since  that  time 
the  German  Powers  had  been  less 
hostile  and  the  Oermaa  Press  had  been 
more  favourable.  liord  BeaconsReld 
Bought  the  alliance  of  Germany  and 
Austria,  and  the  friendship  of  Turkey, 
but,  at  the  same  time,  succeeded  in 
keeping  upon  perfectly  good  terms  with 
France.  How  did  the  present  Oovero- 
ment  now  stand  with  regard  to  Franco  ? 
The  Ministry  wore  now  at  daggei-s 
drawn  with  their  French  ally  of  12 
months  ago,  for  whom  they  aacn'Bced 
so  much,  and  from  whom  they  had 
gained  80  little?  What  had  become  of 
the  "perfect  accord"  between  the  two 
Powers  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Chelsea  stated  in  this 
House  on  the  15th  of  May  last  was 
"prepared  for  all  eventualities?"  It 
had  gone  the  way  of  every  other  formal 
statement  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man made  with  so  much  sang-froid  while 
he  was  at  the  Foreign  Office.  A  French 
journal  rightly  described  our  policy  in 
Egypt  aa  '*  at  once  violent  and  under- 
hand" towards  the  Ottbman  Qovem- 
meut.  The  Ministerial  policy  had  under- 
gone more  phases  than  it  was  easy  to 
count.  At  first,  our  Goverment,  acting 
under  the  dictation  of  France,  chased 
the  envoys  of  the  Sovereign  of  Egypt 
out  of  that  dependency,  and  affronted 
bim  in  every  possible  way,  by  scorning 
his  advice,  by  sending  Joint  Notes  and 
an  ultimatum  to  his  vassal  without  hie 
consent  or  knowledge,  and,  finally, 
by  bombarding  his  principal  eeaport 
against  his  protest  and  entreaties.  At 
other  times  l^ey  be^ed  him  to  send  a 
Commissioner,  a  general,  a  ship  of  war, 

Mr.  Athmwd-BartlcU 


a  proclamation  against  the  rebels,  an 
army.  All  the  humours  of  a  spoilt  child 
— at  one  time  pettish  and  defiant,  at 
another  coaxing  and  penitent — were 
displayed  by  the  British  Cabinet  towards 
the  Sultan  and  Government  of  the  Otto- 
man Empire.  There  was  neither  dignity, 
nor  consistency,  nor  jasHcein  the  treat- 
ment Turkey  received.  Bight  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  expected  the  I^)rte  atone 
momentto  endure  with  complaisance, and 
even  pleasure,  the  grossest  insult  that 
could  be  offered  to  anmdependent  Power, 
and,  at  the  next,  to  be  ready  with 
grateful  humility  to  lend  its  diplo- 
macy, its  armies,  and  its  sovereign 
influence  to  every  varying  phase  of 
their  policy.  As  to  France,  for  which 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  sacri- 
ficed so  much,  the  utterances  in  the 
French  Chamber  showed  that  the  French 
Government  was  thoroughly  dissatisBed 
with  their  policy.  One  piece  of  good 
fortune  the  Government  had,  indeed, 
enjoyed,  and  that  was  the  internal  im* 
potenco  of  France  at  this  moment ;  but 
immediately  that  France  obtained  a 
strong  Government,  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment would  find  themselves  con- 
fronted by  open  hostility  from  Fpanee, 
probably  backed  up  by  the  hostility  of 
Turkey.  Every  effort  had  been  made 
by  the  Government  to  offend  Turkey. 
The  Ottoman  Empire  was  the  Sovereign 
Power  in  Egypt,  and  yet  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Liskeard  (Mr.  Oonrtney),  ad- 
dressing his  constituents  recently,  de- 
clared tuat  the  policy  of  the  Government 
was  to  separate  Egypt  from  Turkey, 
allowin^the  Egyptians  to  "  stew  in  their 
own  juice,"  and  that  the  authority  of 
the  Sultan  in  Egypt  was  broken  down 
and  at  an  ond.  He  (Mr.  Asfamead- 
Bartlett)  maintained  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  do  right  to  prate  about 
international  engagements  in  the  K<^al 
Speech  and  allow  a  Minister  to  make 
such  a  diftf^raeeful  statement. 

Mr.  SPE.\KEIl  said,  he  must  remind 
the  hon.  Member  that  the  expression 
was  uu- Parliamentary. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  fiaid, 
he  would  withdraw  the  word  disgraceful 
and  substitute  un statesmanlike.  He 
must,  however,  adhere  to  his  opinion, 
that  such  a  statement  was  very  ill-ad- 
vised. He  contended  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  no  consistent  policy.  They 
had  no  conception  of  the  danger  in 
Egypt.  Although  warned  by  the  Sultan, 
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hy  the  Press,  and  by  the  European 
resideata,  in  Egypt,  they  drifted  along 
until  they  got  into  war.  They  were 
"every thing  by  turns,  and  nothing 
long."  First  they  based  their  policy 
upon  the  aUiacoe.  irith  France  and  de- 
termined upon  joiftt  political  ^ton  with 
EVance— a  very  different  thing  from 
Joiat  finaooial  action.  For  monuis  Uiey 
lingered  on  in  hopes  of  that  being 
eanied  through.  The  result  of  their 
anbeerviency  to  France  had  been  that 
th^  9ot  only  had  completely  failed  to 
carry  out  their  action  with  France,  but 
had  .almost  come  to  blows  with  her. 
With  veapeot  to  Turkey,  Her  Majesty's 
Oovemment  first  joined  France  in  chas- 
ing Uie  envoys  of  the  Sultan  from  Cairo. 
Auer  that  they  begged  the  Sultan  to 
assist  them,  they  begged  for  every  kind 
of  asaistanoe^  although  they  had  sent  in  a 
joint  uUimatwn  Note  with  France  with- 
out his  sanction.  It  had  been  said  that 
the  Tarkieh  Government  were  in  com- 
plicity vitb  Arabi;  but  of  this  there  was 
DO  proof,  and  it  was,  moreover,  most 
unlikely,  eeeing  that  tho  movement  was 
aSTationai  one.  On  the  contrary,  the 
Sultan  himself  warned  Lord  Dufferin  of 
tbe  probable  result  of  the  movement. 
The  Govemjoaent  had  destroyed  that 
National  mov^ent  and  its  leader,  and 
slain  Bome  thousaods  of  the  unfortu- 
nata  Flgyptian  people,  and  now  the 
Oovemment  posed  as  the  defenders 
of  tke  people — the  most  ridiculous 
assumption  any  Ministry  had  ever 
made.  There  was  a  fourth  point  in 
which  the  Government  had  reversed  its 
policy.  They  used  to  hear  a  good  deal 
about  that  diimera,  invented  to  please 
the  popular  ear,  which  was  called  the 
Concert,  of  Europe.  The  (Government 
first  tEie>d  joint  action  with  France,  but 
this  coUapeed.  Then  they  had  a  Confer- 
ence at  Constftntinople,  and  gave  it,  as 
it  was  aaidf  a  aUp  in  the  face  by  dedar- 
ing  war  on  their  own  account.  The 
Government  never  had,  in  fact,  a  definite 
polioy.  If  Admiral  Sir  Beauchamp  Sey- 
mour had  not  made  up  his  mina,  the 
Gh>veniment  would  never  have  made  up 
theirs.  If  the  war  was  not  undertaken 
•  for  British  interests,  what  was  it  under- 
taken for  ?  But  the  Government  were 
ashamed  to  say  it  was  undertaken  for  the 
pn^Kise  of  protecting  British  political, 
eommercial,  and  financial  interests,  and 
ao  they  said  they  intervened  to  stop 
aaarchy.  But  the  anarchy  was  caused 
bj  thenuelTea.  If  tiiere  ever  was  a  wat 


made  in  cold  blood  for  ihe  eelfiah  in- 
terests of  this  country  it  was  this  Egyptian 
War.  He  wag  not,  however,  attacking 
it  on  that  ground.  The  Government 
were  guilty  of  the  grossest  inconaistenoy 
in  making  war,  and  the  war  itself  was 
both  unnecessary  and  unjustifiable.  It 
was  practtcully  impossible  for  him  to 
enter  into  details  on  that  oooasion,  with 
a  view  to  show  the  period  when,  find  the 
manner  in  which,  the  war  might  have 
been  avoided.  The  war,  he  asserted, 
however,  might  easily  have  been  avoided, 
and  when  they  said  the  war  was  unjusti- 
fiable, they  spoke  of  the  Egyptian  War 
as  a  whole.  He  would  not  say  that  in 
July,  1882,  war  could  certainly  have 
been  avoided  ;  but  with  moderate  saga- 
city and  foresight  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  between  September,  1881, 
and  June,  1 882,  war  might  have  been 
avoided.  It  was  no  answer  to  their 
impeachment  of  the  iE^ptian  policy  of 
the  Government  to  say  to  the  Oanserva- 
tlve  Party,  as  had  been  frequently  said 
— "Oh,  you  are  eq^ually responsible,  be- 
cause you  supported  the  Yote  of  GredLt 
in  August  last,  and  you  urged  that 
British  interests  in  Egypt  shoald  be  safe- 
guarded." The  statement  of  tberighthnn. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  that  this  Hotse  was  to 
forgive  the  Government  for  the  mistakes 
of  the  past  because  in  the  future  tbey 
might  bring  the  troubles  in  Egypt  to  a 
satisfactory  conclusion,  was  a  demand 
upon  the  patience  and  forbearance  of 
the  Opposition  which  they  could  not 
acknowledge.  There  were  moments  and 
crises  when,  no  matter  how  desperate 
and  how  unpardonable  had  been  the 
faults  of  a  Ministry,  or  how  culpable 
they  were  tot  the  impending  war,  a 
patriotic  Opposition  was  bound  to  give 
Its  silent  support  to  those  measures  whioh 
the  Government,  acting  with  their  supe- 
rior knowledge  of  the  public  necessity 
and  of  the  national  safety,  declared 
solemnly  before  the  Parliament  and  the 
country  to  be  essential.  The  Opposition, 
in  face  of  national  peril  and  of  foreign 
enemies,  might  feel  bound  to  restrain  its 
indignation  and  to  smother  its  criticism 
till  the  peril  had  been  met  and  averted. 
It  reserved,  however,  its  natural  right, 
and,  indeed,  its  national  duty.  The 
Opposition  criticized  freely  and  severely 
the  faults  which  led  to  the  crisis  that 
the  Government  declared  to  reijuiresuch 
exceptional  measures  to  cope  with.  The 
blunders  of  the  Government  had  been 
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BO  incrodiblo,  tliat  lie  had  felt  it  his  duty, 
on  patriotic  grounds,  to  refrain  from  ex- 
pressing all  he  felt  conceniinff  them. 
There  was  a  striking  analogy  oetween 
the  policy  of  the  Government  in  E(^pt 
and  in  Ireland.  ["Oh,  oh!"]  the 
Egyptian  W&t  and  the  Coercion  Bills 
for  Ireland  were  good  instances  of  what 
he  meant.  Both  in  Egypt  and  Ireland 
the  Government  had  neglected  their 
duties,  and  in  both  countries  they  fos- 
tered rebellion  until  they  could  only 
remedy  it  by  a  resort  to  extreme  mea- 
sures of  force  which  the  Conservatives 
bad  always  deprecated,  and  which  they 
would  never  have  had  reason  to  employ, 
because  they  would  have  avoided  the 
necessity.  In  neither  instance  were  they 
justified  in  asking  the  Opposition  to 
approve  of  their  policy.  After  looking 
at  all  the  various  other  causes  of  the 
Egyptian  War,  there  was  still  one  more 
—namely,  the  gross  and  |>er8istent  in- 
justice with  which  HerMaje8ty*6  Minis- 
ters had  treated  the  Ottoman  Forte  ;  and 
he  would  conclude  by  again  declaring 
that  he  held  the  Government  responsible 
for  a  war  which,  but  for  their  own 
grievous  blunders,  would  have  been 
wholly  unnecessary. 

SiE  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
must  confess  himself  somewhat  puzzled 
by  that  part  of  the  opening  statement  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Hertford  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  in  which  the  hon.  Gentlemon 
said — "  We  think  it  necessary  to  move 
this  Amendment."  He  was  at  a  loss  to 
know  whom  the  hon.  Member  meant  by 
"  we."  It  could  not  be  the  Conserva- 
tive Party,  because  some  of  them  had 
repudiated  his  proposal,  and  it  had  also 
been  repudiated  by  one  of  the  Fourth 
Party.  In  fact,  it  was  childish,  and 
unworthy  of  the  serious  eonstderation 
of  this  side  of  the  House.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Hertford  had  accused  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  Ministerial  side  of 
refusing  to  support  British  interests. 
For  himself,  he  (Sir  George  Campbell) 
denied  that  allegation.  He  was  much 
in  favour  of  supporting  British  interests 
as  long  as  they  could  do  so  with  toler- 
able honesty ;  but  he  objected  to  that 
intervention  in  Egypt,  because  he  be- 
lieved it  was  opposed  to  British  in- 
terests, and  that  the  complication,  the 
difficulty,  and  the  expense  in  which  it 
would  involve  us  would  far  outweigh 
any  advantage  that  would  be  secured  by 
our  going  were.   Again,  even  There 
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British  interests  existed,  he  was  adverse 
to  seeking  to  forward  them  by  violence, 
injustice,  and  immorality.  He  did  not 
think  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Oarli^e  (Sir  Wilfirid  Lawson) 
went  fkr  enough,  and  that  was  his 
greatest  objection  to  it.  He  did  not 
suppose,  after  what  they  had  heard  fttrni 
the  Government,  that  the  Briti^  troops 
would  remain  long  in  Egypt;  but  he 
was  afraid  that  when  they  went  away 
they  would  leave  behind  something  like 
a  Protectorate,  and  even  more  than  a 
Protectorate  —  namely,  an  administra- 
tion practically  British.  He  knew  of 
nothing  in  their  interference  with  the 
Native  States  of  India  which  equalled 
the  interference  they  were  about  to  ex- 
ercise in  Egypt.  He  had  been  surprised 
at  the  statement  of  the  noble  Marquess 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington),  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  not  appointed 
Sir  Auckland  Colrin  as  Financial  Oom- 
missioner  in  Egypt;  for,  although  that 
might  be  true  teohnically,  they  had  im- 
posed on  the  Khedive  obligations  under 
which  he  was  to  aroept  a  European 
Financial  Adviser  for  a  period  of  10 
years.  Sir  Auckland  Colvin  was  a  servant 
of  the  Indian  Government,  and  had  been 
recommended  for  that  post.  Sir  Evelyn 
Wood  had  been  appointed  to  command 
the  Egyptian  Army ;  and  English  offi- 
cers were  to  drill,  instruct,  and  exercise 
all  superior  functions  over  that  Army, 
and  the  result  would  be  that  they  would 
have  in  that  country  what  would  be  as 
completely  a  British  contingent  as,  and 
more  so  than,  any  contingent  furnished 
by  any  Native  State  in  India,  and  com- 
manded by  English  officers.  Besides 
that,  they  would  leave  a  whole  host 
of  British  officials,  who  would  remain  in 
Egypt,  all  which,  it  seemed  to  him,  would 
amount  to  a  very  complete  Protectorate, 
and  he  could  not  imagine  when  they 
should  get  rid  of  the  obligations  which 
that  would  involve.  He  understood 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  under- 
took not  only  to  introduce  a  civil- 
ized, stable,  and  permanent  Government 
in  Egypt,  such  as  would  give  security 
and  peace  to  the  people,  but  also  one 
which  would  punctually  pay  the  debt  * 
incurred  by  the  Khedives  of  that  coun- 
try. It  seemed  to  him,  however,  that  if 
they  were  to  stay  "in  Egypt  until  they 
had  achieved  all  that,  they  might  stay 
there  until  Doomsday.  It  might  not  be 
possible  to  withdraw  their  troops  until 
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some  kind  of  Oorerninent  had  been  es- 
tabliahed,  bat  he  had  a  great  objection 
to  any  form  of  English  Qoverntnent 
hmag  eBtabliabed.  He  did  not  wish  the 
Egyptian  people  to  "  stew  in  their  own 
juice;"  but  it  must  be  remembered  that 
they  were  Orientals^  and  we  must  be 
prepared  to  aooept  a  GoTemment  which 
was  not  perfect  accoTdiDg*  to  our  ideas. 
They  might,  perhaps,  be  allowed  to 
simmer  in  their  own  juice.  AVe  ought, 
in  this  matter,  to  follow  more  closely  the 
course  we  took  in  Afghanistan,  and, 
having  set  up  a  tolerable  GoTernment  in 
£gypt,  we  ought  to  get  out  of  the  coun- 
try aa  BOon  as  we  could.  He  should  be 
Bony  to  see  anything  like  a  British  Ad- 
ministration continuing  in  that  country 
10  years,  or  it  might  be  half-a-century. 
He  thought  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Carlisle  would 
be  better  if  it  included  the  words  "  Bri- 
tish cxvil  and  military  officers,"  so  that 
the  Beatdntion  might  express  the  opinion 
that  British  oinl  and  military  officers 
ought  to  be  removed  from  Egypt  at  a 
rery  early  date. 

Sin  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  :  Sir, 
it  is  not  my  intration  to  troubletheHouse 
at  any  length  upon  the  discussion  of  the 
questions  which  have  been  so  ably  de- 
bated to-night,  as  I  stated  last  night 
that  it  did  not  appear  to  me  that  the 
present  was  the  most  suitable  occasion 
for  raising  a  general  debate  with  regard 
to  the  conduct  of  the  Uovernmunt  in 
Egypt.  On  the  contrary,  I  believe  we 
shijf  have  many  opportunities-^more 
than  we  perhaps  shall  desire — for  dis- 
CQSsing  that  policy.  It  is  my  firm  con- 
Tiotion  that,  whatever  may  be  said  and 
dedded  now  at  the  beginning  of  the 
Bearionf  there  will  be  more  than  one 
occanon  in  the  course  of  the  present 
Session,  and  X  fear  for  more  than  one 
year  to  come,  on  which  we  shall  find 
questions  connected  with  this  Egyptian 
settlement  coming  up,  and  coming,  per- 
haps, in  unpleasant  forms  before  the 
House.  I  should  have  been  well  con- 
tent to  allow  the  matter  to  stand  on  the 
footing  on  which  I  left  it  after  the  few 
words  which  I  said  last  night ;  but  the 
eonrse  taken  by  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Uonber  for  Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid  Law- 
son)  is  one  that  compels  me  to  re- 
eonsider  my  course,  and  to  look  forward 
as  to  what  will  be  the  effect  of  the  vote 
which  we  shall  have  to  give  one  way  or 
A*  otiwr  on  Mb  ICotion.   I  ask  myself. 


and  wish  to  ask  the  House,  what  is  the 
real  effect  and  construction  of  the  pro- 
posal brought  before  us  by  the  hon, 
Member  ?  Sir,  we  know  that  we  cannot, 
in  these  matters,  altogether  separate 
the  wording  of  a  particular  Hesolntion 
from  the  known  opinions,  sentiments, 
character,  and  views  of  those  by  whom 
it  is  proposed ;  and  we  must  feel  that 
when  a  proposal  of  this  sort  comes  frooi 
a  Gentleman  who  has  taken  so  leading 
and  prominent  part  in  advocating  par- 
ticular views  as  the  hon.  Baronet,  who 
has  been  so  honourably  distinguished 
by  consistent  opposition  to  the  policy  of 
the  Government,  we  cannot  but  see 
what  the  effect  wilt  be  of  giving  a  vote 
in  support  of  it.  I  may  say,  in  connec- 
tion with  the  point,  that  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Carlisle  bos,  on  many 
occasions,  taunted  me  for  not  having 
submitted  to  the  House  some  Besolu- 
tion  declaring  that  the.late  wax  was  un- 
necessary and,  tiierefore.  unjustifiable, 
and  has  intimated  that  it  was  his  wish 
that  such  a  Motion  should  be  made 
that  he  might  have  the  opportunity  of 
supporting  that  declaration.  Although 
I  have  never  shrunk  in  the  least  degree 
from  declaring  my  opinion  in  this  House 
and  out  of  it  with  respect  to  the  charac- 
ter of  that  war,  yet,  as  far  as  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  hon.  Baronet  is  concerned, 
I  have  always  felt  that  although  that 
support  might  be  given  in  words,  yet, 
in  spirit  and  in  subtttance,  it  would  not 
he  a  real  and  beneficial  support  such  as 
should  ariHe  from  a  concurrence  of  opi- 
nion. Neither  do  I  think  it  would  oe 
of  any  advantage,  or  a  right  course  to 
follow,  to  endeavour  to  catch  the  votes 
of  the  hon.  Baronet  and  his  Friends, 
looking  to  the  views  which  those  hon. 
Gentlemen  have  expressed,  by  words 
which  would  have  a  lufferent  meaning  in 
his  mouth  and  in  mine.  I  feel  the  same 
with  regard  to  the  Amendment  which 
he  has  brought  forward  on  the  present 
occasion.  Let  me  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  nature  of  the  Amend- 
ment.  In  the  Address  it  is  proposed — 

"  Humbly  to  thank  Her  Majesty  for  inform- 
ing  r.B  that  the  roconstitution  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  Egypt  and  the  reorganisation  of  its 
a,fiairB  under  the  authority  of  the  Khedive  have 
in  part  been  accomplished  and  viU  continue  to 
receive  Her  Majesty's  earnest  attention." 

Upon  that,  the  hon.  Baronet  proposes  to 
add  an  Amendment  directed  against  the 
employment  of  BritiBh  troops  in  Egypt. 

[Smnil  J^ifhf.l  . 
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I  COD  only  regard  that  Amendment  as 
it  ha«  been  regarded  bj  one  or  two 
^eakers,  a£  referrinj;  to  the  present 
and  prospective  conduct  of  the  Go- 
Tornment  in  Efi^ypt  and  not  to  paat 
traneactions.  The  Amendment  is  to  the 
effect  that  the  House  expresses  its  hopes 
that  the  affaire  of  Egypt  will  not  bo  ro- 
organized  by  the  em^oyment  of  British 
trwps.  I  cannot  oonoeive  a  in<»e  dan- 

ferous  or  mischierons  course  than  that, 
t  would  be  to  entirely  weaken  the 
hands  of  the  €U>TerQineiit ;  and  not  only 
that,  bat  it  would  place  a  false  constmo- 
tion  upon  the  vt&m  of  this  country, 
and  gire  the  signal  tvac  anarchy  uid 
oooAuion  in  E^^t.  Therefore  it  is 
Hiat  I  am  not  prepared  to  vote  for,  but, 
on  the  contrary,  am  quite  determined  to 
Tote  against,  the  Besolntion  proposed 
by  the  hon.  Baronet.  I  cannot,  how- 
ever, help  feeling  that,  in  supporting  the 
Government  a^inst  the  hon.  Baronet, 
I  might  be  giving  the  impression  that  I 
approve  and  concur  in  the  policy  of  the 
Government  with  regard  to  Egypt ;  and  I 
am,  therefore,  thankful  to  have  an  oppor- 
tunity given  me  by  the  Amendment  of  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Hertford 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  to  put  clearly  upon 
record,  as  far  as  I  myself  am  concerned, 
and  I  beUeve  also  as  far  aa  moat  of  ua 
on  this  side  of  the  House  are  ooncwned, 
my  dissent  from  that  policy,  and  more 
espeoiaUy  my  opinion  with  respect  to 
what  I  consider  to  have  been  the  blun- 
ders and  errors  which  have  been  com- 
mitted by  Her  Majes^'a  Government, 
in  consequence  of  which  we  have  been 
led  into  a  war  which  might  and  could 
hare  been  avoided,  having  at  the  same 
time  a  due  regard  to  British  interests. 
Now,  these  are  the  words  of  my  hon. 
Friaad  the  Member  for  Hertford — 

"Wliibt  BSnuiag  Her  l^esty  of  oar  sup- 
pott  in  saeh  H«limrefl  as  may  Iw  necesaar?  for 
a  satiBCsotory  settlemont  of  the  affdnof  Egypt, 
hamUy  to  exprwa  our  r^pret  that  stefw  vero 
not  taken  at  an  earlier  period  which  might  have 
secured  such  objects  as  are  of  importanco  to  this 
Country,  without  inYolving  the  necessity  for 
military  operations." 

I  am  convinced  now,  as  I  have  been  all 
along,  that  with  greater  wisdom,  caution^ 
resolution,  and  connstency  on  Uie  part 
of  the  Government  in  the  later  months  of 
1881  and  the  earlier  months  of  188*2, 
they  might  have  attained  every  desirable 
object  that  this  country  had  an  interest 
in  as  regards  the  affairs  of  i^pt  wiUi- 
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out  resorting  to  bloodshed  or  violence  of 
any  kind,  and  in  such  a  manner  as  to 
escape  the  sad  necessity  of  last  year. 
We  nave  a  right,  without  being  inoon- 
sistent,  to  say  that  we  condemn  the  con- 
duct of  the  Government  as  being  deGcient 
in  wisdom  and  foresight  at  that  time, 
although  we  felt  it  necessary  to  support 
their  action  after  affairs  had  taken  a 
certain  course.  We  could  sot  deal  witii 
these  matters  as  they  were  going  on, 
because  we  were  kept  in  the  dadc  with 
regard  to  them,  inaunuch  as  n^tia- 
tions  were  then  going  on,  and  there  was 
much  that  the  CroTemment  conld  not  lay 
before  us.  We  were  always  stopped, 
when  we  made  inqoiries,^  by  an  assur- 
ance that  negotiations  were  going  on 
between  ourselves  and  our  French  neigh- 
boars,  and  we  were  given  most  distinctly 
to  understand,  and  we  did  believe,  that 
the  result  of  those  negotiations  was  the 
most  cordial  oo-operation  between  our- 
selves and  the  French  Government  with 
regard  to  the  Egyptian  Question,  and 
that  some  way  or  another — we  did  not 
care  how — the  difficulties  which  w«e 
constantly  cropping  np  with  regard  to 
that  question  wouM  be  got  over  with- 
out any  warlike  operations.  I  beliere, 
myself,  that  the  Government  had  the 
same  opinion  at  tiie  time ;  bat  when  we 
come  to  see  the  course  which  ttiey 
pursued,  how  they  vacillated  from  time 
to  time,  how  they  missed  opportunities 
which  they  will  never  have  again,  one 
really  wcmders  at  their  blindness.  The 
fact  is,  that  from  the  beginning  of  these 
transactions  to  the  end  their  policy  was 
one  which  I  will  venture  to  describe  as 
one  of  dawdling.  I  believe  that  even 
among  the  Ministry  themselves  the  idea 
was  entertained  that  the  best  way  of 
dealing  with  matters  of  this  sort  was  to 
dawdle,  and  tu  let  the  diffieidties  settle 
themselves.  By  that  means  they  relieved 
themselves  of  many  of  the  difiioaltiea 
they  had  to  face.  In  my  (^union,  how- 
ever, such  a  policy  was  an  erroneous 
one,  end  has  bad  most  unfortunate  re- 
sults. As  to  the  conditions  in  which  xn 
were  placed,  I  think  it  is  really  unneoee- 
sary  for  me  to  take  any  further  notaoe  of 
the  statement  whidi  some  supporters  <tf 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  not 
been  ashamed  to  make,  that  many  of 
the  difficulties  of  the  Ministry  have 
arisen  and  have  been  inherited  from  the 
conduct  of  their  Predecessors  and  from 
the  Dual  Control  established  b^  m^ 
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noble  Friend  (tb«  Marquess  of  Salts- 
bary) — they  are  so  meagre,  that  I  do  not 
think  that  it  is  necessary  that  I  should 
notice  them,  because  I  oannot  think  that 
Gootlemen  of  experience  in  the  position 
of  Her  Blajesty's  Ministry  would  think 
that  each  an  assertion  was  worthy  of 
beis^  Buppwted  by  argument.  In  the 
first  place,  those  who  make  snob  asser- 
tiona  must  take  a  most  narrow  view  of 
dTCumstasoes  of  the  case,  and,  in 
point  fact,  it  is  not  a  correct  riew  to 
say  that  it  was  the  Daol  Control  which 
produoed  and  led  io  these  difficulties. 
But,  even  supposing  that  it  did,  I  do  not 
see  how  those  who  make  that  assertion 
can  answer  the  obserration  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Eye  (Mr.  Ashmead-Bart- 
lott),  that  when  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  a  perfect  opportunity  for 
dealing  with  the  matter,  without  any 
veferenee  to  what  had  been  done  by  Lord 
BeBOonsfirid's  Qoremment,  during  the 
two  yearn  th^  were  in  Office  before  the 
diffisttltses  in  question  arose,  they  en- 
tirely flailed  to  do  bo.  It  must  be  re- 
mnabsred  that  the  GoTemment  were  not 
in  the  position  of  being  the  idaves  of  their 
Predecessors;  they  had  obtained  the 
administration  of  affairs  by  denonncing 
the  policy  of  their  Predecessors,  and  it 
was  to  be  expected  that  they  would  re- 
verse and  alter  rather  than  follow  the 
policy  of  the  late  Qorernment.  Seeing 
that  they  did  not  do  so,  it  leads  me  to 
belioTe  that  they  were  not  disposed  to 
CMidemn,  but  ratiier  that  they  might  be 
taken  to  have  admitted  that  that  policy 
was  a  right  one,  and  was  one  which  they 
were  prepared  to  adopt  and  follow. 
Oonaequently,  what  we  have  a  right 
to  aaj  is,  thiU  the  policy  which  we 
carried  out  during  Aeveral  years,  under 
mufdi  gveatOT  diffimhies  tihan  any  the 
premit  Qovevnment  have  had  to  con- 
tend wzA,  was  most  successfhl.  We 
ave  also  entitled  to  say  that,  having 
inherited  eudk  a  poticy,  they  bo  mis- 
managed it  Bs  to  produce  exactly 
opposite  results  to  those  their  Predeces- 
sors in  Office  bad  in  view.  That  policy 
WM  directed  to  the  maintenance  and 
protection  of  the  interests  of  this  country, 
to  the  welfare  of  Egypt,  and  to  the 
moderating  and  rendering  impossible, 
BO  far  as  we  oould,  conditions  and  differ- 
eneee  that  might  lead  to  war  with  other 
Saropean  Powers,  or  with  the  Egyptians 
themselves.  The  difficulty  which  led  to 
the  d^[KMition  <tf  the  late  Khedive  was 


a  far  greater  one  than  that  raised  by 
the  conduct  of  Arabi  Pasha,  which  raised 
questions  of  very  great  magnitude.  On 
the  other  hand,  we  have  been  told  over 
and  over  again  that  Arabi  Pasha  was 
a  mere  miUtaty  adventurer,  and  that 
the  movement  he  initiated  must  not  be 
r^arded  as  a  nationid  one  in  any  sense. 
If  that  was  the  ease,  why  cUd  not  the 
Government,  with  the  powers  and  ad- 
vantages which  they  possessed,  stamp 
out  aod  extinguish  the  movement  at  the 
beginning,  without  allowing  it  to  attain 
the  proportions  that  it  did  r  They  had 
then  the  advantage  of  the  system  of 
Control  which  was  in  force,  and  which 
had  been  adopted  under  an  agreement 
with  the  Bulers  of  the  country,  and 
which  had  been  in  operation  for  some 
time  with  a  fair  prospect  of  success. 
The  Government  had  the  advantage  also 
of  the  assistance,  which  might  be  claimed 
at  the  proper  time,  of  the  exercise  of 
the  authority  of  the  Suzerain  Power; 
and  they  had  the  further  advantage  of 
their  own  cordial  alliance  with  the  Go- 
vernment of  IVance,  and  that  they  had 
never  done  anything  in  the  way  of  war 
or  violence  which  might  set  any  portion 
of  the  people  against  them.  The  people 
of  Egypt  knew  us  then,  for  the  most 
part,  as  those  who  reduced  the  severity 
of  the  existing  system,  and  had  intro- 
duced great  improvements.  A  great 
deal  of  that  has  now  been  sacrificed  by 
them,  owing  to  the  course  they  have 
pursued,  aod  cannot  be  restored ;  and 
you  have  now  to  meet  that  still  greater 
difficulty— you  have  to  act  with  a  Euler 
practically  set  up  by  yourselves,  no 
longer  having  that  same  prestige,  and 
without  that  cordial  alliance  with  France 
in  the  matter  which,  if  properly  used, 
would  have  been  of  the  greatest  value ; 
and  you  have  made  your  own  inflaeoce 
supreme.  We  say  that  there  has  been 
great  mismanagement  in  this  matter. 
You  have  been  too  hasty  on  one  occa- 
sion, and  on  another  occasion  you  have 
been  too  slow ;  and  the  end  has  been 
that  you  have  now  landed  us  in  a  con- 
fusion which  speaks  for  itself.  It  is  all 
very  well  for  the  Government  to  say — 
"  We  can  bend  our  course  this  way  or 
that,"  and  that  we  must  judge  you  by 
the  result  you  have  produced.  ["  Hear, 
hear!"]  Does  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man mean  that  results  produced  by  war- 
like operations  are  results  which  the 
Government,  in  their  calmer  moments. 
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are  sati«6ed  with  produeing  ?  If  bo,  £ 
should  like  to  ask  hon.  Gentlemen  in 
that  other  quarter  of  the  House  below 
the  Gangway  on  the  other  side  of  the 
HouBO  who  choer— '*  Do  they  hold  that 
opinion  ?  Bo  they  think  that  has  been 
an  example  of  brilliant  success  on  the 
part  of  their  trusted  Leader?"  They 
may  say  that  if  they  are  called  upon  to 
give  any  vote  that  might  beembarraesing 
to  their  Leaders  they  decline  to  do  so, 
because  they  have  confidence  in  them 
after  all.  I  can  understand  such  an 
opinion  as  that  on  the  part  of  all  hon. 
Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House.  I  venture 
most  confidently,  however,  to  ask  those 
hon.  Gentlemen,  do  they,  in  their  hearts, 
believe  that  in  this  whole  matter  of  the 
Egyption  policy  of  the  Government,  al- 
lowing for  all  the  difficulties  and  circum- 
stances— do  they  conceive  that  the  result 
is  such  a  brilliant  success  ?  If  they  do, 
and  if  they  are  thoroughly  well  satisGed 
vith  it,  I  can  only  say  that  I  think  they 
are  more  changed  than  I  thought  they 
were.  I  do  not  know  that  I  need  go 
into  any  diacusnon  upon  this  subject  at 
the  present  time.  We  put  in  our  pro- 
test, and  we  think  that  it  is  our  privilege 
to  do  BO  ;  and  with  regard  to  the  future, 
we  sh&ll  watch  with  anxiety  to  see  what 
the  course  of  the  Government  may  be. 
"We  know  very  well  that  they  have  a 
difficult  task  before  them  ;  but  do  not 
let  hon.  Members  be  led  away  by  any 
of  these  sophisms  and  shallow  sentiments 
that  we  have  heard,  for  we  hear  very 
grand  sentiments,  which  are  not  at  all 
supported  by  the  actions  of  their  fol- 
lowers. I  hope,  however,  that  is  not 
the  case  on  the  present  occasion.  I 
hope  that  with  regard  to  this  poli(^  the 
Government  will  devote  their  attention 
more  anxiously  to  the  problem  which  is 
before  them ;  and  I  venture  to  say  they 
will  find  that  they  have  embroiled  them- 
selves in  Tery  considerable  difficulties, 
and  that  they  will  need  the  whole  of 
their  skill  and  wisdom  to  extricate  them- 
selves. 

The  Marquess  op  HARTINGTON  : 
Mr.  Speaker,  Sir,  I  took  up  so  much  of 
the  time  of  the  House  last  evening  in 
relation  to  this  subject,  that  I  shall  only 
now  trouble  you  for  a  brief  period  with 
the  remarks  which  I  may  have  to  make. 
There  are,  however,  one  or  two  observa- 
tions which  can  be  properly  offered  upon 
the  speech  which  has  been  made  by  the 
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right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat 
down  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote),  and  on 
the  position  which  matters  have  assumed 
on  this  occasion.  We  have  always  been 
well  aware  both  of  the  public  and  of  the 
patriotic  spirit  of  self-sacrifice  which  dis- 
tinguishes the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
the  Opposition.  I  may  even  Bay,  ia 
relation  to  this  matter,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  the  statement  he  has  just 
made,  has  given  the  most  splendid  in- 
stance  of  it  to  be  found,  i  think,  on 
record.  He  has  told  us  that  he  has  long 
been  of  opinion,  and  is  still  of  opinion, 
and  that  he  has  never  shrank  from  de- 
claring it,  that  the  war  that  took  place 
iu  Egypt  was  an  unnecessary  and  there- 
fore an  unjustifiable  war.  "But,"  he 
says,  "  if  I  am  asked  why  I  do  not  put 
that  opinion  ia  the  form  of  a  Kesolution, 
that  is  quite  a  different  thing.  I  could 
not  do  that,  because  I  was  perfectly  well 
aware  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Carlisle 
and  hia  Friends  would  have  voted  with 
me,  and  would  have  attached  a  very  dif- 
ferent meaning  to  any  Besolution  which 
I  might  have  framed  from  Uiat  whioh  I 
attached  to  it  myself."  Therefbre,  Sir, 
although  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
his  Friends  have  for  months  been 
cherishing  that  burning  opinion  of  the 
unjustifiable  and  therefbre  wicked  cha- 
racter of  this  war,  nothing  would  have 
induced  them  to  submit  that  opinion  to 
the  judgment  of  the  House,  because, 
forsooth,  they  would  have  been  sup- 
ported by  some  hon.  Members  who  would 
have  attached  a  different  meaning  to  the 
Resolution.  All  I  can  say  is  that  I  ad- 
mire the  patriotism  and  public  spirit  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman ;  and  I  only 
trust  that  the  noble  sentiments  and  prin* 
ciples  which  have  actuated  his  conduct 
and  that  of  his  Friends  in  relation  to 
this  matter  wilt  continue  to  actuate  him, 
and  that  he  will  never,  on  any  account, 
or  on  any  subject  whatever,  m  induced 
to  eubmit  any  Besolution  to  the  House 
whioh  will  not  be  supported  by  Members 
who  will  agree  with  every  detail  of  it. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says  he  could 
not  vote  fur  the  Amendment  which  has 
been  moved  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson), 
because  it  would  weaken  the  hands  of 
the  Gt>vemment  in  the  difficult  task  in 
which  they  are  now  engaged  in  £gypt. 
But,  Sir,  while  I  am  indebted  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  for  that  considera* 
tion  which  he  has  riiown  to  the  (Jovern- 
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meait  in  that  mattWr  I  mnai  point  out  to 
Urn  that  the  Besolu'tion  he  is  eyeing  to 
nppoit  -would  weaken  the  han£  of  the 
Ooveroment  to  the  extent  that  if  the 
Amendment  moved  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Hertford  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfonr)  is 
carried,  I  am  afraid  it  wonld  render  it 
impossible  for  them  to  continue  to  con- 
duct the  a£fairs  of  the  country  at  all. 
Therefore  the  Hesolution  ^rould  also 
weaken  the  hands  of  the  (JoTemment  in 
carrying  on  the  task  with  which  they  are 
charged  in  Egypt.  But,  no  doubt,  the 
light  hon.  Gentleman  having  challenged 
the  judgment  of  the  House  on  this  sub- 
ject, is  prepared  to  take  the  settlement  of 
the  Egyptian  affairs  into  hiaown  hands. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says  that,  al- 
though he  would  prefer  a  more  convenient 
opportunity,  yet,  as  the  subject  has  been 
raised,  he  finds  it  necessary  to  place 
dearly  on  record  the  sense  which  he  and 
his  IViends  entertain  of  the  many  and 
serious  blnaders  which  have  been  com- 
mitted by  the  Government  in  the  course 
of  the  transactions  referred  to.  Now,  I 
want  to  pmnt  out  to  the  House  the  ex- 
traordinary position  which  the  Opposi- 
tion has  taken  up  in  regard  to  this 
matter.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  made 
sariy  in  the  debate  last  night  any  obser- 
vationa  it  seemed  fit  to  him  to  make  on 
the  question  of  Egypt ;  if  he  did  not  do 
so,  ail  I  can  say  is,  he  bad  the  oppor- 
tonity  of  doing  so  if  he  wished.  He  has 
had  all  the  information  that  it  has  been 
in  our  power  to  g*tve  relating  to  our  past 
tnmsa^ions  with  Egypt.  He  knows,  and 
has  known  for  months,  all  that  can  be 
known  of  the  policy  of  the  Government 
and  of  the  n^^tiations  that  have  been 
engaged  in  from  stage  to  stage,  and  yet 
he  deliberately  elects  to  take  no  action 
en  this  occasion,  which  he  does  not 
Hank  a  fitting  or  convenient  one,  to  put 
into  a  definite  form  the  opinion  which 
he  holds  as  to  the  unjustifiable  oharao- 
ter  of  the  war  that  has  been  concluded. 
Bat,  Sir,  when  a  Motion  is  made  from 
that  side  of  the  House  condemning,  as 
it  is  intended  to  condemn — although  it 
dose  not  do  it  in  veiy  clear  terms — the 
employment  of  the  troops  of  Her  Majesty 
in  support  of  the  Khedive,  then  the 
right  hoD.  Gentleman,  notwithstanding 
Us  opinion  that  this  is  not  a  fitting 
opportunity  to  challenge  the  conduct  of 
the  Oovmnment,  thinks  it  necessary  to 
Mtow  mt  the  heels  of  Ae  hon.  Member 
kt  Hertfi>rd,  and  to  rapport  an  Ammd- 


ment  which  he  has  moved  expressing,  in 
vague  and  general  terms,  some  dissatis- 
faction with  the  conduct  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  these  transactions.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  talks  of  putting  clearly 
on  record  the  sense  of  the  Opposition  of 
the  blunders  of  the  Govei-nment.  "What 
does  this  Motion  place  clearly  on  record? 
What  does  this  Besolution  mean? — 

"  Whilo  aasnring  Her  Majesty  of  our  sapport 
in  Bach  Ueasures  as  may  be  necessary  for  a 
satisfactory  Bettlement  of  afiairs  in  Egypt, 
hnmbly  to  express  our  regret  that  steps  were  nob 
taken  at  an  earlier  period  whioh  might  have 
aecnred  such  objects  as  are  of  importance  to 
this  country  without  inTolring  the  necessity 
for  military  operations." 

I  want  to  know  what  ateps,  and  at  what 
period?  No  one  in  this  country  ia 
ignorant  now  of  the  variona  stipes  of 
these  transaotifms.  Th^  are  definite 
and  well  marked.  When  or  where  was 
it  that  other  steps  might  have  been 
taken  which  might  have  secured  the 
objects  we  had.  in  view?  I  will  enu- 
merate the  distioot  stages  of  these  trans- 
actions. Therewasthe  Joint  Note;  there 
were  the  overtures  of  M.  Gambetta  in 
regard  to  joint  action ;  there  was  the 
despatch  of  the  Fleet ;  there  was  the 
demand  for  the  dismissal  of  Arabi 
Pasha;  there  was  the  proposal  to  the 
European  Powers  for  the  assembly  of  a 
Conference ;  there  was  the  assembly  of 
a  Oonference,  and  the  efforts  made  at  the 
Conference  to  induce  the  Powers  to  call 
upon  Turkey  to  send  a  force  to  suppress 
Arabi  Pasha.  There  was  the  destruc- 
tion of  the  forts  of  Alexandria — which 
the  Opposition,  in  their  desire  to  support 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  choose  to 
call  the  "  bombardment "  of  the  town  of 
Alexandria ;  and  there  was  the  despatch 
of  the  expedition  in  July.  Now,  in 
what  particular,  or  in  which  of  the 
stages  of  these  transactions,  ought  the 
Government  to  have  done  that  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tells  us  we 
should  have  done?  What  ia  the  meaning 
of  a  vague  Besolution  like  this,  telling  us  ■ 
that  steps  were  not  taken  which  might 
have  been  taken  ?  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  so  proud  of  one  attack  he  made 
upon  us  on  a  former  oocasioD,  that  he 
thinks  it  worth  while  to  repeat  it  to- 
night. He  thinks  he  has  absolutely  con- 
demned, pulTerized— smashed,  I  suppose 
— the  policy  of  Her  Mi^es^'s  Govern- 
ment whm  he  says,  as  he  has  done 
several  timea,  that  it  is  a  policy  of 
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"dawdling."  Bat  the  right  hoo.  Gentle- 
man, or  some  of  his  Friends,  should  have 
told  us  at  what .  particular  period  this 
dawdling  occurred.  He  tellsus  that  some- 
times we  were  too  rash,  and  sometimes 
too  slow ;  but  he  does  not  condescend  to 
tell  us  at  what  parttcular  moment  we 
were  too  slow  or  too  rash.  He  tells  us 
that  we  missed  great  opportimities— that 
there  were  moments  when  we  might  have 
0Upported  Arabi  Pasha,  but  that,  in- 
stead of  doing  this,  we  relied  entirely  on 
Tewfik  Pasha  and  his  influenoa  in  the 
country.  If  mv  recollection  serves  me 
aright,  the  bearing  of  all  the  questions 
put  across  the  Table  by  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  was — "  Will  you  promise, 
under  all  drcumstanoes,  to  support 
Tewfik  ?  " 

SiE  STAFFOED  NOETHOOTE :  I 
did  not  say  anything  B|i:ainat  Tewfik. 

Thb  Mahquebs  of  HARTINGTON  : 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says  he  did 
not  say  anything  against  Tewfik.  At 
any  rate,  he  called  him  a  **  creature." 
I  do  not  know  whether  he  considers  that 
is  saying  anytiiiog  against  him. 

Sib  STAFFOED  NOETHOOTE :  I 
Bm  sure  ^e  noble  Harquess  does  not 
wish  to  misrepresent  me.  What  I  said 
vaa,  that  b^ore  these  operationB  took 
place  Tewfik  was  in  an  independent  posi- 
tion and  ought  to  have  been  supported 
by  us,  and  might  have  been  supported 
by  us  with  certain  advantage ;  but  since 
he  has  been  set  up  again  by  our  arms 
Ite  has  occupied  a  difiPerent  position.  I 
never  said  a  word  about  Arabi  Pasha. 

The  Maequbss  of  HAETINQTON  : 
I  agree  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
I  do  not  wish  to  misrepresent  him ;  and 
I  think  it  possible  I  may  have  done  so, 
because,  to  tell  the  truth,  I  found  it  very 
difficult  to  carry  away  any  definite  im- 
pression of  what  he  meant.  I  under- 
stood the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  follow 
the  line  of  argument  of  those  who  were 
of  opinion  that  there  was  a  period  iu 
these  transactions  when  we  might  have 
■supported  Arabi  Pasha,  aod  a  period  at 
which  we  might  have  supported  Tewfik 
more  effectuuly.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Mover  of  this  Amendment — the  hon. 
Member  for  Hertford — only  thought  it 
worth  while  to  allege  one  point,  where 
he  considered  we  might  have  taken 
earlier  action.  He  quoted  from  the  Blue 
Book  part  of  the  despatch  of  Sir  Ed  ward 
Malet  of  May  2J,  in  which  that  official 
stated  that  the  situatioa  which  existed  at 
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the  time  in  Egypt  had  been  brought 
about  by  the  Ministers  and  the  people 
persisting  in  the  belief  that  the  two 
jPowsTS  would  not  despatch  troops  to 
that  connbry.  The  extract  the  honj 
Member  read  did  not.  I  think,  include 
the  passage  in  which  Sir  Edwud  Malet 
said — 

"  I  am  still  of  opInioQ  tbtit  it  the  Sultan  dsr 
Clares  bimsolf,  and  if  it  is  known  that  tniopt 
are  ready  to  be  deapatohod,  we  may  succeed 
without  the  neceaaity  for  landing  tliem." 

Well,  that  waa  the  policy  Her  Majesty's 
Govemmeut  were  at  tiiat  time  pursuing. 
They  were  doingevery  thing  in  thetrpower 
to  induce  the  Powers  of  Europe  to  request 
Turkey  to  adopt  tiie  policy  of  despatch- 
ing a  force  to  Europe  for  the  restoratioa 
of  the  Khedive's  authority,  exacUy  in 
the  manner  reoommended  by  Sir  Ed- 
ward Malet.  There  was  nothing  in  the 
despatch  of  Sir  Edward  Malet  to  show 
that  France  and  England  jointly,  or 
England  solely,  would  accomplish  the 
objects  for  which  the  war  was  subse- 
quently undertaken.  But  a  little  earlier 
than  that  time  we  had  the  support  of 
the  Opposition,  or,  at  all  evente,  of  a 
part  of  it  On  the  15th  of  May  Lord 
Granville,  in  the  House  of  LonLs,  an*- 
nounced  what  had  been  done,  and  the 
circumstances  under  which  the  Meet 
had  been  ordered  to  Alexandria.  The 
Marquess  of  Salisbury  rose  imme- 
diately afterwards  and  said  he  had  no 
exception  to  take  to  the  statement 
of  policy  made  by  Lord  Granville,  and 
he  went  on  to  say  that  he  trusted  with 
the  noble  Lord  that  the- use  of  the  sword 
would  not  be  necessary,  but  could  only  be 
averted  by  the  knowledge  that  the  sword 
was  there.  The  noble  Marquess  went 
on  to  say  that  it  was  very  necessary  it 
should  be  known  what  sword  it  should 
be  ;  that,  in  his  opinion,  the  best  sword 
to  use  would  be  that  of  Turkey;  and 
that,  under  any  eironmstanoes,  the  worst 
sword  would  be  the  swi»rd  of  France, 
We  were,  therefore,  ad<^dng  aJk  that 
time  the  very  policy  reoommended  by 
the  Marquess  of  Salisbury.  We  were 
doing  everything  we  could  to  enlist  in 
our  cause  tiie  sword  of  Turkey.  But  I 
do  not  think  I  need  follow  any  further 
the  course  of  this  debate.  It  is  very 
easy  for  hon.  Members  on  a  Motion  such 
as  this  to  wander  here  and  there  over 
several  volumes  of  Blue  Books,  to  pick 
out  here  and  there  a  despatch,  and  to 
enforoe,  by  means  of  eztraets  from  that 
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deapatcb,  tbdir  favourite  doctrine  and 
their  fiiTourite  case  against  the  Qovem- 
meftt ;  but  I  submit  that  die  GoTemment 
eon  hanUj  be  called  on  to  give  a  reply 
to  vagne,  nmbling,  and  desultory  accu- 
attionB,  such  as  we  hare  heard  to>night. 
Place  before  the  Hoase  some  Amend- 
ment which  will  call  in  question  the 
ptdiey  of  the  (}oremmeat,  on  some  par- 
tiimlar  point  or  points— tell  us  where 
we  acted  rashly,  and  when  we  were  too 
■low,  and  then  we  will  endeavour  to 
meet  you;  hut  we  canoot-^it  is  im- 
posable  to»~follow  a  variety  of  speeches 
in  which  extracts  are  taken  out  of 
Bhie  Books  ranging  from  January  to 
M^,  and  when  a  variety  of  separate 
transactions  are  mixed  up  together  in 
an  incongruous  debate.  The  right  hon. 
Oentleman  asks  us  whether  we  are 
satisfied  witii  the  result  achieved.  No 
doabt,  we  regret,  and  all  tdie  country 
ngrete,  that  it  was  neoeesary  for  us  to 
dzav  the  sword  at  all ;  but  we  do  think 
tiuitk  having  been  compelled  to  draw  it, 
as  we  thins  in  defence  of  the  interests 
td  litis  country,  and  to  fulfil  engage* 
mmts  for  which  we  are  not  altogether 
responsible,  the  result  that  has  been 
at^ieved  has  been  a  satisfaotory  one, 
and  that  it  has  been  achieved  as 
rapidly  and  with  as  little  sacrifice  of 
life  and  of  money  as  could  have 
reasonably  been  expected ;  and  if  the 
rigbt  hon.  G-entlemsii  is  inclined  now 
to  disparage  our  success,  and  the 
result  that  has  bsen  accomplished,  I 
should  like  to  ask  him  what  was  the 
reeult  he  and  his  Friends  anticdpated 
when,  on  the  30A  June,  they  went  to 
Willia'B  BoomSf  not  to  attack  or  de- 
Boimoe  the  0ovemment,  as  iSaxfj  in- 
formed ^ir  aadienca,  but  to  gaide, 
and,  if  poesiUe,  stimulate  the  policy  of 
tiie  Gtrromment  P  What  was  the  result 
they  looked  forward  to  on  that  occasion, 
■ad  did  they,  when  "  stiranlating"  and 
"  gwidlng  "  the  Government,  expect  that 
asy  more  satisfactory  reeult  would  be 
arrived  at  tban  has  been  achieved  ?  I 
will  not  detain  the  House  any  longer; 
but  I  miut  congratulate  the  Opposition 
on  the  brilliant  result  they  have  aocom- 
^^hed  after  monUis  of  consideration 
Bad  denunciation  of  the  Government. 
I  oengratolate  them  upon  their  partial 
adheskm  to  the  policy  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber fin  Oarlule,  aad  upon  the  manly, 
fltnigfatfi»wardf  and  dear  Amendment 
upon  wbidi  th^  are  going  to  chal- 


lenge the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Gh)" 
vermnent. 

Babon  HENBY  DE  WOEMS  (who 
rose  amid  great  interruption),  said,  he  did 
not  propose  to  stand  between  the  House 
and  a  Division.  He  only  wished  to  ask 
fCT  an  nplanation  of  one  phrase  used 
by  the  noble  ICarqness  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington),  which  explanation,  no 
doubt,  the  iKwIe  Marquess  would  be 
able  to  afford  the  House.  The  noble 
Marquess  said  that  on  May  15  the 
Government  were  doing  all  they  could  to 
enlist  the  sword  of  Turkey.  Well,  he 
(Baron  Henry  de  Worms)  referred  to 
the  despatch  of  Lord  Granville  to  Lord 
Dnfferin,  dated  "  Foreign  Office,  May 
1 5th,  ltt83,"  and  he  found  in  it  the 
following  paragraph : — 

"In  order  not  to  complicate  th«  ritoat'ioa' 
it  is  importaat  that  the  TurkiBh  Qoremmea'' 
Bhoald  abstain  from  all  intarvention  and  inter- 
ferenoe  in  Egypt." 

How  was  that  to  be  ex^ained  ? 

Thb  Mabqvess  07  HABTINGKCON : 
The  despatch  I  referred  to  was  dated 
May  23rd.  I  have  not  had  time  to  refer 
to  the  other.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Hertford  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  spoke  of 
the  despatch  of  May  23rd,  as  snowing 
that  8ir  Edward  Malet  had  given  us  at 
that  time  a  warning.  I  said  that  at  that 
time  the  Government  were  endeavouring 
to  co-operate  with  Turkey.  It  was  about 
that  time — I  cannot  exactly  state  the 
time  —  when  the  co-operation  of  the 
French  Government  had  at  length  been 
secured,  and  definite  prt^osals  had  beea 
made  to  the  Porte. 

Question  put,  and  ntgatived. 

Question  put, 

"  That  the  words  '  whilst  assuring  Hor  Ma- 
jesty of  our  support  in  sach  Measures  as  may 
be  necessary  for  a  satisfactory  settlement  of  thfl 
affiiira  of  Egypt,  humbly  to  express  onr  r^rst 
that  steps  were  not  talran  at  an  earlier  period 
whkh  might  haTe  secured  such  objects  as  are 
of  importance  to  this  Country,  without  involr- 
ing  the  necessity  for  military  operations,'  be 
there  added." 

The  House  dtvidtd :  —  Ayes  1  ii  ; 
Noes  1X9:  Majority  35.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  2.) 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned,*'— (Sir 
Walter  B.  Sarttelot,)—y\xt,  and  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Moivdag  next. 

l^ewnd  Nightr^ 
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MOTIONS. 

PAELIAMENTART  OATHS  ACT  (1866) 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 
BE80LTJTI0ir  IN  COMMITTEB. 
HOIION  FOR  LEAVE, 

Uotion  made,  and  Question  put, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair 
(for  Committee  to  conaider  of  amending  the 
Lav  relating  to  Parliamentary  Oatha)." 

The  House  dividti .— AyeB  160 ;  Noes 
70 :  Majority  90.— (Div.  List,  No.  3.) 

Matteb  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to  move  the 
House,  that  leave  be  given  to  hring  in  a  Bill 
,to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  Parliamentary 
"Oaths."— (J/r.  Attorney  General.) 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  wished 
to  explain  that,  although  he  could  not 
hlame  himself  for  TOting  against  every 
stage  of  this  Bill,  so  far  as  it  was  at  pre- 
sent understood,  before  giving  his  vote 
on  the  last  question,  he  had  risen  for 
thepurpose  of  putting  some  questions 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government,  when  Mr. 
Speakerruied  that  he  was  too  late,  and  he 
had  therefore  voted  in  the  minority.  He 
T88  DOT  aware  of  the  fact  tliat  a  num- 
ber of  hon.  Members  had  left  on  the 
understiuiding  Uiat  as  the  introduction 
of  the  Bill  had  come  upon  the  House  by 
surprise,  if  anything  were  done  in  their 
absence,  an  adjournment  should  be 
asked  for.  Surely  such  a  Bill  as  tins, 
involving  matter  that  had  been  in  con- 
test in  the  House,  a  Bill  for  attaining 
an  object  which  the  House  bad  always 
refused,  especially  as  it  affected  the  con- 
stitution of  the  House  in  its  fundamental 
principles,  was  a  measure  that  might 
have  been  deemed  worthy  of  notice  in 
the  Queen's  Speech.  But  what  had 
happened  ?  On  the  first  day  of  the  Ses- 
non,  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Ijabonchere)  rose  in  his  place,  and 
put  a  question  to  the  noble, Marquess 
whoatpresentdireotedtheMinisteriaUsts 
in  that  House,  asking  him  whether  it 
was  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Qo- 
Temment  to  introduce  a  Bill  for  the 
alteration  of  the  Parliamentary  Oaths 
Act,  1866?  The  noble  Marquess  replied- 
in  the  affirmative,  and  upon  bon.  Mem- 
bers occupying  those  Benches,  as  well  as 
upon  the  great  majority  of  the  House, 
tlu  announcement  that  such  was  the 


intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers 

came  as  a  complete  surprise.  He  (Mr. 
Newdegate)  bad  been  in  communicatiou 
with  the  leading  Members  on  that  side 
of  the  House,  and,  with  their  consent, 
be  intended  to  ask  for  the  adjournment 
of  this  question.  When  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  had  an  opportunity  of  making 
some  explanation  of  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill,  and  of  the  circumstances  under 
which  it  was  introduced  by  them,  he 
trusted  they  would  succeed  in  exonerat- 
ing themselves  from  the  imputation  of 
having  introduced  it  under  terror  of 
what  had  proved  to  be  Mr.  Bradlaugh's 
very  weak  mob ;  and,  having  done  so, 
that  they  would  condescend  to  g^ve  to 
the  House  the  further  explanation 
asked  for  with  regard  to  the  Bill  itself. 
He  would  remind  hon.  Members  that 
they  were,  for  the  first  time,  about  to 
consider  and  debate  this  Bill  under  the 
New  Rules  of  Procedure,  Vhich  wore 
framed  with  the  intention  of  curtailing 
debate  ;  aud  it  was,  therefore,  doubly  in- 
cumbent on  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Attorney  General  to  gi^e  all 
possible  information,  and  afilbrd  every 
opportunity  of  obtaining  information,  on 
introduciug  to  the  House  so  important  a 
measure. 

Mo.  B.  N.  f  OWLKE  said,  he  did  not 
share  the  ourioaity  f^t  by  his  hon. 
Friend  who  bad  just  spoken  (Mr. 
Newdegate)  as  to  the  details  of  the 
proposed  measure.  He  was  perfectly 
well  aware,  and  he  believed  the  House 
was  also  aware,  of  the  nature  of  the 
Bill,  the  object  of  which  was  simply  to 
admit  to  that  House  a  man  who  had 
avowed  his  disbelief  in  a  Supreme 
Being.  The  Bill,  if  it  became  law, 
would,  he  believed,  amount  to  a  nationid 
renunciation  of  God ;  aud  he,  therefore, 
felt  it  his  duty  to  give  it  upon  every 
occasion  his  most  strenuous  opposition. 

Mb.  WAKTON  said,  he  could  scarcely 
find  words  to  express  his  opinion  upon 
this  proposal.  He  thought  nothing  in 
the  history  of  this  country  was  more  dis- 
graceful than  this  yielding  to  mob  lav. 
Nothing  oould  be  more  despicable  than 
that,  because  some  man  threatened  to 
force  his  way  into  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, contrary  to  the  Bules  and  wishes 
of  tho  House,  the  Government  should 
immediately  bow  their  heads  before  him, 
and  prefer  Bradlaugh'to  God.  Every 
day  the  Members  of  that  House  opened 
tlieir  solemn  deliberatuma  by  prayer. 
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and  in  their  prayers  they  recognized  the 
BftDotity  of  religion,  and  acknowledged 
a  God  by  Whom  alone  Kings  could 
reign.  ThatvastheOonstitntionaltheory 
upon  which  their  laws  were  based  ;  and 
the  day  on  which  they  eet  aside  that 
principle  would  be  the  most  unhappy 
day  ^gland  had  ever  seen.  Eoglieh- 
men  wrare  patriotic  and  loyal ;  and  the 
rea»u  why-  this  country  had  been  bo 
blessed  beyond  all  others  was  that  we 
had  always  recognized  the  providence, 
of  God.  The  country  could  have  no 
more  short-sighted  policy,  were  there 
Atheists  or  not  on  the  Treasury  Bench, 
than  a  policy  abolishing  the  national 
recognition  of  Qod.  He  had  never  heard 
anything  in  the  speeches  of  the  Prime 
Uinister  that  horrified  him  more  than 
the  charge  he  made  against  those  who 
opposed  the  admission  of  Atheists,  that 
they  stood  on  too  narrow  a  platform. 
Bucfa  a  statement  showed  that  the  power 
and  authority  of  God  were  thought  no- 
thing of  by  this  Liberal  Ministry.  The 
House  ought  to  have  an  explanation 
from  tiie  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  Ge- 
neral  of  what  the  Bill  was  to  be,  and  of 
the  motives  of  tiie  Qovemment  for  pro- 
ducing it.  In  the  absence  of  such  an 
explanation,  he  believed  that  the  Go- 
vernment were  merely  yielding  to  Demo- 
cratic and  Socialistic  and  Atheistic  prin- 
ciples. Such  principles  prevailed  during 
theFrench  Bevolution ;  and  if  we  wished 
to  reduce  England  to  the  position  of 
France  in  its  worst  stages,  we  could  not 
adopt  a  better  method  than  the  intro- 
duction of  a  Bill  to  ignore  God  and 
bring  in  "iSx.  Bradlaugh.  Nothing  could 
be  more  irreligious  than  this  BiU ;  and 
he  feh  sore  it  would  arouse  the  feeling 
of  the  country  against  the  GKtvemment. 
A  more  silly  and  wicked  thing  the  libe- 
ral Goremment  could  not  do. 

ThB  attorney  GENEEAL  (Sir 
HmntT  Jamxb)  said,  he  was  very  un- 
willing that  the  House  should  think 
there  was  any  want  of  consideration  on 
his  part  towards  them  through  the  ab- 
sence of  an  explanation  of  this  Bill.  He 
had  two  principal  reasons  for  not  think- 
ing it  necessary  to  give  any  further  ex- 
planation of  the  Bill,  which  hon.  Mem- 
bers would  be  able  easily  to  master  when 
it  was  in  their  hands.  The  first  reason 
was  ^at  the  noble  Marquess  the  Secre- 
taty  of  State  for  War  (the  Marquess  of 
Hartington)  stated,  on  the  previous  day, 
the  general  nature  of  the  measure,  in 


answer  to  a  Question.  He  stated  that 
it  was  a  Bill  which  would  afford  an 
opportunity  to  those  who  desired  to  make 
an  Affirmation  in  preference  to  taking 
the  Oath  to  take  that  course.  That 
statement  explained  the  general  nature 
of  the  BiU.  His  (the  Attorney  Gene* 
ral's)  second  reason  was  that  when 
Notice  was  given  of  the  introdnetion 
of  this  Bill,  the  xight  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South- West 
Lancashire  (Sir  B.  Assheton  Gross), 
speaking  on  the  part  of  the  Opposi- 
tion, said  he  should  offer  opposition 
to  the  BiU  when  it  reached  the  second 
reading.  [Mr.  Chaplin  :  If  ever  it 
reached.]  He  would  ohaUenge  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Linoolnahire  (Mr. 
GhapHn)  on  the  point.  The  statement 
was — "When  the  BiU  reached  the  se- 
cond reading."  The  words  "if  ever" 
were  not  used,  as  suggested  by  the  hon. 
Member.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  those  with  whom  he  immediately 
acted,  had  intended  to  oppose  the  Bill 
at  that  stage,  where  were  they  then? 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition  and  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South-West  Lancashire  were 
simply  following  the  usual  habit  of  Par- 
liamentary courtesy  in  aUowing  hon. 
Members  to  see  the  contents  of  a  Bill 
before  opposing  it.  For  those  reasons, 
he  thought  it  was  considerate  to  the 
House  not  to  make  a  lengthened  state- 
ment. He  was  sure  the  Committee 
would  excuse  him  ;  and  he  did  not  think 
he  need  gratify  the  curiosity  on  the  part 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Oity  of 
London  (Mr.  R.  N.  Fowler),  or  that  the 
House  would  wish  him  to  answer  the 
personal  observations  or  theological 
views  of  the  hon.  and  leumed  Member 
for  Bridport  (Mr.  Warton). 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  should  not 
have  risen,  except  for  the  observations 
which  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral. He  was  distinctly  under  the  im- 
pression, although  of  course  it  was  a 
matter  of  memory  and  hearing,  that 
what  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bouth- 
West  Lancashire  (Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross) 
said  was  either  "if  ever"  or  "when- 
ever "  the  BiU  reached  the  second  read- 
ing, he  would  oppose  it  by  every  possible 
means.  But  whatever  the  i-ight  hon. 
Gentleman  might  have  said,  as  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  on  that  occasion,  he 
(Mr.  Chapun)  ventured  to  say  that  that 
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question  above  all  others  was  one  which 
concerned  every  independent  and  indi- 
vidual Member,  and  was  one  upon 
which  those  hon.  Members  were  per- 
fectly competent  to  express  opinions  for 
themselves.  The  hon.  and  learned  Attor- 
ney General  had  urged  some  complaints 
against  hon.  Qentlemen  on  that  (the 
Opposition)  side  of  the  House,  on  the 
ground  that  their  action  was  a  departure 
irom  the  usual  courtesy  of  the  Houso, 
by  whloh,  on  almost  every  occasion, 
Bills  wrae  allowed  to  be  introduced 
without  opposition ;  but  he  must  remind 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gtentleman  that 
that  was  a  totally  unusual  occasion,  and 
was  absolutely  without  precedent.  It 
was  true  that  the  Leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion was  absent  on  the  present  occasion ; 
but  he  (Mr.  Chaplin),  for  one,  could  not 
admit  that  fact  as  any  ground  or  reason 
why  independent  Members,  who  were 
totally  opposed  to  the  introduction  of  a 
measure  which  they  regarded  as  one  of 
the  most  fatal  measures  ever  introduced 
into  that  House,  were  to  hold  their 
mouths  and  not  offer  such  opposition  as 
l^ey  deemed  it  their  duty  and  their 
ri^ht  to  offer.  When  he  considered  the 
opinions  expressed  on  that  side  of  the 
House,  and  the  enormous  importance  of 
the  question — which  was  being  raised, 
he  believed,  for  the  first  time  in  ^e  hie- 
toi7  of  this  country— he  did  not  think 
that  was  an  hour  at  which  this  debate 
ought  to  proceed.  It  was  out  of  all 
reason  that  the  House  should  be  called 
upon  at  1  o'clock  in  the  morning  to  de- 
bate the  introductioQ  of  a  Bill  which 
involved  consequences  of  the  most  enor- 
mous magnitude  and  importance  to  this 
country — a  Bill  which  the  great  majority 
of  hon.  Members  on  that  side  of  the 
House,  and  many  on  the  other  side,  re- 
p;arded,  as  they  were  obliged  to  regard 
it,  as  a  Bill  for  only  one  purpose — 
namely,  to  facilitate  the  entrance  of 
Atheists  into  the  Parliament  of  England. 
It  was  the  most  mischievous  and  perni- 
cious measure  ever  introduced  into  that 
Assembly;  and,  under  the  circumstances, 
he  had  not  the  lightest  doubt  as  to  the 
course  he  ought  to  pursue,  and  that  was 
to  move  that  the  debate  be  adjourned 
by  Progress  being  reported. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  said,  he  had  much 
pleasure  in  seconding  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr. 
Chaplin),  for  he  considered  this  a  Bill 
which  ought,  at  its  initiative  stage,  to 

2Ir.  Chajflin 


occupy  the  attention  of  the  House. 
Seeing  that  on  the  first  night  of  the 
Session,  a  Member  of  the  (Government 
announced  the  introduction  of  a  measure 
which  was  not  mentioned  in  the  Queen's 
Speech,  the  House  ought  to  have  some 
further  assurance  from  Her  Majesty's 
Government  that  this  measure  would 
not  be  pressed  upon  the  House  with  any 
undue  haste.  The  noble  Marquess  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington)  certainly  stated,  on  the 
previous  day,  tiie  object  of  the  Bill ;  but 
he  did  not  say  whether  it  was  regarded 
as  a  measure  of  the  first  importanee,  or 
whether  it  was  to  take  preoedence  of 
every  other  measure  to  be  introdnoed  by 
the  GoTemment.  The  Committee  ought 
to  have  some  assurance  from  the  noble 
Marquess  upon  those  points.  If  they 
allowed  the  Bill  to  be  introduced  that 
night,  they  ought  to  have  some  state- 
ment as  to  whether  it  was  to  be  pro- 
ceeded with  before  any  other  Bill.  That 
was  a  measure  which  occupied  the  atten- 
tion of  every  constituency  ;  and  he  could 
assure  theGovemment  that  it  would  meet 
with  the  most  violent  opposition  from 
that  side  of  the  House.  He  himself 
should  feel  perfectly  justified  in  saying 
— and  he  believed  he  expressed  the  feel- 
ing of  that  side  of  the  House — that  he 
should  oppose  this  Bill  in  every  possible 
way,  and  at  every  possible  stage.  It 
was  the  duty  of  the  Conservative  Party 
to  show  to  the  country  that  they  were 
determined,  as  long  as  they  had  breath 
in  their  bodies,  to  use  every  Form  of  the 
House  to  prevent  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  or 
any  other  Atheist,  coming  into  the  House 
of  Commons. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Sir. 

Chaplin.) 

Mr.  GEANTHAM  said,  he  quite 
agreed  that  it  was  unusual  to  oppose  a 
Bill  at  this  stage ;  but  the  Committee 
ought  to  remember  the  extraordinary 
position  in  which  the  House  and  the 
country  were  placed  by  the  course  taken 
by  the  Government.  It  should  not  be 
forgotten  that  this  was  not  the  first  time 
that  this  question  had  been  before  the 
Houso  and  the  country.  For  three  years 
it  had  been  before  the  Bouse,  and  until 
yesterday  hon.  Members  were  under 
the  impression  that  the  (jh)vemment 
would  take  the  same  course  as  they  had 
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•dtqttodon  all  preceding  occasions — thai 
they  would  render  no  special  assisfant^o 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  to 
olltain  full  admission  to  the  Huuse ;  but 
Mi^wnu^Qlieiioe  ol  tiie  'threata  of  Mr. 

tt$rO«infenBUiti^aid  nutde  the  compuet 
fli^  hqwii,  jnntoi'^plwtirBea  My.  Brad- 
ba^'s  Joaatt  Abates,  Itfr.  Labouohere, 
and  themselTBs  ["  Order!  "] 

Thb  chairman  :  I  must  point  out 
to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  that, 
nniler  the  New  liulos,  a  Motion  to  report 
Prt'gress  mu.^t  be  sti'ii.:lly  tionfiued  to 
ifasuiis  wtiy  ProE;iTss  is  niuved. 

Mr.  GRANTU.AM  ^ai^i.  he  was  ex- 
tremely obligt.'d  to  tlie  C'hiiirinau  for 
calling  him  to  Order  and  reininiling  liiiii 
that  the  House  was  under  the  New 
Rules,  as  it  was  ■well  the  country  shctuld 
vee  the  way  they  vere  to  be  enforced  ; 
bnb.st  aeemed  to  him  that  the  ob.serva- 
twpa  be  was  making  were  pertinent  to 
Ifall  question  why  Progress  should  b> 
reported,  because  it  was  in  consequence 
(rf.the  egctxaordinary  position  in  wliiuh. 
^«9u_iiep9iiiim'l»W9A  ^iB^lveB  placed 
^erGaiQR9iaeB<i,.tibM  he  thought  it 
desirable  Progress  should  be  reported. 
Therefore,  witii  the  permlsflion  of  the 
Chairman,  he  woidd  continue  his  rea- 
sons why  Progress  should  be  reported. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  subject-mat- 
ter of  the  !Motion  is  not  now  before  tlif 
Committee.  The  Question  la,  whether 
Progre.ss  shall  be  reported,  in  order  that 
the  Motioa  aba^hetAfcf^JJponfinother 
occasion. 

Mb.  GRANTITAM  said,  he  was  at  n 
loss  to  understand  wliy  lie  was  not  en- 
titled to  give  his  rea.^ons  for  wijibing  to 
report  Progress,  as  that  was  al!  lio  in- 
tended to  do  ;  but  he  was  deterniini-d  to 
mfjce  ibia  protest,  in  order  to  call  thn 
i^lMi&Mi  ca^e  country  to  the  extra- 
ordiiuay  position  in  which  they  were 
ptojind  ftt  ihj9,<^T^^  hour,  as  it  were, 
ty  the  0oTeiu|;i9atj  who  had  carefully 
abstained  from  movtioiuns  this  Bill  in 
the  Queen's  Speeoly^.fn4  Ipftd  not  even 
iicnrfuUyexplEune^itaphataoter.  On  the 
inrioua  day,  when  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wnthampton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  asked 
what  the  intentions  of  the  GoTemment 
were,  he  stated  in  distinct  terms  that  if 
the  Government  would  yield  to  the 
threats  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  liradlaugh),  then  tho  latter 
¥Oiild  ieep  quiet,  as  ho  had  lately  done  ; 
qji^^iiyifw  he  would  trif^^^j^ajA^  himself 
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into  the  House ;  he  would  enter  into  a 
"  Treaty,"  in  fact,  with  the  Government, 
and  take  no  steps  to  foroe  his  way  into 
the  House.  The  position  of  the  House 
was  BO  eztraordinBry  that  he  should  not 
only  protest,<but  vote  against  the  Bill 
being  introduced. 

Mb.  BERESFOBD  HOPE  said,  he 
also  thought  that  the  Motion  should  be 
agreed  to.  The  reason  why  be  thought 
Progress  should  be  reported,  and  they 
should  watt  for  another  occasion,  was 
this — that  on  Thursday  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
attonded  at  Trafalgar  Square  with  a 
brawling  mob,  and  that  at  the  end  of 
Friday's  Sitting  —  after  half-past  12 
o'clock — the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Attorney  General,  clutching  at 
the  advantage  of  the  New  Rules,  got  up 
and,  withoutasaigning  any  reason,  called 
on  the  House  to  vitally  alter  the  Const  i* 
tution  of  the  country.  The  House  and 
the  country  vere  clearly  led  to  infer  that 
the  first  step  towards  the  alteration  o£ 
the  Oonstitution  was  taken  by  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  and  his  mob  on  Thursday.  He 
oould  not  do  otherwise  than  conuder  that 
to  introduce  this  Bill  was  to  humiliate 
the  Parliament  of  England  before  Brad- 
Laagh  and  his  mob. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided:  —  Ayes  69  > 
Noes  166:  Majority  87.— (Dir.  List, 
No.  4.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Lord  HENET  LENNOX  said,  this 
Bill  was  of  such  an  unusual  character 
that  for  onee  he  must  step  out  of  the 
paths  which  he  had  held  in  the  House 
of  Commons  for  many  years,  and  do  his 
little  to  obstruct  a  most  obnoxious  mea- 
sure, which  he  believed  to  be  the  result 
of  mob  law  terrorism  upon  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  He  must  move  that  the 
Chairman  do  now  leave  the  Chair. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." — {Lord  Smry  Lennox.) 

The  Committee  divided:  —  ^jea  68; 
Noes  151:  Majority  83.»(Div.  List, 

No.  5.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Lord  CLAUD  HAMILTON  said,  he 
should  like  to  make  an  appeal  to  the 
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noble  Marquess  (the  Marqttess  of  Hart- 
ington).  He  thought  the  time  had  ar- 
rived iiiien.  under  the  ordinary  mlea  of 
eourteay,  vhich  he  trusted  they  might 
he  able  to  revert  to  under  the  ctdtur0, 
the  noble  Marquesa  might  4e  able  to  see 
his  way  to  conoeding  what  had  been 
asked  for  for  some  time  by  a  large  mi- 
nori^  in  the  Houae,  This  Bill  bad  been 
flashed  upon  the  House  in  a  most  extra- 
ordinary manner  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
Temment ;  and  he,  therefore,  was  of  opi- 
nion, considering  the  peculiar  oircum- 
stanoes  attending  its  introduction,  and 
the  very  great  importance  Ministers  evi- 
dently attached  to  it,  and  which  was 
felt  with  regard  to  it  throughout  the 
country^  that  the  noble  Marquess  would 
do  well  to  agree  to  an  adjournment. 

Tbb  MAaatrESB  of  HABTINGKrON : 
In  reti^  to  what  has  lallea  from  the 
Boble  Lord  (Lord  Gland  Hamilton),  I, 
in  my  turn,  shoidd  like  to  make  an 
appeal  to  hon.  Members  opposite.  I 
would  appeal  to  them  to  consider  the 
eharaoter  of  the  opposition  in  wluch  they 
are  at  present  engaged.  The  nature  of 
that  opposition  was  very  candidly  ad- 
mitted by  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Henry 
Lennox)  who  just  now  moved  that  the 
Speaker  do  leave  the  Chair,  for  he  in- 
formed us  that  he  would  do  all  he  could 
to.  obstruct  this  Bill.  [Lord  Hbhby 
Lbnnoz:  Hear,  hear!]  very  well.  I 
see  sitting  on  the  opposite  side  of  the 
Honse,  and  taking  part  in  tb^se  pro- 
ceedings, many  hon.  Members  who  have 
been  as  loud  in  their  denunciation  of 
Obetruotion  as  any  Member  of  the  Qo- 
vemment.  In  spite  of  the  attitude  these 
hon.  Members  took  up  in  the  past,  on 
the  very  first  occasion,  when  leave  is 
asked  to  introduce  a  Bill  which  happens 
to  be  particularly  distasteful  to  them, 
they  obstruct  almost  without  using  the 
slightest  argument  in  support  of  ^eir 
position. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  "Wo  cannot 
now— the  New  Bules  prevent  our  dis- 
cussing the  Motions. 

Thb  Maequess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
I  say,  tbat  almost  without  using  the 
slightest  argument,  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site appear  to  consider  themselves  jus- 
tified m  resorting,  without  the  slightest 
concealment,  to  what  the^  themselves 
are  compelled  to  admit  is  wilful  and 
deliberate  Obstruction. 

Several  hon.  Mbicbebs  :  No,  no ! 
Only  one  Member  has  admitted  it. 

Zord  Claui  MamiUM 


Thx  Makqttssb  of  HABTINQTON  : 
The  noble  Lord  (Lord  Heniy  Lennox) 
made  a  Mo|tion,  as  he  eaid  himself,  for 
the  puipose  of  Obstmction. 

Lord  HEN^Y  LENNOX :  Perhaps 
the  noble  Marquess  will  allow  me  to 
correct  him.  ^  I  am  sure  he  does  not 
wiflh  to  misrepresent  what  I  said.  What 
I'Said  was  that  I  was  determined  to  ob- 
struct the  progress  of  the  Bill  at  this 
hour  of  the  morning.  [Several  hon. 
Meubees  :  No,  no  !] 

The  Mabquesb  op  HABTINGTON  :  I 
beg  the  noble  Lord's  pardon;  but  I 
cannot  admit  the  aoonraoyof  the  correc- 
tion. No  doubt  he  is  right  as  to  what 
he  meant  to  say ;  but  what  I  heard  him 
say  was  that  he  intended  to  do  his  litU« 
to  obstruet  every  stage  of  this  most  ob- 
jectionable Bill.  I  was  going  to  say, 
when  interrupted,  that  I  fs^  convinced 
that  every  hon.  Member  opposite  who 
has  taken  part  in  'tiLese  pzo(»eding8 
^nks  this  IB  a  Bill  the  eharaoter  of 
which  amply  varrants  Obatmctioin.  Bat, 
unfortunatny,  HibX  may  be  the  portion 
of  some  seotion  or  other  of  the  House 
in  regard  to  any  Bill  which  could  be 
brought  forward.  Hon.  Members  who 
obstruct  always  say  that  the  peauliar 
character  of  the  Bill  they  object  to 
warrants  their  obstruction ;  therefore, 
although  I  am  willing  to  admit  the 
sincerity  of  the  opposition,  I  must  reply 
to  the  appeal  made  to  me  by  asking  hon. 
Members  opposite  to  consider  whether, 
on  this  occasion,  they  are  not  setting  an 
evil  example,  or  establishing  an  evil 
precedent,  by  the  oourse  they  are  flolloir- 
fng? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  wished 
to  know  what  the  noble  Marquess  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington)  would  say  if  a 
Member  of  tiie  Opposition  aj^lied  the 
same  oriticiem  to  hon.  Gtentlemen  sitting 
on  the  Qovemment  Benches  ? 

An  hon.  MniBXB  wished  to  ask  the 
Chairman  whether  there  was  any  Ques- 
tion before  the  Committee  P 

The  CHAIRMAN,  without  replying, 
called  upon  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour  to  con- 
tinue his  observations. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  the  noble 
Marquess  then  went  on  to  appeal  to  the 
Opposition,  and  to  say  that  Gentiemen 
on  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House  were 
now  engaged  in  that  which  they  had  so 
often  condemned — namely,  obstructing 
the  progress  of  BusinesB.  His  (Mr. 
Balfour's)  answer  to  that        "  Tou 


Digitized  by  Google 


261  PartumMtwry  OtihtAci   |Fkbuuaby  16,  1883)  {n66)  Amendouttt  Sill  262 


faar«  proTided  a  remedy  against  Ob- 
atraction."    What  were  hoo.  Members 
occupied  with  during  the  whole  of  the 
latter  part  of  last  Session  ?    Wliy,  he 
reeollected  thiDking,  whilst  they  were 
passiiie  the  New  iBulea,  that  one  of  the 
most  fatal  results  of  their  work  would 
be  that  in  the  future  they  would  never 
be  able  to  aoouse  anyone  of  Obstruction. 
If  th^  should  disapprove  of  the  pro- 
ceedings of  hon.  Uembers  —  if  they 
thought  hon.  Members  unduly  pro- 
longed   debates  —  their  remedy  was 
simple.    They  could  apply  their  Eule. 
He  did  not,  however,  wish  to  enter  into 
any  coatentioue  matter,  and  he  would 
make  another  appeal  to  the  noble  Mar- 
oaasa.    It  was  not  to  be  credited  that 
Ute  ac^d  phalanx  the  noble  Marquess 
had  behind  him  had  remained  in  the 
House  to  this  late  hour,  on  the  ee- 
eond  sight  of  the  Session. (1.50  A..U.), 
thruttgh  any  abstract  admiration  for 
]£r.  Bradlaugh.    They  all  had  their 
lUtle  Bills,  and  they  were  kept  here 
waitii^  beoause  &e  Qoverament  would 
parnst  in  bringiog  in  tins  particular  Bill 
at  tins  partiiouJw  moment.   It  would  be 
jnst  aa  «aqr  im  the  Gvvernment  to  bring 
m  tho  BUI  to-fljorrow  —  ILaught^r]-^ 
velU  on.  Monday  ni^t.  They  would  lose 
no  ^SDM  by  it,  and  vould  aTioently  afibrd 
a  great  oouvenieace  not  only  to  hon. 
Members  on  that  (the  Opposition)  aide 
of  the  Houae,  but  to  the  vast  majority 
of  their  supporters  who  had  come  down 
to-night,  each  with  the  object  of  further- 
ing his  own  particular  crotchet.  He 
would  aak  the  noble  Marquess  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  at  least,  out  of 
sympathy  for  hon.  Friends  behind  him, 
to  allow  a  po^ponemeot. 

Mb.  ASQMEAD-BABTLETT  wished 
to  repudiate  the  charge  <^  Obstruction 
made  against  Members  on  that  (the 
Opposition)  side  of  the  House.  It  was 
obviously  unfair,  as  had  just  been  pointed 
out  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Hertford 
{Hr.  A.  J.  Balfour),  to  ohaige  all  those 
who  wtte  fighting  on  this  occasion  with 
Ha  statement  of  the  nt^le  Lord  who 
had  spoken  from  that  side  (Lord  Henry 
Lennox).   Why.  did  hoa.  Members  op- 

C the  introduction  of  this  Bill?  Why, 
use  it  was  proposed  at  a  quarter  to  1 
ia  the  morning.  It  was,  no  doubt,  legi- 
timate to  <k>  that,  but,  at  the  same  time, 
it  was  unusual.  Hon.  Members  opposed 
the  introduction,  and  asked  the  Oovern- 
BMUk  to  givo  them  an  opportunity  of 


considering  the  question  on  account  of 
the  vary  exceptional  character  of  the 
measure.  There  was,  he  was  sure,  no 
precedent  for  the  introduction  by  the 
Government  of  a  religious  Bill  which 
had  not  been  mentioned  in  the  Queen's 
Speech,  and  that  was  another  reason  for 
giving  hon.  Members  a  further  oppor- 
tunity of  considering  the  Bill.  There 
was  the  still  further  reason  given  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  forthe  University  of 
Cambridge  ',Hr.  Beresford  Hope] ;  and 
then  there  was  to  be  considered  the  in- 
trinfiic  opposition  of  Members  to  any 
Bill  which  did  uo(  commend  itself  to  the 
House  and  the  country.  He  thought  ■ 
that,  conaideriog  all  these  points,  this 
was  a  matter  in  which  the  (ioTernment 
might  very  well  be  expected  to  yield  to 
the  wishes  of  a  very  large  section  of  the 
House. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  said, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Hertford  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  always  seemed  to  be  actuated 
by  the  best  motives.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber's great  object  just  now  appeared  to 
be  to  forward  the  Business  of  the  House 
— to  fscilitate  the  introduotloa  of  the 
Bills  of  hon.  Memben  ntting  opposite 
to  him-.  The  hon.  Member  seemed  more 
uudous  that  hon.  Members  o|»poaed  to 
him  in  general  politics  diould  introduce 
their  Bills  than  those  hon.  Members 
were  themselves.  This,  no  doubt,  be- 
longed to  the  general  amiability  of  the 
hou.  Member's  nature ;  but,  while  giving 
him  credit  for  sincerity  in  the  professions 
he  bad  made,  let  him  apply  a  simple 
test.  The  hon.  Member  said — "You 
should  bring  in  your  Bill  on  Saturday 
night but  there  were  difficulties  in  the 
way  of  such'  a  course  which  it  was  sin- 
gular the  hon.  Member's  Parliamentary 
experience  had  not  made  him  acquainted 
with.  Hon.  Members  behind  Mm,  how- 
ever, had  reminded  him  of  them.  He 
(Sir  William  Harcourt)  would  aak  the 
hon.  Member  whether  he  was  disposed 
to  say  that  in  the  event  of  the  Bill  beiog 
put  down  for  Monday  night  he  and  liis 
Friends  would  not  make  dilatory  Mo- 
tions? He  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  wa« 
quite  sure,  after  the  hon.  Member's 
professions,  and  the  indications  they 
had'  had  of  his  desire  not  to  be  ob- 
structive, that  if  he  would  rise  in  lus 
place,  and  give  that  sort  of  assurance, 
the  Government  would  accept  it.  He 
would  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  an 
answer  on  this  point,  because  ixom  his 
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answer  the  House  would  gather  the  real 
reasoQ  why  the  hon.  Member  and  his 
Friends  wished  to  have  the  Bill  post- 
poned until  Monday,  and  would  learn- 
whether  those  hon.  Members  would 
follow  the  lead  of  tiie  Heads  of  their 
Party,  who  tiiought  it  would  be  entirely 
contrary  to  the  proper  manner  of  con- 
ducting the  proceedings  of  the  House, 
to  refuse  conRent  to  the  Government  to 
brinjf  in  a  Bill.  If  the  hon.  Member 
would  say  that  no  dilatory  Motions 
would  be  brought  forward,  the  Govern- 
ment would  probably  meet  them  on  the 
point  raised.   

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  remark  he  had  made  was  not 
for  the  purpose  of  facilitating  the  pro- 
gress of  this  Bill,  but  of  all  the  other 
Bills  which  hon.  Members  were  seeking 
leave  to  introduce  to-night. 

Me.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  was  very 
sorry  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington)  found  himself  unable  to 
respond  to  the  very  reasonable  appeals 
of  hon.  Members  on  the  Opposition  side 
of  the  House.  The  noble  Marquess  had 
charged  them  with  a  deliberate  intention 
of  obstructing  this  Bill.  Well,  at  such 
an  hour  as  this— between  1  and  2  o'clock 
in  the  morning — it  was  somewhat  diffi- 
cult to  draw  a  distinction  between  what 
was  Obstruction  and  what  was  legitimate 
opposition  to  a  Bill.  Considering  the 
importance  of  this  Bill,  and  the  manner 
in  which  it  was  being  pressed  on  by  the 
Government  against  the  manifest  wish 
of  a  large  number  of  hon.  Members  on 
one  side  of  the  House  and,  no  doubt, 
many  on  the  other  side,  he  must  say  that 
a  more  legitimate  opposition  than  that 
being  offered  to  the  progress  of  this  Bill 
would  he  difficult  to  imagine.  The  noble 
Marquess  had  said  they  had  offered 
no  arguments  whatever  against  the  pro- 
gress of  the  measure ;  but  the  noble 
Marquess  was  hardly  accurate.  They 
had  htated  over  and  over  again,  and  the 
noble  Marquess  did  not  deny  it,  that  this 
Bill  was  one  uf  the  most  important  and 
exeei)ti(mal  measures  that  liad  ever  been 
submitted  to  an  EiigliNh  House  of  Com- 
mons ;  and  it  was  ut  nearly  2  o'clock  in 
the  morning  that,  with  the  assistance  of 
the  noisy  and  mechanical  majority  be- 
hind him,  the  noble  Marquess  sought  to 
force  it  on  a  reluctant  Ast-einldy.  The 
mere  fact  of  the  hour  at  wliich  tlie  Bill 
was  being  proceeded  with,  the  import- 
ance of  the  measure  and  its  exceptional 

Sir  WiUiam  Earoourt 


character — which  was  not  denied  by  the 
Government— was  as  strong  an  argu- 
ment as  it  was  possible  to  adduce  in 
support  of  the  present  opposition.  All 
he  and  his  Friends  were  asking  was  that 
such  an  important  measure  should  be 
introduced  at  a  time  when  it  could  re- 
ceive an  adequate  and  fitting  discussion 
at  the  hands  of  the  House.  If  the  Go- 
Tprnment  would  consent  to  introduce  the 
Bill  at  a  proper  time  they  would  find 
that  hon.  Members  had  no  desire  to 
offer  anything  but  a  legitimate  opposi- 
tion ;  but  all  he  could  say  was  that  if 
the  Government  persisted  in  their  en- 
deavour to  force  this  Bill  on  at  an  hour 
in  the  morning  like  the  present,  hon. 
Members  would  resist  as  long  as  they 
were  allowed  to  do  so  by  the  Rules  now 
in  fon  e — they  would  offer  all  the  opposi- 
tion they  believed  it  to  be  their  duty  to . 
offer. 

Mr.  MOLLOY  said,  that  aa  he  was 
one  of  those  who  had  a  Bill  to  introduce 
that  night,  and  as  he  did  not  wish  to 
stop  there  all  night  listening  to  a  discus- 
sion between  the  Members  of  the  Minis- 
terial and  Opposition  Benches,  and  aa 
he  considered  that  neither  the  speech  of 
the  noble  Marquess  nor  that  of  the 
Home  Hecretary  was  satisfactory,  he 
would  venture  to  move  that  the  Chair- 
man do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave 
to  sit  again. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
* '  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progreas, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again."  —  (Mr. 
MoUey.) 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  asked  the  noble 
Marquess  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  upon  what  day  he  intended  to 
take  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill,  as 
he  had  evidently  made  up  his  mind  to 
force  the  Bill  through  the  House  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON, 
in  reply,  said,  that  it  was  impossible  to 
name  a  day  for  the  second  reading  until 
the  Bill  had  been  introduced;  but,  if  it 
would  be  any  consolation  to  the  hon. 
Member,  he  thought  he  could  assure 
him  that  a  considerable  time  must  elapse 
before  the  second  reading  could  be  taken. 
The  first  Business  which  the  Govern- 
ment had  to  take  was  the  second  read- 
ing of  those  Bills  which  it  was  intended 
to  refer  to  the  Standing  Committees; 
and.  until  those  had  been  dealt  with, 
the  Government  would  not  ask  the 
House  to  proceed  with  this  Bill. 
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Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  observed 
that  the  Government  must  see  that  there 
were  sufficient  Members  in  the  Hi)U8e  to 
prevent  this  Bill  being  taken  to-night, 
and  the  Government  had  not  suffiriebt 
votes  at  their  command  to  put  the  New 
Bules  in  force.  What,  then,  could  be 
gained  bj  dragging  the  House  of  Com- 
mons into  the  position  in  which  it  was 
now  placed  ?  In  the  very  first  week  of 
the  Session  the  House  was  being  dealt 
with  in  a  manner  which  was  ominous  of 
what  would  follow.  He  would  usk  the 
Government  to  consider  whether  they 
could  possibly  gain  anything  by  persist- 
ing in  the  course  they  had  chosen  to 
enter  upon  on  such  an  occasion  as  this  ? 
There  had  never  been  a  Bill  of  the  im- 
portance or  character  of  this  Bill,  which 
had  not  been  heralded  long  beforehand 
by  public  notices  ;  and  this  Bill  was  one 
of  such  importance  that,  according  to 
the  Rules  ol  the  House,  it  was  necessary 
that  leave  should  be  given  in  Committee 
before  it  could  be  introduced  at  all.  Yet 
it  had  been  sprung  on  the  House  at  a 
day's  notice,  and  the  Committee  was  to 
be  asked  to  allow  this  Bill  to  be  intro- 
duced at  2  o'clock  in  the  morning.  And 
what  was  the  character  of  this.  Bill,  and 
by  whom  was  it  proposed  ?  Not  by  the 
^ime  SOnister.  He  appeared  to  be 
anxious  to  keep  out  of  tbe  way.  He 
had  expressed  Lis  own  opinion  on  this 
Bill,  and  had  declared  that  the  introduc- 
tion of  Atheists  into  the  House  was  but 
a  6t^  downwards—— 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  I  must  point  out 
to  the  hon.  Member  that  the  only  Ques- 
tion before  tbe  Committee  is  that  of  re- 
porting Progress. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
wa^  perfectly  aware  of  that ;  but  he  was 
not  under  the  impression  that  he  was  out 
of  Order  in  putting  forward  what  ap- 
peared to  him  to  be  an  argument  fur 
deferring  this  matter  until  the  return  of 
the  Prime  Minister.  The  Prime  Minis- 
ter had  said  the  introduction  of  Atheists 
into  this  House  would  be  but  a  prelimi* 
naiy  to  a  decision  which  would  be  &tal 
to  the  recognition  of  Christianity.  If 
that  was  the  character  of  this  proposal, 
was  it  not,  at  any  rate,  decent  to  let  the 
Prime  Minister  have  an  opportunity,  on 
the  first  occasion  when  this  Bill  was  in- 
troduced, of  explaining  the  extraordinary 
fat«  which  he  must  have  performed 
lefore  he  could  be  induced  to  support 
thuBill? 


Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided:  —  Ayes  64! 
Noes  145:   Majority  81.— (Div.  Listi 

No.  6.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Me.  CHAPLIN  rose  to  renew  the  ap- 
peal to  the  noble  AXarquess  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington)  made  at  an  earlier  period 
by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Liver- 
pool (Lord  Oland  Hamilton).  On  that 
side  of  the  House  hon.  Members  had 
already  defended  their  views ;  but  they 
had  no  desire  to  offer  illegitimate  ob- 
struction to  this  measure.  All  they 
asked  was  that  it  should  be  introduced 
at  some  hour  in  the  evening  when  they 
could  have  the  legitimate  discussion 
which  they  thought  necessary.  It  seemed 
to  him  that,  having  regard  to  all  the 
circumstances  of  the  case,  this  was  a  rea- 
sonable opposition  to  this  measure ;  and 
he  thought  the  noble  Marquess  must  see 
that  there  was  a  very  unusual  degree 
of  practical  opposition '  to  tbe  measure. 
Under  the  circumstances,  he  hoped  the 
noble  Marquess  might  be  persuaded  to 
entertain  the  appeal. 

The  MABQtTBss  of  HABTINGKTON 
said,  there  was  nothing  approaching  a 
reasonable  compromise  to  which  he 
should  not  be  very  happy  to  agree,  for 
the  purpose  of  getting  dirough  the  first 
stage  of  this  measure.  During  the  pro- 
gress of  the  debate  on  the  Address,  it 
was  not  possible  for  the  Government  to 
make  arrangements  to  bring  in  a  Bill  at 
what  might  seem  to  be  a  reasonable 
hour  in  the  minds  of  hon.  Members 
opposite.  But  such  Bills  as  this  were 
usually  introduced  at  about  half-past  12 
o'clock ;  and  if  it  would  meet  the  views 
of  hon.  Members  opposite,  who  wished 
that  more  time  should  be  given  for  the 
consideration  of  this  Bill,  he  would  do 
his  best,  if  the  discussion  were  now  ad- 
journed, to  bring  the  Bill  on  again  on 
Monday  night  as  soon  alter  12  o'clock 
as  possible,  though  it  was  impossible  to 
say  when  the  debate  on  the  Address 
would  be  clo^ied  or  adjourned.  He  would 
be  glad  to  agree  to  that  course,  on  the 
understanding  that  hon.  Members  op- 
posito  would  then  not  object  to  the  BUI 
being  taken. 

Mr.  BERESFORD  HOPE  trusted 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincoln- 
shire (Mr.  Chaplin)  would  accept  that 
proposition,  and  would  move  that  Pro- 
gress be  reported. 
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Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
the  Chairman  do  now  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  eit  aeain,"  —  {Mr. 
£»r«»fmi  jBep$,)—'pvA,  and  egrMi  to. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  rit 
^ain  upon  Monday  next. 

SALE  OP  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  ON 
^SUNDAY  (DURHAM)  BILL. 
LBA.TS.     7IBST  JlBADIlfO. 

Motion  made,  and  Qnestion  propoaed, 
"  That  lesTe  be  g:iveD  to  ttring  id  a  Bill  to 
prohibit  the  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on 
Sundaya  in  the  Oonnty  of  Durham." 

Ma.  WARTON  aaid,  that  a  large 
number  of  Bills  of  this  class  was  being 
introduced,  and  he  vished  to  ask  whe- 
ther the  Government  intended  to  dis- 
courage such  Bills  or  not  ?  because,  if 
thej  did,  the  task  of  those  who  opposed 
them  would  be  very  much  easier.  He 
need  hardly  say  he  should  feel  it  his 
duty  to  oppose  all  these  Bills. 

Mb.  chamberlain  said,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Warton) 
asked  the  GoTernmeut  to  make  a  state- 
ment of  their  general  policy  in  reference 
to  the  different  classes  of  Liquor  Bills  it 
was  proposed  to  introduce.  He  should 
point  out  that  neither  the  GoTemment 
nor  the  House  were  at  present  aware 
what  the  contents  of  the  Bills  were.  It 
would  be  highly  inoonrenient  that,  at 
this  stage,  the  GfoTexnment  should  make 
a  statement  of  their  polity.  Of  course, 
the  Gpremment  would  be  quite  pre- 
pared to  make  a  dear  statement  o^  the 
■abject  of  the  Bills  when  the  Bills 
arrived  at  the  stage  of  second  reading. 

Question  put,  and  affreed  to. 

Bill  ordertd  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Theodoh*  Fry,  Mr.  "Waltbe  Jaubs. 
Hr.  Laubtos,  Mr.  Dodds,  Mr.  Thouas 
BiCHARDsoN,  Mr.  GountET,  and  Mr. 
Jaues  Tbomfson. 

Bill  prMMttdj  and  read  the  first  time. 
[BUI  ai.] 

OENERAX  POLICE  AND  lUPROTEUENT  (SCOT- 

ZiAHS)  FBOTISIONAL  OBDXB  (bBOUOHTT 

FEBRT  FATIHO)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  The  Loan  Adtocatb,  Bill  to 
confirm  a  Provisional  Order  made  under  "The 
General  Polieu  and  Improvement  (Scotland) 
Act,  1862,"  relating  to  the  bui^h  of  Brou(fhty 
Ferry,  ordered  to  bo  brought  in  by  The  Loud 
Ai>TocATB  and  Secretary  Sir  Williak  Hae- 
oouar. 

BUljnvHdM;  and  read  the  first  time.  [BUlI.j 
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PUBLIC  BXALTH  (SOOTLAKD)  PBOVrSIOBAL 
OBDEB  (PBASEBOUBaH  WATBBWOBSS) 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  The  Lord  Adtocatb,  Bill  to 
conflrm  a  Provisional  Order  made  under  "  The 
Public  Health  (Scotland)  Act,  1867,"  nlatiog 
to  the  burf(h  of  FraMrborgh,  ordtred  to  be 
brought  in  by  The  Lobd  Adtocatb  and  Seon- 
tary  Sir  William  Haroodbt. 

Bill/>ivfm'«(/,andieadthefirst  time.  [BiU2.] 

BAITEBUFTOT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  CHAHnsBLAm,  Bill  to  amend 
and  consolidate  the  Laws  of  Bankruptcy,  ordersi 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Ohaubbblain,  Mr. 
BOLICITOB  OeifCRAL,  End  Mr.  JOH!f  HOLHS. 

Bill  preunttd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  4.] 

PATENTS  FOR  INYENTIOHS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Ohakbbblain,  Bill  to 
amend  and  consolidate  tiie  Law  relating  to 
Patents  for  Inventions,  Trade  Marks,  and 
B«gi8tration  of  Designs,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Cuahbbblain,  Mr.  SoLicrroR  Qbnb- 
BAL,  and  Mr.  Joair  Hoihs. 

Bill  .iwwwntef,  and  read  the  first  time.  ^iU3.] 

BALLOT  AOT  OOltTIHirASOE  AND  AMRKDHENT 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Charles  Dilke,  Bill  to 
amend  and  make  perpetiul  the  Ballot  Act, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Charles  jDlLKB, 
Secretary  Sir  William  Habcoubt,  Mr.  Cham- 
BBBLAiH,  and  Mr.  Attornbt  Gbkeral. 

Bill pruinted,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bin  6.] 

MITNXOIPAL    OORPOBAnONS  (UNBEFOBHID) 
BOX. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Chahlbs  Dilke,  Bill  to 
make  pronsion  respecting  certain  Municipal 
Corporations  and  other  Local  Authorities  not 
subject  to  the  Municipal  Corporation  Acts, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Chahlbs  DiLKB, 
Secretary  Sir  William  Harcourt,  Mr.  Mun- 
dblla,  and  Mr.  Hibbbbt. 

BiU  preimted,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BlU  6,] 

niDICTABLE  0FFFNCE8  (pHOCEDUKB)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  ArroBNET  Obhsbal,  Bill 
to  regulate  Procedure  in  Criminal  Ca»ee,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Attorney  Qbnbbal, 
Mr.  Solicitor  Obkbbal,  and  Mr,  A-ttobnet 
General  for  Ireland. 

Billj>rMtfR^«(^,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bills.]  . 

OOUET  OF  CHIUIWAL  APPEAL  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr,  Attoenet  G-ekbral,  BiU 
to  establish  a  Court  of  Appeal  in  Criminal 
Cas<i8,ordet'ed  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Attorn  rt 
Grnehal,  Secretary  Sir  William  Habcoubt, 
and  Mr.  Solicitor  Gknkral. 

BUljirMmted,  and  read  the  firrt  time.  [BiU  9.} 


Digitized  by  Google 


469        It^sitirMion  of        [Jmam  16^  1883J     Vitttrt  {Ireland)  £iU.  370 


MKLZUCSHTABT  KLEOTIONB  (OOSBUPT  Aim 

On  Hotioa  of  Mr.  Attorkbt  Gbnebal,  Bill 
for  tho  better  prerention  of  Corrapt  and  Illefcal 
Pnctioes  at  PaxiiamentBTy  Elaotioiu,  ordend  to 
be  broi^bt  in  \if  Mr.  Attobxet  OrarBUL, 
Secretary  Sir  Wiluax  '  Habcovst,  Mr.  Cbul- 
BKUdUir,  Sir  Chabus  ItaiXE,  and  Mr.  SoUCItoe 

Baipjvsmtfd.  and  read  tke  flnt  time.  [BUI  7-] 

ROYAL  DTTBUH    BOOZETT   (HUBKITU  OF 

Bonarai  amd  a&t)  bill. 

On  Motion  ol  lb.  Coitbtnbt,  Bill  to  confer 
further  powers  upon  the  Commissionen  of 
Pablio  WorbB  in  Ireland  for  acquiring  lands  in 
Dublin  for  all  or  anr  of  the  porpoees  of  "  The 
DnUin  Sde&ce  and  Art  MnMnm  Act,  IS??." 
vrdtrtd  to  brought  in  by  Mr.  'Covhthbt  and 
Mr.  Hbbbbht  Oladstoitb. 

BiUiVMHrin^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  10.] 

aSUBOHWASDENB*  ADUZSSZOH  BtLL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Oabbisl  GhiLDHBT,  Bill  to 
facilitate  the  admission  of  Churcfavardens  and 
Kdeemen  to  office,  ordered  to  be  broaght  in  by 
Sir  Gabbibl  Goldnbt  and  Mr.  Monk. 

Bill prttmUd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  1 1 .] 

PAffiMHIAL  BOABDS  (sOOTLAin))  BILL. 

On  Motion-  of  Dr.  Oucebok,  Bill  to  reform 
thfi  conatitntion  of  Parochial  Boards  in  Scot- 
land, and  the  mode  of  electing  the  memberB  of 
euch  Boards  ordered  to  be  brought  in_  by  Dr. 
Caiobok,  Bu-.  Baxibb,  Mr.  Babclat,  and  Mr. 
Kaokhttosb. 

Ka^mmfiR^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bai  12.] 

OKUXLTT   TO  IITZMALS  ACTS  AKBnDHSNT 
BILL. 

On  Hotion  of  Hb.  Audbbsox,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Aots  against  Omelty  to  Animals,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Anderson,  Sir  Frederick 
M11.BANK,  Mr.  Saucel  Mohlbt,  Mr.  Jacob 
BaioHT,  Mr.  Passuors  £dvabds,  and  Mr. 

BVCBANAN. 

BiHpreeenttd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  13.] 

LAirD  LAW  (IB£LAHI>)  ACT  (1881)  AUXND- 
HENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Fabnbll,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act  (ISSl),  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Parnell,  Mr.  Hialt, 
Ifr.JDsmr  H*CaktuT|  Mr.  Sbxtok,  and  Mr. 
Lalob.  *■ 

BiU prtatntti,  and  read  the  fiirt  time.  [Kll  14.] 

vsmaBrraB  oouHirrxz  or  pbity 

COUnOIL  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Chasles  Roumsbll,  Bill  to 
(olaKe  the  powers  and  amend  the  procedure  of 
the  DniTeraitiea  Committee  of  the  Frtvy 
Ootmdl,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Cbablbs  BoniTDELL,  Mr.  Brtob,  Mr.  Shibld, 
and  Mr.  Thobolo  Boobbb. 

WSXfrmnt0d,aaAxmA  the  first  time.  [Bill  U.} 


2LE0IIVB  COtmOILS  (iBELAm))  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Bahbt,  Bill  to  establish 
Elective  Councils  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be 
bronght  in  1^  Mr.  Barry,  Mr.  Healt,  Mr. 
Jtjsnx  M'Oastht,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Cokhob,  and 
Mr.  Sbxton. 

Bill preeented,  and  read  tiie  flxat  time.  [BiU  16.] 

TEBE8  PLAWTraa  (IHELAKD)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Corrt,  Bill  to  encourage 
the  planting  of  trees  in  Ireland,  and  to  amend 
the  Iaws  relating  thereto,  ordered  to  be  broa^t 

in  by  Mr.  Corrt.  Viscount  Crichton,  Sir 
Hertbt  BarCB,  and  Mr.  Atlkbr. 
Billj>rM«ffi<9i^,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Billl7.] 

LnflTBD  PABTNEBSHm  BILL. 

Ooruidertd  in.  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Resolved,  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
move  the  House,  that  leare  be  given  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  to  establi^  Limited  Partnerships. 

Besolutioa  report^:  —  BiU  ordered  to  be 
broaght  in  by  Mr.  Monc,  Mr.  Moavoon,  and 
Mr.  Lbwu  Frt. 

Bill.^f«i»fAf,andi«adtheflrsttime.  [BiUlS.] 

LOHDON  BBOEXBS'  BXLIE7  AOT  (1870) 
BBFEAL  BILL, 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Gichard  B.  Mabtin,  Bill 
to  repeal  "  The  London  Brokers'  Belief  Act, 
1870,''  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Bichabd 
B.  M&btin,  Mr.  Maohiac,  and  lu.  BtrxTON. 

BillpmmMi;  and  read  tiwfliit  time.  [Bill  19.] 

TOOE  EBHOTAL  AWD  SVnLBHBirP  (IBBLAHI)) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Hbrtbt  Brocb,  BiU  to 
amend  the  Law  of  Settlement  and  Bemoval  of 
Poor  Persons  to  Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Sir  Hbbvbt  Bbcce,  Mr.  Corrt,  Mr. 
Lewis,  and  Mr.  O'ISclltvan. 

Bill  ^MCTt/ei/,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  20.] 

BOROUGH  FBAKOBISE  (IRSLAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Biqoab,  Bill  to  amend  the 
I>aw  relating  to  the  Irish  ParUamentaiT  Fran- 
ohise  in  Boroughs,  ordered  to  be  broognt  in  by 
Mr.  Biooab,  Mr.  Davsox,  Mr.  Obat,  Mr. 
Callan,  and  Mr.  Lbamt. 

BiUjimmlMf ,  and  read  the  first  tim«.  [BiU  22.] 

parooeial  ohahities  (lonsoh)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Ur.  Bstob,  BiU  to  proTide 
for  the  better  Application  and  Managamoit  of 

the  Parochial  Charities  of  the  City  01  London, 
ordered  io  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Brtcb,  Mr. 
Fell,  Sir  Hehbt  Peek,  Mr.  Wai.tbb  Jambs, 
Mr.  Goubn,  and  Mr,  Datbt. 
Bill^«wn^tfi<,and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  22.] 

RBOI8TRATION  OP  VOTERS  (iRELAim)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  William  Cobbbt,  BiU 
relating  to  the  Begistratum  of  Yoten  (Iraland), 
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wdertd  to  be  brought  ia*  by  Mr.  William 
OoBBBT,  Mr.  Oallan,  Mr.  Dawsoh,  Mr.  Wil- 
I.IAIC  O'BHiBif ,  and  Mr.  Gbat. 
Bill pntmUd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  24.] 

mroxiOATura  uanoxa  (oFir  lioenozs) 
Bnx. 

Contidtrtd  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.} 

SeaoUtd,  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  _  to 
move  the  Hoose,  that  leave  be  given  to  bring 
in  a  BiU  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  the 
granting  (rf  Licences  for  the  Bale  by  retail  of 
Intoxicating  Liqaors  not  to  be  consumed  npon 
the  premises. 

Besolution  reported : — Bill  ordered  to  be 
broQght  in  by  Mr.  Lewis  Fbt,  Mr.  Robbbts, 
Mr.  Stavblet  Hill,  and  Lord  Mobbton. 

BUipre$ented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  26.] 

SALE  OF  DTTOXIOATIHO  LIQUOB8  017 

BUNDAT  (HOimOirrH)  BItL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr,  Carbctt,  Bill  for  Closing 
Pablic  Houses  on  Sunday  in  the  county  of 
Monmouth,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Oabbittt,    Sir    Hvssbt    Yivuv, ,  and  Mr. 

BlOHABD. 

BUI  pretented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  26.] 

HUNIOIFAL  FRANOHiaS  (IBBUKD)  BIU.. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  O'Connor  Power,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  relatiog  to  the  Municipal 
Francbieo  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  he  brought  in 
by  Mr.  O'Connor  Power,  Mr.  Richard  Power, 
Mr.  Sullivan,  and  Mr.  Sheil, 

BiJlpreiented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  27>] 

BBEAOa  OF  PBOUISE  OT  AUBRIAOB  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Caine,  Bill  to  abolish 
Actions  for  Breach  of  Promise  of  Marriage, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Caine,  Mr, 
Bbxcb,  Mr.  BvCHAHAH,  CoIoubI  Makins,  and 
Mr.  Mbldok. 

Bill  pretented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  26.] 

LABOTJRBBS  (iBELAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor,  Bill  to 
better  the  condition  of  Labourers  in  Ireland, 
ordertd  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connok, 
Mr.  Parnbll,  Sir  JoBBTH  M*Kixka,  Mr. 
Callan,  and  Mr.  Lalor. 

"^Mprettntedj  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  29.] 

POOB  LAV  GUABDIAITS  CiRELAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  M'Coan,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  the  Election  of  Poor  Law 
Qnardiana  in  Inland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in' 
by  Mr.  M'CoAN,  Mr.  G-bat,  Mr.  O'Sdllivan, 
and  Mr.  Macfarlakv. 

Billj>rMMfA<,  and  read  the  fliat  time.  [Bill  30.] 

8SA  FIBHEBIEB  (iBELAND)  BUX. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  O'Kbllt,  Bill  to  promote 
the  Sea  Fisheries  of  Ireland,  ordered  to  be 
bronght  in  by  Mr.  O'Eellt,  Mr.  Blake,  Mr. 
Lbamy,  Mr.  O'Coira OB  Powbb,  and  Mr.  O'Doh- 

XBLL. 

BillprMMi(«f,andreadthefliittime,  [Bill31.] 


UNlVBBSmr  EDUOATIOIT    (IBBLAHD)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Jobbpb  M'Kekka,  Bill  to 
amend  Hob  law  relating  to  Univarsit;^  Educa- 
tion in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir 
Joseph  M'Kenna,  Mr.  Gbat,  Mr.  Dawson, 
Mr-  O'DoNNBLL,  and  Mr.  William  Cobbst.- 

Bill  preiented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  32.] 

EHFLOTEBS'  INABILITY  AOT  (1880) 
AMENDMEirr  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Bubt,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Employers'  Liability  Act  (1880),  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Buut.  Mr.  Bboadkvbbt,  Mr. 
Dick  Peddie,  Mr.  O'Connor  Power,  Mr. 
Passmobb  Edwabds,  and  Mr.  Macliver. 

hiMpreuitted,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  33.] 

nTDUSTRIAL  RESOTTRrES   (IRELAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Captain  AyLmbb,  Bill  to 
encourage  the  development  of  the  industrial 
resources  of  Ireland,  ordered  to  be  bronght  in 
by  Captain  Aylmeb,  Viscount  Crichton,  and 
Mr.  CoHBT. 

Bill  prmntidt  and  read  the  firrt  time.  [BiU  84 .] 

BTAOE  flats  (OZFOBD  and  GAlCBXIDai) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Shield,  Bill  to  repeal  bo 
much  of  the  6  and  7  Yic.  c.  68,  as  empowers 

the  Vice-Chancellors  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge 
to  veto  the  performance  of  Stage  Plays,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Shiblr,  Mr.  William 
FowLEU,  Mr.  IliCKS,  and  Mr.  Bulweb. 

BiUpreientedi&nd  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  35.] 

HABBIAQB  WITH  A  DEOEABXD  TIPE's 

SIBTBB  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Sir  Thomas  Chahbbbs,  Bill  to 
alter  and  iimend  the  Law  as  to  Marriage  with 
a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Sir  Thomas  Chambers,  Mr.  Alderman 
Cotton,  Mr.  Mohlbt,  Dr.  Camebok,  and  Mr, 
Caubton. 

BiUpvwn^,  and  read  the  flzat  time.  [BiUS6.] 

TIOB-BOTALTT  (iBBLAHS)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Justin  M'Cabtht,  BiU 
to  make  certain  provinons  dealing  with  the 
Irish  Vice-Royalty,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  1^ 
Mr.  Justin  M'Cakthy,  Mr.  BicHABD  FowEB, 
Mr.  O'Kblly,  and  Mr.  Kbnkt. 

BiU  prewnted,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BUI  87.] 

epiRiTs  nr  bond  bill. 

Contidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Oomndttee.) 

Xtntvtd,  That  the  Chairman  he  directed  to 
move  the  House,  that  leave  be  given  to  bring 
in  a  BiU  for  the  improvement  of  Spirits  baf<na 
being  removed  from  Bond  for  consumption. 

liesolution  reported :  —  BiU  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  O'Sdllivan,  Colonel  Nolan, 
Mr.  RioHABD  PowBB,  Mr.  Dalt,  and  Mr. 
Jambs  Bicuabobon. 

BiUfr«ffiM,ud  read  the  Izit  time.  [BU138.j 
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msH  ssFKODronvs  loah  fond  act 

(1874)  AHBKDHBNT  BILL. 

On  Ifotioa  of  Mr.  Bi.ake,  Bill  to  amend 
"The  Iriah  ReproductiTe  Loan  Fond  Act, 
1874,'*  wihrtd  to  be  brouirht  in  by  Mr.  Blakb, 
Mr.  O'KxLLT,  Dr.  Couinn,  and  Mr.  T.  P. 
O'OomroB. 

BUI  ymMitaf,  and  read  the  first  time.  [30139.] 

PABTHXBSHXFS  BILL. 
CbambiW  in  Cranmittae. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Meaolvti,  That  the  Chftirman  be  directed  to 
moTe  the  Home,  that  leave  he  given  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  to  consolidate  and  amend  the  Iaw  of 
Partnerdupfl. 

Besolatiou  reported :  —  Bill  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  hy  Mr.  Serjeant  Siuok,  Mr, 
Gbbcobt,  Mr.  Barban,  Mr.  Lewis  Fkt,  and 
Mr.  NoBWOon. 

Bin  prtMtnUd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  40.] 

OHXrUCH  OF  BNOLAND  PATRONAOB  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Euwaki)  Leathau,  Bill 
to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  Sale  of  Pa- 
tronage in  tiie  Church  of  England,  or4er€tl  to  be 
bnm^t  in  by  Mr.  Edwabd  Lbathaii,  Mr. 
Hbhkt  H.  FoWLsn,  Mr.  Gboeox  Bdsskll,  and 
Mr.  Shisld. 

BiilproMftf^,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  41.] 

AQBICTTLTURAL  HOLDmOB  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Statblbt  Hili^  Bill  to 
amend  "  The  Agricnltoral  Holdings  (England) 
Act,  187fi."  erdtred  to  he  brought  in  by  Mr. 
SraTBLET  Hill  and  Mr.  Mohcxtoh. 

maprtamted,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  42.] 

BA3TKBTJPT0T;^LA-W  ASTBITOMENT  BILL, 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Dixon-Hartlakd,  BiU 
to  amend  the  Law  of  Bankruptcy,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Dixon-Uaktlamd,  Mr. 
GoBST,  and  Sir  £niicin>  Lbcumbbb. 
Bill  jnvMNtaf,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  43.] 

DISTRESS  JJkW  AKEirDVXBT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Hxnkt  HoLLAvn,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  of  DiBtreoa,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Sir  Hsnut  HoLUNn,  Mr.  Hehbaob,  Sir 
'Wai.tsr  Babttblot,  Mr.  Cboppbb,  and  Sir 
Joseph  Pbasb. 

BiU^rvsMitai;  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  44.] 

cncH  K'i'HWTlW  utt.t.^ 

(kmiidtnd  in  Committee. 

(In  the  OoDunittea.) 

Staatftd,  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
Biore  the  House,  that  leave  be  given  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  Ceme- 
teries. 

Beeolution  reported  :  —  Bill  ordered  to  be 
bronght  in  by  Mr.  Ricrabd,  Mr.  Illino- 
woKTH,  Mr.  Henri  H.  Fowlbb,  Mr.  Gbobqb 
BruBLL,  Mr.  Woodall,  and  Mr.  Caihb. 

iim^ntM^Ni,aiidxeadthsfinttimB.[Bill40.] 


■viviaEcnoN  abolition  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Reid,  Bill  for  the  aboli- 
tion of  Vivisection,  ordtred  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Reid,  Sir  Eabdlbt  Wilmot,  Mr.  Bakdbl 
MoBLBT,  and  Mr.  Fistk. 

Bill^nsmf    and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  46.] 

8ALB  07  IZrCOXICIATnrO  UQUOBS  oir 
SUNDAY  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Jobbfb  Pbasb,  BiU  for 
oloein^  Public  Houses  in  England:  making 
provision  for  the  sale  of  beer  for  consumption 
off  the  premises  during  certain  limited  hours  ; 
and  for  the  exceptional  requirements  of  large 
towns  on  Sundays,  ordered  to  he  brought  in  by 
Sir  JosBPH  Pbarb  and  Viscount  Castlbsbaoh. 

BUipreeeHted,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  47.] 

-  CORFOBATiaN  LAHD8  (IKBLAND)  BtLL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hollot,  Bill  to  deal 

with  lands  in  Ireland  the  property  of  the  Cor- 
poration  of  the  City  of  London  and  of  other 
Corporations  and  Associations,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Mollot,  Mr.  Sexton,  and 

Mr.  BlCHAOD  FoWEB. 

Bill^0M»#Af,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  48.] 

SALE  OF  UTTOXIGATZNO  LIQUOBS  (IBZLAITD} 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Meldoh,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  regulating  the  hours  during  which  pre- 
mises licensed  for  the  Bale  of  Intoxicating 
Liquors  are  permitted  to  be  open  in  Ireland, 
ordered  to  he  brought  in  by  Mr.  Mbldox,  Mr. 
Whitwobtk,  and  &Ir.  Blake. 

KU  presented,  and  read  theflrst  time.  [Bill  49.] 

COPYHOLD  ENFHAKCHISEMEST  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Wauqh,  BiU  to  amend 
the  Copyhold  Acta  and  to  promote  the  Enfran- 
chisement of  Lands  of  Copyhold  and  Customary 
Tenore,  and  of  Lands  subject  to  Customary 
and  other  incidents  and  rights,  ordered  to  be 
bronght  in  by  Mr.  Wauoh,  Mr.  Gbobob 
HowABi),  Mr.  Stafpobo  Howabd,  Mr.  Aihs- 
woBTH,  andJMr.  Fbbodson. 

BUI  prinntedy  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  60.] 

BALK  OF  INTOXIOATINa  LIQTTOBS  OIT 

SUNDAY  (no.  2)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Stbvbn&oit,  BiU  to  prohibit 
Uie  Sale  at  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday, 
ordered  to  be  brou|^t  m  by  Mr.  Stevxhsov, 
Mr.  BiBLET,  Sir  William  M'AjtTHCB,  Mr. 
Chablbb  Wilson,  Mr.  Walteb  Jakbb,  and  Mr. 
Chablbs  Rosa. 

BiUi»-eMn<«rf,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  01.} 

TTTHB  BENT  OHASOB  (KXTBAOEDHTABY) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Indrrwick,  BiU  to  amend 
the  Law  rdating  to  Extraordinary  Tithe  Rent 
Charge,  erdtrsrf  to  be  bronght  in  1^  Mr.  Ihdxb- 


Digitized  by 


{COMMONS}  StatuieB  Ditl  370 


275  Cathtdrai 

wtcKt  Ur.  DvoxBAM,  Sir  IIdwahd  FmnB,  Hr. 
EmrxBD  Lbatham,  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Ifr. 
Abthuh  Vituv,  and.Mr.  "Waltbh. 
Bill  pmmied,  and  x«ad  the  flrkt  time.  [Bill  62.] 

RAILWAYS  (IBELAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Callav,  Bill  to  proTide 
IncreitBed  facilities  for  the  amalgamation  of 
Bailways  in  Ireland,  and  in  certain  cases  to  pro- 
vide for  the  purchase  of  Railways  in  Ireland, 
wiertd  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Callan,  Mr. 
Joseph  Cowbn,  U>.  Dalt,  Mr.  Thouas  Dick- 
son, Mr.  O'SuLLiTAN,  Colonel  Nolan,  Sir 
JosBPH  M*Kbnna,  and  Hr.  Bbbbbpord. 

BiSlpretenUd,  and  read  the  flnt  time.  [Bill  63.] 

CONTEMPT  OF  COtJET  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Hr.  Sbxton,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  relating  to  Contempt  of  Court,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Bbxton,  Mr.  Henry 
H.  Fowler,  Mr.  Paenxll,  Mr.  Dillwtk,  and 
Mr.  JosTiM  M'Cartht. 

'hUXprtimted,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill64.} 

BtTEIAL  PEE8  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Alsxanoxr  Gordon,  Bill 
to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  Burial,  Monu- 
mental^  And  Mortuary  Fees,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Sir  Albxandsb  Q-okdon  and 
Hr.  Beditok. 

m\.prtmnUd,vaitmMkt  flnttiine.CBill$5.] 

aALB  OF  nrroxiOATiira  xiatroBS  on 

STJSDAT  (TOBKBHIBE)  BILL. 

On  Uoti<»i  of  Mr.  Ohahlbs  Wilson,  Bill  to 
pn^bit  the  Bale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on 
Sundays  in  the  county  of  York,  the  city  of 
York,  and  the  ooonly  of  the  town  of  Kingston 
npon  Hall,  ordered  to  Im  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Charles  Wilson,  Mr.  Barran,  Bb.  Oainr, 
Mr.  Illihowortb,  Mr.  Isaac  Wilson,  Sir 
Hathbw  Wilson,  and  Mr.  Pbasb. 

BiUj>fVfiii<rtf,uidread  the  first  time.  [Bill  66.] 

BTEAU  BOIUtBS  (PBBaoira  IK  OHABGE) 
BILL. 

_  On  Motion  of  Mr.  BROAnnoitST,  Bill  to  pro- 
vide for  the  examination  of  persons  having 
charge  of  the  working  of  steam  boilers  on  land, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr,  Broadhvrst, 
Hr.  Burt,  and  Mr.  Craio. 

BUlpreeettUd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  67.] 

BEER  ADULTEBATIOV  BILL, 

On  Motion  of  Colonel  Barns,  Bill  for  better 
securing  the  parity  of  beer,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Colonel  Barms,  Mr.  Hicu,  and 
Ur.  tiroRXK. 

Bill  preimted,  and  nad  the  first  time.  [BUI  68.] 

TBBBS  PLASnVO  (IBELAWI))  (nO.  2)  BILL. 

On  Moticm  of  tSx.  Hakitw,  Bill  to  encourage 
the  planting  of  timber  trees  in  Ireland,  ordtrrd 
to  be  twoQght  in  by  Mr.  Makum,  Ur.  Parnbll, 
Sir  Qboroe  Campbell,  Mr.  Fatucx  Martin, 
and  Mr.  BicHARi)  Power. 

Billi>rMmf«^  andraadthe  firat  time.  [BtU  69.] 


SALS  07  INTOZIOATnTa  LIQTT0B8  OH 
BUKDAT  (cOBITWALL)  BHi, 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Vivian,  Bill  to  prohibit 
the  sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  ia 
Cornwall,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Vivian,  Sir  John  St.  Avbtn,  Mr.  Borlabb, 
and  Kir.  Acland. 

"BiilXpretented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  60.] 

FBEVEJ7TI0N  OF  CBIICE  (IBELAHD)  ACT 

(1882)  (audience  to  mlioitobs)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Findlatbr,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Act  for  the  Prevention  of  Crime  in  Ireland 
(1882)  as  to  the  audience  of  Solicitors,  ordered 
to  be  Drought  in  by  Mr.  Fihdlatbb,  Hr.  Dodm, 
Mr.  (}kb80RT.  and  Mr.  Givan. 

Billi>rvwii<*4  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bni  61.] 

SEA  FISHKBIES    (IBELAND)  (nO.  2)  BILL. 

On  Motioii  of  Lord  Arthur  Hill,  Bill  to 
improve  the  Sea  Fisheries  of  Ireland,  ordered 
to  oe  lironght  in  by  Lord  AsntrB  Hill,  Sir 
Hbbtbt  Brttob,  and  Hr.  Cobrt. 

Bill preunted,  and  read  tiie  first  time.  [BOl  63.] 

OOlCHOSrS  ABD  IHOLOSITBa  AOTB  AlCBHD- 

uent  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  James,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Commons  and  Inclosore  Acta,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Jambs,  Mr.  Brtob,  and  Hr. 
Cuebtham. 

BiHproamtedt  and  read  the  first  time.  [BUI  63.] 

PABISH  CHUBCHSS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Hr.  Albbb?  GhtBT,  Bill  to 
Dedaie  and  Enact  the  Law  as  to  the  Bi^its  of 
Parishioners  in  respect  of  tiieir  Parish  Churches, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Albbbt  Okbt, 
Mr.  BirxTON,  Mr.  Oodrtavld,  Ht.  Oroppbe, 
Mr.  Stanlbt  Lbioutom",  and  Mx.  Wiluak 
Hbnhx  Glasbionb. 

BUl^nwnlM^  and  read  the  finb  time.  [BUI  64.] 

SUBBBT  (TRIAL  OF  CAUSES)  BOX. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Warton,  Bill  relating  to 
the  trial  of  Causes  in  the  county  of  Surrey  or> 
dered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Wabton  and 
Captain  Atlmxb. 

BmjvMMM,  and  read  tiia  first  time,  [BUI  66.] 

BELIEF  (a  DI8TUB8  (IBXLAHd)  BILL. 

On  Uotum  at  Ur.  Btrkb,  Bill  to  relieve 
distress  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Btrks,  Mr.  Parmsll,  Mr.  O'Kbllt,  and 
Mr.  William  Corbet. 

BiU^TMMlnf,  and  read  tiie  first  time.  [Bill  66.] 

OATHBDBAL  BTATUTBS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Bbrbspobd  Hopb,  Bill  to 
provide  for  the  making  or  altering  of  Cathedral 
Statutes,  ordered  to  be  Drought  in  by  Mr.  Bbues- 
rouo  Hops,  Hr.  Cbopfer.  Mr.  DALRrMPLi, 
Mr.  Oeouob  Russell,  and  Mr.  John  Talbot. 

mipretoHted^  and  read  the  firat  Une.  [BiU  67.] 
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LAND    »AW^(lRSZ.Ain>)  AMKIDHKHT  BIZX. 

Oa  Motion  of  Mr.  Qirxv,  Bill  to  amend 
Tbo  Landlord  and  Tenant  Law  Amendment 
Act  (Ireland),  1860."  "The  Landlord  and 
Tenant  flreLmd)  Act,  1870,"  and  "The  Land 
Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1881,"  ordered  to  be  brooeht 
in  by  Mr.  Gitan,  Mr.  TuoitAS  Dickson,  Mr. 
Sbaw,  Mr.  Lba,  Mr.  Fihdlatbii,  and  Xx. 

BlCKABOSOn. 

haiprnenlfid,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  6?.] 

BUS  OF  UQ1T0B8  Olf  SURDAT  (xREUITd) 
ACT  (1876)  AinNSXQTT  BILL. 

On  Motion  oi  Mr.  Richardbon,  Bill  to  con- 
tinae  and  extend  '*  The  Rale  of  Liqaors  on 
Sunday  (Ireland)  Act,  1878,"  ordered  to  be 
brooght  in  hy  Mr.  IticuAitDsoN,  Mr.  Court, 
Mr.  Blaks,  Lord  Abtuur  Hill,  Mr.  Thomas 
DiCKsoM,  Mr.  MsufON,  Mr.  Levis,  Mr.  Ewabt, 
lb.  Avravu  O'OoinroB,  and  Hx.  Rbdmomd. 

Bill  prmmttdt  and  read  the  Smt  time.  [Bill  69.] 

nUBB  KlBKB  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr,  AaTHrn  Abnold,  Bill  for 
the  amendment  of  "  The  Trade  Maru  R^s- 
tration  Act,  187fi,"  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  AVFHCK  Abkold,  Mr.  Akicitaob,  Mr. 
Abxold  Moblbt,  and  Mr.  Obr-Ewimo. 

Bni prtmOsdt  and  read  the  fixrt  time.  [Bill  70.J 

AGBIOULTUBAlt  TBHANTS'  COUPBHUTIOV 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  CHArLiN,  Bill  to  amend 
*'The  Agricoltoral  Holdings  (England)  Act, 
1675,"  and  to  secore  to  Agricultnral  tenants 
flompanaatioa  tor  their  improvementi  in  all 
paana,  ordmd  to  be  teought  in'by  Mr.  Okaflin, 
Mr.  Edwabd  STAMBorB,  Lend  R^dolfh 
Csuacaiu.,  Mr.  Bibkbeox,  Mr.  Pbul,  Mr. 
CowBK,  Mr.  BiTOHiB,  Mr.  Davitat,  and  Mr. 
Lawukcb. 

Bill^MMiftfif,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  71.] 

FIREARMS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Moroaw  Llotd,  Bill  to 
T^olate  the  poBseasion  of  reToIrer*  and  other 
firearms,  and  to  amend  "  The  Onn  Licence  Act, 
1670,"  ortitred tohe  brought  in  by  Mr.  Mokgav 
Llotd  and  Mr.  Ikdbbvicx. 

Kllprwmta^and  read  thafliat  time.  [Bill  72.] 

AGBIOULTUBAL  B0LDIN06  BILL, 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hbhbaok,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  Agncnltnral  Holdings  in 
England,  and  to  make  provision  fot-  securing  to 
Tenanta  dne  compensatioQ  for  ImproTements, 
mderad  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Hbnbaob,  Mr. 
DucKUAM,  Mr.  FouAMBB,  Mr.  Gukdow,  and 
Mr.  Mbllob. 

Bill preMcnUd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  78.] 

ironcfs  OP  eemoval  (Scotland)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Albxandrr  Gordon,  Bill 
to  extend  the  tame  for  Notice  of  Kcmuval  from 
^g"yqTt^r^'  Holdingi  in  SooUaud,  ordertd  to 


be  brooght  in  by  Sir  Auxudtim  Gosnoif  aad 
Mr.  M'Laoan. 
Bill preimM,  and  read  the  flnttime.  [Bill  74.} 

CHUBCH  DISOIFLINX,  &0.  ACTS  AHEHDXEHT 
BILL. 

On  Motion  ot  Mr.  Moroaw  Lloyd,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Church  Discipline  Act,  and  the 
Public  Worship  Regulation  Act,  ordtred  to  be 
brought  in  by  Afr.  Moboan  Lloyd,  Sir  Hsnbt 
HussET  VrvLAK,  Baron  Db  Fbbbibius,  and  Mr. 
Grbbb. 

Bill;rrv<mf«<^andTead  the  first  time.  [Bill  75.] 


SEED  AOTAN0S8  (SOOTLAIfB)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Dr.  Cahbboh,  Bill  to  enable 
Parochial  Boardo  to  borrow  monw  for  the  par> 
poae  of  procuring  Seed  Pbtatoea,  Seed  Oats,  and 
other  Seed  for  Tenants  in  Scotland ;  and  for 
other  pur^[>oses  relating  thereto,  ordered  to  be 
brought  iQ  by  Dr.  Cambbok,  Mr.  Cochban- 
Patrick,  Mr.  M'Laqan,  and  Mr.  Mackintosh. 

BiU^r«MHf«;,and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  76.] 


IKCUltBRAKOBS  OF  LARD  BEGISTBATIOH 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Habcoukt,  Bill  to  establish 
the  Registration  of  all  Incombrances  on  Landed 
Property  for  the  fatoTej  with  a  Tiew  to  simplify 
the  titie  to  land,  to  faoilitate  the  transfer  thereof, 
and  to  prevent  frauds  on  porchasers  and  mort- 
gagees,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Hab- 
coubt,  Sir  Hbnbt  Holland,  Mr.  Bouitdell, 
and  Mr.  Statblxt  Hill. 

Bill pretenUd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  77.} 

BAZnOHa  LATS  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 
ConHdered  in  Oommtttee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Seaolvedf  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
move  the  House,  that  leave  be  ^ven  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  to  amend  the  Banking  Laws  in  Soot- 
land. 

Resolution  rtporttd  :  —  Bill  ord«r*d  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Andbbaon,  Mr.  Babolat, 
and  Mr.  M'Labbit. 

Smprmntpdf  and  read  the  firrt  time.  [Bill  78.] 

nCPBlSONHKHT  FOB  DEBT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Axtsbbsok,  Bill  to  abolish 
Imprisonment  for  Debt,  ordered  to  be  bronriit 
in  by  Mr.  Ahdebson,  Mr.  Michael  Bass,  Sir 
Hehbt  Wolff,  and  Mr.  Bboadhqbbt. 

'BiU.preeented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  79.] 


CHURCH  BOARDS  BUX. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Albebt  Grbt,  Bill  to  pro' 
vide  for  the  establishment  of  Church  Boards  in 
the  parishes  of  Gnffland  and  Wales,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Alukht  Gkbt,  Mr.  Rbid, 
Mr.  Bdxton,  Mr.  ^^tuakt  Woutlet,  and  Mr. 
Stafford  Howard. 

BUI  praented,  and  read  tiie  first  time.  [BUI  SO.] 
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THEATBCS  REaULjkTION  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Dixon-Hakti.and,  Bill  for 
fhe  better  relation  of  Theatres  and  other 
places  of  public  entertaiument,  ordered  to  be 
DronRht  in  by  Mr.  Dixon-Hartlakd,  Mr.  J. 
Lawrancb,  and  Mr.  Macparlahs. 

BUIjirwm^  and  read  the  flisi  time.  [Bill  81.] 

BANKHUPTCT  (NO.  2)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Johtt  Lubbock,  Bill  to 
amend  the  law  relatinft  to  Bankruptcy,  ordered 
to  be  broui^ht  in  by  Sir  Jorh  Lvrbock,  Mr. 
Babino,  Mr.  Datbt,  Mr.  Sahubl  Mobl^t,  and 
Mr.  Whitley. 

Bill  pretenlul,  and  read  the  flrat  time.  [Bill  82.  ] 

PATENTS  FOE  INVBSTIONS  (nO.  2)  BILL. 

.  On  Motion  of  Sir  John  Ldrrock,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  Patents,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Sir  Jonv  Lubrock,  Mr.  Wil- 
LUK  Henrt  Smith,  and  Mr.  J,  Lawrancb. 

^mpremnted,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  63.] 

SALE  OF  nrrozioATma  liquobs  ov 

SUNDAY  (iSLB  07  TIOBT)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Asulet,  Bill  to  prohibit 
Qis  sale  of  lotoxicationg  Ltquors  on  Sunday 
in  the  Isle  of  Wight,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Abrlet,  and  Mr.  CLiFFonD. 

Biapreuntti,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  84.] 

IBEX  UBBABIHB  pTy.r.. 

Oa  Motion  of  Mr.  Hofwood,  Bill  to  amend 
and  consolidate  the  Law  relating  to  Free  Li- 
braries, ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Ror- 
-wooD,  Mr.  BiRLBT,  Mr.  Batheohb,  Mr.  Slaqo, 
and  Mr.  Si'mxbbs. 

BmprtienUd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  85.] 

RBQISTBATIOir  OF  T0TXB8  (lBELAin>) 
(no.  2)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Meldon,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  the  Registration  of  Parlia- 
mentary  Voters  in  Ireland,  ordertd  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Mblmh,  Mr.  Suaw,  Mr.  Mitchell 
Hbhst,  Mi.  Fikdlatzb,  and  Mtgor  Molan. 

Billjirfwfltfrf,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BUI  86.] 

House  a^joiuned  at  five  minutes 
after  Three  o'clock  till 
Monday  next. 


HOUSE  OF  LORDS, 
Handt^,  \^th  Febmary,  1883. 


.  QUEEN'S  SPEECH-  HER  MA JESTT'8 
ANSWER  TO  THE  ADDRESS. 

Thb  lord  steward  of  thh 
HOUSEHOLD  (the  Eahl  Sydney) 
reported  Her  Majesty's  Answer  to  the 
Address  as  follows : — 

Mt  Lobds, 
I  thakk  yoQ  for  your  loyal  and  datifol 
Address. 

I  confidently  rely  upon  your  cordial  assistance 
and  support  in  all  measures  which  may  be  sub- 
mitted to  you  for  the  purpose  of  improving  and 
strengthening  the  laws  and  institutions  of  the 
Conntiy  and  promoting  the  best  interests  at  My 
Empire. ' 

PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS  OF  THE 
.HOUSE— LEGISLATION. 

question. 

The  Earl  of  EEDESDALE  (Chair- 
UAN  of  Couuittees)  asked  whether  the 
Government  intended  to  introduce  in 
their  Lordships'  House  any  measures 
before  Easter,  and,  if  tbej  did  intend  to 
do  so,  what  those  measureB  were  to 
be? 

Earl  GRANVILLE  in  reply,  said, 
it  was  intended  to  introduce  several 
measures  in  that  House,  and  amongst 
them  would  be  a  Bill  for  the  better  Pro- 
'  tectioD  of  Young  Girls  and  Women,  a 
Bill  to  amend  the  Factory  Acts,  a  Bill 
with  regard  to  Scotch  Peerages,  a  Bill 
with  regard  to  the  regulation  of  Eish- 
eries,  a  Bill  with  regu^  to  Naval  Dis- 
cipline, a  Bill  with  regard  to  the  Medical 
Council,  and  a  Bill  affecting  Education 
in  Wales.  There  was  also  a  Bill  re- 
lating to  Ireland  which  would  be  intro- 
duced by  the  Lord  Privy  Heal,  but  to 
which  he  would  not  further  refer  in  the 
absence  of  his  noble  Friend. 

Earl  STANHOPE  asked  whether  the 
Bill  to  amend  the  Factory  Acts  would 
deal  with  the  question  of  the  long  hours 
during  which  assistants  in  shops  were 
compelled  to  work  ? 

Earl  GRANVILLE  said,  that  he 
would  prefer  to  postpone  his  answer 
until  the  introduotion  of  &e  BUI. 
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AEMT  — PHOMOTTON— THE  EOYAL 
WARRANT  —  ARTICLE  20. 
QtTBSTIOKS.  OBSBBTATIOKS. 

The  Eahl  of  POWIS  roae  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War— (1), 
When  the  existitig  vacancies  in  the  list 
of  general  officers  of  the  Line  would  be 
filled  npf  and  (2),  Whether  the  "ape- 
recommendations "   required  by 
Article  20  of  the  Boyal  Wanant  as  to 
officers  promoted  by  seleetion  were  made 
in  writing  and  recorded  in  the  War 
Department  ?  He  said,  that  laat  autumn 
a  new  practice  had  been  introduced ; 
Tacancies  were  kept  open  for  a  con- 
siderable time,   and  might  hare  re- 
mained open  still  longer  were  it  not  for 
the   Egyptian  Qaiette.     He  was  not 
going  to  touch  upon  the  promotions  on 
account  of  the  Egyptian  campaign,  which 
were  made  under  special  circumstancee, 
and  under  another  Article  ;   but  the 
War  Office  must  have  known  the  exact 
date  at  which  the  vacancies  to  which 
he  referred  would  occur,  and  they  ought 
to  have  been  filled  up  at  once.  He 
was  not  going  to  say  a  word  upon 
the  question  of  selection ;  he  took  the 
Warrant  as  h  e  found  it,  and  his  Qaestions 
were  for  information  as  to  the  mode  in 
whicb  it  was  carried  on.   The  Warrant 
said  that  any  qualified  colonel  might  be 
recommended  for  promotion  ae  major- 
general,  and  all  promotions  were  to  be 
approved  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
"War,  so  that  the  responsibility  rested 
with  him.    It  was  only  the  initiatory 
step  that  was  taken  by  the  Commander- 
in-Chief.    As  our  Army  was  the  only 
one  in  Exirope  which  had  a  civilian  and 
politician  and  not  a  soldier  at  its  head, 
it  was  a  safegpiard  for  officers  that  the 
initiatory  recommendations  should  be 
given  for  military  and  not  political  rea- 
sons. They  all  knew  the  pressure  which 
might  be  put  upon  Ministers  by  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament,  and  that  led  him  to 
the  second  Question,  Whether  the  offi- 
cers promoted  by  selection  were  recom- 
menaed  specially  as  required  by  the 
Warrant,  and  in  what  form  these  re- 
commendations were  made;  whether 
they  were  in  writing,  and  whether  they 
were  preserved  as  documents  for  future 
reference  ?  The  special  recommendation 
was  an  important  part  of  the  matter, 
because  the  Warrant  went  on  to  say 
that  in  the  absence  of  special  reoom- 
mendatioii  the  promotion  should  be  given 


to  the  senior  colonel.  On  the  occasion  to 
which  he  referred,  out  of  1 3  officers  six 
were  taken  and  seven  left.  No.  1  was 
promoted.  No.  2  was  not,  though  he  had 
served  in  the  Burmese  War,  had  been 
twice  wounded,  and  had  commanded 
a  brigade  in  the  field.  Nos.  3  and  4 
were  promoted.  No.  6  was  passed  over^ 
though  he  had  commanded  a  regimental 
district,  a  command  which  was  one  of 
absolute  selection,  and  was  always  given 
to  a  meritorious  officer.  The  sixth  was 
promoted ;  the  seventh  was  passed  over, 
though  he  had  served  in  the  Crimea,  in 
India  and  New  Zealand,  where  he  was 
severely  wounded  in  storming  a  pah,  the 
officer  in  command  of  the  regiment 
having  lost  his  life.  The  eighth  was 
promoted ;  the  ninth,  who  had  served 
long  and  commanded  a  regiment,  w.as 
passed  over.  The  tenth,  wbo  had  been 
Aide-de-Camp  to  the  Queen,  was  passed 
over.  At  present  there  were  nine  Aides- 
de-Camp  to  the  Queen  selected  from  the 
Line,  and  it  seemed  extraordinary  that 
an  Aide-de-Camp  of  the  Queen  should 
be  passed  over  as  not  qualified  to  com- 
mand in  the  field.  The  eleventh  had 
served  in  South  Africa ;  but  a  General 
who  had  served  in  West  Africa  and  had 
not  commanded  in  the  field  was  put  over 
his  head.  Anyone  taking  up  the  Gazette 
would  imanne  that  these  officers  had 
been  passed  over  once.  But  the  fact 
was  that  one  officer  had  been  passed 
over  five  times,  another  three  times, 
another  twice,  and  four  officers  once. 
He  thought  it  desirable  that  these  va- 
cancies should  be  filled  up  as  they  oc- 
curred. To  the  two  Questions  of  which 
he  had  given  Notice,  he  would  add  a 
third,  and  would  a«k,  How  many  of  the 
officers  who  had  been  passed  over  were 
permanently  disqualified  for  promotion 
from  not  having  been  reported  as  qufUi- 
fied  to  command  in  the  field  ? 

Thb  Eael  of  MOELEY  said,  he  had 
occasion  to  complain,  not  of  these  Ques- 
tions, but  of  the  speech  which  the  noble 
Lord  had  founded  upon  them.  He  was 
perfectly  ready  to  give  Answers  to  Qum- 
tions;  but  the  noble  Earl  had  not  given 
any  previous  indication  that  he  was 
going  to  refer  to  matters  which  were 
foreign  to  the  Questions  which  he  had 
placed  on  the  Paper,  and  to  make  an 
attack  against  the  principle  of  selec- 
tion ;  and  he  further  complained  that 
it  was  extremely  inconvenient  and  very 
unusual  to  discuss  the  qualification  of 
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officers  who  might  be  selected  or  not 
selected  for  oommands  from  the  funeral 
list  of  officers.  The  reBponsibility  for 
Chose  appointments  rented  with  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War,  on  the  re- 
commendation of  the  illustrious  Duke, 
whose  reasons  for  making  them  could 
not  be  publicly  oanvasaed.  He  must 
decline,  therefore,  to  enter  into  the  cases 
brought  forward  and  described  bj  the 
noble  Earl,  for  though  the  noble  Earl 
very  properly  did  not  mention  any  names 
it  was  obvious  to  all  to  whom  he  referred. 
With  respect  to  the  first  Question  put 
by  the  noble  Earl  he  was  unable  to  give 
any  answer  at  present,  as  tiie  matter 
was  still  under  consideration,  and  until 
the  oommunioations  at  preseut  going  on 
with  the  Treasury  vwe  computed,  he 
was  quite  unable  to  say  what  would  be 
done.  As  to  the  second  Question,  he 
might  mention  that  only  two  appoint- 
ments, such  as  the  noble  Earl  referred 
to,  had  been  made  up  to  the  present 
time,  and  in  those  ccues  the  recommen- 
dations were  not  in  writing.  The  illus- 
trious Duke  and  the  Secretaiy  for  War 
conferred  together,  and  then  they  deter- 
mined  which  officers  deserved  promo- 
tion and  they  were  promoted.  It  would 
be  very  difficult  to  state  Uie  reasons  for 
the  promotions.  The  fact  that  the  pro- 
motions  were  made  by  selection  was,  of 
course,  very  dearly  marked,  but  there 
was  no  special  recommendation  in 
writing.  No  such  recommendation'  was 
required  by  the  Boyal  Warrant.  The 
Warrant  had  been  strictly  complied 
with.  As  to  the  last  Question,  he  could 
not  keep  in  his  head  ^e  exact  position 
of  every  general  offioer  cm  the  List ;  but 
the  noble  Earl  seemed  to  assume  that 
certain  officers  who  were  kept  in  the 
list  of  colonels  were  disqualified  for 
future  promotion.  The  case  was,  that 
when  a  colonel  was  recommended  for 
promotion,  and  not  till  then,  the  illus- 
trious Duke,  in  making  his  recommen- 
dation, stated  that  the  officer  recom- 
mended for  promotion  was  cnupetent  to 
command  in  the  field. 

METROPOIilTAN  IMPEOVEMENTS— 
THE  'WELLZKOTOK  STATUE. 

QimSTION.  OB8EEVATION8. 

Loan  MOUNT-TEMPLE  asked  what 
were  the  intentions  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  respecting  the  disposal  of 
the  statue  of  the  Duke  of  Wellington 
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that  had  been  removed  from  the  top  of 
the  arch  at  Hyde  Park  Comer?  The 
consideratioDH  that  should  guide  the 
selection  of  sites  for  statues  were  the 
appropriateness  of  their  style  to  sur- 
rounding objects,  the  associations  coo- 
neoted  with  the  locality,  and  a  good 
point  of  view  for  spectators. .  This  real- 
istic portrait  of  the  Duke  and  his  charger 
had  been  out  of  harmony  with  the  classic 
arches  and  the  Qreek  statue  of  Achilles, 
and  was  only  well  seen  from  the  bed- 
room windows  of  the  late  Duke.  At  the 
edge  of  the  Parade  opposite  to  the  Horse 
Guards  it  would  be  associated  with  the 
Head-quarters  of  the  Army,'  and  the 
place  where  Her  Mfyesty  wdoomed  her 
troops  from  Sgypt,  and  where  military 
trophies  alnady  stood.  There  it  would 
be  well  uem.  by  the  passers-by.  He 
hoped  that  position  might  be  cszefully 
considered. 

LoED  STJDELEY,  in  re^ly,  stated 
that  it  had  been  definitely  decided  not  to 
replace  the  statue  of  the  Duke  of  W^- 
lington  on  the  arch  when  reconstructed ; 
but  no  decision  had  yet  been  arrived  at 
6w  to  its  ultimate  destination.  IJntii  the 
statue  was  upon  terra  firman  and  until 
the  nte  of  the  present  arch  bad  been 
cleared,  it  was  impossible  to  form  an 
estimate  of  the  merits  of  the  statue 
itself  or  its  suitability  to  any  of  the 
available  sites.  As  the  House  knew, 
the  First  Oommissioner  of  Works  had 
nomyiated  a  very  important  Oommittee 
to  advise  the  Government  upon  the  sub- 
ject. TMs  Committee  vaa  composed  of 
the  Duke  of  Wellington,  as  re^esHiting 
tibe  family ;  Lord  Hardinge,  a  Trustee  of 
the  National  Gallery  and  of  theNaliraial 
Portrait  Gallery,  and  a  great  authority 
on  art;  Sir  Frederick  Leighton,  Pre- 
sident of  the  Hoyal  Academy ;  Mr. 
Boehm,  the  eminent  sculptor ;  Mr. 
Fergusson,  whose  writings  and  judg- 
ment on  architecture  were  well  known ; 
and  Mr.  Mitford,.the  Secretary  of  the 
Office  of  Works,  possessing  great  ex- 
perience. In  the  selection  of  this  Com- 
mittee thepublio  would  have  a  guarantee 
that  the  advice  given  would  carry  great 
weight,.  Bemn|[  that  the  highest  autho- 
ritieson  axtisbo  matters  wererepresentedi 
while  the  presence  of  the  Duke  as  one 
of  its  Members  would  giro  the  assurance 
that  nothing, would  be  done  which  would 
be  distasteful  to  the  family  of  the  illus- 
trious General.  The  Oommittee  did  not 
propose  to  meet  until  the  works  were  in 
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a  Bofficieiitly  forward  state  to  enable 
them  to  give  soand  advice.  In  these 
circamstancfle,  the  Honse  vonld  see  that 
at  preeent  it  was  impossible  to  discuss 
Ihe  merits  or  demerits  of  anj  of  the 
rarticalar  mtee  which  had  been  proposed. 
Th«  wiiole  question  would  be  very 
tborouffhW  eonmdered  in  all  its  bearings. 
What  Sad  been  said  bv  the  noble  Lord 
vould  be  well  weighed ;  but  it  was  far 
bettw  to  leave  the  Oonunittee  to  form 
an  unprejudiced  decision. 

Tax  Easi,  of  BEDBSDALE  (Osaib. 
HAH  of  OoaociTTEis)  taid,  it  mieht  not 
be  known  to  those  who  had  not  lived  as 
long  as  himself  that  it  was  gratifying  to 
the  feelings  of  the  late  Duke  that  the 
statue  was  placed  near  Apsley  House. 
The  matter  should  be  oarefolly  con- 
sidered ;  but  he  thought  that  no  better 
plaee  for  the  statue  would  be  fonn  J  than 
opposite  Apsley  House.  It  was  therein 
one  of  the  great  thoroughfares  by  which 
Zjondon  was  approached,  and  it  would 
be  far  more  seen  there  than  it  would  on 
the  Parade  at  the  Horee  Guards,  while 
it  was  fiir  more  in  harmony  with  the 
mnemiding  boildings  Uiaii  it  would  be 
at  t^e  Horse  Onaras,  where  it  could 
QsAj  stand  awkwardly  in  lelalaon  to  all 
Hw  ttiinn  about  it. 

Ths  thrxB  OF  OAUBBIDGE,  said, 
tiiat  so  far  as  associations  were  con- 
cerned, no  place  oonld  be  more  appro- 
priate than  the  Horse  Guards,  where, 
however,  the  space  was  unfortunately  so 
Umited  that  he  oould  not  conceive  where 
it  was  to  stand  if  it  were  put  there.  It 
would  be  a  great  mistake  to  put  it 
where  there  oould  not  be  a  considerable 
amount  of  open  space  around  it,  fbr 
otherwise  justioe  could  not  be  done  to  it. 
At  the  Horse  €hiards,  theonly  plaoewhere 
space  oonld  be  obtained  was  in  the 
gardens  in  front ;  but  the  public  would 
object  to  the  statue  being  in  the  gardens 
to  wbidk  they  had  not  access.  If  the  statue 
were  pol  on  one  side  or  another  in  the 
space  open  to  the  public  it  would  preeent 
a  most  extraordinary  appearance;  and 
very  muoh  s|»oil  the  jdace,  while  if  it 
were  placed  m  the  centre  of  the  open 
s^ace  It  would  entirely  precdudethe  possi- 
bility of  having  a  parade  such  as  it  was 
usual  to  have  on  Her  Majesty's  Birthd»', 
and  some  other  special  occaeions.  He 
had  no  wish  whatever  to  say  that  the 
Horse  Ghiards  was  not  a  suitable  place 
for  the  statae,  for  the  Duke  might  be 
nid  to  bare  more  or  lees  created  the 


Horse  Guards  and  the  present  Army  of 
England  ;  but  the  position  would  not  be 
suitable  on  account  of  the  space  being 
so  limited,  and  he  oould  not  help  think- 
ing that  it  would  be  more  gratifying  to 
the  family  that  the  statue  mould  remain 
nearer  to  Apsley  House. 

NATIONAL  EDUCATION  {TRBLAND). 
UOTION  FOB  FAFEB8.  • 

Thb  Eabl  ofLONGFOBD,  in  moving 
that  there  be  laid  before  the  House — 

"  Copy  of  Rule  72  of  the  Rulea  and  Reenla- 
tioDS  m  the  Commisnoaen  of  National  Bdnea- 
tion  in  Ireland;  Copy  of  latter,  dated  8th 
NoTember  1882,  from  the  Earl  of  Longford  to 
the  Lord  Fresideiit  of  the  Couocil  (on  appml 
from  a  dedsioD  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land) rwpeotmg  the  appointment  of  a  Biiter  of 
mvtvj  at  teacher  in  a  national  Bohool  open  te 
non-CathdUo  ohildim ;  sad  a  Oopy  at  any  iMly 
thereto;" 

eaid,  he  wished  to  ask  whether  such 
an  appointment  as  that  mentioned  in  hie 
Notice  was  not  contrary  both  to  the 
spirit  and  letter  of  the  regulations  of  the 
National  Board  in  Ireland  ?  The  rule 
was  that  there  should  be  no  exhibition 
of  any  religious  emblem  or  any  ttoohing 
in  the  sohool-house  allotted  to  secular 
insfaruotion  to  which  children  or  parent 
oonld  take  objection.  On  this  under- 
standing proprietors  had  promoted  and 
established  schools,  and  clergymen  had 
raised  subscriptions  ;  workhouse  schools 
and  convent  schools,  under  special  rules, 
had  been  admitted  into  the  National 
system.  It  recently  came  to  his  know- 
ledge that  a  sister  of  mercy  had  been 
appointed  teacher  by  the  Board  of 
Guardians  in  the  school  at  Granard,  and 
that  the  appointment  had  been  approved 
by  the  Local  Government  Board.  It 
appeared  to  him  that  this  was  in  de- 
fiance both  of  the  f^irit  and  letter 
of  the  rules.  He  applied  to  the  Oom- 
misedoners  of  Education  concerning  the 
matter.  Their  first  aiuwer  was  ^ther 
a  oarioatttte.  They  referred  him  to  the 
role  under  iriiieh  members  of  a  reli- 
gious oommunity  were  permitted  to 
be  teachers  in  convent  schools— an 
answer  which  was  irrelevant,  as  tiiis 
was  not  a  convent  school.  He  suc- 
ceeded in  obtaining  a  second  reply, 
which  was  that  the  case  had  been  fully 
considered,  and  that  Role  72  had  no  ap- 
plication ;  and,  of  course,  it  had  not  if 
it  were  not  applied.  Then  he  applied  to 
the  Lord  lAeutenant,  who  saw  no  reason 
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to  question  the  view  of  the  Commis- 
flioners.  He  (the  Earl  of  Longford),  how- 
ever, saw  great  reason.  He  found  him- 
self in  some  difficiiltj  as  to  further  pro- 
ceedings ;  for  when  he  wished  to  appeal 
from  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  the  Lord 
President  of  the  Council,  he  found  that, 
under  the  somewhat  unusual  arrange- 
ment made  by  the  Government,  they 
were  th§  same  man.  The  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant's Irish  duties  being  the  more 
urgent,  he  was  detained  in  Ireland  ;  but 
he  kept  a  ghost  in  London,  if  such  a 
description  might  be  excused,  end  the 

fhost  told  him  that  the  case  could  only 
e  disposed  of  in  Dublin.  He  then  wished 
to  apply  to  the  Head  of  the  Government, 
and  found  he  was  away  on  sick  leave, 
but  was  apparently  represented  by  a 
disooDsolate  widow,  who  carried  on  the 
business.  There  was  little  prospect  of 
a  satisfactory  answer  from  that  quarter. 
He,  therefore,  had  no  alternative  but  to 
bring  the  case  before  their  Lordships. 
He  fully  recognized  the  devotion  of 
sisters  of  mercy  to  the  work  of  piety 
and  charity  that  they  undertook  ;  but 
they  were  the  active  agents  of  an  active 
Church*,  and  they  were  disqualified  for 
the  position  of  teachers  in  mixed  schools, 
to  be  attended  by  both  Catholic  and 
Protestant  children.  He  had,  therefore, 
^ven  Notice  of  the  Uotion  which  stood 
in  his  name. 

Mov4d  that  there  be  laid  before  this 
House — 

Copy  <^  Kule  72,  of  the  Roles  and  Regala- 
tlons  of  the  Ckmunissioners  of  National  Educa- 
tion in  Ireland  : 

Copy  of  letter,  dated  8th  NoTemlieT  1882, 
from  the  Earl  of  Longford  to  the  Ijord  President 
of  the  Council  (on  appeal  from  a  decision  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland}  respecting  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Bister  of  mercy  as  teacher  in  a 
national  school  open  to  nm-Catholic  t^dren  : 

Copy  of  uy  reply  thereto.— (JiU  Eorl  of 

Lord  ORANMOEE  akd  BROWNE 
said,  he  was  willing  to  admit  the  zeal  and 
devotion  of  sisters  of  mercy ;  but  it  was 
inconvenient  that  the  rule  excluding  all 
persons  in  reKgious  orders  should  be 
evaded  in  sohools  attended  by  a  minority 
of  Protestant  children  who,  save  at  the 
sacrifice  of  their  religious  convictions, 
would  be  excluded  if  the  teaching  were 
to  be  conducted  by  sisters  of  meroy.  An- 
other reason  for  excluding  these  ladies 
from  publio  institutions  was  that  they 
did  not  admit  any  lay  authority }  and  if 

Tk9  Marl  of  Ltngfori 


they  were  called  upon  to  observe  the 
rules  laid  down,  they  referred  you  to 
the  Bishop  or  Lady  Superior,  saying 
that  these  were  the  only  authorities  tbey 
recognized.  He  had  known  one  case  in 
which  two  ladies  entirely  repudiated  the 
authority  of  the  Guardians,  who  were 
obliged  to  get  rid  of  them.  In  another 
case  some  sisters,  being  allowed  access 
to  a  prison,  desired  a  warder  to  call  all 
the  prisoners  together  in  order  that  they 
might  address  them.  He  oould  not  do 
so.  They  appealed  to  the  priest,  who 
abused  the  warder  in  the  public  street. 
The  priest,  being  chaplain  of  the  gaol, 
on  being  called  to  account  for  this,  apo- 
logized. This  was  a  proof  of  the  danger 
which  existed,  and  which  could  not 
posmbly  be  got  over,  because  these  ladies 
repudiated  all  authority  except  that  of 
their  own  Superior  or  Bishop.  He  hoped 
the  Government  would  sustain  the  system 
of  National  education,  which  had  worked 
well,  and  had  kept  the  schools  free  from 
religious  acrimony. 

LoKD  CARLINGFOED  (Lord  Privt 
Seal)  said,  the  noble  Earl  had  got  rather 
into  cross  purposes  with  Departments  of 
the  Government  in  his  correspondence 
on  this  question,  espedally  as  his  noble 
Friend  assumed  that  there  was  some 
appeal  from  the  Education  Department 
in  Ireland  to  the  Education  Department 
in  England ;  but  that  idea,  as  he  had 
explained  in  his  correspondence  with 
the  noble  Earl,  was  absolutely  with- 
out foundation.  There  was  no  sort  of 
connection  between  the  two  bodies. 
When  the  noble  Earl  in  a  manner  ap- 
pealed to  the  Fkeudent  of  the  Council, 
he  (the  Ijord  President)  told  him  that 
the  Committee  of  Council  in  this  coun- 
try had  no  right  to  express  an  opinion 
in  the  matter,  or  to  answer  any  ques- 
tion regarding  the  educational  adminis- 
tration in  Ireland.  The  case  lay  within 
a  small  compass,  and  turned  upon  the 
interpretration  of  Rule  72,  of  the  Com- 
missioners of  National  Education  in  Ire- 
land. He  did  not  agree  with  the  noble 
Earl  when  he  said  that  the  first  answer 
of  the  Commissioners  referring  to  Rule 
•?5,  was  a  caricature,  although  it  cer- 
tainly was  not  a  complete  answer.  The 
rule  had  reference  to  convent  scho(^a, 
and  the  noble  Earl  did  not  appear  to 
be  aware  that  those  schools  formed 
no  aoeption  whatever  to  tiie  general 
system  and  the  general  rules  of  the. 
National  Board  in  Ireland.   Hie  rule 
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upon  wbich  the  nohle  lEarl  eo  confidently 
pat  an  interpretation  different  from  that 
of  the  National  Board,  was  one  which  he 
could  not  help  thinking  the  noble  Earl 
had  not  studied  with  sufficient  care. 
The  72nd  Bule  was  in  these  terms — 

"No  emblems  or  syiobols  of  s  deoomina- 
tiooal  nature  Bhall  be  exbibitcd  in  the  scbools 
dariog  tbe  hours  of  united  uutmction,  nor  will 
tiie  CommisnonerB  in  future  grant  aid  to  any 
schools  which  exhibit  m  the  exterior  of  the 
buUdiags  any  such  emblems." 

That  rule  bad  never  been  interpreted 
and  norer  was  laid  down  for  the  purpose 
of  forbidding  a  person  belonging  to  a 
religious  order  of  the  Church  of  Rome  to 
wear  a  religious  dress  in  a  school.  It 
could  not  bear  such  an  interpretation, 
because  the  convent  schools  were  just  as 
much  subject  to  this  rule  and  to  every 
other  rule  of  the  Board  as  other  schools 
in  Ireland  were ;  and  the  convent  schools 
had  been  in  conneotion  with  the  National 
Board  for  the  last  50  years — having 
been  brought  into  connection  with  that 
Board  by  the  late  Lord  Derby  when 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland.  There  could 
be  no  doubt  that  the  convent  schools,  of 
which  there  was  a  large  number,  bad 
done,  and  were  doing,  a  vast  amount 
of  good  to  a  population  substantially 
Boman  Catholic,  with  a  mere  sprink- 
ling, here  and  there,  of  Protestant  chil- 
dren. It  was  well  known  that  the  schools 
were  conducted  with  great  devotion  by 
thcwe  excellent  and  admirable  ladies,  and 
it  was  equally  well  known  that  when  Pro- 
testant children  attended  snch  schools, 
as  they  did  in  certain  small  minorities, 
thej  had  the  same  protection  against 
proselytiam  which  they  enjoyed  else- 
where. In  fact,  no  case  had  ever  been 
alleged  of  any  Protestant  child  being 
sabjeeted  to  attempts  of  that  kind  to 
change  ita  faith,  if  such  danger  had 
twen  found  to  be  unreal  in  the  case  of 
convent  schools,  there  could,  he  thought, 
be  very  little  danger  to  the  faith  of  any 
Protestant  child  who  might  stray  into 
the  workhouse  school  at  Granard.  The 
question  raised  by  the  noble£arl  was  whe- 
uer  the  Granard  poorhouse  school  had 
broken,  any  of  the  rules  of  the  National 
Board.  The  Commissioners  of  National 
Education  contended,  and  in  this  they 
were  supported  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant, 
that  the  rule  which  he  had  read  had  no 
application  whatever  to  the  matter  in 
band.  Teachers  in  workhouse  schools 
were  appointed  by  the  Guardians  them- 
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selves,  subject  to  the  sanction  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  and  their  con- 
nection with  the  National  Board  was 
simply  one  of  inHpettion.  It  was  quite 
clear  that  the  Commissioners  bad  vio- 
lated  no  rule,  and  that  in  retaining  the 
poor-house  school  in  question  in  con- 
nection with  their  Board  they  had  acted 
strictly  within  their  rights.  He  should 
be  glad  to  give  the  noble  Earl  the  Papers 
moved  for  if  the  noble  Earl  would  change 
the  form  of  his  Motion,  because,  in  its 
present  shape,  it  would  not  give  the  facts 
uf  the  case  on  both  sides. 

The  Eael  of  LONGFORD  desired 
to  offer  a  few  words  in  reply.  Not- 
withHtanding  what  had  fallen  from  the 
Lord  Privy  Seal,  it  still  remained  quite 
clear  to  his  mind  that  the  compact  which 
had  been  arrived  at  on  the  question  had 
been  broken.  This  rule  not  only  applied 
to  emblems  outside  the  school,  but  also 
inside.  With  regard  to  tbe  sisters  of 
mercy,  he  had  not,  before  that  evening, 
heard  of  any  other  appointment  of  a 
similar  character.  He  maintained  that 
the  very  conspicuous  religious  dress  of 
a  sister  of  charity  was  a  denominational 
emblem,  and  the  rule  distinctly  forbad 
the  employment  of  any  such  emblem. 
The  reason  why  no  special  rule  had 
been  inserted  with  respect  to  religious 
dress  of  teachers  was  that  it  was  thought 
absolutely  impossible  that  such  an  ap- 
pointment could  be  made.  It  was  a  total 
revolution  of  the  existiuff  system.  Ho 
should  certainly  recur  to  tne  subject,  for, 
unless  a  protest  was  maintained,  such 
appointments  would  again  be  made,  and 
it  would  be  said  that  the  previous  ap- 
pointments had  been  tacitly  accepted. 

LoBB  O'HAGAN  said,  that  as  a  Com- 
missioner of  National  Education,  who 
had  held  that  office  the  past  quarter 
of  a  century,  he  vas  of  opinion  that 
there  had  been  no  breach  of  compact, 
or  any  novelty  of  practice  introduced  in 
this  case.  Section  72  by  no  means  bore 
the  construction  which  the  noble  Earl 
had  sought  to  place  on  it.  The  system 
now  prevailing  had  prevailed  for  the 
past  50  years.  When  the  late  Lord 
Derby,  as  Chief  Secretary,  conferred  the 
great  boon  upon  Ireland  of  a  separate 
religious  and  a  combined  secular  in- 
struction, thereby  avoiding  the  curse  of 
proaelytism  which  had  so  long  laid  upon 
Ireland,  it  was  agreed  that  ladies  be- 
longing to  religious  ordena  should  be 
admitted  as  teachers.   If  the  construe- 
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tion  of  the  noble  Earl  was  adopted  there 
would  be  an  end  of  conventual  educa- 
tion in  Ireland.  The  rule  provided 
against  the  exhibition  of  religious  em- 
blems or  symbols  daring  the  hoars  of 
united  instruction.  A  nun's  dress  was 
not  an  emblem  or  symbol.  The  rule 
had  already  been  strictly  enforced,  even 
to  the  iconoclastio  extent  of  excluding 
emblem  of  Bedemption,  tihe  exhibi- 
tion of  which  disentidfld  to  a  grant.  If 
tiie  noble  Earl'a  wishes  were  carried  out 
there  vonld  be  no  school  in  Ireland 
£rom  which  nnns  would  not  be  exdnded. 
Could  anyone  assert  that  such  a  result 
would  be  in  the  interests  of  education  ? 
Those  Bohools  were  admirable  and  un- 
surpassed by  any  schools  in  existence. 
His  noble  Friend  on  the  Gross  Benches 
had  admitted  that  the  schools  were 
excellent. 

LoED  OEANMORE  asd  BROWNE: 
I  said  the  nuns  were  excellent  teachers 
of  Boman  Catholics, 

IjUbd  O'HAGAN  said,  that  the  adop- 
tion of  the  construction  contended  for 
would  be  a  death-blow  to  the  existing 
system,  and  would  interfere  with  the 
performance  of  services  which  were 
beyond  price  and  bevoud  praise. 

Thb  £!abl  07  LIUEBIOK  said,  the 
noble  Lord  who  had  just  spoken  had 
drawn  a  red  herring  across  the  trail. 
No  doubt  the  convent  schools  were  doing 
excellent  work  in  Ireland  ;  but  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  O'Hagan)  was  surely  aware 
that,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  there  was  con- 
siderable difference  between  the  convent 
schools  and  others  in  that  country.  His 
noble  Friend  behind  him  (the  Earl  of 
Longford)  had  not  alluded  to  these  con- 
ventual schools.  The  question  was  not 
the  character  of  the  nuns  or  their  teach- 
ing, but  the  construction  of  Section  72. 
But  if  Section  72  was  not  clear.  Section 
71  explicitly  forbad  any  teaching  which 
would  be  known  to  belong  to  a  particular 
religious  body.  He  did  not  wish  to  be 
supposed  to  sympathize  with  his  noble 
Fnend*8  opinion  on  the  subject.  He  did 
not  object  to  the  sisters  teaching  in  work- 
house schools ;  but  the  question  now  was 
the  construction  of  rules,  and  he  did  not 
think  his  noble  Friend's  argument  had 
been  fairly  met.  There  had  really  been 
a  new  departure,  and  it  might  be  a 
good  departure  ;  but  that  question  was  a 
largo  one,  and  he  did  not  see  his  way  to 
coming  to  a  final  opinion  without  careful 
examination. 

Lord  G'llagun 


Thb  LOED  OHANOELLOB  said, 
that  all  his  knowledge  upon  this  subject 
was  derived  from  listening  to  that  de- 
bate ;  but  if  he  rightly  understood  the 
matter,  it  appeared  to  him  that  the  whole 
question  lay  in  a  small  compass.  The 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Longford)  relied 
.on  one  rule,  while  the  other  noble  Earl 
(the  Earl  of  Limerick)  referred  to  an- 
other rule  altogether.  It  was  not,  there- 
fore, extraordinary  that  his  noble  Friends 
should  have  referred  to  the  rule  to  which 
the  question  was  directed.  If  that  rale 
applied  to  any  school  connected  with 
the  National  Board,  it  applied  to  every 
school  attached  to  that  Board.  There- 
fore, it  would  apply  to  convent  schools, 
some  of  which  appeared  to  have  been 
lung  connected  with  the  National  Board, 
and  it  could  not  be  said  that  aome  new 
construction  had  now  been  placed  on 
Rule  72.  He  (the  Lord  Chancellor)  cer- 
tainly thought  it  was  paradoxical  to 
say  that  a  nun  was  an  emblem  or  symbol 
of  a  religious  denomination,  or  that,  by 
wearing  her  usual  dress,  she  was  "  ex- 
hibiting *'  any  such  emblem  or  symboL 
Upon  that  point  ho  agreed  with  what 
had  fallen  from  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  the  late  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ire- 
land. The  only  reid  question  must  be 
whether  it  was  expedient  or  not  that  in 
certain  cases  like  the  present  the  teach- 
ing of  these  ladies  should  be  allowed  in 
any  national  schools.  If  it  was  expe- 
dient in  some  conventual  schools — which 
did  not  seem  to  be  disputed — he  was 
unable,  at  present,  to  see  why  it  should 
be  thought  improper  in  other  cases, 
such  as  this  was  stated  to  be,  in  which 
there  were  none  but  Roman  Catholic 
children. 

The  Eabl  of  COUETOWN  wished  to 
point  out,  in  answer  to  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack,  that  the 
noble  Earl  ^the  Earl  of  Longford)  did 
not  found  his  argument  exclusively  on 
Rule  27 ;  he  objected  to  tiie  employment 
of  a  nun  in  her  conventual  dress  aa  a 
teacher  as  a  departure  from  the  general 
principle  of  the  National  system  of  edu- 
cation, and  quoted  Bule  27  as  that  most 
pertinent  to  the  case.  It  was  well  known 
there  were  people  who  held  that  the 
National  system,  as  an  undenominational 
one,  was  a  sham,  and  this  matter  would 
tend  to  confirm  it.  The  noble  and  learned 
Lord  opposite  (Lord  O'Hagan)  could 
hardly  have  foi^otten  that  there  were 
certain  rules  distinctly  applicable  to  con- 
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Tsntual  schools,  so  that  the  roles  apply 
ing  to  the  general  schools  of  the  country 
would  not  affect  oonvent  schools.  At 
any  rate,  he  considered  that  the  practice 
a£  nttns  teaching  in  tiie  national  echools 
in  their  oonTeatual  garb  shoold  not  be 
permitted. 

Uotion  (by  ieare  of  the  House)  with- 
iravn. 

House  idjonmed  at  Six  o'clock, 
ml  To-morzow,  half  pAst 
Ten  o'dook. 


HOUSE   OF  COMMONS. 
Monday,  mh  Pehruarjf,  1883. 


MINUTES.]-Nbw  Whit  Issued— Port- 
wliogton,  V.  Hon.  Bernard  Edward  Bnmaby 
Fit^trick,  now  Lord  CaBQeton,  called  up  to 
the  HouM  of  Peers. 

SsLKT  GoMxiTTBB— Public  Potitiona.  appointtd 
and  mminaUd;  Kitchen  and  BaCreahment 
fi««ina  (Hoosa  of  Commona),  appointed  and 
nowiinated. 

FcBLic  'BiJAJi—Leace-— Ordered— Firti  Reading 
—Parliamentary  Oaths  Act  (1866)  Amend- 
ment [89]. 

Orderttt—Firtt  JReadmg—OyaX^T  and  Mussel 
Fiaherics  Orders  Oonfirmation  •  [87] ;  Settled 
I*nd  Act  (1882)  Amendment*  [88] ;  Private 
Lunatic  Asylnma  (Ireland)*  [90];  Factorj- 


PRIVATE  BXTSINESS. 


PRIVATE  BILLS— NEW  STAKDING 
ORDE  K.-IIESOLUTION. 

Tub  CHAIEMAN  op  WAYS  amp 
11£A£(S  (Mr.  Lyom  Putfair):  I  have 
to  move  tJie  Resolution  vhich  stands  on 
the  Paper  in  my  name.  The  object  of 
the  new  Standing  Order  is  not  to  repeal 
or  alter  any  of  the  existing  Standing 
Orders,  but  merely  to  expedite  Business 
by  embodying  in  a  Standing  Order  a 
nodifioation  of  the  existing  practice. 
There  is  a  certain  class  of  Private  Bills 
vhieb  interfere  with  veeted  interests, 
and  therefore  the  Standing  Orders  pro- 
vide that '  full  notice  shall  be  given 
to  interarted  parties  in  such  coses, 
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and  the  nature  of  the  Bills  duly  ad* 
vertised.   When  these  Bills  enter  the 
House,  and  are  ordered  for  a  second 
reading,  they  are  referred  to  the  Exa^ 
miners  to  see  that  the  Standing  Orders 
have  been  fully  complied  with.  But 
the  mere  fact  of  referring  Bills  to  the 
Examiners  disohu-ges  tiie  Order  for  a 
second  reading,  and  consequently  the 
day  obtained  by  ballot  for  the  second 
reading  is  loat,  and  the  Member  in 
charge  of  the  Bill  may  have  no  oppor- 
tunity during  the  rest  of  the  Session  of 
obtainiog  another  day  for  the  second 
reading.  The  object  of  the  new  Standing 
Order  is  that  after  the  Examiner  bas 
had  such  a  Bill  before  him,  and  after 
hearing   the  parties  concerned,  and 
finding  that  due  notice  has  been  given 
in  the  case  of  all  the  interests  affected, 
he  shall  declare  that    the  Standing 
Orders  have  been  complied  with,  and 
the  Bill  would,  in  that  case,  tiUce  its 
due  course  on  the  day  on  which  it  had 
been  ordered  by  the  House.   It  will 
therefore  be  seen  that  the  new  Standing 
Order  makes  no  alteration  in  what  has 
hitherto  been  the  practice  in  regard  to 
Private  Bills,  except  that  it  dispenses 
with  the  necessity,  when  a  Bill  is  ordered 
to  be  referred  to  the  Examiners,  of  dis- 
charging the  Order  for   the  second 
reading.    The  whole  meaning  of  the 
Order  is  that  a  Bill  should  run  its  due 
course,  provided  that  the  Examiner,  after 
having  heard  all  the  parties,  shall  bo 
satisfied  that  advertisements  have  been 
issued,  and  due  notices  given  to  all  the 
parties  concerned.   I  beg  now  to  move 
the  following  Sesolntion : — 

"  Where  a  Bill  having  been  brought  in  on 
Motion  (not  being  a  Bill  to  confirm  a  Pro- 
visional Order  or  Certificate)  is  read  the  first 
time,  and  ordered  to  be  read  a  aectmd  time,  on 
a  A&Y  appointed,  and  it  appears  that  the 
Standing  Orders  relative  to  Private  Bills  may 
be  applicable  to  the  Bill,  the  Examiners  of  Pe- 
titions for  Private  Bills  shall,  on  an  Order  of 
the  Hoose,  examine  the  Bill  with  recoct  to 
compliance  with  the  Standing  Orders,  and  shall 
proceed  and  report  forthwith,  and  the  Order  for 
the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill  shall  not  be 
affected  thereby ;  but,  if  the  Examiner  report 
that  any  Standing  Order  applicable  to  the  Sill 
has  not  been  complied  wi^,  and  the  Select 
Committee  on  Standing  Orders  report  tbataooh 
Standing  Order  ought  not  to  be  dupeneed  with, 
the  Order  for  the  Second  Beading  of  the  Bill 
or  the  Order  for  Commitment  thereof,  as  ttw 
case  may  be,  ahall  be  disoluiq;ed." 

Keeolution  agre$d  to,  and  ordered  to  be 
a  Standing  Order  of  the  House. 
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NO  TICS  8. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND-THE  ASSASSINA- 
TIONS—MAGISTERIAL INQUIRY  AT 
EILMAINHAM. 

Sib  HERBEBT  MAXWELL:  Ibef? 
to  give  Notice  that  to-morrow  I  shall 
ask  tho  Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  one 
Sheridan,  described  by  James  Carey  in 
the  course  of  the  inquiry  at  the  Kilmain- 
ham  Court  House  on  Saturday  as  hav- 
ing acted  as  intermediary  between  the 
Irish  Invincibles  and  their  allies  in 
London,  is  one  of  the  men  mentioned  in 
the  negotiations  that  led  to  the  release 
of  the  suspects  from  Kilmainham  Gaol 
last  Spring,  and  of  whom  the  honourable 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork,  befbre  his 
z«leaae,  eaid— 

"  He  hoped  to  maVe  use  of  and  get  him  back 
from  abroad,  as  be  would  be  able  to  helpbim  to 
put  dowQ  conspiracy  or  agitation,  as  he  knew 
all  its  details  in  the  West ; " 

and,  with  regard  to  whom  the  Member 
for  Bradford  said  in  this  House,  on  1 5th 
May— 

"  It  gave  me  a  sort  of  insight  into  what  had 
been  happening,  which  I  had  not  before,  that  a 
man  (Sheridan^  whom  I  knew,  in  as  far  as  I 
bad  any  possibility  of  knowinar,  was  engaged  in 
these  outrages,  was  so  far  under  the  iofiuence  of 
the  honourablo  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork, 
that  upon  his  release  he  would  get  the  assistance 
of  that  man  to  put  down  the  very  things  he  had 
been  provoking." 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHUEOHILL: 
On  behalf  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst),  I  beg  to 
give  Notice,  in  view  of  what  has  trans- 
pired at  the  Kilmainham  Police  Court, 
as  an  Amendment  to  the  Address,  in 
paragraph  ".0,  line  4,  to  Ipave  out  from 
the  word  "upheld,"  to  the  end  of  the 
paragi-aph,  in  order  to  insert  the  words— 

"  And  we  venture  to  express  our  earnest  hope 
that  the  change  of  policy  which  has  produced 
these  results  will  be  maintainod,  and  that  no 
farther  attempts  will  be  made  to  purchase  the 
support  of  persons  disaffected  to  Her  Majesty's 
Rule,  by  concessions  to  lawless  agitation,  and 
that  the  existence  of  dangerous  secret  societies 
in  Dublin  and  other  parts  of  the  Country  will 
continue  to  be  met  by  uoremittang  energy  uid 
vigilanea  on  the  part  of  the  Execative." 

SiE  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE:  I 
have  given  private  Notice  to  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  a 
Question  I  proposed  to  put  to  him.  I 


do  not  know  that  It  will  be  convenient 
for  him  to  answer  it  now.  In  reference 
to  the  Notices  that  have  been  given  by 
my  Friends  behind  me  and  below  me, 
I  propose  to  ask  him,  Whether  the 
person  described  by  the  witness  James 
Carey,  before  the  Court  of  Inquiry  at 
Kilmainham,  on  Saturday  last,  as  F.  J. 
Sheridan,  of  Tubbercurry,  is  the  same 
person  as  the  Sheridan  referred  to  in 
the  Memorandum  sent  to  the  Prime 
Minister  and  other  Members  of  the 
Government  by  the  late  Chief  Secretary, 
at  the  time  when  the  release  of  the 
"suspects"  was  under  consideration  in 
April  last,  which  was  read  in  this  House 
on  the  l.-ith  of  May,  188'2  ?  If  my  right 
hon.  Friend  would  prefer  it,  I  will  put 
the  QuPBtion  to-morrow. 

Mb.  TREVELTAN  :  According  to  the 
information  which  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  and  myself  have  in  the  Irish 
Office  in  London,  we  believe  Sheridan  to 
be  the  same  man.  Absolute  certainty 
perhaps  in  one  sense  cannot  be  acquired 
as  to  who  any  particular  person  referred 
to  in  any  particular  sentence  was ;  but  we 
believe  that  the  man  referred  to  through- 
out these  transactions  was  the  same. 

QUESTIONS. 


NAVT— ARMAUKNT— BREEOH- 

LOADING  GUNS. 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  asked  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Admiralty,  The  number 
and  calibre  of  the  new  breechloading 
guns  received  into  the  Naval  Service  up 
to  the  present  time,  and  in  what  ships 
they  are  mounted  ;  and,  whether  he  will 
state  to  the  House  the  present  condition 
of  the  43  ton  gun  and  the  other  breech- 
loading guns  provided  for  the  Naval 
Service  in  the  Estimates  for  1881-2, 
1882-3? 

Mn.  BRAND  (for  Mr.  Caupbbll- 
Bannehuan)  :  The  number  and  calibre 
of  guns  actually  on  board  ship  is  fS 
(j-inch  and  13  4-inph.  The  following 
statement  shows  the  distribution  of 
breech-loading  guns  on  February  10, 
1883  : — There  were  issued  to  ships — 
Rtiver,  14  6-inch;  5o/e/iii*,  eight  6-inch; 
Heroine,  eight  6-incb ;  Camhriige,  two 
6-inch  ;  Hotspur,  two  6-inch  ;  Hyacinth, 
eight  6-inch  ;  Excellent,  two  6-inch,  one 
4-inch;  Stci f Uure,  ^'i^ht  4-inch;  Aiecfo, 
four  4-inch;  Euryelui^    two  6-inch; 
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Volagt,  ten  6-inch— total,  56  6-inch,  13 
4-iDch.  Besides  guns  actually  on  board 
ships  there  were  41  6-inch  and  10  4- 
inch  at  gun  wharves  and  appropriated 
to  vessels.    The  condition  of  the  43-ton 

funs  and  other  breech-loading  guns  was 
eecribed  bjMr.  Childersin  August  and 
November,  188*2,  and  the  programme 
be  laid  down  has  been  fairlj  carried  out 
— that  is,  43-ton  guns  have  been  accele- 
rated hy  a  transfer  from  guns  provided 
for  land  service,  and  the  whole  will  bo 
completed  by  October  next:  9  '2-incb 
gnoB  will  be  completed  by  January. 
1884.  The  8-inch  guns  have  been  a  little 
delayed,  but  probably  will  be  completed 
by  December  of  this  year  ;  while  the  6- 
incb  guns  will  nearly  all  be  ready  by 
the  date  previously  given — that  is,  June, 
1683.  The  d-inch  and  4-inch  guns  are 
all  in  an  advanced  state,  and  will  be 
completed,  the  former  by  September  and 
the  latter  by  July  next. 

In  reply  to  a  further  Question  &om 
Mr.  "W.  H.  Smitti. 

M&.  BRAND  said,  the  delivery  of  the 
43-ton  guns  to  the  Navy  had  been 
approved. 

THEATRES  AND  MUSIC  HALLS  (METEO- 
POLI8)-PRECATJTI0NS  AGAINST  FIRE 
—CAPTAIN  SHA^S  REPORT. 

Mr.  DIXON-HAKTLAND  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether,  after  the  recent  fii-e  at 
the  Alhambra  Theatre,  which  spread  so 
rapidly  that  it  must  have  been  most  dis- 
astrous to  the  public  had  it  happened 
during  the  performance,  he  is  now  pre- 
pared to  lay  Captain  Shaw'sHeport  about 
Theatres  upon  the  Table  of  the  House ; 
and,  if  not,  whether  he  will  now  bring 
in,  or  facilitate  the  brioging  in,  of  a 
measare  which  shall  give  additional 
safety  to  the  theatre-going  public  P 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAHCOURT:  I  have 
before  stated  to  the  hon.  Member  the 
reason  whyCaptain  Shaw'sBeport  cannot 
be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House,  and 
I  hare  now  no  reason  to  alter  that  opi- 
nion. With  reference  to  what  has  been 
done,  the  Metropolitan  Board  is  taking 
active  measures  with  reference  to  Hetro* 
politaa  theatres,  and,  as  far  aa  I  am 
able  to  judge,  in  a  eatisfkctory  manner. 
With  regard  to  the  final  Question  men- 
tioned at  the  end,  in  my  opinion  that  is 
a  natter  eminently  for  the  municipal 
Mid  local  authorities,  and  any  proposal 


of  that  character  should  be  vested  in  the 
local  authorities — to  whom  it  belongs 
— and  not  in  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. 

Mr.  DTXON.HAETLAND.  in  conse- 
quence of  the  answer  of  the  Home  Secre- 
tary, gave  Notice  that,  in  view  of  the 
great  danger  which  still  exists  to  the 
theatre-going  public  from  the  inefficiency 
of  the  powers  under  existing  Acts,  ana 
the  laxity  with  which  such  powers  are 
exercised,  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  investigate  what  steps  should 
be  taken  to  put  this  important  subject 
on  a  proper  footing,  and  that  their 
attention  dbonid  be  especially  called  to 
the  Keport  of  the  Select  Committee  of 
1866,  over  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for Bipon  (Mr.Gosohen) 
presided. 

CHARGES  OP  RAILWAY  COMPANIES— 
EECOirSIENDATIONS  OP  THE  SELECT 
COMMITTEE. 

Mr.  TOMUNSON  asked  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  it 
is  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  bring  in  a  Bill  this  Session 
to  carry  out  the  recommendations  of  the 
Select  Committee  appointed  last  Session 
to  inquire  into  the  t-hai^es  of  Railway 
Companipa,  &c.  ? 

Mb.  CHAMBERLAIN,  in  reply,  said, 
he  thoaght  the  faon.  Member  would 
agree  with  him  that  it  was  not  desir- 
able to  multiply  Bills  unless  there  was 
some  prospect  of  carrying  them  ;  and 
the  Government  list  was  already  full, 
[f  ,an  opportunity  should  arise  at  any 
future  period,  it  might  be  desirable  to 
introduce  snub  a  Bill  as  that  to  which 
the  hoD.  Member  had  referred. 

TREATY  OF  BERLIN— ARTICLE  61— 
REFORMS  IN  ARMENIA. 

Mb.  BAXTER  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  If 
it  is  true  that  the  Sixty-first  Article  of 
the  Treaty  of  Berlin  still  remains  a  dead 
letter ;  and,  if  any  steps  have  been  re- 
cently taken  by  Her  Majesty's  GoTwn- 
ment,  with  a  view  to  giving  effect  to  the 
promised  reforms  in  Armenia  ? 

LoBD  EDMOND  FITZBdAUBICE : 
Ixnd  Dufferin  has  made  repeated  com- 
munications to  the  Porte  on  this  subject. 
As  lately  as  December  last,  Mr.  Wind- 
ham, Her  Majesty's  Uhargg  d'Affairea, 
pointed  out  the  danger  of  not  instituting 
the  reforms  which  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
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vernment  had  so  continually  and  Btrongly 
pressed  the  Turkish  Qorernmentto  carry 
out. 

CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  (ANIMALS) 
ACTS-IMPORTATION  OF  DISEASED 
CATTLE  FROM  THE  UNITED  STATES. 

Mb.  BIREBKC£  asked  the  Vice  Fre- 
mdent  of  the  Council,  Whether  it  is  a 
&ct  that  upwards  of  300  head  of  cattle 
airired  at  liTerpool  on  the  Slat  of 
January  in  tJte  steamship  "Kansas," 
aU  affected  with  foot  and  month  disease; 
and,  whether,  taking  into  oonsideration 
the  serious  losses  incurred  by  tenant 
farmers  from  foot  and  mouth  disease, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will  prohibit 
the  importation  of  lire  stock  from  Foreign 
Countries  where  disease  is  known  to 
exist  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA:  The  steamship 
^an$a$,  from  Boston  (United  States) 
arrived  at  the  foreign  animals  wharf  at 
Ltverpool,  at  noon  on  January  30,  1883, 
having  on  board  313  cattle  and  398 
sheep.  The  Inspector  of  the  Privy 
Oouncil  stationed  at  Liverpool  certified 
on  the  same  day  that  219  of  the  cattle 
were  affiected  with  foot  •  and  -  mouth 
disease,  and  six  sheep  with  she^  scab. 
ThB  cargo  was  landed  at  the  foreign 
animals  wharf  at  Birkenhead,  and  there 
slanghtwed.  In  reply  to  the  second 
part  of  the  hon.  Member's  Question,  I 
have  to  say  that  it  is  not  the  intention  of 
the  Privy  Council  to  prohibit  importa- 
tion from  foreign  countries  where  disease 
is  known  to  exist.  I  am  advised  that 
there  is  no  country  in  the  world  where 
disease,  as  defined  by  the  Aot,  is  non- 
existent, and  that  prohibition  would  be 
in  direct  violation  of  the  principle  of  the 
Act,  which  distinctly  provides  for  the  re- 
ception and  slaughter  of  animals  coming 
from  countries  where  disease  is  known 
to  exist. 

ROTAL  OOHHISSION  ON  IRISH 
INDUSTRIES. 

Captain  AYLMEE  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  What  decision  the  Cabinet  have 
arrived  at  regarding  the  Memorial  pre- 
sented to  the  £^t  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
last  Session,  praying  him  to  consent  to 
the  appointment  of  a  Hoyal  Oommission 
on  Irish  Industries  7 

Mb.  TBEVELTAN  :  I  can  only  refer 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  to  a  oom- 
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munication  which,  I  am  mformed,  was 
addressed  to  him  by  the  Prime  Minister 
on  the  3rd  of  November  last,  to  the  effisct 
that  his  Oollei^es  agreed  that  they 

could  not  recommend  the  Crown  to  grant 
a  Royal  Commission.  No  different  con* 
elusion  has,  I  understand,  been  arrived 
at  by  the  Cabinet  since  the  receipt  of 
the  Memorial  referred  to.  Possibly, 
however,  the  Bill  of  which  the  hon. 
Member  has  given  Notice  will  show 
some  subject  calling  for  inquiry  of  which 
the  GK)Temment  is  at  present  unaware. 

GROUND  GAME  AOT— LEGISLATION. 

Mr.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  decision  of  the  Supreme 
Court  in  Scotland  as  to  the  trapping  of 
rabbits  under  the  Ground  Game  Act; 
and,  whether  the  Government  will  in- 
troduce a  Bill  to  amend  the  Act,  so 
as  to  give  formers  full  liberty  to  tr^ 
rabbits  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAROOUET :  I  am 
informed  tUer©  has  been  a  decision, 
which  has  Bstcmished  a  good  many 
people,  including  the  promofana  of  the 
Bill,  to  the  effect  that  a  hole  made  by  a 
rabbit  is  not  a  rabbit  hole ;  that  it  is 
essential  to  a  hole  that  it  should  have  a 
top.  I  do  not  know  whether  that  is  the 
correct  view  of  the  Act,  or  whether  it  is 
the  view  of  those  who  promoted  it ;  but 
if  it  should  turn  out  to  be  the  caee  I  will 
do  all  I  can  to  aseist  my  turn.  Friend  in 
amending  the  Act. 

TURKEY  IN  ASIA— NAVIGATION  OF 
THE  TIORISw 

Me.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  asked  the 
TTnder  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  he  can  give  any  in- 
formation as  to  a  recent  communication 
from  the  Turkish  Embassy,  stating  that 

"Menahim  Salih  Effendi,  a  merchant  of 
Bagdad,  has  been  authorised  to  eatabliah,  with- 
oat  monopoly,  a  navigation  service  on  tb« 
Tigris;" 

and,  whether  that  navigation  vill  now 
he  free  to  vessels  other  than  those  under 
the  Ottoman  flag? 

Lord  EDMCJND  FITZMATJEIOE  : 
Her  Majesty's  Government  are  aware  of 
the  announcement  quoted  by  the  hon. 
Member  respecting  a  concession  for  the 
navigation  of  the  Tigris  recently  granted 
by  the  Forte  to  a  merchant  at  Bag^. 
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The  conoeasioQ  does  not,  however,  appear 
to  relate  to  the  question  of  the  naviga- 
tion  of  that  river  by  vessels  under  a 
foreigQ  flag.  I  may  add  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  are  deairous,  in  the 
interest  of  the  Provinces  of  Asiatic 
Turkey,  that  the  Euphrates  and  Tigris 
ahoold  be  opened  to  navigation  hy  vessels 
undtt  all  flags ;  but  the  principle  of  the 
free  navigation  of  rivers,  established  by 
the  additional  Act  of  the  Treaty  of 
Tienoa,  applies  only  to  rivers  which 
flov  through  the  temtories  of  different 
States. 

JAMAICA— THE  LEGISLATIVE 
COUNCIL. 

Me.  Sbbjeakt  SIMON  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  th  e  Colonies, 
Whether  the  vacancies  in  the  Legislative 
Council  of  Jamaica,  occasioned  by  the 
resignation  of  all  the  non-official  mem- 
bers, have  been  or  are  intended  to  be 
filled  up ;  whether  a  memot-ial  has  been 
received  at  the  Colonial  Office  from 
7amuca  expressing  intense  dissatisfho- 
tion  with  the  present  system  <^  Crown 
Oorernment,  and  praying  for  the  re- 
storation of  representatiTe  Government ; 
and,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Government 
will  consider  the  expediency  of  modify- 
ing the  present  composition  of  the 
Lej^slative  Conncil  by  introducing  a 
fair  proportion  of  members  chosen  by 
popular  election  ? 

Mb.  EVELYN  ASHLEY :  The  vacan- 
eiea  in  the  LegislativeCouncil  of  Jamaica 
have  not  been  filled  up,  nor  is  it  intended 
to  fill  them  up  at  present.  No  Memorial 
such  as  that  described  in  the  Question 
has  recently  been  received  at  the  Colonial 
Office.  Her  Majesty's  Government  are 
oonaidenng  the  expediency  of  modifying 
the  present  compoaition  of  the  Legislative 
Conncil ;  but  they  will  not  come  to  any 
deoinon  until  after  they  have  received 
the  Eeport  of  the  Commissioners  who 
are  now  on  the  spot  inquiring  into  the 
finances  and  administration  of  Jamaica. 

LAW  AND     FOUCE  ~  THE  PUBUO 
THOBOrGHPABES  (UETROPOLIS). 

CozoifBi.  UAKINS  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
If  he  is  prepared,  by  legislation   or  | 
otherwise,  to  strengthen  the  hands  of  j 
the  Metropolitan  Police  in  preventing  : 
(h^  obetruotion  of  public  tlioroughfares 
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by  persons  who  frequent  them  for 
immoral  purposes  ? 

Sir  WILLUM  HARCOtmT,  in 
reply,  said,  that  he  was  in  oommnnica- 
taon  with  the  Commissioners  of  Police 
and  the  Police  Magistrates  on  this  very 
important  subject.  There  were  some 
difflcTilties  in  the  present  state  of  the 
law,  which,  as  interpreted  by  some  of 
the  magistrates,  required  that  some 
individual  should  complain  that  he  him- 
self was  annoyed  in  the  matter,  and  that 
general  annoyance  of  the  public  would 
not  be  sufficient.  He  was  making  in- 
quiries how  far  this  view  was  maintained, 
and  if  it  were  maintained  it  was  desir- 
able  that  the  law  should  be  altered.  He 
might  mention  that  a  £i]l,  founded  upoa 
the  Eeport  of  the  House  of  Lords  Com- 
mittee with  reference  to  the  protection 
of  women,  would  shortly  be  introduced 
into  the  House  of  Jjomm,  whidi  would, 
to  a  certain  extent^  deal  with  the  ques- 
tion, and  if  neceasuy  a  elauae  would  be 
inserted  to  carry  out  the  vieva  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member. 

EaYPT-SALE  or  THE  BOTPTIAN 
DOMAIN  LANDS. 

Sir  GBOEGE  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Atfairs,  Whether  it  is  proposed  to  sell 
the  Domain  lands  in  Egypt,  acquired  by 
usurpation  and  otherwise  by  the  late 
Khedive  and  his  family,  without  making 
provision  for  the  security  of  the  culti- 
vators of  the  soil  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FXTZMAXJEICE  : 
A  scheme  has  been  proposed  for  the  sale 
of  the  Domain  Lands,  which  are  hypo- 
thecated as  security  for  the  Rothschild 
Loan.  It  is  at  present  incomplete  ;  buA 
its  provisions  contemplate  the  disposal 
of  the  lands  for  the  liquidation  of  Uie 
loan  under  cmditions  which  will  afford 
fodlities  for  payment,  and  enable  the 
cultivators  of  ute  soil  to  become  the 
proprietors  of  their  holding  on  moderate 
terms.  The  scheme  is  still  under  con- 
sideration. We  have  no  official  informa- 
tion of  any  sales  having  taken  place ; 
but,  if  that  is  the  case,  the  sales  must 
have  been  effected  under  the  power 
contained  in  the  Decree  of  January  30, 
1879,  whereby  the  whole  or  any  part  of 
the  land  may  be  sold  by  the  Commis- 
sioners, subject  to  the  conditions  of  the 
Loan  Contract,  and  of  regulations  ap- 
proved by  the  Council  of  MinisterSt 
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STATE  OP  IRELAND— MIGRATION  OP 
AORICnjLTUBAL  LABOURERS. 

Bra  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War.  "Whether, 
having  regard  to  the  Eetum  of  the  Irish 
Migratory  Agricultural  liahourers  lately 
issued,  Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
cause  inquiry  to-be  made  in  the  districts 
of  the  South  of  Scotland  and  North  of 
England,  where  these  people  have  usually 
been  employed,  in  order  to  ascertain 
whether  the  recent  decrease  in  their 
numbers  is  due  to  decrease  of  demand 
for  their  services,  or  decrease  of  supply ; 
and,  if  the  former,  whether  the  decrease 
of  demand  is  likely  to  be  permanent  or 
temporary ;  and,  whether  it  is-  necessary 
or  desirable  artificially  to  stimalata  the 
emigration  of  this  class  of  people  ? 

Me.  TREVELYAN:  As  the  Irish 
Office  is  the  only  Department  which 
hitherto  has  made  inquiry  into  this  mat- 
ter, perhaps  my  hon.  Friend  will  allow 
me  to  answer  this  Question.  The  Irish 
Government  has  made  careful  inquiry 
lately,  and  is  satisfied  that  the  proportion 
of  migratory  agricultural  labourers  from 
a  district  is  a  proof  of  the  poverty  of  the 
district  and  the  inability  of  the  holdings, 
from  l^eir  small  size  or  other  circum- 
stances, to  support  the  people.  I  do  not 
quite  catch  the  meaning  of  the  last  para- 
graph ;  but  the  information  obtained  has 
only  confirmed  the  Irish  Gi>vernment  in 
their  belief  that  they  are  right  in  assist- 
ing peoplo  to  emirate  who  are  unable 
to  live  in  comfort  m  Ireland.  I  fancy 
the  Local  GKtvemment  Board  is  the  De- 
partment which  would  have  the  greatest 
facility  for  conducting  the  inquiry  which 
the  hon.  Member  suggests;  but  the  view 
of  the  Irish  Government  with  regard  to 
the  duty  of  assisting  emigration  could 
not  be  altered  by.  any  thing  which  that 
inquiry  could  produce. 

In  reply  to  a  farther  Queetion  by  Sir 
Gboegb  Cahfkbxx, 

Mb.  TREVELYAN  said,  he  would 
make  inqairies  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  upon  the  subject 

LAND   LAW   (IRELAND)   ACT,  1881— 
ANTRIM  CO.  SUB-COMMISSION. 

Ma.  T.  A.  DICKSON  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  three  Assistant  Commie- 
sioners  from  the  counties  of  Galway, 
Dublin,  and  Wicklow  respectively  hare 


Jutties  {Inim).  SOI 

been  lately  appointed  to  the  county  An- 
trim Sub-Commission ;  and,  whether  it 
is  a  fact  that  these  gentiemen  have  had 
no  previous  experience  or  knowledge  of 

the  Ulster  custom  ? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN :  I  referred  this 
Question  to  the  Land  Commissioners, 
and  have  received  from  them  the  follow- 
ing reply : — 

"The  rcmdencea  of  throe  of  the  Aasiatant 
Commissioneni  on  the  Antrim  Suh -Commission 
are  respectively  in  the  couotioa  Dnblin,  Galway» 
and  Wicklow.  The  Land  Commisaionera  allo- 
cated the  different  Assistant  Commissioners  ap- 
pointed by  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  different  dis- 
triota  according  to  the  best  of  their  judgment 
and  discretion^  and  having  done  so,  after  much 
care  and  consideration,  they  must  decline  to 
discuss  or  meet  complaintB  made  against  parti- 
cular Assistant  C-ommissionora." 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (INDIAj-TRIAL  OF 
EUROPEANS  BT  NATIVE  JUDGES. 

Me.  ONSLOW  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  India,  Whether  it  is 
in  contemplation  by  the  Government  of 
India  to  change  the  existing  Law  re- 
lating to  the  trial  of  Europeans  in  India ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  he  would  guarantee 
that  no  sanction  would  be  given  to  snch  a 
proposal  by  Her  Majesty's  Government 
until  this  Honsehas  had  an  opportunity 
of  discussing  the  propriety  of  such  a 
measure  ? 

Mb.  J.  K.  CROSS :  The  Government 
of  India  has  now  in  contemplation  a 
change  in  the  law  relating  to  the  trial  of 
Europeans  in  certun.eaaea ;  and  the  late 
Secretary  of  State,  at  the  request  of  that 
Gtovemment,  sanctioned  the  mtroduotioa 
into  the  Indian  Legislative  Council  of  a 
Bill  to  carry  out  this  change.  Under 
the  existing  Criminal  Code,  outside  the 
Presidency  towns  no  European  can  be 
sentenced  by  a.  Sessions  J  udge  to  more 
than  12  months'  imprisonmeut,  nor  by  a 
first-class  magistrate  to  more  than  three 
months'  imprisonment ;  the  Sessions 
Judge  and  the  first-class  magistrate 
being  European  British  subjects.  The 
Government  of  India  has  recommended 
that  these  limited  powers  of  jurisdiction 
should  be  extended  to  certain  selected 
Natives  in  the  Government  service.  The 
actual  proposal  is  that,  if  the  GK>vam- 
ment  appoints  a  Native  to  be  a  Judge  of 
a  Sessions  Court  or  a  district  magistrater 
he  shall,  mt  0^010,  have  the  same  juris- 
diction  over  Europeans,  as  if  he  were 
himself  an  European  ;  and  that  the 
local  goverumenta  shall  be  authorized 
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io  coofer  similar  magisterial  povers 
npon  selected  members  of  the  core- 
nanted  Civil  Service  of  the  Native  Civil 
Service — constituted  under  the  statutory 
Kules  made  under  33  Viet,  c.  3 — and 
of  the  non-regulation  commissions,  and 
upon  cantonment  magistrates  who  are 
already  exercising  firat-class  magisterial 

S)wers,  and  who  are,  in  the  opinion  of 
ovemment,  fit  to  be  intrusted  with 
these  further  powers.  It  may  be  as  well 
to  state  that  for  the  last  20  years  there 
liave  been  Native  Judges  of  the  High 
Court  with  jurisdiction  and  powers  pre- 
cisely the  same  as  those  of  Europeans ; 
and  that  for  30  years  there  hare  been  in 
the  Fresidenoy  towns  Native  ma^strates 
who  have  constantly  and  satisfactorily 
exercised  criminal  jurisdiction  over  Euro- 
peans in  those  towns.  The  Procedure 
Code  gives  to  every  European  British 
subject, who  considers  himself  unlawfully 
detained  in  custody,  the  right  to  apply 
to  the  High  Court  for  an  order  to  bring 
kim  up  before  that  Court.  In  reply  to 
the  concluding  sentence  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's Question,  I  may  say  that,  as  Her 
Mi^esty'a  Ghovemment  does  not  wish  un- 
Beceasarily  to  delay  the  accomplishment 
of  these  reforms,  it  ia  not  intended  to 
■sbmit  the  question  to  Ae  House  of 
Commons. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— BASUTOLAKD. 
Hk.  W.  E.  FOBSTER  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
Whether  the  Government  will  lay  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House  the  Correspon- 
dence relative  to  the  affairs  of  Basuto- 
land  between  General  Gordon,  late  Com- 
mandant General  at  the  Cape,  and  the 
Governor  or  Ministers  of  the  Cape 
Colony  ? 

Mr.  EVELTN  ASHLEY  said,  that 
he  Toald  lay  the  Correspondence  on 
this  subject  on  the  Table  of  the  House 
to-merrow. 

ASABI  PASHA— C0KDITI0N3  OF  DE. 
TENTION  AT  CEYLON. 

Mb.  LABOUCHEBE  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  Arabi  Pacha  and  the  other 
Egyptians  who  have  been  banished  from 
X^pt,  and  who  are  now  in  Ceylon,  are 
retained  there  as  prisoners;  and,  if  so, 
by  what  Law  ? 

LoHD  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE  : 
No,  Sir ;  Arabi  Pasha  is  not  retained  as 
•  inisoner,  hni  remains  in  Ceylon  in 


accordance  with  a  solemn  undertaking 
in  hunting,  which  was  signed  by  himself, 
and  witnessed  by  his  European  counsel, 
to  the  effect  that  he  would  remove  to 
any  locality  indicated  by  the  Egyptian 
Government,  and  there  remain  antil  in- 
vited to  ohancce  his  abode.' 

SirH.DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
by  what  means  the  authorities  in  Ceylon 
could  enforce  this  order  on  the  part  of 
the  Egyptian  Government? 

LoED  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE 
said,  he  must  aek  the  hon.  Gentleman  to 
give  him  Notice  of  that  Question. 

INLAND  NAVIfflATION  (IRELAND)— 
SLUICES  ON  THE  SHANNON. 

Colonel  NOLAN  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Ijientenant  of 
Ireland,  If  the  sluices  on  the  Shannon 
are  now  completed  and  in  a  fit  state  to 
prevent  the  neighbouring  lands  from 
being  submerged  by  the  summer  floods? 

Me.  COURTNEY:  Yes,  Sir;  the 
sluices  in  question  have  been  completed ; 
but  some  minor  works  still  remaiu  to  be 
done,  having  been  retarded  by  the  un- 
favourable season.  There  is  no  reason 
to  doubt  that  they  will  be  in  working 
order  before  the  time  of  the  summer 
floods. 

OSDEB— ALTEBATION  OF  QUESTIONS 
—THE  E1LMAINHAM  "AOREEMIi^NT." 

Mr.  KENNARD  asked  the  Tice  Pre- 
sident of  the  Council,  Whether,  when 
addressing  an  audience  at  Sheffield 
lately,  he  stated  that  the  Right  Hon. 
gentleman  the  Member  for  Bradford 
had  not  specifically  declined  to  agree 
with  the  Prime  Minister  as  to  the  policy 
of  negotiating  terms  of  agreement  with 
the  members  of  the  Irish  Party  then 
confined  at  Kilmaioham  ?  The  hon. 
Gentleman  said  he  wishcKl  to  substitute 
the  word  "  arrangement "  for  the  word 
"  agreement,"  appearing  on  the  Notioft 
Paper. 

Mr.  MUNBELLA:  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber has  put  one  Question  on  the  Notice 
Paper  and  has  now  substituted  for  it 
another  and  entirely  different  Question, 
which  he  now  proposes  to  alter.  I  made 
no  statement  at  aU.  resembling  the  one 
first  put  on  the  Paper.  With  respect  to 
the  substituted  Question,  I  did  not  use 
the  language  employed  by  the  hon. 
Member.  What  I  did  say  was  a  mere 
statement  of  o{iinion  on  the  question 
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vfaich  I  formed,  liko  anj  other  Mem- 
ber of  the  House,  from  hearing  the 'de- 
bates on  the  subjeot. 

ENGLAND  AND  MEXICO-DIPLOMATIC 
COMMUNICATION. 

Mr.  PULESTON  aaked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  any,  and,  if  so,  what  steps 
have  been  taken  to  proride  for  a  Ooq- 
sular  or  Diplomatic  repreaentatire  of 
thie  Country  in  Mexico  f 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE  :  I 
regret  that  I  am  unable  at  present  to 
add  anything  to  the  statement  made  by 
my  Predecessor  on  thef  Slst  of  October 
last,  in  reply  to  a  Question  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hull  (Mr.  Norwood),  to  the 
effect  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
would  be  very  glad  to  renew  relations 
with  Mexico,  but  that  the  difficulties  in 
the  way  were  considerable.  The  ques- 
tion continues,  however,  to  receive  the 
elose  attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. 

Mr.  PULESTON  asked  whether  it 
was  the  fact  that  Bepresentatives  of  this 
country  had  been  sent  to  Mexico  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE 
asked  the  hon.  Member  to  give  Notice 
of  the  Question. 

THE  NAVAL  AND  MILITART 
ESTIMATES. 

Mr.  PULESTON  aaked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury,  Whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  arrange  to  have  the 
Naval  and  Military  Estimates  taken  at 
ao  early  period  of  the  Session  ? 

Mr.  COURTNEY :  I  am  as  anxious 
as  my  hon.  Friend  can  be  that  the  Esti- 
mates should  be  brought  forward  at  the 
earliest  possible  date ;  but  he  must  know 
that  my  influence  for  this  end  is  ex- 
tremely limited. 

Mr.  PULESTON  said,  in  consequence 
of  the  answer  of  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  he  wished  to  give  Notice  that 
he  should  repeat  the  Question  to  the 
noble  Marquess  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
Temment  on  Thursday. 

POST  OFFICE-LETTERS  FOR  INDIA. 

Mb.  KENNAED  asked  the  Acting 
Postmaster  General,  Whether  Indian 
letters  could  henceforward  share  the 
privilege  accorded  to  Continental  letters 
every  night,  of  being  posted  at  Charing 
Cross  and  Cannon  Street  in  late  boxes, 
seeing  that  Indian  and  Oontinental 

Mr.  Uundelh 


letters  are  conveyed  in  the  same  trains 
and  boats  so  far  as  England  is  con- 
cerned ? 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVEE :  I  fear  that 
the  privilege  the  hon.  Member  refers  to 
cannot  be  extended  to  Indian  letters. 
The  foreign  letters  so  dealt  with  are 
sorted  in  the  train  on  the  way  to  Dover ; 
but  it  is  considered  that,  looking  to  the 
great  bulk  and  importance  of  the  Indian 
weekly  mail,  and  the  limited  time  be- 
tween London  and  Dover,  it  would  not 
be  advisable  to  adopt  this  arrangement 
with  regard  to  letters  to  the  East. 

PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS  OP  TUE 
HOUSE-THE  (iOVERNUENT 
MEASURES. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  a^ed  the 

Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If  any,  and, 
if  so,  which,  of  the  Bills  named  in  the 
Queen's  Speech  are  intended  to  be  intro- 
duced into  the  House  of  Lords  ? 

The  Marquess  op  HARTINGTON; 
We  do  not  think  that  any  advantage 
would  accrue — for  reasons  which,  prob- 
ably, it  would  not  be  necessary  for  me  to 
explain  nowin  detail — in  introducing  any 
of  the  measures  mentioned  in  tbe  Queen's 
Speech  into  the  House  of  Lords,  except 
the  Scotch  University  Education  Bill. 
There  will,  however,  shortly  be  several 
other  Bills  introduced  into  that  House 
which  are  not  mentioned  in  the  Queen's 
Speech,  but  whi<^  deal  with  subjects  of 
considerable  importance.  Among  them 
are  those  relating  to  the  Law  as  to  Con- 
tempt of  Court,  to  the  amendment  of  the 
Law  relating  to  Medical  Matters,  to  Sea 
Fisheries,  Naval  Discipline,  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Judicature  Act,  and  to  the 
Protection  of  Young  Girls. 

THE  DIPLOUATIC  SERVICE— SIR 
AUGUSTUS  PAGET. 

Mr.  LABOUCEERE  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  the  report  is  correct  that  has 
appeared  in  the  newspapers  that  Sir 
Augustus  Paget  is  about  to  be  relieved 
of  his  funotione  as  Ambassador  at  Rome, 
and  to  be  placed  on  the  Retired  List 
with  a  pension  of  £1,500  per  annum; 
and,  whether,  if  so,  this  is  in  conse- 
quence of  ill-health  or  of  advanced  age  f 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE: 
The  Select  Committee  of  this  House,  in 
their  Report  of  May  18,  1871,  made 
several  recoqimendations.   One,  whiid^ 
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was  unanimously  agreed  to,  was  to  the 
ft^owing  effeot : — 

"  That  the  duration  of  the  appomtments  of  the 
Heads  of  Ulsrions  should  not  exceed  five  years, 
vltkont  oonfernog  any  olsim  for  employment 
for  the  whole  period ;  and  tiiat,  while  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  should  have  it  in  hia  power  to 
pe-appoint  any  such  Head  to  the  same  or  an- 
other Uission,  if  he  think  fit,  it  shoald  be  his 
da^  to  consider,  at  the  expiration  of  each 
fsnod  of  frv-e  yean,  whether  such  re*appoint- 
ment  is,  or  is  not,  for  the  puhHc  service." 

The  matter  was  carefully  considered  by 
the  Foreign  Office  and  the  Treasury; 
and  the  following  Relation  was  ac- 
cordingly adopted  in  1872  : — 

"  The  dnration  of  the  appointments  of  Heads 
of  Uiseiona  at  Foreign  Courts  shall  not  exceed, 
though  it  may  be  less  than,  five  years ;  and  at 
the  expiration  of  fire  years  the  question  of  re- 
appointment, Chough  in  that  ease  not  inrolving 
freak  a«dentiala,  or  of  transfer  to  another 
UlanoD,  ahall  be  open  for  consideration." 

At  the  lapse  of  fire  years  from  that  time 
the  appointment  of  the  majoritr  of  the 
Heads  of  Missions  was  renewed  by  the 
late  Government.  One  Ambassador  and 
one  Minister  were  not  re -appointed 
under  this  provision.  In  1879  Lord 
Salisbury  added  a  further  provision — 
that  members  of  the  Diplomatic  Service, 
on  attaining  the  age  of  70  years,  Bhould 
be  retired  on  the  pension  for  which  their 
services  may  qualify  them.  In  1881 
Sir  Augustus  Paget,  who  had  then  been 
for  14  years  the  Eepreaentative  of  Her 
Majesty  in  Italy,  and  for  five  years  Her 
Majesty's  Ambassador  at  Rome,  was 
offered  the  Embassy  at  8t.  Petersburg, 
which  he  declined  on  the  ground  of  ill- 
health.  His  appointment  at  Kome  was 
continued ;  but  he  was  informed  that  it 
could  only  be  provisional.  At  the  end 
of  last  year  the  term  of  appointment 
expired  for  several  Heads  of  Missions. 
Some  were  re-appointed  for  a  specified 
shorter  term,  and  one  was  informed  that 
his  appointment  would  terminate.  Sir 
Augustus  Paget  was  privately  informed 
that  his  appointment  would  terminate 
at  the  end  of  April ;  but,  at  his  request, 
it  was  extended  to  the  end  of  June  next. 
Uis  Excellraicy  will  be  entitled  to  a  pen- 
tfou  while  M  ditponibiliti. 

&M  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
whether  the  five  years'  rule  was  intended 
to  be  enforced  in  the  cases  of  Lord 
Lyons,  who  had  been  Minister  at  Paris 
KDce  IM7  i  Lord  Ampthiil,  who  had 
besa  Minister  at  Berlin  since  1871 ; 
ibSeaxj  £Uiotf  at  Yienna  nnce  1877 ; 


Sir  John  Lumley,  at  Brussels  since  186S; 
and  Sir  John  Stuart,  at  The  Hague  since 
October,  1 877 ;  or  whether  the  applica- 
tion of  the  rule  was  to  be  limited  to  the 
case  of  Sir  Augustus  Paget  P 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMATTRICE 
said,  he  must  hare  Notice  of  that  Ques- 
tion. 

Mr.  RYLANBS  asked  whether  the 
direct  effect  of  the  rule  would  not  be  to 
charge  the  Pension  List  with  £1,700  a- 
year  ? 

Mr.  LABOTTOHERE  said,  the  noble 
Lord  had  not  answered  the  latter  portion 
of  the  Question. 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICB 
said,  that  when  the  hon.  Members  had 
read  his  answer,  they  would  see  that  the 
Questions  they  put  were  replied  to 
therein. 

KEW  aARDENS- EXTENSION  OF 
HOURS  OF  OPENING. 

SiE  TREVOR  LAWRENCE  asked 
the  Chief  Commissioner  of  Works, 
Whether  he  has  been  able  to  see  his 
way  to  any  concession  to  meet  the  wide- 
spread desire  for  the  earlier  opening  of 
Kew  Gardens  to  the  public  ? 

Me.  SHAW  LEFEVRE :  I  have  been 
in  communication  with  the  Director  of 
Kew  Gardens  on  this  subject,  and  the 
hon.  Member  will  be  pleased  to  hear 
that  Sir  Joseph  Hooker  nas  found  him- 
self able  to  propose  that  the  Boyal 
Gardens  at  £ew  shall  be  opened  one 
hour  earlier  than  has  hitherto  been  the 
case,  and  that  this  can  be  done  without 
interfering  with  the  important  work 
carried  on  there.  The  Gardens,  there- 
fore, from  the  beginning  of  the  next 
financial  year,  will  be  opened  at  noon 
instead  of  at  1  o'clock. 

ARUT— THE  BRIGADE  OF  GUARDS. 

Mr.  HERBERT  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  Whether,  considering 
the  frequent  changes  of  the  quarters  of 
the  Brigade  of  Guards  entails  great  ex- 
pense to  the  troops  themselves,  and 
a  considerable  expenditure  of  public 
money,  the  change  now  imminent  after 
only  three  months  and  a  half  in  their 
present  quarters  is  desirable  in  the 
interests  of  the  Service  ? 

Thr  Maequkss  of  HARTINGTON  : 
It  has  always  been  the  custom  for  the 
battalions  of  the  Guards  to  exchange 
qnarters  inLcmdon  audits  vicinity  every 


Digitized  by  Google 


3 1 1  Liceming  La^ca—  { COMMONS )  Local  Oj»tioti.  3 1 3 


BIX  monfihe  in  order  to  s^re  each  bat- 
talion a  fair  ebare  of  the  better  barracks 
and  a  turn  at  Windsor,  and  it  happens 
that,  owing  to  the  war,  some  of  the 
battalions  nave  not  been  the  six  months 
at  their  present  station.  The  General 
Commanding  the  Guards,  however,  did 
not  recommend  any  alterations  in  the 
half-yearly  changes  on  this  account, 
which  entail  but  a  trifling  expense.  The 
battalion  in  Ireland  does  not  move. 
Arrangements  are  being  considered  by 
which  these  changes  of  quarters  will 
only  be  carried  out  once  a  year. 

THE  DANUBE  CONFERENCE  — EXCLU- 
SIVE RIGHT  OF  RUSSIA  OVER  THE 
KILIA  MOUTH. 

Baron  HENRY  DE  WOEMS  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  it  is  true  that  the 
Eoglish  Government  have  supported 
Kussia  in  demanding  the  exclusive  right 
over  the  Kilia  mouth  of  the  Danube,  in 
violation  of  the  stipulations  of  the  Treaty 
of  Paris  of  1856,  and  of  the  Vienna 
Protocol  of  the  same  year  ? 

LoED  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE : 
I  must  refer  the  hon.  Member  to  the 
reply  which  I  gave  on  Friday  last  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  (Mr. 
O'Donnell),  to  the  effect  that,  as  the 
Flenipotentiaries  have  bound  themeelvM 
to  preserve  secrecy  as  to  the  proceedinge 
of  the  Conference,  I  am  precluded  from 

fiviog  any  information  on  the  subject, 
may,  however,  inform  the  House  that 
the  report  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
refers  has  reached  Her  Majesty's  Qo- 
vernment  from  no  other  source. 

Mr.  O'DONNBLL  :  Is  the  noble  Lord 
aware  that  the  Boumanian  Government 
have  published  their  instructions  to  their 
Eopresentatives,  from  which  a  very  de- 
finite conclusion  may  he  drawn  as  to  the 
action  of  Her  Maiesty's  Government  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE: 
The  hon.  Member  is  always  so  well  in- 
formed on  questions  of  foreign  politics 
that  it  is  not  for  me  to  contradict  what 
he  says. 

PUBLIC   HEALTH— LEAD  POISONING. 

Mb.  BUEX  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther  a  further  Keport  on  Lead  Poistming 
has  recently  been  presented  to  him  by 
Mr.  Kedgrave,  Inspector  of  Factories; 
and.  if  so,  whether  he  will  lay  it  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

J!%9  Marjwu  of  ffartmgtm 


Snt  WILLIAM  HAEOOTJUT,  in 
reply,  said,  that  this  Heport  was  in  the 

Erinter's  hands,  and  would  be  ready,  he 
oped,  very  soon. 

SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  ON" 
SUNDAY— ISLE  OF  WIGHT. 

Sib  E.  ASSHETON  CEOSS  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, Whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  Notice  given  on  Thursday 
last  by  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill 
to  prohibit  the  Sale  of  Intoxicating 
Liquors  on  Sunday  in  the  Isle  of  Wight ; 
and,  whether  such  Notice,  relating  to 
piecemeal  legislation,  was  given  on  be- 
half of  the  Government,  or  with  the 
sanction  of  the  Government  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUET,  in 
reply,  said,  he  must  remind  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley)  was  the  sole  Mem- 
ber for  the  Isle  of  Wight,  and  that  it 
was  only  through  htm  that  the  views  of 
the  constituency  could  be  represented. 
He  had  brought  in  the  Bill  as  Member 
for  the  Isle  of  Wight.  He  (Sir  William 
Harcourt ;  had  do  wish  to  leave  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  under  a  misapprehen- 
sion as  to  what  the  views  of  the  Govern- 
raent  might  be;  because,  after  the  coarse 
which  they  had  taken  with  reference  to 
Irish  and  Welsh  Sunday  closing,  and 
also  with  reference  to  the  Bill  introduced 
last  Session  as  to  Sunday  closing  in 
Cornwall,  he  did  not  wish  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  suppiTse  that  the  Govern- 
ment objected  to  the  general  principle 
of  piecemeal  legislation  on  this  subject. 
On  the  contrary,  it  was  a  question,  no 
doubt,  of  areas;  for  the  Government  had 
always  held  that  it  was  essentially  a 
matter  upon  which  localities  ought  to 
judge  for  themselves. 

LICENSING  LAWS— LOCAL  OPTION. 

Sib  WILFEID  LAWSON-asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart* 
meat,  What  steps  the  Government  pro- 
pose to  take  for  giving  effect  to  the  Ee- 
Bolution  which  has  been  adopted  and 
reaffirmed  by  this  House,  to  the  effect 
that  the  inhabitants  of  localities  should 
be  empowered  to  restrain  the  issue  or 
renewal  of  licenoes  in  their  respective 
districts  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUET:  The 
hon.  Member  for  Carlisle  wants  to  know 
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a  little  too  much  a  little  too  soon.  The 
only  answer  I  can  give  upon  that  sub- 
ject ie  that  when  the  Qovernment  bring 
£»ward  measures  with  reference  to  lociu 
gorerament,  thOT  propose  to  deal  with 
the  question  of  licensiDg  aa  a  question 
of  local  f^Temment. 

Sib  WILFRID  LAWSON:  Does  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  refer 
to  the  Bill  for  London  or  a  Bill  for  the 
wh<de  country  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOTJRT :  It  ia 
iffematnre  to  refer  to  the  Bill  for  Lon- 
don. I  have  spoken  generally.  The 
Bill  for  London  is  a  part  of  the  proposal 
which  the  QoTemment  hare  to  make  on 
the  subject  of  local  government,  and  all 
I  ean  tell  my  hon.  Friend  for  the  present 
ia  that  the  Government  do  regard  this 
question  of  licensing  as  essentially  a 
question  of  local  government. 

POOE  LAW  (UtELAND)— UNION 
RATING. 

Me.  T.  a.  DICKSON  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether,  in  the  Bill  of  which 
notice  has  been  given  to  provide  for 
Union  Bating  in  Ireland,  the  Govern- 
ment will  also  make  provision  for  the 
election  of  guardians  by  ballot  ? 

Mit.TREVELTAN:  The  Government 
propose  to  introduce  into  the  Bill  provi- 
nons  for  the  election  of  Guardians  by 
ballot 

THE  PRESS  LAWS  (INDIA). 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  What  was 
the  "confidential  communication"  for 
the  publication  of  which  Mr.  Grant  Buff 
punished  a  Madras  newspaper  by  the 
withdrawal  of  the  Government  adver- 
tising, and  on  what  ground  was  it  classed 
with  "  confidential  communications  ?  " 

Ub.  J.  EL  GROSS :  The  document  in 
question  is  a  personal  account  of  a  tour 
by  tiie  Governor  of  Madras,  and,  being 
a  eoafidential  Memorandum,  eameneces- 
sarOy  under  the  Resolution  of  1865. 

THE  DANUBIAN  CONFERENCE— BOtJ- 
MANIA  AND  BTJLOARIA. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  it  is  true  that  Roumania  and 
Bolgaria  have  protested  against  the 
polity  supported  oy  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
nmment  at  the  Danubiau  Conference  ? 


Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURIOE  : 
I  must  refer  the  hon.  Member  to  the 
reply  which  I  gave  to  him  on  Friday 
respecting  the  secrecy  of  the  proceedings 
of  the  Conference.  I  may,  however,  add 
that  at  the  earliest  moment  consistently 
with  the  proceedings  of  the  Conference 
it  is  intended  to  give  full  information  to 
the  House. 

SOUTH  APBIOA— THE  TRANSVAAL. 

Mb.  DAWNA7  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whe- 
ther the  countries  adjoining  the  west 
and  south-west  borders  of  the  Transvaal 
are  not  in  a  peaceable  condition ;  whe- 
ther any  steps  have  been  taken,  or  will 
be  taken,  to  arrest  and  punish  the  Eng- 
lish deserters  who  took  part  with  the 
marauding  force  of  the  Boers  in  the 
attacks  on  the  chiefs  Montsioa  and  Man- 
koroane;  whether  the  Government  of 
the  Transvaal  have,  ia  acoordanoe  with 
Article  19  of  the  Transvaal  Convention, 
done 

**  their  utmost  to'prevent  its  inliabitants  front 
maldDg  encToaohmfints  upon  lands  lying  bey<Hid 
tbenid  State;" 

and,  if  not,  whether  they  will  be  h^d 
responsible,  in  respect  of  restoratiou  of 
cattle,  or  of  compensation  to  the  de- 
spoiled chieftains,  for  the  depredations 
committed  by  Transvaal  subjects  assem- 
bled on  Transvaal  territory;  and,  whe- 
ther Her  Majest3''8  Government  are  pre- 
pared and  intend  to  impress  upon  the 
Government  of  the  Transvaal  that  no 
breach  of  the  1 9th  Article  of  the  Trans- 
vaal Convention  will,  under  any  circum- 
stances, he  permitted  or  overlooked  ? 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY :  In  answer 
to  the  first  part  of  the  Question,  I  can- 
not say  that  the  countries  adjoining  the 
west  and  sonth-west  borders  of  the 
Transvaal  are  now  in  a  peaceable  con- 
dition. Aa  to  the  second,  I  can  only  re- 
peat what  I  have  already  stated  on 
several  oooasiona— that  the  proposals 
made  to  the  Cape  Government,  the 
Transvaal  Government,  and  the  Orange 
Free  State,  to  join  in  organizing  a 
mounted  police  force  to  act  temporarily 
in  the  disturbed  district,  fell  through  by 
no  fault  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
but  by  the  fact  that  the  Transvaal 
Orange  Free  State  refused  to  join.  But 
I  may  add,  for  the  information  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  that  we  are  about  to 
make  fresh  proposals  to  the  Capo  Gv 
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Ternmeat  on  a  somewhat  different  basis, 
and  we  hope  that  they  will  be  accepted. 
With  respect  to  the  third  and  fourth 
Questions,  I  can  only  say  that  they  do 
not  refer  to  matters  of  fact,  but  really  to 
matters  of  opinion  and  potioy  ;  and  I 
must  refer  my  hon.  Friend  to  the  Papers 
which  are  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  Hoase 
to-night,  and  to  the  debate  which,  I 
xuderatand,  will  take  place  on  those 
Papers. 

BTATE  OF  IRELAND-DISTBESS  IK 
CO.  CLABS. 

Mb.  0*SHEA  asked  the  Ohief  Seere- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  any  further  official  Beports  as 
to  distres  in  the  county  Clare  have  been 
received  by  the  Irish  Local  Government 
Board ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  lay 
those  Keporto  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  ? 

Mr.  TEEVELYAN  :  Further  official 
Ke porta  as  to  distress  in  the  conn^  of 
Olare  have  been  received  by  the  Local 
Oovemment  Board.  They  show  that 
there  is  considerable  distress  in  partica- 
lar  localities  ;  but  there  is  no  reason  to 
think  that  adequate  relief  cannot  be 
afforded  through  the  administration  of 
Uie  Poor  Law.  The  Reports  were  made 
for  the  information  of  the  GK>Tentment, 
and  I  cannot  undertake  to  lay  them  on 
the  Table  of  the  Honee. 

TH£  TBANSVAAL  LOAN—PAYMENT 
OF  INTEREST. 

Mr.  O'SHEA  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Who  has 
paid  the  interest  on  the  Transvaal  Loan 
since  the  Convention  ? 

Mb.  EVELyN  ASHLEY:  If  this 
Question  refers  to  the  Amsterdam  or 
Bailway  Loan,  we  have  information  that 
the  Tnuisvaal  Government  paid  the  inte- 
rest duo  to  the  bondholders  up  to  Janu- 
ary, 1883 ;  and  we  presume,  as  we  have 
heard  nothing  farther  about  that  1A» 
interest  has  continned  to  be  paid. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— DEATHS  BY 
STARVATION. 

Mr.  PAENELL:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary,  Whether  it  is  true  that 
more  than  one  person  has  died  of  starva- 
tion in  Ireland  since  the  House  ad- 
joumed  last  Session  ? 

Mr.  TREYEILYAN  :  This  is  a  Ques- 
tion regarding  which  I  feel  bound  to  ask 
for  Notice.   Bnt  I  should  be  unwilling 

Mr.  Euif/n  AthUy 


to  convey  the  idea  to  the  hon.  Member 
that  that  is  owing  to  my  own  neglect, 
because  I  have  never  seen  any  Beports 
of  persons  dying  of  starvation  or  want 
about  which  I  have  not  most  carefully 
inquired;  and  hitherto  I  am  satisfied 
that  such  has  not  been  the  case. 

800TLAND-THE  8KYE  CROFTERS. 

Mr.  MACFABLANE  :  I  wish  to  ask 
the  Ijord  Advocate  a  Question,  of  which 
I  have  given  him  private  Notice.  It  is, 
If  he  can  state  whether  it  is  a  fact  that 
the  three  men  who  were  proceeding 
from  Skye  to  Edinburgh  have  been  ar- 
rested in  Glasgow,  by  whom  they  were 
arrested,  and  for  what  reason  was  their 
arrest  necessary,  as  they  were  volun- 
tarily surrendering  themselves  to  the 
law  ?  And  I  wish  ibrther  to  ask  tho 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  with 
reference  to  the  answer  on  Friday  that 
only  three  men  had  snrrendered,  whe- 
ther it  is  a  fact  or  not  that  the  fourth 
man  has  not  surrendered  because  he 
was  on  duty  as  a  Coastguardsman  f 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  :  In  answer  to  the  Question, 
I  have  to  say  that  I  have  informa- 
tion that  three  of  the  men  were  ar- 
rested in  Glasgow.  They  were  there 
arrested  at  the  instance  of  the  private 
parties  who  were  petitioners  in  the  Peti- 
tion for  breach  of  interdict,  under  the 
warrant  which  the  Court  gave  for  their 
arrest,  and  they  will  be  brought  up  td- 
morrow  before  the  Court  to  answer  to 
the  charge.  The  arrest  has  not  been 
by  the  Government.  As  regards  the 
last  part  of  the  Question,  I  have  heard 
in  an  informal  way  that  one  of  the 
men  is  serving  somewhere  in  the  Naval 
Beserre;  but  I  have  no  official  infor- 
mation on  that  matter. 

THE  ADDRESS— MR.  PARNELL'S 
AMENDMENT. 
In  reply  to  Mr.  SnTABT-WoBTLEY, 
Mr.  PAENELL  said,  that,  whenever 
the  discussion  on  English  questions  was 
concluded,  he  proposed  to  move  the 
Amendment  standing  in  his  name. 

SEA  FISHERIES  BILL. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Whitley, 

Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN  said,  that  the 
BiU,  ionnded  upon  the  Report  of  the 
Fisheries  Committee,  would  mainly  deal 
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with  theregulation  of  fiBheriea,  and  would 
not,  therefore,  ^.pply,  in  regard  to  moat  of 
its  provisions,  to  ordinaiy  leameD.  He 
conid  not  say,  however,  that  some  of  its 
proviedone  would  not  be  extended  to 
them.  No  doubt  the  hon.  Member  was 
aware  that  the  Seport  contained  a  re- 
commendation that  the  Board  of  Trade 
officials  ahonld  act  as  arbitrators  in  dis- 
putes with  reference  to  seamen  refusing 
to  go  to  sea— a  suggestion  which  seemed 
to  him  to  be  a  very  good  one. 

NOTICE  OF  QUESTION. 

— ■°*iO!'»'  I  - 

LAW   AND   POLICE  (IRELAND)— THE 
INQUIHIES  IN  DUBLIN  CASTLE. 

Mb.  0'BS.IBN  gave  Notice  that  on 
Thursday  he  would  aak  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  an  ofiBiiial  shorthand  writer 
was  present  at  the  whole  or  any  part  of 
the  examinations  of  witnesses  in  Dublin 
Castle  by  Mr.  J.  A.  Curran,  Q.G.,  under 
the  sixteenth  Clause  of  the  Crimes  Act ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  lay  upon  die 
Table  a  traDscript  of  the  shorthand 
writer's  notes;  and,  wheUier  he  will 
state  the  length  of  time  during  which 
such  witaeases  were  under  examination, 
and,  whether  it  is  true  that  they  or  any 
of  them  were  proffered  intoxicating 
drink  during  their  detention  at  the 
Castle,  or  that  they  or  any  of  them 
were  subjected  to  threats  or  improper 
inducements  by  the  |>re8iding  magis- 
trate, or  by  any  poLce  officer  in  his 
preeeaee? 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAT, 

— .-O.a  — 

ADDBESS  IN  ANSWER  TO  .HEB 
MAJESTY'S  MOST  OBACIOITS  SFEBCH. 

[AI>201TB2rZD  DBBATS.]    [tHIBD  mOHT.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [15th  February]. — 
[See  page  98.] 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  returned. 

Sm  WALTER  B.  BAETTELOT  said, 
he  rose  to  call  attention  to  the  great 
depression  and  distress  of  the  agricul- 
tural interest.  He  must  say  that  he  was 
aarprised  that  no  mention  of  that  dis- 
tress was  mado  in  Her  Majesty's  Speech. 
He  felt  perfectly  eatisfied  that  there  was 


no  one  in  this  land  who  felt  more  acutely 
for  those  who  suffered  that  distress  and 
depression  than  did  Her  Majesty.  He 
regretted  the  Prime  Minister  was  not  in 
his  place,  and  especially  regretted  the 
cause  of  his  absence.  He  was  ^ad  to 
see  sitting  opposite  to  him  now  the  noble 
Lord  the  present  Leader  of  the  House, 
who  must  feel  as  deeply  as  anyone  in 
that  House  the  great  distress  aiElicting 
the  agricultural  communis.  The  noUe 
Lord  knew  perfectly  well  how  necessary 
it  was  that  that  good  feeling  which 
had  so  long  existra  ehonld  be  main- 
tained between  the  landlord,  the  ten- 
ant, and  the  laboarer.  He  knew  the 
present  condition  of  those  classes,  and 
that  of  those  three  classes  the  labourer 
had  suffered  the  least  during  the  last 
seven  years.  Great  sacrifices  had  been 
made  by  the  tenant  farmers,  who  main- 
tained their  position,  which  they  could 
not  have  done  but  for  the  ready  help 
given  them  by  (he  landlords.  If  it  was 
necessary  a  year  ago  to  draw  attention 
to  the  agricultural  distress  then  existing, 
it  was  equally,  if  not  more,  imperative 
that  the  House  should  give  attention  to 
the  distress  now  suffered.    For  seven 

Sears  the  agriculturists  of  England  had 
een  suffering  great  privations,  and  he 
would  venture  to  say  that  if  someUung 
were  not  done— if  some  good  fortune 
did  not  come  to  the  agricultural  interests 
—a  calamitous  day  would  come  for 
England  when  another  year  had  passed. 
Let  them  look  at  the  present  state  of 
things  for  a  moment.  It  had  been  said, 
and  he  believed  truly,  that  one-third  of 
the  wheat  crop  had  not  been  got  in. 
It  had  also  been  said,  though,  he  be- 
lieved, with  a  little  exaggeration,  that 
one-third  of  the  crop  sown  was  either 
rotUng  in  the  ground  or  was  in  such  a 
condition  that  it  would  not  come  to  ma- 
turity ;  and,  if  that  was  so,  the  oountry 
would  be  able  to  count  on  only  one- 
third  of  the  ordinary  crop  of  wheat. 
He  did  not  take  quite  so  gloomy  a  view 
of  the  state  of  things  as  that;  but, 
looking  at  the  unfavourable  weather 
during  the  last  fbur  or  five  months,  he 
thought  they  could  not,  under  the  most 
favourable  circumstances,  expect  more 
than  half  a  crop.  Sir  James  Caird, 
who  was  well  known  to  that  House,  had 
stated  in  a  book  which  he  had  published 
on  the  question  that  the  consumption  of 
wheat  in  this  country  was  something 
like  110,000,000  cvt.,  of  which  quantity 
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55,000,000  cwt.  was  grown  in  England, 
the  remaining  55,000,000  cfft.  being  im- 
ported. What  was  the  money  value  of 
that?  The  110,000,000  cwt.  of  wheat 
was  valued  at  £64,375,000.  The  value 
of  the  English  crop  was  £82,187,600, 
while  that  of  the  foreign  crop  also  was 
£32,187,500.  But  suppose  we  had 
only  half  a  crop  this  year,  how  would 
the  figures  stand  then  ?  The  value  of 
the  homecrop  would  only  be  £  1 6,096, 87  '>, 
and  the  value  of  the  foreign  crop  would 
be  £48,284,375,  and  he  was  thus  under- 
stating the  case,  because  the  increase  in 
importation  had  been  considerable  since 
1877,  the  year  when  Sir  James  Caird 
published  the  book  from  which  he 
quoted.  The  enormous  amount  of  money 
which  was  thus  sent  out  of  the  country 
was  a  matter  for  serious  consideration. 
He  was  glad  to  see  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cambridge  (Mr.  W.  Fowler)  sitting  op- 
posite, for  last  year  he  followed  him, 
and  gave  some  account  of  agricultural 
prices,  and  he  hoped  the  hon.  Member 
would  do  so  again  on  this  occasion.  No 
doubt  some  prices  had  risen,  but  that 
was  not  80  with  regard  to  wheat.  In 
the  book  of  Sir  James  Caird,  there  was 
an  estimate  of  the  capital  employed  in 
the  cultivation  of  the  soil  of  this 
country  by  from  560,000  to  580,000 
tenant  farmers,  and  the  amount  was 
stated  to  be  upward  of  £400,000,000. 
The  losses  sustained  by  the  tenant  far- 
mers were  fixed  by  the  Prime  Minister  in 
a  spoeohhe  made  atLeeds  at£  1 30,000, 000, 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  put 
the  losses  down  at  £150,000,000,  and 
Sir  James  Caird  stated  them  to  be 
£130,000,000.  If  they  took  the  sum  at 
£160,000,000— and  he  knew  that  that 
was  a  low  figure— they  found  that  the 
tenants  had  lost  moro  than  one-third  of 
their  capital.  That  was  a  fact  of  serious 
import,  and  demanded  serious  considera- 
tion. Although  the  statement  he  (Sir 
Walter  B.  Barttelot)  made  last  year 
with  regard  to  insolvencies  among  the 
class  referred  to  might  not  have  been 
absolutely  correct,  there  were,  indeed, 
he  was  sorry  to  say,  an  enormous 
number  of  men  who,  if  called  upon  at 
this  moment  to  pay  what  they  owed, 
would  find  themselves  in  a  most  hope- 
less condition.  But,  happily,  everyone 
was  anxious  to  help  the  tenant,  and  he 
was  sure  he  was  expressing  the  feelings 
of  eveiy  landlord  in  that  House  and  in 
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the  country  when  he  said  there  was  a 
strong  desire  to  keep  the  tenants  in  pos- 
session of  their  farms  if  at  all  possible 
to  do  so.  The  present  state  of  the 
country  was  very  unfavourable ;  largo 
districts  from  one  end  of  England  to  the 
other  were  devastated  by  floods,  ditches 
were  uncleaned,  hedges  had  not  been 
trimmed,  and  the  ground  was  foul. 
Why  was  it  that  England,  which  a  few 
years  ago  was  so  flourishing,  was  now  in 
this  lamentable  condition?  The  want 
of  capital.  Everyone  who  could  save  a 
shilling  would  endeavour  to  do  so,  because 
he  knew  that  in  the  present  condition 
of  things  the  money  laid  out  would  not 
be  returned.  Then,  again,  none  of  those 
appliances  so  necessary  to  agriculture 
were  to  be  found.  Little  lime  was  used 
now ;  no  artificial  manure  was  to  be 
found;  and  there  was  now  little  of  that 
good  old  farm-yard  dressing  of  former 
times.  What  was  the  reason  of  this? 
Why,  the  absolute  want  of  stock,  both 
of  cattle  and  sheep.  The  Agricultural 
Returns  showed  that  there  was  now  a 
much  smaller  number  of  cattle  in  the 
country  than  in  1S6I  and  1871,  hundreds 
of  - thousands  less,  and  as  to  sheep  they 
might  compute  the  reduction  by  millions. 
He  would  repeat  that  this  was  a  matter 
for  the  very  serious  consideration  of  the 
Government.  And  it  was  a  curious  fact, 
which  many  persons,  perhaps,  did  not 
know,  that  half  of  the  stock  they  did 
see  did  not  belong  to  the  tenants.  An 
eminent  agriculturist  had  assured  him 
that  there  were  but  three  persons  in  one 
large  parish  of  about  7,000  acres  who 
had  stock  of  their  own;  and  on  making 
inquiries  himself  he  found  that  there 
were  nine  men  who  had  stock  of  their 
own,  but  only  three  who  had  sufficient 
for  their  farms.  He  wished  to  draw 
attention  to  another  point.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Council  bad  stated,  in  answer  to  a 
Question,  that  there  was  to  be  no  hope 
for  the  slaughter  of  all  cattle  at  the  port 
of  debarkation.  Why,  that  was  one  of  the 
things  that  every  English  agriculturist 
most  required,  because,  with  the  present 
facilities  for  the  importation  of  fresh 
meat,  the  flocks  and  herds  of  the  British 
farmer  should  be  protected  from  the 
danger  of  diseases  from  foreign  coun- 
tries. 

Mr.  MXJNDELLA  said,  the  law  was 
that  cattle  arriving  from  any  country 
where  disease  was  supposed  to  exist 
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should  be  slaughtered  at  the  port  of 
debarkation.  At  present  all  foreign 
cattle  were  slaughtered  except  those 
arriving  from  ScandinaTia  and  Canada. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BABTTELOT  said, 
it  might  bo  BO  at  that  moment;  but 
it  should  always  be  so,  as  very  few 
countries  indeed  were  ever  free  of  dis- 
ease. He  had  no  objection  to  strin- 
gent regulations,  provided  they  were 
iairly  carried  out ;  but  it  could  not  be 
gainsaid  that  tiie  partial  stoppage  of 
markets  gave  a  certain  class,  whom  he 
wonld  not  name,  the  power  to  purchase 
at  the  price  they  liked.  [Mr.  Mun- 
SELLA  dissented.!  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman shook  his  head.  He  held  in 
his  hand  a  proclamation  dated  White- 
hall, by  which  at  one  fell  swoop  as  many 
as  1 50  markets  for  the  sale  of  cattle  were 
suppressed,  thereby  causing  a  great  lose, 
sometimes  as  much  as  £2  or  £3  per  head 
to  the  owners.  It  was  quite  true  that  i£ 
markets  were  stopped  in  Sussex  the 
cattle  of  that  county  might  be  sent  to 
the  Metropolitan  market;  but  it  was 
equally  true  that  once  there  they  had 
to  be  sold  for  what  they  would  fetch. 
Several  pounds  a  head  might  be  lost  by 
the  sale  of  those  cattle  in  that  way.  Of 
taxation  the  land,  as  had  frequently 
been  pointed  out,  bore,  more  than  its 
proper  share.  No  one  would  deny  that 
who  looked  at  the  multitude  of  rates 
now  falling  upon  it  —  the  poor  rate, 
highway  rate,  county  rate,  bridge  rate, 
sanitary  rate,  education  rate,  sewers 
rate,  and  the  voluntary  church  rate, 
among  others.  latigh.'\  He  was  not 
surprised  to  hear  that  laugh ;  but  if  a 
man  paid  the  voluntary  church  rate,  it 
showed  that  he  had  a  respect  for  the 
old  building  in  which  he  had  been  mar- 
tied,  in  which  his  children  had  been 
christened,  and  in  the  shadow  of  which 
he  hoped  to  be  laid  to  rest.  That  ex- 
penditare  intended  for  the  benefit  of  the 
country  geueraUy  should  fall  exclusively 
upon  one  class  of  property  was  a  matter 
Woich  deserred  the  senous  consideration 
of  the  Oovemment.  Eents  had  been 
reduced  25  per  cent,  but  the  taxation 
remained  the  same,  including  the  In- 
come Tax  and  Land  Tax.  The  Floods 
Bill  would  command  general  approval 
provided  it  embodied  a  reasonable  prin- 
dple  of  taxation.  In  proposing  to  give 
compensation  for  improvements  to  agri- 
cultural  tenants,  the  Government  were 
entering  npoa  a  very  difficult  question^ 
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which  had  hitherto  baffled  all  attempts 
to  deal  with  it.  No  one  could  deny  that 
an  outgoing  tenant  ought  to  receive 
from  his  successor  value  for  what  he  pat 
into  the  land  ;  but  it  was  equally  incon- 
testable that  the  landlord  ought  to  have 
some  claim  also  in  the  event  of  a  tenant 
failing  to  do  his  duty  by  t^e  land.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Bedfordshire  (Mr.  . 
J.  Howard),  although  in  his  ooontry 
speeches  he  professed  to  be  as  anxious 
for  the  interest  of  the  landlord  as  for 
those  of  the  tenant,  did  not  quite  act  as 
if  that  were  the  case.  [Mr.  J.  Howard 
dissented.]  What  the  hon.  Member 
was  really  anxious  for  was  the  interests 
of  large  tenants.  Landlords,  he  said, 
availed  themselves  of  the  Law  of  Distress 
to  keep  insolvent  tenants  on  the  farm, 
out  of  whom  they  could  screw  more 
money  than  they  could  out  of  tenants 
who  could  pay  their  way.  Now,  that 
statement  had  no  tangible  foundation 
whatever.  A  landlord  who  acted  in 
that  way  he  could  only  describe  as  a 
born  fool,  because  he  would  certainly 
lose  much  more  than  he  gained.  The 
noble  liord  (the  Marquess  of  Hartuigton) 
observed  the  oUier  night  that  no  tmnge 
in  local  taxation  would  afford  relief  to 
the  ratepayers  nnless  accompanied  by 
more  economical  administration.  Wim 
that  statement  he  did  not  entirely  agree. 
The  Prisons  Act,  the  placing  of  a  por- 
tion of  the  pq^ce  on  the  Consolidated 
Fund,  and  other  measures  of  the  same 
kind,  had  undoubtedly  afforded  relief  to 
the  ratepayers.  The  payment  of  is.  per 
head  with  regard  to  lunatics  was  also  a 
gain  to  the  taxpayer.  The  grant  of 
£250,000  in  respect  of  main  roads, 
though  not  what  they  required,  was  also 
some  little  acknowledgment  that  it  was 
a  question  which  deserved  the  serious 
attention  of  the  Government.  Those 
main  roads,  which  were  maintained  in 
former  times  by  the  establishment  of 
toll-gates,  should  be  charged  on  the 
Oonsolidated  Fund.  It  was  a  yvtj 
cruel  thing  that  at  such  places  as  rail- 
way stations  and  roads  ninoh  frequented, 
and  where  the  traffic  was  very  great, 
the  great  majority  of  the  people  using 
those  roads  did  not  contribute  anything 
towards  their  maintenance.  He  did 
not  wish  to  detain  the  House,  but  he 
bad  one  question  or  two  to  ask  with 
regard  to  the  recommendations  of  the 
Koyal  Commission.  The  Commission 
had  sat  from  the  year  1679,  and  only 
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reported  in  18R2.  and  the  only  recom- ' 
inendation  of  which  the  Government  had 
taken  any  notice  was  that  with  re(?ard  to 
unexhausted  improvements.  Yet  there 
were  many  other  most  important  recom- 
mendatinns.  The  OommiBsion  recom- 
mended that  the  cost  of  the  maintenance 
of  the  indoor  poor  should  be  thrown  on 
the  Oonsolidated  Fund.  That  would 
have  been  an  immense  relief;  and  the 
fact  that  the  cost  of  outdoor  poor  re- 
mained with  the  locality  would  have 
been  a  guarantee  that  there  would  be 
no  extravagance  in  admtnistratioii.  An- 
other recommendation  was  that  a  certain 
portion  of  the  local  taxes  should  be 
assigned  to  the  local  authorities  in  aid 
of  local  expenditure.  The  noble  Lord 
told  them  to  wait  for  the  County  Govern- 
ment Bill;  but,  wise  or  prudent  as  the 
measures  might  be  which  the  Gnvem- 
ment  had  in  contemplation,  they  were 
in  the  future,  and  did  not  deal  with  the 
present  distress ;  and  while  they  were 
waiting  the  people  who  were  interested 
in  such  a  Bill  might  perish.  Then  there 
was  another  question.  It  was  said  that 
the  rates  were  to  be  divided  between  the 
owner  and  the  occupier.  He,  for  one, 
should  make  rery  little  hesitation  about 
that  matter,  enpposing  it  was  forced 
upon  him ;  but  they  must  look  at  it  in 
this  way — any  tenant  going  to  look  at 
a  farm,  before  he  would  say  what  rent 
he  would  pay  for  it,  always  inquired 
what  were  the  amount  of  the  local  rates 
and  of  the  tithes.  Having  satisfied  him- 
self as  to  wliat  the  local  rates  and  tithes 
would  come  to,  he  would  then  proceed 
to  offer  what  he  considered  to  be  a  fair 
rent ;  and  if,  therefore,  the  tithes  were 
put  upon  the  landlords  it  would  make 
no  difference,  because  the  value  of  the 
farms  would  only  be  increased.  The 
Oommission,  to  whose  opinion  every 
consideration  was  due,  had  also  advised 
that  every  facility  should  be  given  for 
the  redemption  of  tithe.  That  was  an 
important  question  worthy  of  the  serious 
consideration  of  the  Government.  All 
those  recommendations  affected  the  pre- 
sent oocupiers  of  land ;  whereas  what 
the  Government  offiwed  was  for  the 
future.  He  would  be  the  last  to  deny 
that  th^  Ooremment  proposals  would 
benefit  the  tenant  in  the  future ;  he 
hoped  that  the  Government  would  deal 
with  the  question  in  a  liberal  way,  and 
not  with  the  object  of  gaining  a  Party 
adrantage.   If  they  dealt  with  the  sub- 
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ject  in  a  fair  and  liberal  spirit,  their 
proposals  would  meet  with  the  consi- 
deration they  deserved ;  otherwise  they 
would  assuredly  fail.  He  had  sought, 
in  the  course  of  his  remarks^  to  place 
before  the  House  the  present  unex- 
ampled depression  of  agriculture ;  and 
beffire  he  concluded  he  would  read  the 
figures  in  a  Return  showing  the  com 
and  flour  imported  into  this  country 
during  the  five  months  commencing  in 
September  in  each  year.  For  the 
three  years  18ftl,  1882,  and  1883,  the 
importation  of  com  and  flour  into  thu 
country  had  been  returned  in  quarters, 
and  not  in  cwts.  as  formerly.  In  th« 
first  five  months  of  the  agricultural  year 
l»8i,  beginning  on  the  1st  of  Septem- 
ber, 1880,  there  were  7,026,9:i!5  quarters 
of  wheat  imported;  in  the  same  period 
in  1882  the  quantity  was  7,149,986 
quarters;  and  in  1U83,  in  thefive months 
commencing  the  1st  of  tJeptember,  ln83, 
there  had  been  imported  8,299,100 
quarters.  It  could  not  be  denied  that 
the  prosperity  of  the  agricultural  inte- 
rest was  of  vital  importance  to  the  coun- 
try ;  and  a  remedy  for  the  present  de- 
pression was  a  question  deserving  the 
most  earnest  consideration  of  the  Go- 
vernment. He  did  not  say  that  bounties 
or  protection  should  be  adopted;  bat 
something  ought  to  be  done  to  inaure 
the  quantity  of  wheat  grown  in  this 
country  from  decreasing.  So  foolish  a 
thing  was  never  done,  in  his  opinion, 
as  taking  off  the  1*.  a-quarter  duty  on 
imported  com  ;  it  would  have  been  better 
even  if  raised  to  2«.  The  producer  in 
foreign  countries  would  have  paid  it, 
and  a  considerable  sum  would  have  been 
in  hand  for  the  relief  of  Qfjfricultnrista 
from  local  taxation.  They  must  hope 
for  better  times,  and  that  the  Almighty 
Beiug,  in  whose  hands  they  were,  might 
grant  them  favourable  weather,  the  first 
element  towards  the  removal  of  that 
great  depression  and  distress ;  and  he 
thought  uiey  might  ask,  and  had  a  right 
to  expect,  that  the  Government  of  this 
great  country  should  give  the  greatest- 
nay,  more,  the  most  important— interest 
that  consideration  which  it  deserved,  and 
that  relief  from  those  unjust  and  heary 
burdens  which  now  pressed  so  severely 
on  the  real  property  of  this  country. 

Mr.  W.  FOwLEB  said,  that  thehon. 
and  gallant  Baronet  had  again  dilated 
upon  the  agricultural  distress,  and  had 
again  fuled  to  point  out  a  remedy.  He 
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did  not  suggest  that  they  should  go 
back  to  Protection,  or  that  the  Malt  Tax 
should  be  again  imposed ;  the  vhole 
burden  of  his  argument  was  the  old 
story  of  remitting  local  taxation.  It 
bad  been  repeatedly  said  in  the  Houso 
that  it  was  no  use  to  try  this  remedy, 
because  what  was  reduced  in  taxation 
vould  ^0  to  increase  the  rent.  It  must 
be  admitted  that  they  had  not  yet  fonnd 
anything  like  a  remedy  for  the  distress ; 
but  he  would  most  emphatically  repeat 
that  if  the  seasons  were  against  agricul- 
tare  they  ought  at  least  to  take  care 
that  the  laws  were  not  against  it  also. 
The  fact  was  that  in  some  of  the  Mid- 
land Counties  in  England  there  had  been 
eight  consecutive  bad  seasons ;  and  the 
loss  incurred  was  probably  even  greater 
than  the  amount  stated  by  the  hoo.  Ba- 
Tonet.  In  the  Beport  of  the  Hoyal  Com- 
mission several  causes  were  meationed 
as  tending  to  create  or  enhance  distress. 
One  was  the  rise  of  rents  in  recent  years. 
He  would  quote  on  that  head  the  opinion 
of  Hr.  Clay,  one  of  the  Commissioners. 
In  bis  Appendix  to  the  Beport  he  said— 

"  Sir  James  Oait^  puts  the  rise  of  rent  in 
Inland  for  the  last  18  years  at  21  percent, 

ud  in  Scotland  26  per  cent ;  but  I  have  no' 
doabt  that  if  -we  vrcnt  back  25  years  the  rise 
vouldbe  2fi  percent  forEDgIaDd,aDd  30  percent 
for  bcoUand.  'llie  case  is  so  orgeat  thai  nothing 
leas  thaa  a  rodoctioa  of  rent  of  from  20  per  cent 
to  30  per  cent  will  save  the  present  tenantr/ 
from  ruin.'* 

The  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  bad  said 
truly  enough  that  there  had  practically 
been  a  reduction  of  rent  during  the  year 
of  2o  per  cent.  He  fully  admitted  that 
there  had  been  a  general  and  even  a 
generous  reduction  of  rents  agreed  to  by 
the  landowners ;  but  it  was  only  for  the 
year,  and  not  for  a  permanency.  It 
had  bean  stated  that  one  cause  of  the 
distress  was  the  increased  cost  and  the 
inferior  quality  of  agricultural  labour  ; 
bat  Uie  fact  was  that  the  condition  of  the 
i^icultural  labourer  up  to  very  recent 
timea  bad  been  a  disgrace  to  the  Empire. 
The  English  agricultural  labourer  had 
been  miserably  paid  and  worse  housed 
for  centuries,  and  it  was  the  fanners' 
own  fault  if  the  labourer  had  sought  for 
more  remunerative  labour  in  the  towns, 
despairing  of  making  a  reasonable  living 
on  the  land.  The  result  wae,  undoubt- 
edly,  that  agricultural  labour  had  be- 
come scarce  and  dear.  It  had  been 
stated  that  another  cause  for  the  dis- 
tnw  was  the  increased  price  of  stock, 


Oraciou*  Speech.  32G 

but  that  would  surely  tell  in  favour  of 
the  farmer  wBo  had  a  good  stock.  It 
told  against  the  man  who  was  short  of 
capital,  and  he  was  glad  to  hear  from 
the  hon.  Baronet  so  clear  an  admission 
of  the  necessity  of  more  capital  if  they 
were  to  have  a  real  recovery.  Since 
this  subject  had  been  discussed  last  year 
two  events  had  occurred — the  Beport  of 
the  Boyal  Commiaston  had  been  pre- 
sented and  the  Settled  Land  Act  bad 
been  passed.  He  would  refer  to  some 
of  their  suggestions.  He  doubted  whe- 
ther, even  if  the  recommendation  of  the 
Cumraission  that  the  cost  of  maintaining 
the  indoor  poor  should  be  thrown  upon 
theConsolidated  Fund  should  be  adopted, 
much  relief  would  be  given  to  tenants, 
although  it  mi^ht  amount  to  a  large 
gift  to  the  landowners.  For  his  part, 
he  could  not  see  any  reason  why  a  pre- 
sent should  be  made  to  landowners  as  if 
they  were  coming  to  Parliament  for 
assistance  in  f-  rmd  pauperum.  The  cost 
of  maintaining  the  poUoe  and  the  luna- 
tics, half  the  indoor  poor  rate,  the  school 
board  rate,  and  the  sanitary  rate  might 
amount  to  some  It.  Id.  on  the  acre  omy, 
whereas  the  loss  which  had  been  sus- 
tained on  the  average  by  the  tenant  had 
been  estimated  at  £l  per  acre.  The 
Cummission  had  made  several  useful 
suggestions  with  regard  to  the  necessity 
for  rendering  the  cost  of  transPerringland 
less,  and  for  preventing  adulteration  of 
manures,  as  well  as  fur  bringing  in  a 
measure  for  making  the  compensation  of 
tenants  for  uoeshausted  improvements 
compulsory.  He  was  afraid  that,  when 
the  details  of  the  measure  about  to  be 
introduced  by  the  Government  dealing 
with  that  subject  came  to  be  considered, 
it  would  be  found  that  the  Bill  would 
involve  very  difficult  and  complicated 
questions.  In  his  opinion,  distress  for 
rent  would  have  to  be  aboliehed  alto- 
gether. The  Commission  further  re- 
commended the  appointment  of  a  Minis- 
ter for  Agriculture ;  but,  in  his  opinion, 
such  an  appointment  would  merely  end 
in  the  creation  of  another  Department  of 
titate,  and  in  the  introduction  of  another 
excellent  Gentleman  into  the  Cabinet. 
He  was  glad  that  the  Settled  Estates 
Bill,  faulty  though  it  might  be,  had 
been  passed  into  law.  Under  the  Settled 
Estates  Act,  the  tenant  for  life  might 
sell  everything  except  the  mansion- 
house,  the  park,  and  the  land  which 
was  held  with  the  park.  Why  he  should 
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not  be  allowed  to  sell  the  house  and  the 
land  held  with  the  house,  which  in  many 
caees  were  the  only  things  that  would 
enable  him  to  sell  the  other  land  at  a 
fair  price,  it  was  difficult  to  understand. 
That  Act,  moreorer,  did  not  reaUj  give 
freedom,  to  the  owner  of  the  'land ;  it- 
did  not  add  to  his  borrowing  powers 
practically;  it  gave  him  a  power  of 
selling  the  land,  but  it  did  not  give  him 
power  over  the  proceeds  of  the  land 
when  sold.  Our  present  law  encou- 
raged accumulation  and  discouraged 
dispersion,  on  what  principle  he  was 
unable  to  see ;  but  what  they  wanted 
was  to  have  owners  who  were  real  and 
competent  owners  over  the  whole  coun- 
try. If  they  got  rid  of  that  system  of 
settlement  and  had  real  owners  all  over 
the  Kingdom,  and  also  gave  the  tenant 
proper  security  for  his  improvements, 
they  would  attriu^t  more  capital  to  the 
land.  But  no  tinkering  with  local  taxa- 
tion, or  any  of  those  small  matters,  would 
really  meet  the  great  evil  of  the  present 
time.  He  believed,  that  the  time  would 
come  when  tltey  would  have  better  sea- 
sons, and  that  Uiose  who  had  really  done 
justice  to  the  soil  as  owners  would  be 
able  to  take  advantage  of  the  improved 
state  of  things.  But  if  they  once  let  the 
land  get  out  of  condition  and  out  of 
heart,  it  would  take  a  long  period  tp  put 
it  right  again.  He  thought  that  the 
holding  of  so  much  land  by  embarrassed 
owners  was  one  of  the  greatest  causes 
of  the  existing  distress.  He  believed 
that,  generally  speaking,  those  owners 
who  were  able  to  do  justice  to  the  ten- 
ants and  the  labourers  were  far  better 
off  ttian  those  who  had  too  much  land 
for  their  means.  He  had  recently  been 
over  an  estate  of  4,000  acres,  where  the 
mansion-house  and  adjoining  buildings 
were  falling  into  decay.  How  cotuld 
they  expect  a  man  who  had  not  tiie 
means  of  keeping  op  hia  own  house 
to  do  justice  to  4,000  acres  of  land  7 
It  was  time  they  had  more  freedom  in 
the  holding  of  land— freedom  for  the 
owner  and  freedom  for  the  occupier ; 
and  then  they  might  hope  once  more 
to  see  a  happy  and  prosperous  state  of 
agriculture. 

SiE  MAS8ET  LOPES  said,  he  shared 
the  regret  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Baronet  that  the  subject  of  agricultural 
diKtress  had  been  altogether  omitted  from 
Her  Majesty's  gracious  Speech.  They 
had  now  had  some  eight  consecutive  bt^ 
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seasons,  and  he  feared  that  the  present 
one  was  only  too  likely  to  prove  worse 
than  any  that  had  preceded  it.  The  dis- 
tress of  agriculture  affected  all  classes  of 
the  community ;  and  yet  with  that  dis- 
tress, BO  prominent  and  so  patent  to  all, 
no  sympathy  whatever  was  expressed  in 
Her  Majesty's  gracious  Speeeb,  and  no 
consideration  was  given  to  it.  That,  he 
thought,  was  a  great  and  glaring  omis- 
sion that  must  be  felt  by  every  man 
interested  in  agriculture,  which  was,  and 
he  hoped  over  would  be,  the  most  im- 
portant of  all  our  national  interests.  In 
the  Speech  from  the  Throne  last  year 
there  was  some  comfort  and  consolation 
offered  to  the  distressed  agriculturists, 
because  the  House  was  then  invited  to 
consider  what  would  be  the  proper  extent 
and  the  most  equitable  and  provident 
form  in  which  a  contribution  should  be 
given  from  the  Imperial  Treasury  to  local 
taxation.  Now,  however,  they  had  not 
even  that  crumb  of  comfort  left  to  them  ; 
for  the  whole  question  of  local  burdens 
had  been  entirely  "shunted."  Her 
Mnjofity's  Government  were  not  justified 
in  raising  the  expectations  they  excited 
last  year,  unless  they  were  in  earnest  in 
their  endeavours  io  fulfil  them.  The 
noble  Marquess  the  Minister  for  War 
told  them  the  other  night  that  it  was 
absolutely  necessary  that  reform  should 
precede  relief;  that  they  must  settle  the 
question  of  the  reform  of  local  govern- 
ment before  they  could  look  for  any  re- 
mission of  local  taxation.  Now,  he  said 
emphatically  that  reform  was  no  neces- 
sary preliminary  to  relief,  and  that  if 
they  were  to  wait  for  the  reforni  of  local 
government,  their  chance  of  obtaining 
any  relief  for  local  taxation  might  'be 
deferred  till  the  Greek  Kalends.  It  now 
appeared  that  they  were  not  to  have  a 
County  Board  Bill  introduced  at  present, 
although  they  were  told  last  year  that 
such  a  Bill  lay  all  ready  in  the  pigeon- 
holes of  a  Government  Office.  Thej 
were,  it  seemed,  to  have  the  experi- 
ment first  tried  of  bringing  in  a  Bill 
for  giving  local  government  to  the  Me- 
tropolis, which  might  not  prove  to  be 
a  very  easy  matter  to  deal  with.  The 
noble  Marquess  had  referred  to  the 
remissions  granted  in  aid  of  local  taxa- 
tion by  the  late  Government.  Those 
remissions  were  very  acceptable ;  and, 
in  making  them,  the  late  Government 
only  carried  out  the  will  and  the  wishes 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  vhich  the 
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previous  Ministry  had  totally  neglected 
and  ignored.  The  amount  of  remission 
in  taxation  was  £1,550,000  in  England 
and  Wales.  In  Scotland  and  Ireland 
the  statistics  were  so  imperfect  that  it 
was  a^ost  impossible  to  ascertain  the 
exact  amount  of  remission  and  relief. 
But  since  1872  the  amount  of  new  im- 
poeitions  were  £1,700,000  for  education, 
besides  £500,000  for  highways  and 
£300.000  for  sanitary  works,  in  Eng- 
land and  Wales,  and  for  those  increases 
they  were  indebted  to  the  present  Qo- 
Tonment.  So  that  in  the  Uut  10  years 
they  had  fresh  importations  amountiDg 
to  £2,500,000,  aaagainst  £1,660,000  in 
remissions,  and  were,  in  round  numbers, 
£1,000,000  worse  off  than  before.  If. 
therefore,  they  had  a  grievance  in  1872, 
how  much  more  cause  was  there  for  it 
now  ?  In  1872  agriculture  was  flourish- 
ing, whereas  now  they  were  passing 
through  a  period  of  serious  depression. 
Another  matter  to  which  he  would  call 
attention  was  the  Beport  of  the  Boyal 
Commission.  On  that  Commission  they 
bad  ereiy  phase  of  political  opinion  and 
every  class  represented.  It  was  extra- 
ordinary and  most  remarkable  that  the 
Beport  of  this  mixed  Commission  was 
unanimous.  There  was  only  one  por- 
tion of  that  Beport  he  would  allude  to, 
and  that  was  the  recommendation  of  the 
Oommissionera  that  personalty  should 
contribute  as  well  as  realty  to  the  main- 
tenance of  the  indoor  poor>  and  that 
certain  locally  collected  taxes  should  be 
banded  over  to  the  local  authorities  in 
alleviation  of  their  national  burdens. 
It  must  be  remembered  that  the  Koyal 
Commission,  in  making  that  recom- 
mendation, had  only  followed  in  the 
lines  of  the  Lords'  Committee  of  1850. 
One  portion  of  Her  Majesty's  Speech 
referred  to  the  question  of  tenants*  im- ; 
provements.  The  principle  of  compeu- 
satioQ  for  improvements  had  not  only 
been  conceded,  but,  he  believed,  had 
been  advocated  by  hon.  Members  on 
both  ndes  of  the  House ;  but  the  ques- 
tion waa,  where  were  the  tenants  who 
had  capital  to  expend  in  improvements  7 
There  was  scarcely  enough  capital 
left  among  them  to  expend  in  the 
ordinary  occupatiouB  of  husbandry.  He 
was  of  opinion  that  a  tenant  farmer 
ought  not  to  be  called  upon  to  expend 
iiis  capital  in  permanent  improvements. 
That  was  the  business  of  the  land- 
Jurd.    J>urin^  the  past  few  years  agri- 


culture had  entered  upon  an  existence 
of  disastroHs  depressions,  which  no  le- 
gislation, however  revolutionary,  could 
remove,  for  agriculture  must  ever  be  a 
more  or  less  precarious  business.  The 
burdens  placed  upon  agriculturista, 
which  were  almost  intolerable  in  days 
gone  by,  had  of  late  years  been  more 
oppressive  than  ever ;  the  present  mode 
of  assessing  the  rates  was  more  than 
monstrous.  Agriculturists  were  not 
agitating  for  Protection ;  but  what  they 
said  was  that,  the  Government  having 
accepted  the  principle  of  Free  Trade, 
and  having  remored  Protection  from  the 
agricultural  interest,  it  was  only  fair 
and  just  that  they  should  remove  the 
exceptional  burdens  which  were  imposed 
on  account  of  the  exceptional  privileges 
enjoyed.  Having  given  Free  Trade  to 
agriculture,  agriculturists  had  a  right 
to  ask  for  fair  taxation. 

Mr.  JAMES  HOWARD  said,  he  fully 
admitted  the  gravity  of  the  situation 
alluded  to  by  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
Massey  Lopes) ;  but  he  could  not  see 
that  the  propoKiIs  of  the  hon.  Baronet 
would  be  a  remedy  for  the  evils  com- 
plained of.  Much  had  been  said  about 
concessions  of  10  and  20  per  cent  in 
.rent,  and  so  forth;  but  nothing  had 
been  said  aboiit  re-valuation.  In  his 
opinion,  if  the  condition  of  the  fhrmers 
was  to  he  improved,  it  must  be  done, 
not  by  a  small  remission  of  rates,  but 
by  a  very  considerable  remission  of 
rent.  He  saw  no  good  in  prolong- 
ing the  discussion,  but  he  would  aw, 
Why  did  not  the  late  Qovernment,  of 
which  the  hon.  Baronet  was  a  Mem- 
ber, do  more  during  their  six  years  of 
Office  to  remedy  the  grievances  of  which 
he  complained  ?  All  they  did  had  been 
to  appoint  the  Boyal  Commission,  to 
whose  Beport  the  hon.  Baronet  had 
alluded.  One  of  the  recommendations 
of  that  Commission,  no  doubt,  was  that 
personalty  should  be  liable  to  taxation 
as  well  as  realty ;  but,  unfortunately,  the 
Beport  did  not  tell  them  how  such  pro- 
perty was  to  be  riated.  If  the  stock-in- 
trade  of  all  traders  was  to  be  rated  the 
Saxm&^a  stock-in-toide  would  be  liable 
to  taxation  with  the  rest,  and  he  doubted 
whether  he  would  really  derive  any  sub- 
stantial advantage  from  disturbing  the 
present  system.  He  was  glad  that  the 
Government  proposed  to  legislate  on  the 
subject  of  tenants*  improvements,  and 
he  agreed  that  a  good  Tenants'  Com- 
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peDsation  BUI  would  be  of  great  service 
in  the  future.  Of  course,  no  legislattoa 
would  be  of  any  avail  unless  they  were 
favoured  with  more  propitious  seasons 
than  those  they  had  lately  had  to  en- 
counter ;  but  a  liberal  and  well-con- 
eidered  tenant  right  measure  would  en- 
able the  tenants  to  make  the  best  use 
of  favourable  weather  when  it  came. 
He  believed  such  a  Bill  would  lay  the 
foundation,  of  the  future  prosperity  of 
the  agriculturists,  and  he  was  glad  to 
find  the  Uovernm'ent  hud  the  energy  to 
introduce  one. 

Mh.  E.  W.  HAHOOUET  said,  it 
really  seemed  as  if  it  were  impossible  to 
arrive  at  the  lowest  depths  to  which  the 
unfortunate  agricultural  interests  were 
doomed  to  descend.  The  wet  had  de- 
stroyed their  corn,  and  rotted  their  cattle, 
and  they  were  afflicted  with  foot-and- 
mouth  disease,  imported  from  abroad. 
One  year,  two  years,  three  years  they 
might  have  stood  up  against ;  but  a 
seventh  bad  year  brought  with  it  abso- 
lute ruin  to  many.  Well,  now,  how  did 
an  enlightened  Qovernment  propose  to 
assist  them  in  their  misfortunes?  The 
farmers  were  told  that  the  advent  of  the 
present  Government  to  power  would  be 
m  itself  sufficient  to  cover  all  their  mis- 
fortunes. What  had  they  done  for  them  ? 
They  had  already  removed  the  malt  tax 
for  them,  thereby  reducing  the  value  of 
their  barley  30  or  40  per  cent,  and  they 
had  given  them  a  Hares  and  Babbits 
Bill,  which  was  very  seldom  heard  of. 
If  they  were  really  the  farmers'  friends, 
they  would  try  to  find  out  what  the 
fanners  really  wanted.  If  they  asked, 
they  would  be  told,  in  the  first  place, 
that  what  the  farmers  wanted  was  fine 
weather,  ^e  hoped  the  farmers  would 
not  retort  upon  them  that  the  Liberals 
had  failed  to  provide  them  with  that 
article.  They  would  be  told,  in  the 
next  place,  that  one  thing,  at  any  rate, 
that  was  required  was  protection  from 
foreign  disease,  which  was  destroy- 
ing their  flocks,  not  by  slaughtering 
live  stock  at  the  port  of  debarkation,  but 
by  refusing  to  permit  live  stock  to  enter 
the  country.  They  wanted  also  relief  in 
the  matter  of  local  taxation.  They 
would  be  told  that  the  farmers  wanted 
to  be  fairly  treated  in  the  matter  of 
rates,  and  that  they  did  not  conceive 
that  that  was  the  case  as  long  as 
£:250, 000,000  of  real  property  was  made 
to  bear  the  whole  burden,  as  against 
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£900,000,000  of  personal  property  which 
paid  nothing  at  all.  Tbey  would  be  told 
that  the  maintenance  of  indoor  poor, 
the  maintenance  of  lunatics,  the  main- 
tenance of  main  roads,  and  the  cost  of 
education  were  considered  oppressive 
burdens  as  long  as  they  were  borne  bj 
one  class  of  property  alone.  It  was 
really  worth  while  to  consider  the  matter 
entirely  apart  from  Party  polities.  B 
was  worth  while  to  listen  to  the  com- 
plaints of,  and  to  give  relief  to,  a  class 
which  represented  tlie  largest  interests 
in  the  Kingdom ;  a  class  upon  which 
all  other  classes  depended,  and  the  ruin 
of  which  would  involve  the  ruin  of  every 
other  class  in  the  Empire.  They  found 
the  agricultural  classes  absolutely  true 
to  each  other.  He  said  it  in  the  face  of 
the  House,  and  without  fear  of  contra- 
diction, that  the  owners  of  the  soil  had 
met  the  occupiers  with  generosity,  and 
that  the  occupiers  had  met  the  labourers 
with  kindness  and  consideration.  They 
were  far  too  independent  to  ask  ibr 
State  aid ;  all  they  asked  for  wad  that 
the  rates  thould  not  be  laid  on  one  elftss 
alone,  and  that  the  stock  of  the  cottntry 
might  not  be  destroyed  byforeigu  disease. 
They  asked  that  in  the  interest  of  the 
country  at  lar^e,  and  they  were  willing 
to  submit  to  inconvenience  themselves 
in  order  to  attain  that  end.  The  farmers 
were  quiet  and  patient  under  their  mis- 
fortunes, and  they  would  remain  so,  if 
they  were  convinced  that  they  were 
suffering  under  a  visitation  of  Provi- 
dence, and  that  all  was  being  done  by 
the  Government  which  an  intelligent 
knowledge  could  dictate.  But  tbey 
would  not  remain  so  if,  when  they  asked 
for  bread,  you  gave  them  a  stone,  and  if 
they  thought  they  were  being  handed 
over  to  the  morbid  experiments  of  ig* 
norant  politicians,  and  that  they  were 
to  be  made  the  sport  of  a  spurious 
Liberalism.  They  knew  that  to  owa 
land  would  not  benefit  a  man  when  It 
was  becoming  a  dearer  luxury  every 
year,  and  when  every  yearit  was  paying 
a  smaller  percentage.  They  knew  that 
to  parcel  out  land  in  small  lots  was  not 
the  way  to  attract  capital  into  it ;  and 
they  knew  that  to  give  the  regulation  of 
expenditure  to  those  who  did  not  pay 
the  taxes  was  not  the  way  to  induce 
economy.  The  farmers  were  cleverer 
fellows  than  some  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
the  opposite  side  of  the  House  seemed 
to  think.   It  would  not  be  easy  to  dkeat 
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them  into  the  belief  that  you  were  doing 
great  things  for  them,  when  jou  were 
doing  nothing  at  alt.  He  hoped  a  wiser 
spirit  might  prevail,  and  that,  if  the 
&rmera  were  to  be  done  good  to,  it 
would  be  in  a  waj  which  the  farmers 
themseWee  would  appreciate. 

Mb.  INDERWICE  said,  he  desired 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  a 
matter  which  pressed  with  considerable 
eeverity  on  farmers,  especially  in  the 
jSonth  of  England,  and  which  was  al- 
most entirely  beyond  any  control  on 
their  part.  From  various  causes  the 
cnltivatioQ  of  corn  in  the  districts  of  the 
country  to  which  be  r^erred  had  become 
more  and  more  unprofitable,  and  farmers 
bad  consequently  been  driven  to  the 
growth  of  other  crops,  and  especially 
of  fruit,  vegetables,  and  hops.  In  this 
new  direction,  however,  they  had  found 
themselves  pressed  by  the  impost  known 
as  the  extraordinary  tithe.  This 
matter  had  already  engaged  the  at- 
tention of  the  House,  and  had  been 
reported  on  by  a  Select  Committee. 
That  Committee  had  reported  that  the 
extraordinary  tithe  was  an  impediment 
to  agriculture;  and  it  was,  moreover, 
Tory  harasBing  to  the  persons  who  had 
to  pay  it.  It  was,  therefore,  desirable 
that  the  impost  should  be  abolished  in 
•ome  equitable  manner.  That  eondu- 
sion  had  been  arrived  at  not  only  by  the 
Select  Committee,  but  also  by  Chambers 
of  Commerce  and  Agriculture,  and  in 
certain  Diocesan  Conierences  compoeed 
4^  men  who,  in  a  great  measure,  received 
the  extraordinary  tithe.  It  might  be 
said  that  in  promoting  a  new  arrange- 
ment  of  that  kind  they  were  unsettling 
the  settlement  come  to  in  1836 ;  but  tlie 
answer  to  that  was,  that  that  settlement 
was  made  in  view  of  a  state  of  things 
which  no  longer  existed,  and  of  one 
which  could  not  have  been  contemplated 
at  the  time  the  Act  was  passed.  The 
remisaion  of  duty  on  foreign  hops  had 
relieved  the  foreign  competitor  but  not 
the  home,  who  remained  burdened  by  the 
extraordinary  tithe ;  and  as  against  him, 
therefore,  the  foreign  growers  enjoyed 
protection.  He  thought  the  time  had 
now  arrived  when  some  reasonable 
■ettlement  ought  to  be  come  to  in  the 
nuUter,  though  he  was  not  one  of  those 
who  desired  the  question  to  be  settled 
without  regard  to  the  persons  who  re- 
ceived the  tithe;  and  the  farmers. were 
tiMuselv^  4c6U'0U9  of  4  reasonable 


settlement.  Great  agitation  at  present 
prevailed  upon  the  subject,  and  many 
of  the  tithe- payers  had  given  themselves 
up  to  what  was  termed  passive  resist-, 
ance — that  was  to  say,  they  refused  to 
pay  the  tithes  at  all ;  and  consequently 
the  tithe-owner,  who  was  frequently  the 
vicar  of  the  parish,  was  driven  to  adopt 
the  invidious  course  of  resorting  to  force 
to  compel  payment.  Meetings  were 
being  held  and  speeches  made  which 
were  likely  to  produce  bad  feeling  be- 
tween the  tithe-owner  and  the  tithe- 
payer  unless  the  Oovemment  made  up 
their  minds  to  .settle  the  question  in 
some  form  or  other.  He  did  not  want 
to  trouble  the  House  with  any  views  of 
his  own  as  to  how  the  subject  was  to  be 
adjusted.  He  would  only  observe  that 
the  total  amount  of  the  tithe  was  about 
£100,000,  a  sum  which  surely  any  per- 
son with  statesmanlike  views  would  be 
able  to  deal  with.  The  real  difficulty, 
-however,  was  that  the  extraordinary 
tithe  was  only  a  part  of  the  great  ques- 
tion of  the  tithe  system,  which  ought  to 
be  dealt  with  without  delay.  If  it  were 
postponed  indeSnitely  it  might  be  settled 
in  a  w^  which  would  not  be  altogether 
just.  He  did  hope,  however,  that  means 
would  be  found  before  long  for  arriving 
at  a  just  and  satisfactory  settlement. 

Mb.  GBEGOBY  said,  he  agreed  with 
the  hoD.  and  learned  Member  for  Bye 
(Mr.  Indervick)  that  the  question  of  ex- 
traordinary tithe  ought  to  be  placed  on 
a  satisfactory  footing ;  but  the  question 
was  one  with  which  it  was  not  very  easy 
to  deal.  He  was  a  Member  of  the  Com- 
mittee referred  to,  and  he  was  quite 
willing  to  adhere  to  every  recommenda- 
tion which  it  made.  It  was  most  desir- 
able they  should  do  all  they  could  to 
facilitate  agriculture,  and  to  give  scope 
for  new  products  which  were  more  pro- 
fitable for  the  capital  than  those  which 
were  at  present  grown  in  many  places, 
for  corn  -  growing  cereals  and  other 
things  of  that  kind  had  not  of  late 
been  a  profitable  occupation.  He  should 
be  very  glad  to  see  established  a  settle- 
ment of  the  question  on  equitable  terms, 
and  upon  the  basis  of  the  tithe  being 
paid  by  the  owner  of  the  property.  By 
the  law  as  it  stood  now  the  owner  of  the 
property  was  liable  for  the  payment  of 
the  tithe,  and  the  payment  by  the  tenant 
was  merely  a  conventional  matter  of  ar- 
rangement. It  appeared  to  him  that 
the  principle  on  which  the  incidence  of 
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tazaticm  migbi  be  settled  might  be  a 
matter  (^  arrangement  between  the  land- 
lord and  the  tenant ;  but  he  thought  one 
thmg  vas  most  desirable — namely,  to 
keep  the  tithe-owner,  who  was  generally 
the  vicar  of  the  parish,  and  the  tenant 
fanner  apart  in  these  transactions  as  far 
as  possible.  With  regard  to  the  question 
of  we  assistance  that  had  been  given  in 
the  direction  of  remission,  he  (Mr.  Gre- 
gory) ventured  to  say  that  in  no  case  had 
a  landlord  raised  his  rents  and  asked  for 
more  from  the  tenant,  because  the  latter 
had  been  relieved.  It  had  all  gone  for 
the  relief  of  the  tenant;  and  he  thought 
that  if  there  was  something  further  done 
in  that  direction  the  result  would  be  the 
same.  They  might  fairly  augur  well  for 
the  future  nom  what  had  taken  place  in 
the  past.  He  agreed  with  the  sugges- 
tion that  all  permanent  improvements 
should  be  the  hmdlord'e,  and  that  it  was 
fax  him  to  construct  all  the  necessary 
works  for  the  proper  oooupation  of  the 
farm,  and  to  assist  the  tenant  in  drain- 
ing, fencing,  &o.  The  tenant  was  liable 
for  the  proper  cultivation  of  the  laud, 
and  he  was  bound  to  keep  it  in  order. 
If  he  did  not  do  so,  then  he  was  not  a 
fit  person  to  be  intrusted  with  it.  He 
thought  that  the  best  means  of  securing 
a  good  relationship  between  the  owner 
and  tenant  was  to  create  substantial 
landlords.  On  this  point  he  ventured  to 
say  that  the  Settied  Land  Bill  of  last 
Sesaon  was  as  important  an  Act  in  that 
direction  as  had  evw  come  before  the 
House.  He  could  not  help  thinking 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Oambridge 
(Mr.  W.  Fowler)  did  not  give  sufficient 
credit  to  the  scope  and  intentions  of  the 
Act,  and'  that  it  deserved  a  littie  more 
«onBidOTation  than  had  been  aecorded  to 
it.  He  wonld  Tentnre  to  correct  him 
on  one  point— namely,  thai  the  owner 
was  unable  to  sell  the  mansion-house 
of  an  estate,  that  was  not  altoge- 
ther correct.  He  could  do  so  with  the 
consent  of  the  trustees,  or  by  an  order 
of  Court.  With  these  exceptions,  a  tenant 
for  life  could  sell  the  whole  or  any  part 
of  his  property  as  if  he  was  an  owner  in 
fee  simple.  It  was  true  that  the  mooey 
reali2ed  did'  not  go  into  his  own  pocket ; 
but  it  was  applicable  to  the  discharge 
of  encumbrance,  or  to  the  purposes  of 
the  estate,  and,  he  (Mr.  Gregory)  ven- 
tured to  sajr,  for  purposes  which  were 
most  beneficial  to  it  He  thought  this 
was  a  great  benefit,  and  he  knew  £n>m 
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hia  owu  personal  knowledge  that  the  Act 
was  being  taken  advantage  of  to  a  con- 
siderable extent  by  many  who  owned 
encumbered  estates.  Just  at  present 
there  was  a  great  disinclination  to  em- 
bark capital  in  estates,  partly  arising 
from  agnoultural  depression , bad  season  s, 
and  otiier  causes,  one  amongst  them — 
and  a  very  important  one — being  the  un- 
certainty of  the  position  in  which  a  land- 
lord might  find  himself  placed  with  re- 
gard to  the  agitation  and  legislation  with 
which  they  were  threatened.  He  should 
be  very  glad  to  see  the  Government  Bill 
on  tenants'  improvements  brought  in  at 
the  earliest  opportunity  ;  and  he  should 
be  glad  if  the  effect  of  it  was  to  give 
justice  to  the  tenant,  and  to  put  an  end 
to  wild  and  extravagant  ideas  which 
could  never  be  carried  out.  This,  he 
hoped,  would  bring  solvent  purchasers 
of  land  into  the  market.  Capital  oould 
then  be  laid  out  upon  it,  and  proper 
eneouragemmt  given  to  occupiers.  In 
this  way,  he  thought,  a  great  deal  of 
land  whioh  was  now  running  out  of 
condition  could  be  brought  into  good 
order,  and  a  happy  and  flourishing 
agriculture  promoted.  That,  however, 
oould  only  be  done  by  a  wise  and  states- 
manlike measure,  giving  with  the  bene- 
fits contemplated  to  the  occupier  a  pro- 
per degree  of  security  to  those  who 
might  embark  their  capital  in  the  land. 

Mb.  DUCKHAM  said,  that  on  the 
opening  of  Parliament  lost  year,  the 
agriculturists  were  led  to  beueve  that 
some  very  essential  measures  would  be 
granted  by  the  Government,  among  them 
Bills  relating  to  local  self-government 
and  relief  of  local  charges.  Following 
that  was  a  paragraph  upon  Ireland,  and 
then  the  reform  of  the  local  government 
of  London.  This  year  Loniwn  govern- 
ment took  the  preradence,  and  local  go- 
vemment  in  the  country  was  to  be  dealt 
with  if  time  would  permit.  Not  a  word 
respecting  local  taxation  and  other  mea- 
sures that  they  had  confidentiy  hoped 
to  see  brought  forward— they  were  all 
passed  over,  with  the  exception  of  com- 
pensation for  tenants*  improvements.  Al- 
though the  country  was  suffering  from 
calamitous  seasons  and  distress  amongst 
all  engaged  in  agriculture,  such  as 
he  (Mr.  Buckham),  had  never  known 
before,  and  which  was  most  seriously 
aggravated  by  the  introduction  and 
spread  of  foot  -  and  -  mouth  disease,  no 
mention  was  mad*  of  these  mttttem  in 
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tiie  Speeoli.  He  l^ought  the  time  was 
oome  to  preas  upon  the  Qovemment  the 
neoeseity  of  altering  the  existing  law  so 
as  to  prohibit  the  importation  of  live 
stock  into  this  country  from  countries 
wherediseaaeswereknoi^  toezist.  What 
the  Eo^ieh  farmer  wanted  was  to  have 
iheoatue&om  those  countriesslaughtered 
at  the  port  of  embarkation  and  not  de- 
barkation. The  present  system  had 
proTed.  utterly  ineffectual  to  guard  their 
herds  and  flocks  £rom  the  introduction 
of  those  diseases  from  foreign  countries 
which  had  proved  so  disastrous  to  the 
&rmen  of  this  couotry.  In  addition  to 
tiie  distress  caused  by  the  dreadful  con- 
tinuoas  seasons  of  disastrous  weather, 
they  had  year  by  year  the  markets  and 
&iT8  and  all  public  sales  periodically 
closed  thioughont  the  Kingdom,  to  the 
■ecioiis  ineouTenience  and  distress  of  all 
oooieemed  in  agriculture.  Sarely,  it 
was  not  too  much  to  ask  that  measures 
should  be  taken  to  insure  the  slaughter 
of  animals,  in  countries  where  disease 
existed,  at  the  port  of  embarkation,  and 
have  their  careaees  sent  to  their  dead 
meat  market.  That  this  was  perfectly 
practicable  was  last  week  proved  by  a 
cargo  of  d,000  carcases  of  sheep  arriving 
in  good  condition  firom  New  Zealand. 
The  farmers  of  England  did  not  want  a 
return  to  Protection ;  but  whilst  they 
had  to  compete  with  all  the  world  with 
thmr  produce,  they  did  want  their  herds 
and  flocks  protected  from  inndious 
diseases,  and  to  have  wise  measures 
eanied  into  effect  for  that  purpose.  As 
it  waa  at  present,  the  same  men  were 
employed  to  attend  the  diseased  cattle 
in  the  lairs  at  Deptford  as  in  the  lairs 
attachedtothelslingtonmarkets.  What, 
he  asked,  would  be  the  effects  produced 
in  the  minds  of  the  inhabitants  of  this 
great  Metropolis  if  a  ves'sel  sailed  up  the 
Thames  with  a  large  number  of  passen- 
gers suffering  with  small-pox  ?  What 
would  be  the  effect  ifthesamenurseswho 
were  employed  in  the  Small-Pox  Hospital 
were  dauy  to  go  &om  thence  to  St.  Bar- 
tholomeVs  Hospital  to  attend  the  sick 
there  ?  Yet  they  were  perfectly  parallel 
oases.  He  knew  that  the  men  were  disin- 
iactod  before  going  from  Deptford  to  Is- 
hfl^on ;  but  he  spoke  advisedly  when  he 
am  tbafc  it  was  a  m^re  delusion  to  sup- 
pose tiiat  it  could  be  eff^eotual.  Farmers 
lad  been  toM  that  they  should  not  rely  on 
growing  com ;  that  they  should  make 
itie  |iroduo6  ot  the  land  walk  to  market 


in  the  shape  of  meat,  and  during  the 
past  eight  years  there  had  been  an  enor- 
mous area  of  land  laid  down  to  perma- 

nentpasture.  There  were  now  1,643,663 
acres  more  permanent  pasture  than  in 
1S74,  an  area  equal  to  the  agricultural 
area  of  the  counties  of  Beds,  Berks, 
Bucks,  and  Cambridge.  The  result  was 
59H,110  acres  less  com  grown,  318,000 
less  cattle,  and  5,094,173  less  sheep.  It 
was  clear  that  something  must  be  wrong 
in  the  present  system,  or  such  a  state  of 
things  could  not  exist.  He  believed 
that  capital  had  been  driven  from  the 
cultivation  of  the  land  by  want  of  seen* 
rity,  over-preservation  of  game,  the  con- 
stant introduction  of  conti^ous  diseases, 
ezcessiTe  rents  fostered  by  an  arbitrary 
and  cruel  Law  of  Distress,  and  the  im- 
position of  au  excessive  burden  of  local 
taxation.  Lord  John  Bussell,  when 
arguing  for  the  repeal  of  the  Com  Laws, 
said  that,  on  its  taking  place,  a  re-ad- 
justment of  local  taxation  must  follow; 
but  instead  of  the  promised  re-adjust- 
ment, burden  after  burden  had  been  im- 
posed ;  they  had  had  the  police,  the  dis- 
turnpiked  roads,  the  education  rate,  and 
various  other  impositions  placed  upon 
them,  all  of  which  were  national  in  their 
object  and  should  have  been  treated  as 
such.  He  considered  the  wealth  of  the 
country  should  contribute  to  the  relief 
of  its  poverty.  The  question  of  the 
unjust  bearing  of  local  taxation  was  not 
by  any  means  confined  to  the  agricul- 
tarist.  It  was  severely  felt  by  the  urban 
ratepayers ;  and  particularly  that  class 
who,  from  their  hard-raraed  savings,  had 
purchased  small  plots  of  land,  and 
erected  cottages,  frequently  with  bor- 
rowed capital,  and  as  soon  as  they  had 
done  BO  the  tax  collector  demanded  a 
rate  often  equal  to  the  cost  of  a  week's 
maintenance  of  their  families.  He  (Mr. 
Duokham)  said  the  farmers  of  England 
had  borne  their  burdens  and  what  they 
felt  their  wrongs  patiently ;  they  had 
not  been  violent  in  their  demands,  and 
they  now  trusted  that  their  appeal  for 
better  regulations,  whereby  their  pro- 
perty would  not  be  wasted,  and  whereby 
the  excessive  burdens  under  which  they 
laboured  would  be  relieved,  would  not 
be  made  in  vain.  He  could  not  close 
his  remarks  without  expreasing  his  sense 
of  the  earnest  manner  in  which  the  Privy 
Council  had  carried  into  effect  the  pro- 
vieions  of  the  Contagious  Diseases  (Ani- 
mals) Act.    Its  failure  only  proved  the 
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necessity  for  greater  powers  being  vested 
in  them. 

Mr.  MAHUM  wished  to  say  a  few 
words  on  the  present  condition  of  agri- 
culture in  no  spirit  of  hostility  to  the 
landlords.  The  surface  of  Ireland  con- 
tained about  20,000,(100  acres,  of  which 
1£, 000, 000  were  arable  and  grass  lands. 
About  the  time  of  the  repeal  of  the  Corn 
Laws  there  were  some  9,000,000  acres 
under  rotation  of  crops,  and  6,000.000 
under  grass.  The  stock  upon  these 
6.000,000  acres  was  under  2,d00.000  of 
fat  cattle,  and  something  less  of  sheep. 
In  1868  the  sheep  ran  up  to  5,000,000, 
and  there  was  also  a  considerable  in- 
crease in  cattle.  But  in  18S3  the  cattle 
had  increased  about  1.000,000,  and  the 
sheep  were  under  3,000,000,  and  owing 
to  the  presence  of  rot  amongst  them  the 
number  would  fall  very  far  short  of  that 
figure  this  year.  There  were  10,000,000 
acres  in  pasturage,  and  scarcely  3,000,000 
under  rotation  of  crops.  These  figures 
showed  a  great  decay  of  scientific  agri- 
culture. Persons  who  did  not  under- 
stand the  matter  very  commonly  encou- 
raged the  mistaken  idea  that  it  was  well 
to  hare  as  much  of  the  land  as  possible 
in  grass ;  but  there  could  be  no  doubt 
that  in  any  country  mixed  husbandry 
led  to  better  results  than  a  purely  pas- 
toral system.  The  present  depression 
would  probably  prove  ruinous  to  all  the 
small  farmers  of  the  country.  What 
was  the  cause  of  the  cessation  of  scien- 
tific husbandry  there?  The  cause  was 
to  be  found  in  the  fact  that  they  were 
handicapped  under  universal  Free  Trade. 
They  had  a  rugged  soil,  and  a  climate 
that  was  most  precarious,  and  they 
laboured  under  a  great  necessity  for 
manual  labour ;  whilst  on  the  Continent, 
against  which  they  had  to  contend,  the 
soil  was  most  fertile  and  the  climate  was 
magnificent.  The  consequence  was  that, 
BO  far  as  cereals  were  concerned,  the 
Irish  farmer  was  so  handicapped  that  he 
was  thrown  entirely  out  of  the  marhet, 
and  it  was  utterly  impossible  for  him  to 
enter  it  if  he  did  not  breed  cattle  under 
the  existing  universal  Free  Trade  prices. 
He  did  not  advocate  a  return  to  Pro- 
tection, for  he  believed  such  a  thing  in 
Ireland  would  be  ruinous.  He  was 
merely  stating  what  he  considered  were 
the  causes  of  the  present  state  of  de- 
pression, and  showing  that  that  depres- ' 
sion  was  due,  not  only  to  the  bad  seasons,  | 
but  to  Free  Trade  prices  under  which  i 


the  farmer  laboured.  To  meet  these 
evils  various  strong  remedies  had  been 
proposed,  in  none  of  which  he  had  much 
faith.  One  was  emigration  ;  but  how 
would  it  materially  improve  theprospecte 
of  men  without  capital  ?  The  tenant 
farmers  were  really  reduced  to  a  con- 
dition that  they  could  not  afford  to  pay 
any  rent  unless  through  circumstances 
which  were  external  to  their  own  re- 
aourcea,  and  in  Ireland  they  had  no 
commerce.  In  England  commerce  ex- 
isted, and  was  a  valuable  adjunct  to 
agriculture,  supporting  a  large  portion 
of  the  population ;  but  in  Ireland  agri- 
culture was  the  entire  means  of  sub- 
sistence. If  he  went  into  history  he 
might  show  that  the  commerce  of  Ire- 
land had  been  system atirally  interfered 
with  by  England,  and  upon  that  ground 
he  considered  that  Ireland  had  a  claim 
upon  the  Imperial  purse.  He  was  con- 
vinced, that  under  the  present  Free  Trade 
conditions,  there  would  always  be  a  cer- 
tain amount  of  periodical  famine,  and  a 
certain  portion  of  the  population  con- 
stantly being  thrown  upon  public  assist- 
ance in  Ireland,  and  that  the  country 
would  constantly  be  appealing  to  the 
public  Exchequer  for  assistance.  The 
Poor  Law  relief  system  had  been  sug- 
gested as  a  remedy  for  this;  but  he 
looked  upon  such  a  remedy  with  grave 
Buspituon.  If  the  surplus  popuution 
were  to  be  thus  maintained  an  )8«.  rate 
would  be  necessary,  and  the  money 
would  ultimately  come  fVom  the  pockets 
of  the  tenants.  Adverting  again  to  the 
suggested  remedy  of  emigration,  he 
might  remark  that  he  should  oppose 
any  such  system  which  would  take  people 
out  to  a  strange  country,  give  them  a 
miserable  pittance  of  £5,  and  then  send 
them  adrift.  That  was  what  had  been 
offered.  He  objmted  to  it  for  that  reason ; 
and,  in  the  second  place,  because  such  a 
system  had  the  effect  of  taking  from 
the  country  all  the  yottng  and  fresh  and 
enterprizing  young  people,  and  leaving 
behind  only  those  who  were  unable  to 
work,  and  who  ought  to  be  assisted  in 
their  age  by  the  younger  members  of 
their  family.  What  they  would  prefer 
was  that  the  population  of  Ireland  should 
be  given  employment  in  the  development 
of  the  industrial  resources  of  the  country. 
If  they  were  to  have  a  system  of  emigra- 
tion, hiiwever,  let  it  be  one  that  should 
be  large  and  general  in  its  scope.  If 
the  Qvvernment  would  propose  •  acbeme 
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of  emigration,  purchasing  some  millions 
of  acres  of  fertile  land  in  some  bbIu- 
brious  conntiy,  and  give  a  free  passage 
and  certain  tracts  of  land  to  those  of 
the  farming  class  and  their  families 
who  would  embrace  the  opportnnity  of 
leaving  Ireland — establish  eome  sort  of 
Qolonisation  M.'heme,in  fluit-— heeonld  pro- 
miee  them  that  it  would  reomTe  the  care- 
fiil  consideration  of  the  Irish  Bepresenta- 
tives.  At  any  rate,  whaterer  the  caase 
and  whatever  the  remedy,  the  state  of 
agrienltnre  was  now  such  as  to  make  it 
imperatively  necessary  not  to  sacrifice  it 
to  the  inferior  interests  of  that  country. 
If  the  closes  of  Irish  distress  received 
due  attention  there  would  be  no  clamour- 
ing for  separation;  on  the  contrary,  it 
would  be  found  that  a  large  proportion 
of  Irishmen  appreciated  the  fact  that  in 
England  there  was  mfire  civil  and  re- 
ligious liberty  than  in  any  country  they 
could  ally  themselves  with.  Could  they 
be  mirprised,  however,  looking  at  the 
eondi^on  of  agrienltnre— whioh  was  the 
sole  indoBtry  in  Ireland — looking  at  the 
fut  that  not  only  was  no  relief  given  to 

but  that  no  mention  even  was  made 
of  it  in  the  Ctneen*6  Bpeeoh,  and  looking 
at  the  divided  and  antagonistic  interests 
which  existed  between  the  two  peoples, 
that  the  people  of  Ireland  asked  for 
Home  Rule,  for  something  whioh  would 
relieve  them  from  connection  with  a 
country  whioh  sacrificed  her  to  Imperial 
intereste,  which  were  almost  entirely 
oommercial,  and  could  they  wonder  that 
under  such  cireumalances  l^ey  should  be 
desirous  of  taking  the  government  of  the 
oonntry  entirety  into  tbeir  own  hands? 
Under  all  the  circumstances,  therefore,  it 
was  not  to  be  wondered  at  that  the 
pe(^l»  of  Ireland  were  sullen  and  dis- 
contented ;  and  he  bad  never  known,  in 
kis  long  experienee  of  the  Irish  people, 
moderate  public  opinion  more  discon- 
tented and  BttUen  than  it  was  at  the 
present  time. 

Ma.  ILLINGWORTH  said,  that,  al- 
Aong^  the  debate  had  been  somewhat 
gloomy,  he  was  quite  sure  the  country 
wonld  appreciate  any  discussion  ae  to 
tbe  eanses  of  the  present  agricultural 
and  commercial  depression.  His  hon. 
Friend  bad  complained  that  there  had 
not  been  more  measures  mentioned  in 
the  Queen's  Speech  for  the  benefit  of 
^fricnitnre.  For  his  own  part,  he  had 
no  donbt  ^at  the  Oovemment  were 
utia^  viaeljf  in  otmfimng  itietf  to  mea- 


sures which  it  had  a  reasonable  prospect 
of  passing.  It  was  for  the  Representa- 
tives of  the  people,  rather  than  the  Oo- 
vemment, to  take  up  the  question,  in- 
vite discussion,  and  try  to  find  out  what 
were  the  causes  of  the  dietress  that  pre- 
vailed, and  what  were  ^e  genuine  re- 
medies. The  disoueaion  throughout  the 
debate  that  evening  had  been  confined 
to  agrionltural  distress,  ae  if  no  other  in- 
dustry was  Bufifering.  He  ventured  to 
say  that  there  was  very  little  to  choose 
between  the  condition  of  agriculture  and 
manufactures.  No  one  oould  take  up 
the  newspaper  without  seeing  evidence 
that  capital  was  being  profitlessly  em- 
ployed by  those  engaged  in  the  manu- 
facturing industries,  and  that  they  had 
been  suflFering  silently  for  years.  He 
asked  himself  this  question — What  were 
the  great  causes  of  this  general  depres- 
sion ? — and  he  answered,  undoubtedly  it 
had  been  the  want  of  sunshine  and  bad 
seasons  which  had  been  the  first  and 
main  cause.  He  fully  admitted  that  the 
foundation  of  our  prosperity  was  the  sw^ 
oessful  ecmdition  of  t^rieoltnre.  When 
it  was  not  prosperous  no  etiher  indnstiy 
was  healthy.  But  the  questton  he  wished 
to  ask  was  this.  So  far  as  the  distress 
was  preventable,  had  Parliament  done 
ite  duty  f  He  unhesitatingly  said  it  had 
oome  far  short  of  it.  It  had  been  ui^ed 
in  vain  that  the  Land  Laws  should  be 
altered,  ^e  laws  afifecting  settled  pro- 
perty moderoized,  and  obstructions  to 
free  sale  and  cultivation  removed.  They 
had  passed  the  Agricultural  Holdings 
Act  in  such  a  form  that  it  had  been 
looked  upon  as  the  greatest  sham  ever 
oflPered  to  the  people  of  this  country ;  and 
gentlemen  identttied  with  it  were  inraet- 
ing  that  it  should  be  made  real  and  ope- 
rative. He  confeesed  he  was  suia;ttoious 
of  measures  for  the  agricultural  interest 
proposed  by  Her  Majesty's  Opposition, 
for  a  long  period  in  that  House  and  the 
country  they  had  asked  for  the  repeal  of 
tlieMaltTax  in  theiuterestof  agriculture; 
and,  now  that  it  had  been  repealed,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Oxfordshire  ( Mr.  E.  W. 
Harcourt)  came  forward  to  say  it  had  re- 
duced the  price  of  the  better  class  of 
barley;  and  that  might  be  trtie,  because 
the  former  fictitious  value  could  not  be 
maintained.  Subventions  from  the  Con- 
solidated Fund  in  relief  of  local  burdens 
would  be  fallacious  as  a  panacea  for  the 
distress  of  farmers,  for  it  would  be  taken 
advantage  of  by  landlords  to  raise  their 
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rents ;  and  commerce  was  so  dependent 
upon  af^iculture,  the  two  were  bo  iden- 
tified, that  he  should  be  sorry  to  see  the 
farmers  misled.  If  the  advice  of  Cobden 
and  Stuart  Mill  had  been  followed  in  a 
serious  spirit  before  the  distress  came 
there  would  hare  been  infinitely  le^s 
BuEFering.  Landlords  returned  1 0  or  20 
per  cent  of  their  rents,  but  they  main- 
tained the  exorbitant  rents  nominally, 
hoping  to  exact  them,  and  thus  the  far- 
mers liad  their  capital  wasted  before 
they  came  into  close  quarters  with  the 
landlords.  It  was  said,  since  the  passing 
of  the  Settled  Land  Bill,  owners  willing 
to  sell  could  find  no  buyers ;  but  if  the 
measure  had  been  passed  some  years 
ago,  buyers  would  have  been  found  at 
good  prices.  He  oonfessed  to  having  a 
deep  interest  in  the  farmers  of  this  coun- 
try. He  was  largely  engaged  in  manu- 
facturing in  the  East  of  England,  and 
he  knew  those  interests  were  profitless 
unless  agriculture  was  in  a  state  of  pros- 
perity. He  was,  therefore,  anxious  that 
something  should  be  done  for  agricul- 
ture. The  landlord  ought  to  take  over 
ft  share  of  the  difficulties,  and  the  neoes- 
ttties  of  the  case  would  oblige  them  to 
offer  to  their  tenants  such  mcilities  as 
would  give  the  intelligent  former  an  op- 
portunity of  recovering  his  position.  It 
was  from  the  operation  of  the  Land  Act 
of  last  Session,  supplemented  by  other 
measures,  that  the  farmer  must  expect 
prosperity.  He  hoped  the  agricultural 
interiest  would  apeak  out  in  that  direction, 
so  as  to  find  some  practical  remedies,  in- 
stead of  advocating  ench  proposals  as  a 
reversal  of  Free  Trade  policy.  As  to 
the  tithe,  he  regarded  it  as  a  burden, 
not  upon  the  farmer,  but  upon  the  land. 
It  was  a  eort  of  second  rent-charge,  and 
if  the  farmers  were  relieved  from  the 
payment  of  it  they  would  be  called  upon 
to  pay  an  increase  of  rent  to  a  oorre- 
sponding  extent  directly  to  their  land-  i 
lords.  The  real  question  to  consider  was 
whether  the  amount  paid  in  tithes  was 
appropriated  in  th.e  best  form,  in  order 
to  meet  the  national  necessities.  In  his 
opinion  the  farmers  were  entitled  to  ask 
that  there  should  be  some  re-adjustment 
of  the  syetem  of  tithes ;  and  he  believed 
that  at  no  Tety  distant  date  some  pro* 
position  would  be  submitted  to  Parlia- 
ment on  the  subject.  If  farmera  were 
to  have  relief  of  public  burdens,  it  must 
be  by  economical  expenditure.  He  could 
only  marvel  that  hon.  Uembere,  eepe- 

Mr.  lUingmrth 


Antwat  h  Her  S44 

cially  those  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House,  could  assist  in  voting  such  large 
sums  of  money  for  the  Army  and  Navy 
and  for  enterprizes  abroad,  while  they 
themselves  had  to  come  to  Parliament 
as  beggars  willing  to  accept  a  few  pounds 
almost  in  any  form.  Parliament  ought 
to  be  courageous  in  checking  the  ruinous 
public  expenditure  in  which  we  had  been 
engaged  of  late  years,  for  it  was  only  in 
this  way  that  the  public  burdens  could 
bo  lightened.  He  believed  that  local 
burdens  were  heavier  in  the  towns  of 
the  North  than  in  the  agricultural  dis- 
tricts. In  his  own  borough  they  had  a 
poor  rate  of  i»,  7d.  in  the  pound,  and 
yet  they  did  not  begrudge  the  education 
rate,  because  it  was  regarded  as  the 
wisest  possible  expenditure.  What  they 
did  begrudge  was  the  taxation  for  pri- 
sons and  gaols.  He  would  ask  the 
Government  to  look  into  the  licence 
question,  and  see  if  there  was  not  there 
a  large  useless  expenditure.  When  land- 
lords spoke  of  reducing  rents,  he  ven- 
tured to  say  that  in  the  North  of  England 
owners  of  property  were  suffering  far 
more  than  the  owners  o£  land  during 
this  depression.  In  the  towns  of  the 
textile  industries  he  did  not  hesitate  to 
say  that  rents  had  gone  down  40  and  fiO 
per  cent. 

Mr.  BIDDELL  said,  that  he  thanked  . 
the  Government  for  their  promise  of  in- 
troducing a  Bill  for  the  payment  of 
agricultural  improvements,  though  he 
feared  that,  under  the  present  state  of 
thiuKs,  disimprovements  would  prevail. 
At  uie  same  time,  he  thought  that  an 
Act  might  be  so  drawn  that,  while  just 
to  all  parties,  it  would  be  generally 
beneficial.  But  there  was  some  danger 
of  their  goiug  too  far.  It  was  always 
argued  that  the  landlord  should  pay  for 
such  improvements ;  but  it  would  eventu- 
ally be  found  it  was  the  incoming  tenant 
who  paid  for  all.  Sagacious  land  agents 
first  bound  the  incoming  tenant  to  pay 
the  outgoer's  valuation,  which  would 
include  those  improvements.  In  that 
way  it  might  lead  to  entry  valuations— 
which  in  the  Eastern  Counties  were 
already  very  heavy — being  run  up  to  a 
most  crushing  extent.  Some  philoso- 
phers would  say,  let  the  parties  make 
their  own  agreements ;  but  it  should 
be  recollected  that  it  was  custom  they 
wanted  to  improve;  for  on  that  much 
of  their  agricultural  law  depended,  and 
custom  established  hundreds  of  ^ear^ 
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Bince  were  no  longer  adapted  to  deal 
equitably  with  modern  farming  pro- 
ceeding. Corn-growing  might  be  con- 
siderea  irrespectiye  of  the  personal  in- 
terests of  either  landlords  or  tenants. 
Was  it  the  nation's  interest  that  its 
dec^e,  as -in  late  years,  should  con- 
tinue? Tear  after  year  were  they  to 
become  more  dependent  upon  foreign 
supplies ;  and  tiiat  with  the  comporafiTe 
decline  of  their  Kavy?  f^noe  had 
already  nearly  an  equal  Navy  to  their 
own.  Suppose  th^  found  themselres  at 
war  with  ner,  and  another  Naral  Power 
—  say  Italy — could  they  then  main- 
tain a  free  course  for  their  bread  sup- 

Slies?  If  not,  would  tbere  not  be  great 
anger  of  their  being  starred  into  an 
ignominious  peace?  The  hon.  Members 
for  Bedfordshire  (Mr.  James  Howard) 
and  Cambridge  (Mr.  W.  Fowler)  inti- 
mated that  reductions  of  rent  would 
meet  the  case.  He  (Mr.  Biddell)  argued 
against  such  an  idea.  "What  was  most 
wanted  was  some  measure  which  would 
render  it  more  profitable  to  cultivate  the 
land  as  arable,  than  (dlowiog  it  to  re- 
lapse into  pastnre,  or,  as  some  persons 
called  it,  prairie  land.  He  himself  had 
let  land  at  such  a  reut  as  it  was  worth  to 
feed,  reducing  it  firomSO*.  to  1 0#.per  acre. 
When  they  paid  their  butcher's  bills  let 
hon.  Members  be  aware  that  the  high 
prices  charged  arose  from  the  distressed 
farmers  having  sold  off  their  sheep, 
which,  from  want  of  capital,  they  could 
not  replace.  It  might  be  said — "  Let 
them  give  way  to  men  of  adequate  capi- 
tal." All  very  well ;  but  the  House 
had  BO  treated  the  land  that  capitalists 
would  have  nothing  to  do  with  it.  If 
any  hon.  Members  opposite  wished  to 
show  the  farmers  how  capital  could  be 
safely  put  into  the  land,  he  would  under- 
take to  find  them  thousandsof  acres  of  land 
to  operate  upon.  Alluding  to  the  remarlu 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr. 
niingworth),  he  (Mr.  Biddell)  thanked 
him  for  the  admission  as  to  the  depres- 
sion, for  the  last  few  years,  of  the  mann- 
&ctaring  interests.  It  was  dear,  then, 
that  what  was  called  Free  Trade  did 
not  bring  them  at  all  times  prosperity. 
He  hoped  the  time  was  near  when  they 
would  oe  able  to  give  that  subject  their 
impartial  consideration,  for  the  general 
in»tuation  for  an  abstract  idea— for  at 
present  it  was  nothing  else — had  pre- 
vrated  them  doing  so  hitherto.  For  his 
par^  if  the  hon.  Member  for  Bradford 


would  propose  a  small  import  duty  on 
woollen  manufactures,  for  whioh  his  con- 
stituents were  famous,  he  (Mr.  Biddell) 
would  second  it.  The  hon.  Member  had 
intimated  that  the  farmers  should  be 
thankful  for  the  repeal  of  the  Malt  Tax. 
He  (Mr.  Biddell)  asked  why;  for  tiie 
(Government  had  only  changed  its  name 
and  place  of  oolleetion.  There  now 
existed  a  greater  tax  between  him,  as  a 
barl^  grower,  and  his  customers,  the 
beer  drinkers,  than  there  was  b^tne. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Bedfordshire  had 
intimated  that  the  Oimservatives  wished 
to  relieve  their  local  burdens  by  putting 
a  tax  upon  stook-in*  trade.  He  (Mr. 
Biddell)  repudiated  any  such  idea ;  what 
he  wished  to  see  was  local,  and  he 
might  say  Imperial  taxation,  based 
upon,  and  be  assessed  according  to,  the 
means  of  those  from  whom  they  were 
collected.  That  such  was  not  t&e  cass 
he  would  show  by  citing  the  works  of 
the  hon.  Member,  whioh  were  probably 
rated  upon  £500  or  £600  a-year.  A 
farmer's  profits  near  by,  assessed  upon  a 
like  basis,  could  not  be  compared  to 
those  of  the  iron  works,  and  yet  they 
contributed  equally.  Again,  in  regard 
to  labour,  the  iron  works  used  up  10 
times  the  labour  the  £Eirmer  did.  Yet, 
in  the  case  of  old  age,  or  from  disable- 
ment  by  accident,  when  any  of  those 
workmen  required  pecuniary  assistanoe, 
the  farmer  contributed  equally  with  the 
owner  of  the  iron  works.  The  Cabinet, 
in  discussing  this  subject,  seemed  to  him 
(Mr.  Biddell)  like  doctors,  who,  instead 
of  considering  how  best  to  ui>Iiold  and 
maintain  their  patient  in  this  world, 
discussed  how  he  oould  beet  be  buried. 
Instead  of  considering  how  beet  the 
farmers  could  be  enabled  to  continue  in 
their  operations,  Government  had. spent 
its  time  in  considering  in  what  way  they 
had  better  leave.  But,  in  conoluuon,  he 
would  remark  that  whatever  their  mea- 
sure might  be  it  would  hare  his  most 
impartial  consideration. 

Mr.  ABTHUB  ABNOLD  said,  there 
could  be  no  doubt  of  the  reality  and 
urgency  of  the  present  agricultural  dis- 
tress. The  time  was  ripe  for  considera- 
tion of  county  government  and  local 
taxation.  One  of  the  great  advantages 
to  be  obtained  would  be  uniformity  of 
assessment  among  the  Unions  in  every 
county.  In  London  they  had  this  great 
benefit.  The  only  part  of  the  Empire  in 
which  there  was  established  by  legislation 
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a  uniformity  of  assessment  was  in  the 
32  Unions  of  the  Metropolitan  district. 
What  was  wanted  in  the  country  was 
one  and  the  same  basis  for  local  and 
Imperial  taxation,  and  he  regretted  on 
that  account  that  the  County  Guvern- 
ment  Bill  was  not  a  leading  part  of  the 

Erogramme  of  the  Government,  because 
e  regarded  the  development  of  local 
government  as  the  key  to  many  of  the 
problems  which  the  Opposition  were 
trying  to  solve  in  other  ways.  He 
thought  that  the  last  speaker  (Mr.  Bid- 
dell)  hod  pointed  to  a  most  important 
branch  of  the  subject,  and  he  should 
have  been  exceedingly  glad  if  the  Go- 
TWnmeDthad  been  able  to  see  their  way 
to  introduce  a  Bill  dealing  with  county 
government  and  taxation.  That  ques- 
tion was  really  muoh  more  urgent  than 
that  of  a  Municipality  for  London,  which 
only  concerned  the  Metropolitan  popula- 
tion. The  prooeedioge  of  that  House 
would  have  been  of  a  far  more  satis- 
factory and  substantial  character  were 
Buch  a  Bill  to  be  introduced.  He 
could  not  but  fear  that  there  was 
a  reluctance  in  some  quarters  to  ex- 
tend fUIly  and  fairly  the  electorate  in 
the  counties.  In  the  boroughs  every 
elector  had  a  vote  for  the  local  govern- 
ment,  and  if  that  principle  were  ex- 
tended to  the  counties  it  would  give  the 
greatest  satisfaction.  He  found  that, 
according  to  what  had  been  laid  down 
by  Sir  John  Lambert,  the  total  amount 
of  the  poor  rate  in  the  rural  sanitary 
districts  was  a  little  over  £3,000,000 
sterling,  and  that  the  average  charge 
upon  the  rural  sanitary  districts  for  poor 
rate,  county  rate,  police  rate,  highway 
rate,  and  school  board  rate  was  3«.  Id. 
in  the  pound.  It  would  not  be  possible, 
therefore,  for  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin)  to  say  that 
charges  of  that  sort  were  excessive. 
The  question,  however,  whether  the  area 
of  charge  should  not  be  widened  was 
deserving  of  the  attention  of  Parliament. 
Before  he  sat  down  he  would  refer  to 
tiie  dejvession  of  agriculture.  If  hon. 
Members  were  disposed  to  complain  that 
no  sympiathetio  allusion  had  b«en  made 
to  the  subject  in  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne,  he  thought  they  should  remem- 
ber that  Buoh  ao  allusion  had  been  made 
at  the  olose  of  last  Session  with  refer- 
ence to  the  past  harvest.  As  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Baronet  who  had  brought 
forward  the  subject  (Sir  Walter  B.  Bart- 
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telot)  had  said,  there  could  be  no  doubt 
that  our  requirements  for  foreign  corn 
would  be  lees  by  £9.000,000.  It  there- 
fore appeared  to  him  that  the  allusion 
of  Her  Majesty  in  the  Speech  at  the 
close  of  last  Session  to  the  improved 
prospects  of  agriculture  was  absolutely 
true.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet 
had  also  said  that  there  had  been  a 
great  reduction  of  rent.  That  was  no 
doubt  true,  but.  there  had  previously 
been  a  great  rise  in  rent.  Kir  James 
Oaird  had  mentioned  as  one  of  the  causes 
of  the  existing  agricultural  depression 
the  undue  rise  in  rents  which  had  taken 
place  within  the  last  20  years,  and  that 
from  1H67  to  1877  that  rise  had  been 
no  less  than  11^  per  cent.  As  to  the 
measure  for  the  prevention  of  floods,  it 
should  not  be  forgotten  that  attempts 
last  year  to  deal  with  the  subject  were 
met  with  obstructive,  or  at  least  dilatory, 
tactics  on  the  part  of  hon.  Members  who 
eat  on  both  sides  of  the  House. 

Mb  STAVELEY  HILL  said,  that 
they  must  put  on  one  side  the  bad  sea- 
sons, to  which  the  distress  in  agriculture 
was  undoubtedly  mainly  due,  and  con- 
sider whether  there  was  anything  in  the 
law,  as  it  existed  at  the  present  time, 
which  injuriously  affected  the  persons 
engaged  in  agriculture,  or  which  pressed 
upon  agriculture  itself.  This  they  had  to 
consider  with  reference  to  three  classes 
-^the  landlords,  the  tenants,  and  the  la- 
bourers.  The  hon.  Member  for  Bradford 
(Mr.  Illingworth)  had  said  that  very  little 
bad  been  said  about  the  Settled  Estates 
Act,  thereby  inferring  that  hon.  Gentle- 
men on  that  (the  Conservative)  side  of 
the  House  were  dissatisfied  with  it.  He 
(Mr.  Staveley  Hill)  most  etrongly  denied 
that  such  was  the  case.  If  the  hon. 
Member  had  been  there  at  the  time 
when  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Sussex 
(Mr.  Gregory)  was  discussing  that  Act, 
he  would  have  heard  that  it  was  looked 
upon  on  that  side  of  the  Houee  as  very 
beneficial ;  indeed,  one  of  tiie  most  bene- 
ficial Acts  that  had  been  passed.  It  was 
scarcely  charged  against  the  present 
system  that  rents  were  excessive ;  and, 
oertainly,  no  rents  could  possibly  con- 
tinue which  made  land  difficult  to  hold 
for  agricultural  purposes.  It  was  gensf 
rally  felt,  also,  that  it  was  neither  for  the 
benefit  of  the  owner  himself,  still  less 
for  the  tenant,  and  least  of  all  for  the 
general  public,  the  consumers  of  the 
produce  of  the  soil,  ttiat  any  man  should 
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continue  in  that  ownership  when  he  had 
not  the  means  to  hold  it  either  for  the 
benefit  of  himself  or  of  others.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford  had  regretted  that 
this  Aot  bad  not  come  into  operation  at 
an  earlier  date,  as  it  might  hare  enabled 
tiioee  who  had  accumulated  capital  in 
trade  to  diepoaaeas  the  present  owners 
and  become  themselres  landed  pro- 
prietors by  puTofaase.  He  was  afraid 
that  in  that  ease  the  pnrohaeera  would 
be  atiU  more  diBsattsfied  than  the  origi- 
nal owners.  It  was  not  necesaary  to  say 
mneh  abont  the  f^j^cultural  laboarers, 
as  there  was  not  in  the  country  any 
working  man  who  was  in  a  better  posi- 
tion. He  had  better  wages,  relatively, 
than  any  other  working  man ;  and  on 
many  estates  he  had  been  put  in  pos- 
ftession  of  an  improved  cottage  and  an 
improved  garden.  There  was  not  a 
farmer  who  had  not  found  oat  that  if  he 
wanted  to  keep  a  good  labourer  he  had 
to  give  him  a  good  cottage  and  a  good 
garden,  and  he  would  be  loth  to  leave. 
To  come  then  to  the  question  of  the 
law  as  it  affected  tenants,  with  re- 
ference to  the  passage  in  Her  Ma- 
jesty's gradons  Speech  which  announced 
that  the  tenant  was  to  have  oompen- 
aation  for  unexhausted  improvements, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  had 
characterized  the  Agrioultoral  Holdings 
Act  of  ]  876  as  sham  or  bogus  legisla- 
tion ;  but,  instead  of  its  being  so,  he 
(Mr.  Staveley  Hill)  believed  that  that 
Act  was  a  much  needed  and  most  useful 
measure;  for,  among  other  things,  it 
substituted  for  custom,  which  it  was 
difficult  to  ascertain,  something  that  was 
fixed  and  definite,  according  to  which, 
in  the  absence  of  any  written  agreement, 
the  outgoing  tenant  should  be  compen- 
sated for  his  unexhausted  improvements. 
In  connection  with  that  question,  it  must 
be  remembered  that  it  was  a  very  diffi- 
cult one.  In  aMessing  the  compensation 
to  be  paid  to  an  ont^ing  tenant,  it  was 
necessary  to  guard  against  fraud  on  his 
part,  noUiing  being  easier  tban*for  him 
to  inoduce  Touchers  for  manuring  and 
other  operations  which  he  had  never 
carried  out,  and  we  must  guard  also 
against  crippling  the  incoming  tenant 
by  making  too  la^e  an  assessment. 
One  Amendment,  however,  he  was  pre- 
pared to  adopt  as  to  the  Aot  of  187A,  for 
he  thought  that  when  they  had  adopted 
what  they  considered  the  very  best  sys- 
tsm  of  compensation  for  tho  outing 


tenant,  they  should  say  to  every  tenant, 
*'  You  ought  always  to  have  the  advan- 
tage of  that,"  no  matter  whether  ttiere 
was  an  agreement  between  the  landlord 
and  tenant  or  not.  Upon  another  ques- 
tion— that  of  oontagious  diseases — it  had 
been  suggested  that  infected  animals 
should  be  slaughtered  at  the  port  of 
embarkation ;  but  that  was  not  the  law 
under  the  Contagious  Piseases  (Animals) 
Act,  1878.  That  Aot  provided  for  tiie 
slaughter  of  animals  at  the  port  or  wharf 
of  disembarkation ;  and  the  Privy  Ooun- 
oil  could  go  no  further  than  that.  He 
could  not,  therefore,  see  how  the  em- 
barkation of  infected  animals  could  be 
prevented — only,  indeed,  by  insisting 
upon  a  quarantine  at  the  port  of  em- 
barkation— while  he  was  ready  to  admit 
that  their  slaughter  upon  their  arrival 
here  was  not  altogether  efi'ective  as  a 
preventive  of  the  spread  of  disease. 
Every  precaution,  however,  should  be 
taken  by  means  of  proper  disinfection 
against  drovers  and  ouers  conveying 
infection  in  their  clothes.  He  was  glad 
to  hear  the  hon.  Member  for  Bradford 
admit  that  trade  and  agriculture  were  so 
closely  connected  that  the  misfortunes 
which  affected  the  one  affected  the  other. 
What  they  wanted  was  a  good  home 
market;  but  he  did  not  see  how  Uiey 
could  have  tiiat  unless  trade  was  pros- 
perous, and  trade  could  never  prosper 
until  they  had  a  free  exit  for  their 
manufactures,  'which  at  present  had 
to  encounter  prohibitory  tariffs  abroad. 
The  most  recent  Beport  on  Trade  and 
Oommerce  announced  that  the  tariffs 
of  all  the  countries  of  Europe  were 
being  maintained,  and  most  of  those 
countries  were  actually  increasing  their 
tariffs.  He  believed  that  the  protective 
system  of  foreign  countries,  by  closing 
their  markets  to  our  manufactures,  was 
at  the  bottom  of  our  agricultural  as  well 
as  of  our  trading  diffiouities.  We  had 
had  a  trial  of  Free  Trade  for  nearly  40 
years,  and  were  as  far  as  ever  from  the 
result  hoped  for  by  Mr.  Oobden.  The 
time  had,  therefore,  in  his  opinion, 
arrived  when  it  was  necessary  to  say 
that  unless  other  countries  relaxed  their 
tariff  this  country  would  retaliate  by 
increasing  its  tariff.  In  that  view,  it 
was  desirable  to  bring  together  the 
Mother  Country  and  the  Colonies  under 
a  system  of  mutual  tariff  relations  which 
would  induce  them  to  lower  their  tariffs 
upon  our  manufactures,  by  placing  duties 
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on  the  produiM  of  foreign  oounbies 
which  those  Colonies  could  supply. 

Me.  J.  "W.  BAECLAT  eaid,  he  had 
no  intention  of  detaining  the  House  with 
comments  on  t^e  present  unfortunate 
condition  of  the  agricultural  interest. 
That  condition  was,  he  thought,  admitted 
on  all  hands ;  and  the  gi'eat  object 
for  the  House  to  consider  was,  what 
legislation  might  take  place ;  what  steps 
the  House  might  take  in  endeavouring, 
as  far  aa  possible,  to  relieve  the  depres* 
sion  from  which  that  interest  suffered. 
He  thanked  Her  Majesty's  Government 
for  having  undertaken  to  deal  with  the 
question,  and  wished  to  impress  upon 
the  Hoose  the  necesaity  for  dealing  with 
it,  and  dealing  with  it  quickly,  no  less 
in  the  interests  of  the  landl(wd  than 
in  tiiB^  of  the  tenant  farmer.  If,  as 
was  tho  case,  the  capital  of  the  tenant 
farmer  had  been  gradually  melting 
away,  the  rents  of  the  landlords  had 
been  gradually  foiling  off,  and.  that 
state  of  things  could  not  continue. 
The  bnger  delay  in  putting  the  condi- 
tion of  agriculture  on  a  just  footing, 
the  greater  would  be  the  difficulty  of 
the  raising  it  out  of  its  depressed  con- 
dition. He  had  listened  with  great  in- 
terest to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  who  had  introduced 
this  subject  to  the  House  (Sir  Walter  B. 
Barttelot) ;  and  he  had  been  surprised 
to  find  that,  although  he  had  dwelt  upon 
the  difficulties  of  &e  pteeent  situation, 
he  had  had  no  practical  su^estion  to 
offer  as  a  remedy  fat  Uie  state  of  affairs. 
He  did  not  think  that  any  shifting  of 
local  taxation  would  be  of  real  use  or 
benefit  to  the  cause  of  agrieulture ;  be- 
cause, although  by  that  process  they 
might  nominally  reduce  these  burdens, 
the  money  must  be  paid  out  of  acommon 
fund,  to  which  the  farmers  and  others 
mnst  oontribnte.  So  far  as  he  had 
looked  into  the  question  of  local  sub- 
sidies, it  seemed  to  him  farmers  had  been 
relieved  of  1«.  by  the  payment  out  of 
another  pocket  of  U,  Zd.  Notwith- 
standing the  subsidies  to  the  police, 
which  had  taken  place  in  Scotiand  as 
well  as  in  England,  the  people  in  Scot- 
land were  paying  little  leas  for  police 
now  than  they  did  30  yeara  ago.  It  was 
quite  true,  aa  had  been  said,  that  de- 
terioration waa  setting  in,  and  the  con- 
dition of  the  country  getting  worse  and 
worse,  and  what  they  had  to  consider 
was  how  far  legislation  could  remedy 
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thtB  state  of  matters.  BeCarence  had 
been  made  to  one  cause  in  addition 
to  the  bad  seasone,  and  that  waa  that 
the  amount  of  capital  applied  to  the 
cultivation  of  the  soil  was  much  leas 
than  formerly,  and  was  getting  less  year 
by  year,  and  what  had  become  of  the 
capital  ?  No  small  part  of  it  had  been  ab- 
sorbed by  the  landlords  in  unduly  high 
and  excessive  rents,  and  for  this  they  were 
indebted,  to  a  very  large  extent,  to  the 
existenae  of  the  Law  of  Distraint.  There 
was  no  doubt  whatever  that  that  law  pre- 
sented atemptation  to  the  landlord  totako 
a  tenant  with  insufficient  capital,  and  so 
increased  the  number  of  competitors  for 
a  farm;  and  as  increased  oompetitioa 
meant  higher  prioea,  farmers  had  in 
this  way  been  called  opon  to  pay  higher 
rents  than  were  the  fair  market  price. 
The  first  thin^  towards  redress,  Uiere- 
fore,  in  his  opinion,  would  be  the  total 
abolition  of  the  Law  of  Distraint.  That 
would  produce  a  considerable  fall  in 
rents,  and  remove  one  grievance  of 
which  farmers  jusUy  complained.  With 
regard  to  the  snggestion  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  who  had  just 
spoken  (Mr.  Staveley  Hilt),  he  (Mr. 
J.  W.  Barclay)  entirely  repudiated,  for 
himself  and  for  the  Scotch  tenant 
fanners,  the  idea  of  a  return  to  Frot^ 
tion,  or  "  Fair  Trade,"  which  waa  the 
same  thing  in  disguise.  If  they  were 
going  to  have  a  duty  upon  corn,  they 
muBt  have  a  duty  on  all  kinds  of  seeds  ; 
and  if  the  farmers  were  going  to  get 
araross  store  cattle,  thw  would  have  to 
feed  them  upon  taxed  seed,  and  there 
would  be  no  profit  in  that  direction. 
Some  hon.  Menu>ere  had  aaid  they  must 
take  care  not  to  overburden  the  incom- 
ing  tenant.  He  presumed  the  outgoing 
tenaut  was  only  to  be  compensated  for 
such  improvements  as  had  increased  the 
value  of  the  holding,  and  it  would  be  a 
great  advantage  to  the  incoming  tenant 
to  get  the  farm  in  good  condition,  al- 
though he  paid  a  considerable  sum  for 
it.  With  regard  to  the  Bill  promised 
by  the  Government,  if  the  House  had 
made  up  its  mind  to  give  compensation 
for  improvements,  there  would  be  no 
great  difficulty  in  establishing  the  prin- 
oiplea  on  which  it  ought  to  be  done. 
The  principles  to  be  embodied  were — 

(1)  That  the  tenant  farmer  be  com- 
pensated fully  for  Buoh  inoreaaed  value 
as  he  may  have  given  to  his  holding; 

(2)  that  the  value  of  the  improvements 
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ia  the  increased  valae  of  the  holding 
to  his  successor,  due  to  his  improre- 
ments;  and  (3)  that  the  amount  of  in- 
oreaeed  Talue  be  settled  by  arbitration. 
Of  coarse,  he  was  willing  that  oorre- 
sponding  compensation  should'  be  given 
to  the  landlord  in  cane  of  deterioration, 
and  he  should  give  stringent  powers  to 
the  landlord  to  interfere  when  deterio- 
ration was  going  on.  If  those  prin- 
ciples were  conceded,  there  would  be 
no  great  difficulty  in  framing  a  satisfac- 
tory Bill,  fiat  if  they  took  the  basis 
of  expenditure  by  the  tenant,  the  prin- 
ciple adopted  in  tihe  Agricaltnral  Hold- 
ings Acti  they  would  be  lauded  in  a 
mase.  Such  a  measure  would  be  a  satis- 
iactory  neither  to  the  landlord  nor  to 
the  tenant,  beeause  there  would  be 
great  uncertainty  and  scope  for  fraud. 
He  thought  the  principle  of  basing 
the  compensation  on  the  increased  value 
of  the  improvements  was  the  only 
one  which  was  at  once  practical  and 
would  secure  justice  and  fairness  to  all 
parties.  He  strongly  recommended  the 
Government,  if  they  were  not  prepared 
to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  carry  out  fully  the 
demands  of  the  tenant  farmers,  not  to 
introduce  a  Bill  at  all ;  because  a  Bill 
which  did  not  go  far  enough  would 
create  disturbance  without  conferring 
benefit.  If  the  Agricultural  Holdings 
Aofc  had  been  made  compulsory  at  the 
time  it  was  passed,  he  thought  the  state 
of  matters  would  not  be  neariy  so  bad 
to-day  as  it  was.  They  could  not  ex- 
pect farmoB  to  expend  their  capital  and 
energy  until  they  were  quite  certain 
they  would  reap  the  full  fruits  of  the 
application  of  that  capital  and  that 
energy.  If  the  Government  were  going 
to  bring  in  a  Bill,  it  ought  to  be  a  com- 
prehensive Bill,  and  one  that  would  go 
far  to  settle  the  question  for  many  years 
to  come — a  measure  which  would  be 
•uffieiently  broad  to  inspire  confidence 
in  the  farmer  and  stimulate  him  to  re- 
newed exertions,  and,  at  the  same  time, 
attract  outside  capital  to  farming.  It 
would  be  far  better  for  the  landlords  of 
England  to  accede,  fully  and  freely,  an 
adequate  measure  of  compensation,  than 
to  go  about  it  in  a  niggardly  way,  try- 
ii^  with  how  little  they  could  put  off 
the  tenants'  just  demands.  Farmers, 
nnder  Bwik  cnreumstanoeSf  would  not  be 
encouraged  to  make  ^e  effort  whioh 
was  necessary  to  compete  with  the 
greatly  reduced  prices  of  all  cereals  due 
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to  the  increased  facilities  of  transport 
from  abroad.  He  hoped  the  noble 
Marquess  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  (the  Marquees  of  Hartihgton),  if 
he  replied,  would  indicate  when  the  Bill 
would  be  introduced,  because  it  could 
not  be  introduced  a  day  too  soon,  in  the 
interests  not  only  of  agriculture,  but  of 
the  country. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HART  DYKE  said, 
that  he  trusted  he  might  be  allowed  to 
trespass  on  the  patience  of  the  House 
in  order  to  make  a  few  observations. 
Before  speaking  to  the  question,  how- 
ever, he  desired  to  make  a  personal  ex- 
planation. Some  few  weeks  ago,  when 
addressing  a  meeting  in  the  country,  he 
quoted  fromaepeechliehadBeen  reported 
in  a  local  paper,  representing  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bedfordshire  (Mr.  James 
Howard)  as  having  recommended  tenant 
farmers,  with  regard  to  agitation,  to 
take  a  leaf  out  of  the  book  of  the  Irish 
tenant  farmers.  Since  quoting  that 
speech  he  had,  in  a  personal  interview, 
been  assured  by  the  hon.  Member  that 
he  had  been  misreported,  and  that  ho 
said  and  meant  exactly  the  contrary  to 
that  which  had  been  attributed  to  him. 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  (Sir  Wil- 
liam Hart  Dyke)  took  that,  the  earliest, 
opportunity  of  setting  the  matter  right 
by  withdrawing  every  word  he  had  said 
in  reference  to  the  mierepoxted  obs»va- 
tion  of  the  hon.  Member.  The  Queen's 
Speech  was  an  able  doonment  in  one 
sense,  for  in  it  the  Government  avoided 
some  dan^ferous  questions,  and  skated 
over  tiiethtn  ice  with  marvellous  dexterity^, 
The  complaints  which  bad  been  made 
from  that  side  of  the  House  of  the  almost 
total  absence  of  any  reference  to  agri- 
cultural matters  in  that  Speech  had  been 
more  than  justified  ;  and  he  thought  the 
agriculture  interest  had  good  cause  of 
complaint  against  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment on  that  subject,  seeing  the 
many  professions  which  they  had  made. 
A  miserable  paragraph  of  a  line  and  a 
quarter  referring  to  compensation  for 
unexhausted  improvements,  as  to  whioh, 
perhaps,  hon.  Members  on  both  sides 
of  the  House  bad  given  pledges  which 
they  would  not  have  given  if  they  had 
had  the  opportunity  of  going  into  the 
question  more  fully  than  they  had  done. 
No  doubt,  as  an  abstract  propoution, 
it  was  right  and  fair  that  the  tenant 
should  have  absolute  security  for  the 
capital  he  invested  in  his  holding ;  but 
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the  Tery  representatiTe  Oommittee  which 
sat  upon  this  subject  last  SessioQ  found 
that  it  was  surrounded  with  difficulties. 
He,  however,  would  say  that,  bo  far  as 
he  and  his  Friends  were  ooDcerned,  the 
Bill  of  the  Government  would  receive 
fair  and  candid  consideration.  So  long  as 
the  Bill  dealt  fairly  and  justly  with  the 
question  of  improvementB,  and  so  long 
as  it  sought  to  encourage  the  develop- 
ment of  capital,  it  would  receive  his 
support ;  but  if,  as  was  hinted  in  some 
quarters,  and  by  the  hnn.  Gentleman 
irho  last  sat  down  (Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay), 
this  Bill  was  deugned  to  hand  over  to 
tbe  tenant  fann«r  a  tenant  rigbt  which 
he  did  not  now  possess,  and  for  which 
notbii^  was  to  be  paid  in  return,  and  to 
band  it  to  him  at  the  expense  of  the 
landlord,  such  a  proposal  would  meet 
with  his  strenuous  opposition,  and  that 
of  his  Friends  also.  If  the  tenant  were 
given  a  fictitious  interest  which  did  not 
now  exist,  there  would  spring  up  an 
unhealthy  competition  for  land,  with  the 
inevitable  consequence  of  an  increase  in 
rent.  A  measure  in  that  direction  would 
be  no  boon  to  tenant  farmers.  There 
TX'as  all  the  more  reason  fur  disappoiot- 
ment  that  the  subject  of  local  burdens 
was  not  mentioned  in  tfaeQueen'e  Speech, 
because,  last  year,  the  rigbt  hou.  Gentle- 
man the  Prime  Minister,  in  reply  to  an 
influential  deputation,  manifested  a  dis- 
position to  deal  with  the  matter  in  a 
broad  and  generous  spirit.  It  was  almost 
like  laughing  at  tenant  farmers  to  pro- 
mise them  uiat  they  should  have  ab- 
solute security  and  compensation  for  the 
capital  they  might  invest  in  the  soil, 
while  they  were  left  pressed  down  by 
the  weight  of  grievous  local  burdens 
unredressed;  in  that  way  perpetuating 
this  hydra-headed  monster,  which  de- 
voured the  capital  which  might  otherwise 
be  placed  upon  the  soil.  It  was  like  pat- 
ting the  cart  before  the  horse  to  deal  with 
the  question  in  this  manner.  The  diffi- 
culties of  the  farmers  were  aggravated 
by  the  position  in  which  they  stood  with 
regard  to  sheep  and  catlle,  and  their 
liabiiity  to  have  their  flooks  and  herds 
subjected  to  the  ravages  of  disease. 
But  they  were  determined,  in  season  and 
out  of  season,  to  keep  pflKging  away  at 
this  question  of  local  burdens  until 
they  got  some  redress.  Indeed,  from 
the  experience  of  the  past  two  years,  it 
seemed  as  if  the  right  hon.  QentlemAn 
the  Yica  President  of  the  Oooncil  (Ur. 
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Mundella)  had  only  to  be  prenied  hard 
enough,  and  often  enongh,  to  be  ablet<^ 
secure  absolute  immunity  from  the  im- 
portation of  those  terrible  diseases  which 
created  so  muoh  disaster  to  the  agri- 
cultural community.  Looking  at  the 
jjrices  of  beef  at  New  York  and  in  this 
country,  we  ought  to  use  our  utmost  en- 
deavours to  prevent  the  possibility  of 
the  importation  of  those  diseases.  Ha 
could  not  agree  with  those  who  said  that 
the  sole  cure  for  agricultural  ills  was  a 
radical  change  is  the  Land  Laws;  and 
he  would  remind  hon.  Members  who 
held  that  opinion  that  by  the  Settled 
Estates  Aot  of  last  year  all  teaants  fox 
life  were  now  rendered,  ia  &ot.  real 
owners  of  their  estate  as  regards  im- 
provement! of  all  kinds,  and  could 
apply  capital  instead  of  inocHDO  jCur 
the  benefit  of  their  property.  He  bd- 
lieved  that  the  Act  had  done  more  good 
to  the  landed  interest  generally  than 
any  Act  which  had  been  passed  during 
the  present  century.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Bedfordshire  bed  talked  about  large 
remissions  of  rent,  and  not  rates,  being 
necessary;  but  he  would  remind  the 
boo.  Gentleman  that  considerable  re- 
missions of  rent  had  been  made  and 
were  still  going  on,  and  that  many  land- 
lords were  reduced  to  a  fourth  or  a 
sixth  of  their  former  incomes ;  and, 
more  than  that,  landlords  had  learnt 
that  it  was  necessary  to  deal  in  as  liband 
a  spirit  a^  possible  with  their  tenants. 
No  doubt,  also,  landlords  were  now  much 
more  inclined  to  take  a  good  tenant  at  a 
lees  rent  than  to  take  an  indifferent  ten- 
ant at  a  higher  rent.  He  looked  upon  the 
state  of  affairs  which  had  been  indicated 
on  all, sides  of  the  House,  as  regarded  the 
present  state  of  agriculture,  as  {ar  too 
grave  a  question  to  be  squabbled  about 
in  any  Forty  sense  whatever.  He  felt 
sure  that  the  Government  would  meet 
with  every  consideration  from  boa.  Gen- 
tlemen on  his  side  of  the  House  in 
dealing  with  that  very  difficult  problem ; 
and,  as  far  as  he  was  concerned,  he 
would  give  a  candid  examination  to 
their  measure  whenever  it  appeared, 
hoping  that  they  would  deal  with  the 
matter  in  a  fair,  just,  and  equitable 
spirit. 

Mb.  OOSOHEN  desired  to  say  one  or 
two  Tords  with  reference  to  the  sulgeot 
of  local  taxation.  Earlier  in  the  even- 
ing the  hon.  Member  for  South  Devon 
(Sir  Massey  Lopes)  had  complained  that 
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the  GoTmrrment  had  done  nflthing^  in 
regard  to  that  eabject,  and  had  made  no 
promise  in  the  SpeeCh  from  the  Throne. 
He  also  complained  that  there  vrere  in 
the  Speech  from  the  Throne  no  expres- 
sions of  sympathy  with  the  siiffi-rings 
of  the  agricaltural  interest.  He  (Mr. 
Qoschen)  confessed  that  he  should  think 
H  more  probaMe  that  the  agricultural 
interest  wonld  look  to  measures  men- 
fioned  in  the  Speech  rather  than  to  ap- 
pambt  irords  of  sympathy.  If  he  were 
a  farmer,  -he  vould  not  mind  the  ab- 
sence Af-  eloquent  expressions  of  s^m- 
pattiy;  if  he  fonnd  iii  Her  Majesty'9 
Speech  that  a  aubjebt  ivfaich  had  so  long 
exehiisecl  the  mind  6f  the  agricultural 
iDterfl&t;  and  to  which  so  large  a  portion 
of  tine  ^rfcultural  interest  attached  Tery 
Considerable  importance,  was  at  last  to 
be  dealt  with.  They  had  in  the  Qticeii^s 
Speech  an  announcement  that  a  Bill  was 
to  be  proposed  of  very  considerable  im- 
^ortMce — ^namely,  regulating  componea- 
tion  fotunexhausted improvementsj  and 
he  trusted  that  hen.  Members  opposite 
ironhl  not  do  the  (Jovernmont  the  injus- 
tice of  saying  that  they  had  neglected 
the  agricultaral  interest  when  they  num- 
bered among  the  measures  which  were 
to  be  proposed— and,  ho  trusted,  carried 
dttiiog  the  Sesaiou  one  of  such  great 
importance.  The  hon.  Sf  ember  for  South 
Dmnt  attached,  in  his  viewi  too  great 
importance  to  the  qaestion  of  the  relief 
of  leeal'taxation.  He  had  not  heard  from 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  any  answer  to 
the  question  put  to  them  as  to  how  many 
shilliDgB  per  acre  they  expected  to  be 
saved  to  the  tenant  and  the  landlord  by 
relief  from  local  taxation.  The  sum' of 
£1,300,000  had  been  given,  as  was  said 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Devon, 
in  r^ef  of  local'  taxation  during  the  late 
Admfnistration.  What  portion  of  that 
reKef  had  gone  to  the  aid  of  the  agritul- 
toral  interest  ?  He  should  like  to  ask, 
of  how  faiany  shillings  or  how  many 
pence  per  acre  had  the  fanner  been  re- 
lierad  b^^  the  measures  which  had  been 
paaeed  in  the  direction  of  sabventiona  f 
If  fhe  eompUint  against  the  present  (io- 
Temmient  was  that  they. had  not  pro- 
ceeded farther  on  tiie  lines  traced  out 
for  them  by  their  Fredecessora,  surely 
it  was  fi&v  to  ask  what  had  been  the 
result  of  the  snbventions  already  granted. 
No  doubt,  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  were 
entitled  to  set  off  against  the  relief  giren 
•ny  ad^tional  burdens  which  had  been 
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placed  on  landed  property;  buthowanted 
to  know  how  much  per  acre  wonld  the 
relief  have  been  to  the  farmer,  or  to  the 
farmer  and  the  owner  together,  if  there 
had  been  no  such  set-off  ?  Would  it  have 
been  1«.  an  acre;  and,  if  so,  would  that 
have  dealt  in  any  substantial  or  satisfac- 
tory way  with  the  grievances  alleged, 
and  with  the  suffering  which  undoubt- 
edly existed  ?  But,  more  than  that, 
what  had  been  the  consequence  to  the 
fsrmer  and  the  owner  of  that  relief? 
And  how  had  the  mone^  been  raised  b^ 
which  that  relief  was  given  to  the  agn- 
cultnr^  interest  P  Why,  by  additions 
to  the  Income  Tax ;  and  he  put  to  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite,  to  the  farmers,  and 
to  the  landowners,  this  question— How 
much  of  that  additional  Income  Tax  bad 
been  paid  by  the  farmers  and  by  the 
landowners  themselves  ?  Again,  the 
country  was  entitled  to  be  acquainted 
with  the  views  held  by  Members  who 
pressed  so  strongly  for  the  relief  of  local 
taxation  as  to  what  ought  to  be  the 
ultimato  nreasure  of  that  relief.  How 
many  shillings  per  acre  did  they  wish 
to  be  relieved  of,  or  could  they  be 
relieved  of,  by  proceeding  further  in 
the  direction  of  subventions;  and  in 
what  way  did  th^  think  it  would  be 
best  to  obtain  the  sum  that  would  be 
given  to  the  agricultural  interest?  That 
was  a  question  not  of  Party,  but  of 
equity.  He  was  not  protesting  against 
the  demand  for  relief;  but  if  he  was 
protesting  at  all,  he  was  protesting 
against  the  form  in  which  that  relief 
was  asked  for  at  the  present  moment ; 
and  he  wished  to  know  what  the  pro- 
gramme was  of  those  who  saw  the  chief 
remedies  for  agriculture  in  the  diminu- 
tion of  local  taxation.  How  many 
millions  could  they  be  relieved  of,  and 
what  proportion  would  that  bear  to  the 
rent  that  was  paid  by  the  farmer?  It 
was  perfectly  possible  that  there  was  a 
fair  claim  ibr  some  relief  and  some  re- 
adjustment; but,  holding  this  view,  he 
could  not  agree  with  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Devon  that  they  should  not 
consider  in  that  question  of  relief  the 
subject  of  reform  in  local  government. 
The  noble  Marquess  who  led  the  House 
told  them  those  two  subjects  ought  to 
proceed  together,  and  that  one  of  the 
first  questious  was  the  constitution  of 
the  body  which  wonld  administer  the 
funds.  He  trusted  that,  notwithstand- 
ing the  gi-i>at  pressure  of  Public  Basi'- 
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nosfl,  time  might  soon  be  found  to  deal 
with  that  most  important  question ;  and 
that  as  soon  as  they  had  County  Govern- 
ment  Mtablished  on  broad  and  perma- 
nent  lines,  the  whole  subject  of  local 
taxation  mif^fat  be  taken  up,  not  on  the,  to 
his  mind,  faJse  system  of  mere  Govern- 
ment subirentiona,  but  in  a  much  broader 
way.    The  entire  system  of  their  local 
finance  would  have  to  be  considered, 
and  it  would  be  best  done  when  they 
bad  bodies  to  whom  they  might  not  only 
intrust  the  distribution  of  those  funds, 
but  who  might  be  interested  in  the 
legislation  for  raising  those  funds.  He 
trusted  the  reply  would  not  be  made  to 
him  that  he  was  indifferent  to  the  claims 
of  the  agricultural  interest.    He  merely 
hoped  their  claims  would  be  examined  in 
an  eqiiitable  spirit,  and  that  it  would  be 
dealt  with  in  a  proper  way,  not  merely 
giving  relief  from  the  Consolidated  Fund 
to  a  certain  class,  and  then  taxing  that 
cwtain  class  almost  in  the  same  propor- 
tion, in  order  to  ma^e  up  the  deficit  in 
the  Consolidated  Fund.  .He  now  turned 
to  a  rather  difficult  and  abstruse  argu- 
ment, -and  he  did  not  know  that  the 
House  would  be  obliged  to  him  for 
introducing  the  topic.     Still,  it  was 
one  of  considerable  importance.  He 
had  asked  himself,  and  many  statis- 
ticians  and  eccmomists  had  asked  them- 
selves, wiiether  a  portion  of  the  agricul- 
tural depression — not  the  larger  part, 
which  all  admitted  to  be  due  to  the 
seasons,  but  whether  some  part  of  it — 
.  was  not  due  to  the  fact  that  there  was  a 
fall  in  the  price  of  almost  all  farm  pro- 
duce ezeept  cattle,  sheep,  butter,  cheese, 
and  commodities  of  that  kind?  His 
point  was  this — that,  as  the  result  of 
inquiries  that  were  now  b«ng  made,  it 
appeared  that  there  was — what  could 
Bcaroely  he  dmied — a  considerable  ap- 
preciation in  the  value  of  gold ;  and  that 
that  appreciation  in  the  value  of  gold 
had  had  a  general  effect  on  the  prices  of 
almost  all  commodities,  unless  there  were 
very  speoial  counteracting  circumstances. 
The  economists  argued  in  this  way.  They 
said  that  through  the  demonetization  of 
silver  in  Germany,  and  the  resumption 
of  specie  payments  in  America,  and 
other  causes,  some  £200,000,000  of  gold 
had  been  absorbed  that  would  not  other* 
wise  have  been  absorbed ;  and,  there- 
fore, they  came  to  the  conclusion  that, 
6  priori  it  would  be  likely  that  the 
value  of  gold  would  increase,  and  that 
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there  would  be  a  fall  in  prices  of 
commodities.  The  next  process  was 
to  examine  the  prices  of  commodi- 
ties, and  see  whether  experience  jus- 
tified that  conclusion,  whether  they 
took  ircm,  cotton,  wool,  leather,  or 
wheat,  the  same  rule  was  found  to  ex- 
tend over  the  whole  range  of  commo- 
dities— the  sorereign  had  appreciated  in 
price,  and  would  command  a  greater 
quantity  of  commodities,  or,  in  other 
words,  they  had  to  give  a  greater  quan- 
tity of  commodities  for  the  sam'e  amount 
of  gold.  The  reason  why  he  bad  intro- 
duced the  subject  was  that,  if  that  were 
so,  then  the  farmer  who  raised  a  cer- 
tain quLUtity  of  barley,  oats,  or  what- 
ever it  might  be,  received  for  them  a 
smaller  price  in  gold;  while,  on  the  other 
hand,  his  debts  for  rent,  payable  in 
gold,  remained  unchanged  ;  and,  on  the 
other  hand,  unless  at  the  name  time  the 
price  of  wages  had  fallen,  the  farmermust 
pay  the  same  price  for  his  labour.  If 
that  were  so— and  he  trusted  that  the 
House  would  see  that  he  did  not  wish  to 
dogmatize ;  he  only  put  it  forward  as  a 
matter  which  all  politicians  and  all  in- 
terested in  commerce,  in  agriculture, 
and  in  all  the  transactions  of  this  coun- 
try, ought  to  bear  in  mind — the  one 
natural  result  from  this  would  be  that 
rents  must  fall;  that  if  produce  from 
the,  land  sold  for  a  smaller  price,  that 
which  should  be  paid  for  the  occupa- 
tion of  land  should  be  a  smaller  sum 
also;  at  least,  nominally— that  was  to 
say,  a  less  sum  in  gold;  but  the  land- 
lord, who  would  receive  a  given  amount 
of  sovereigns  from  the  fall  of  the  prices 
of  all  articles,  would  be  able  to  com- 
mand a  greater  amount  of  commoditiea 
for  the  same  amount  of  rent.  The  argu- 
ment he  had  submitted  could  only  be 
met  in  one  way — namely,  by  a  denial 
of  a  general  fall  in  prices.  That,  he 
believed,  would  be  very  difficult  to  sub- 
stantiate. He  noted  the  fact  that  the 
fall  in  prices  bad  not  extended  to  cattle, 
sheep,  butter,  and  cheese— in  fact,  to  all 
that  comprised  the  produce  of  grazing 
farms — because  in  this  particular  indus- 
try the  fearful  havoc  there  had  been 
amongst  tlie  flocks  had  counteracted  the 
tendencies  of  natural  causes,  and  had 
prevented  the  fall  in  the  prices  of  this 
particular  industry,  which  otherwise  was 
fairly  universal.  There  would,  no  doubt, 
be  a  number  of  other  causes^  but  he 
submitted  thie  one  for  the  consideration 
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of  the  House  and  the  pubHo — that  if,  as 
was  undoubted,  there  had  heen  a  greatly 
enhanced  demand  for  circulation  through 
the  flow  of  gold  into  the  United  States, 
Germany,  and  other  countries,  the  na- 
tural consequence  was  that  prices  must 
fall.-  In  short,  just  aa  the  discovery  of 
gold  had  resulted  in  a  great  flow  of  that 
metal  into  this  country,  creating  tempo- 
rary prosperity,  enhancement  of  prices, 
increased  manafactures,  and  appearance 
of  wealth,  so  a  diminution  in  the  supply 
relatively  to  the  demand  must  produce 
the  opposite  consequences.  Hoti,  Ifem- 
bers  might  say  that  this  was  no  conso- 
lation to  the  agricultural  interest ;  but 
it  was  their  duty  to  look  these  facts  in 
the  face.  If  they  were  true,  they  might 
strengthen  the  ease  of  the  a^^cultural 
interest  for  the  relief  of  taxation.  Hav- 
ing a  conviction  that  some  process  of 
the  hind  he  had  described  was  going 
'  on,  he  thought  it  right  to  state  his  views 
frankly  to  the  House,  and  to  invite  hon. 
Members  on  both  sides  to  think  out  the 
great  problems  that  attached  themselves 
to  this  question,  and  which  went  far 
beyond  the  subject  on  which  they  were 
more  immediately  engaged — namely,  its 
.effect  on  the  agricultural  interest.  The 
Government  received  the  whole  of  the 
taxes  of  the  country  in  gold ;  its  con- 
tracts were  in  gold ;  it  had  to  pay  in- 
terest on  the  Debt  in  gold.  Salaries 
remained  statlonaiy,  and  the  outgoings 
of  thefbcohequer  were  almost  unaffected, 
except  so  fair  as  purchases  were  con- 
cerned, by  the  causes  to  which  he  had 
alluded.  But  this  w^  not  so  with  those 
who  had  to  pay  the  taxes.  It  was  a 
matter  most  deserving  the  attention  of 
ecoDomists,  and  those  who  were  respon- 
sible for  the  finance  of  the  State,  whe- 
ther the  burden  of  taxation  on  all  classes 
was  not  being  heightened  and  the  diffi- 
culties of  agriculturists  aggravated  by 
the  causes  to  which  he  had  alluded. 
They  might,  perhaps,  see  in  them  a  par- 
tial explanation  of  that  depression  which 
had  alarmed  the  country  so  much,  apart 
from  other  more  visible  and  certain 
causes.  It  might  be  that  the  effect  was 
merely  temporary,  aa  was  the  case  on 
the  discovery  of  gold,  and  tbat  prices 
Toold  right  uiemselves,  and  thus  matters 
settle  down ;  but  it  might  be  that  import- 
ut  changes  irere  pending  in  tber  ela- 
tions  betveen  debtor  ana  creditor,  an4 
(hat  those  who  were  receiving  fixed 
amounts,  Hke  landlords  and  others, 


might  see  a  difficulty  in  being  able  to 
maintain  the  contracts  into  which  they 
had  entered.  He  was  profoundly  grate- 
ful to  the  House  for  having  Sitened  to 
his  ahstnise  argument. 

Me.  CHAPLIN  said,  be  scarcely  ex- 
pected to  hear  the  severe  depression  from 
whicb  they  were  suffering  accounted  for- 
by  an  able  and  ingenious  argument  as  to 
theuniversal  fell  inpricosowing  totheap- 
preciation  in  the  value  of  gold.  Theright 
hon.  Gentleman  had  informed  them  that 
there  had  been  a  uuiversal  fall  of  prices 
in  almost  all  commodities  except  cattle, 
sheep,  butter,  cheese,  and  other  articles 
of  that  kind ;  and  this  he  accounted  for 
by  the  severe  losses  among  cattle  and 
sheep  upon  grazing  farms.  In  reply  to 
that  argument  he  had  to  observe  that, 
unless  he  was  totally  misinformed,  there 
were  more  cattle  and  sheep— taking  the 
country  through — produced  upon  arable 
farms  than  upon  grazing  farms ;  and, 
further,  he  ventured  to  think  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  omitted  ^om 
his  calculations  altogether  one  of  the 
most  serious  items  in  connection  with 
the  increased  prices  of  these  particular 
articles — namely,  that  the  competition  in 
cattle  with  American  and  other  foreign 
countries  had  almost  entirely  ceased  and 

gassed  away.  He  thought  the  right 
on.  Gentleman  would  find,  however 
able  his  arguments  and  however  brilliant 
his  theories,  the  practical  result  of  the 
whole  matter  to  be  this— that  the  price 
of  cattle  and  sheep  was  as  high  as  it  was . 
because  the  competition  had  almost  dis- 
appeared, and  also  because  of  the  severe 
losses  in  consequence  of  contagioua 
diseases.  There  could  be  no  doubt 
about  the  extreme  gravity  of  the  present 
position,  nor  did  he  think  that  the  case 
had  been  one  whit  over-stated  in  any  of 
the  speeches  to  which  he  had  listened. 
He  shared  in  the  astonishment  that 
had  been  expressed  at  no  reference 
being  made  to  the  subject  in  the 
gracious  Speech  from  the  Throne,  and 
that  Her  Majefty's  Ministers  were  the 
only  people  in  the  United  Kingdom 
who  appeared  to  be  totally  unoonscious 
of  the  deplorable  and  unhappy  state 
of  things.  He  was  not  unmindful, 
however,  of  the  measures  that  were 
mentioned  in  the  Speech,  and  which 
had  been  referred  to  by  his  right 
hon.  Friend.  He  bdieved  that  the 
Tenants*  Oompensation  and  the  Floods 
Prevention  Bills  botii  dealt  with  subjects 
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tbat  vere  deserving  of  attention  at  the 
present  time,  and  he  oould  assure  the 
Oovemment  that  they  would  both  receive 
the  most  careful  consideration  at  their 
hands.  If  the  proposals  of  the  Govern- 
ment were  based  on  just  and  equitable 
principles,  the  Conservative  Fartj  would 
be  just  as  anxious  to  see  them  carried 
into  effect  as  the  Government  itself.  But 
he  wished  to  ffuard  himself  very  dis- 
tinctly against  its  being  understood  that 
he  regained  even  a  measure  giving  com- 
pensation to  agricultural  tenants  for  their 
improTements  as  a  apeciSo  or  a  remedy  in 
any  material  degree  whatever  for  agri- 
cultural distress.  Those  who  entertained 
such  expectations  were  doomed  to  bitter 
disappointment.  A  clear  proof  of  that 
statement  lay  in  the  fact  that  it  was  pre- 
cisely in  those  parts  of  the  country  vhere 
compensation  was  most  fu]]y  secured 
already,  and  where,  encouraged  by  that 
security,  the  largest  amount  of  capital 
had  been  sunk  in  the  land  by  the  tenant, 
that  losses  had  been  heaviest,  and  that 
the  agrioultural  depression  had  been 
most  severe.  The  Opposition  had  al-' 
Trays  supported  the  principle  of  com- 
pensation, because  they  believed  it  was 
rig^t^  just,  and  ex|iedient,  and  be- 
cause they  were  convinced  it  was  in  t^o 
iatenst  of  both  parties  concerned.  But 
it  was  to  other  measures  that  they 
must  look  lor  any  permanent  relief 
o£  agrionltural  depression  ;  and  the  Go- 
Temmeat  had  it  in  their  power  to  do 
something  to  that  end.  Agrioultural 
depression  had  been  traced  by  some 
authorities  mainly  to  four  causes.  The 
first  was  the  sucoession  of  bad  seasons ; 
the  seoond,  foreign  competition ;  the 
third*  the  increased  cost  of  production ; 
and  the  fourth,  the  loss  which  had  oc- 
curred amongst  the  stock  of  the  country, 
which  was  a  very  material  part  of  the 
property  of  the  ten^t  farmer.  He 
would  first  mention  the  increased  cost  of 
production.  No  complaint  had  been 
more  common  or  more  often  heard  by 
Hie  Agricultural  Commission  than  that 
of  the  ^eat  increase  of  burdens  on  the 
land.  He  held  .most  strongly  that  land 
at  any  time  was  unfairly  taxed  in  com- 
parison with  other  descriptions  of  pro- 
perty. It  was  most  unjust  that  it  should 
be  so,  especially  when  the  agriculture ; 
of  the  country  was  struggling  for  its 
Tery  existence.  He  could  not  answer 
the  question  of  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bipon  (Mr.  Goschen),  how  much 
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the  relief  claimed  would  amount  to.  No; 
doubt,  figures  would  bo  given  on  that 
subjeot  in  the  course  of  the  debate.  He 
was  not  satisfied  with  the  recommenda-  - 
tiona  of  the  Boyal  Commission  on  that 
subject.  The  relief  ought  not  to  be 
limited  to  the  maintenance  of  the  in- 
door poor,  as  de6oed  in  the  Beport,  but 
should  be  extended  to  all  objects  of 
national  interest  which  were  partially 
or  wholly  charged  now  upon  the  local 
rates.  Upon  the  losses  of  stock  he  was 
able  to  epeak  with  emphasis  at  the  pre- 
sent time.  These  losses  had  extended 
now  to  Ireland  and  Scotland  also.  Those 
countries  had  hitherto  been  absolutdiy 
free  froir  disease.  He  wished  to  remind 
them  of  the  history  of  these  unfortunate 
outbreaks.  In  the  nine  months  from 
January  to  October,  1880,  there  was. 
absolutely  no  foot-and-mouth  disease  in 
the  country.  But,  in  the  latter  month, 
or  in  September,  1880 — he  was  not  sura 
which — unfortunately,  three  cargoes  of 
diseased  animals  from  France  were 
landed  alive  at  Deptford,  and  almost 
immediately  after  the  disease  appeared' 
in  the  London  dairies.  It  then  spread 
with  great  rapidity  over  the  country; 
they  had  never  been  free  from  it  since ; 
and  as  long  as  the  present  system  of 
ioiporting  diseased  animals  continued 
there  was  no  chance  of  getting  rid  of 
the  disease.  What  they  wanted  the, 
Government  to  do  was  to  carry  ovtf  the . 
recommendations  of  tilie  Boyal  Commis- , 
sion  on  this  point  without  any  unne-. 
cesstfiry  delay.  That  xecommendatioii. 
was—  • 

"  That  ttue  laadiig  of  foreifs  Hve  ammaiU 
Bbould  not  be  pennltted  fc^raauy  oountry  m  to 
which  the  Privy  Council  is  not  perfectly  |Btifl> 
fivd  ia  thoroughly  free  from  infectiuaa  disease.** 

That  recommendation  was  proposed  not. 
only  in  the  interests  of  agriculture,  -but . 
in  those  of  all  classes  of  the  community. 
It  was  reoommended  not  by  Tories  or 
Representatives  of  the  agricultural  into-, 
rest  alone  sitting  on  that  Commission, 
but  by  one  eminent  PtofessOT  of  Poli- 
tical Economy,  and  by  more  than  one 
Gentleman  of  Liberal,  and  one,  in-< 
deed,  of  extreme  Itadicol  opinions.  He 
would  ask  the  House  to  remember  that 
they  had  tried  the  old  system  now 
for  a  very  considerable  time ;  they  had 
gone  on  insisting  on  landing  live  cattle 
even  from  countries  in  which  they  knew 
disease  to  exist.  As  a  restdt  the  price 
of  meat  had  been  getting  higher  and 
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higher^  And  Kad  noir  reached  an  extra- 
T^i^nt  fi^re,  far  hig:her  than  any  tigri- 
Guitarist  woold  wish  to  aeo  it  in  the 
future.  If  they  would  only  do  all  that 
they  ooald  to  encourage  the  produotion 
of  meat  at  home,  then,  at  no  distant 
date,  they  would  find  they  had  conferred 
a  benefit  on  the  agriculturists  of  this 
country;  they  would  hare  done  some- 
thing to  permaneutly  decrease  the  price 
of  meat.  He  had  pointed  out  two  ways 
in  which  it  appeared  to  him  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  might,  at  all  erents, 
do  something,  even  if  it  be  not  very 
much,  to  give  some  relief  to  the  agri- 
cnltural  interest  at  the  present  time. 
Of  course,  he  was  perfectly  aware  that 
if  the  bad  seasons  continued  they  would 
be  nothing  like  adequate  to  deal  with 
anch  a  position  of  affairs.  In  that  case 
they  should  either  be  content  to  witness 
the  practical  collapse  of  the  greatest  in- 
dnetry  in  the  country,  or  provide  some 
mea&s  of  relief  far  more  immediate  and 
definite  in  character  than  anything  con- 
tained in  the  recommendatioa  of  the 
Bep<]Tt  of  the  Agricultural  Commiseion. 
He  would  remind  the  House  that  when 
there  was  such  great  depression  in  Ire- 
land the  Govemmeot  came  forward  at 
once  to  the  assistance  of  agriculture  in 
that  country.  He  was  convinced  that 
England  would  never  suffer  for  a  mo- 
ment the  greatest  industry  which  she 
possessed  to  be  permanently  injured  or 
destroyed ;  but  if  these  seasons  were  to 
oontinue,  they  should  approach  peril- 
onaly  near  to  thai  position.  As  the 
capital  of  the  tenant  farmer  and  the 
laa^oida  gmw  less  and  less  erery  day, 
he  saw-  no  reason  why  the  Government 
eould  not  do  what  he  asked  them  to  do 
— that  was,  to  t^e  into  serious  oon- 
■ideration,  with  a  view  to  putting  it  into 
practical  operation,  the  advisability  of 
establishingeome  system  of  Government 
loans,  by  which  money  could  be  ad- 
vanced, in  the  same  way  as  had  been 
done  in  Ireland,  for  the  purpose  of  keep- 
ing the  soil  in  cultivation,  and  arresting 
that  great  deterioration  of  the  land 
which,  if  allowed  to  spread,  would  effect 
an  incalculable  loss  on  the  wealth  of  the 
eountry.  There  remained  one  other 
cause  of  agricultural  depression  with 
which  he  should  like  to  deal — namely, 
foreign  competition.  The  great  difficulty 
he  always  found  in  connection  with  that 
question  had  been  to  form  an  accurate 
estimate  of  the  probable  character  of 


that  competition  in  tiie  ftatnie,  and  noi 
only  in  the  future,  but  cmn  from  year 
to  year.  The  eariier  evidence  given  be- 
foire  the  B<^al  Commission  on  this  point 
was  of  a  oharaoter  which  might  be  de- 
scribed as  absolutely  alarming.  Last 
year  the  price  of  wheat,  wherever  the 
sample  was  a  g^od  one,  was  all  that 
they  could  desire  ;  this  year  it  was  abso- 
lutely ruinous ;  and  the  prospect  for  the 
coming  year  was — what?  He  defied 
any  human  being  to  tell.  But  if  it 
became  evident  that  wheat  could  no 
longer  be  grown  at  a  profit,  it  would 
not  be  long  before  Parliament  would 
be  asked— however  the  proposal  might 
be  received,  and  however  much  it  might 
be  opposed  by  men  like  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr. 
niingworth) — ^to  entertain  eomB  mea- 
sure of  a  protective  character;  and 
when  that  demand  was  made  it  would 
not  he  on  behalf  of  the  agrionltural 
classes  alone,  but  all  classes  of  the 
commnnity.  The  main  causes  of  the 
agricultural  depression  suggested  by  the 
hon.  Member  were  bad  Land  Laws,  a 
sham  Agricultural  Holdings  Act,  and  the 
exorbitant  rents  paid  at  present.  The 
hon.  Member  offered  an  instance  of  the 
serious  mistakes  which  might  be  made, 
even  by  men  of  genius,  when  they  were 
dealing  with  subjects  with  which  they 
were  not  acquainted  ;  and  he  could  not 
help  thinking  that  the  hon.  Member  had 
not  been  at  much  pains  to  make  himself 
acquainted  with  the  most  recent  infor- 
mation, otherwise  he  would  never  have 
delivered  the  speech  which  he  bad  that 
night  made  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. The  Iteport  of  the  Boyal  Com- 
mission had  been  very  much  oanva«ed ; 
and  the  appointment  of  the  Commission 
had  been  canvassed  still  more  at  the 
time.  Some  said  the  Commisdon  would 
never  do  any  good ;  others  that  its  re- 
commendations would  be  futile.  But 
the  chief  value  he  attached  to  the  labours 
of  the  Commission  was  that  they  would 
be  able  to  explode  the  several  fallacies 
BO  popular  at  the  time,  and  which  had 
been  set  furth  by  the  hon.  Member  that 
night.  When  the  hon.  Member  talked 
of  bad  Laud  Laws  being  one  of  the  causes 
of  the  agricultural  depression,  he  would 
like  to  read  a  few  words  of  the  Beport, 
which  were  a  fair  expression  of  the  evi- 
dence given  before  the  Commission — 

"  Whatever  difference  of  oinnion  may  eziit 
as  to  the  caasas  ^  agricultnrsi  depreBsion,  or 
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as  to  TSmsdies  which  may  bt  so^aitfld  for  it,  it 

will  Ite  olMerred  that  uwre  prevails  complete 
unifoncity  of  conTiction  aa  to  the  greiit  extent 
and  latenRity  of  the  distreaa  which  has  fall'.-n 
upon  the  agncultuntl  cooimunity.  Owners  and 
occupiers  hare  alike  snflTered  from  it.  Ko  de- 
■oription  of  ettata  or  tenure  has  been  exempted. 
The  owner  in  fee  and  the  life-tenant,  the  occu- 
pant whether  of  large  or  small  holdings,  whether 
under  lease,  or  custom,  or  agret^ment,  or  the 
proTiBionB  of  the  Agricultural  Holdings  Act- 
all  without  distinction  have  been  involved  in  a 
general  calamity.  It  is  important  that  this 
^oiild  be  clearly  nnderstood,  so  that  undue 
stress  may  not  he  laid  upon  Buggestions  for 
legislative  changes,  which,  whether  expedient 
or  not,  have  no  direct  or  immediate  connection 
vith  the  disteesB  of  the  preaent  time." 

Another  cause  waa  said  to  be  the  ex- 
orbitant rent  that  bad  been  asked. 
Bat  the  Beport  did  not  bear  oat  the 
omnions  o{  the  hon.  Member,  for  the 
OommiBuonen  said  ^at  the  evidence 
sattsfied  them  that  the  praotice  of  de- 
manding exorbitant  rents  was  excep- 
tional, especially  on  large  estates.  He 
had  himself  had  a  good  deal  of  ex- 
perience in  letting  farms  of  late  years, 
and  he  had  found  that  the  landlord  had 
little  or  nothing  whatever  to  do  or  say 
irith  regard  to  the  rent ;  the  tenant 
fixed  it,  and  the  landlord  was  obliged  to 
take  whatever  the  tenant  offered.  He 
agreed  that  trade  was  unfortunately 
suffering  as  well  as  agriculture;  but 
why  was  it  suffering  ?  Becanee  our 
markets  had  been  ftuling  us.  There 
were  two  markets— the  home  and  the 
foreign— of  which  the  latter  had  failed 
becauee  of  the  hostile,  and  sometimee 
prohibitory,  tariffs  imposed  on  Eng- 
Hah  manu&ctares  by  foreign  countries ; 
ud  the  former  had  fbiled  oecause  agri- 
enltnre  had  bem  g^evously  depressed. 
The  hon.  Member  opposite  admitted  that 
it  was  partly  in  consequence  of  a  succes- 
sion of  extremely  bad  harvests  that  trade 
was  soffering  so  macb ;  but  he  would 
ask  the  hon.  Member  what  he  thought 
would  be  the  position  of  trade  in'  this 
country  if  there  were  to  be  no  harvests 
at  all.  And  he  might  depend  upon  it  that 
there  would  be  no  harvests  in  the  future 
unless  it  should  pay  to  produce  them. 
He  commended  that  point  to  the  consi- 
deration of  those  Qentlemen  opposite 
whom  he  was  disposed  to  call  extremely 
bigoted  Freetraders.  No  one  wished  to 
undervalue  the  benefits  that  had  been 
derived  from  Free  Trade  in  the  past,  and 
he  should  not  dream  of  any  return  to 
Protection  except  as  the  lesser  of  two 
•vils.  His  advocai^  of  Froteotioa  would 
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dopend  on  the  character  of  the  fhture 

competition  into  which  we  might  be  called 
upon  to  enter.  Trade  was  suffering,  and 
would  continue  to  suffer,  as  long  as  agri- 
culture should  continue  to  be  depressed ; 
and  agriculture  never  would  recover  its 
former  position,  or  anything  like  it,  until 
com  in  this  country  could  once  more  be. 
grown  at  a  profit ;  and  if  ever  it  became 
clear  that  in  oons^quence  of  foreign  com- 
petition corn  would  remain  permanently 
so  low  as  to  prevent  its  cultivation  at  a 
proGt,  then  he,  for  one,  would  not  hesi- 
tate to  propose  their  return  to  Protec- 
tion, as  the  least  unfortunate  altemative. 
That  was  not  his  object,  however,  on 
that  occasion ;  but  he  had  ventured  to 
indicate  some  of  the  causes  of  the 
agricultural  depression  existing  at  the 
present  time  and  some  of  the  reme^es 
which  it  was  in  the  power  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  put  into  operation,  and  which 
they  should  put  into  operation  without 
a  moment's  delay.  He  hoped  that  the 
appeals  which  had  been  made  to  the  Qo- 
vernraent  by  hon.  Members  on  both  sides 
of  the  House  would  not  be  without  effiact 
upon  them.  Agriculturists  had  claimed 
no  more  than  they  were  entitled  to  as  a 
matter  of  justice  and  right ;  and  he  oould 
assure  the  (Government  that  until  those 
claims  were  met  in  the  manner  to  whidi 
they  were  justly  entitled,  they  would,  ia 
pursuance  of  the  dutyowing  to  their  oon- 
stituents,  be  pressed  upon  the  GoTem- 
ment  in  season  and  out  of  season  until 
the  appeal  was  responded  to. 

Ma.MUNDELLA:  Sir,  I  shall  occupy 
the  attention  of  the  House  but  for  a  very 
short  time,  while  I  address  myself  to 
one  branch  only  of  the  subject  which 
has  been  discussed  at  such  length  to- 
night—namely, that  of  the  importation 
of  foreign  cattle.  I  should  like,  at  the 
outset,  to  be  permitted  to  assure  hon. 
Members  opposite  that  sympathy  with 
farmers  and  with  landlords,  in  the  pre- 
sent depression  of  agriculture,  is  not 
confined  to  one  side  of  the  House.  The 
commercial  and  manufacturing  interests 
of  the  country  can  have  no  hope  of  re- 
covering their  former  elasticity  until 
such  time  as  the  agricultural  interest 
itself  is  in  a  better  condition  and  our 
home  trade  has  greatly  imEnoved.  It  is 
impossible  that  the  loss  of  £50,000,000 
a-year  can  go  on  year  after  year  in  one 
of  our  most  important  branches  of  in- 
dustry without  it  bmng^  felt  by  all  other 
tmutches  of  industry,  and  my  own  opi- 
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moa  is,  tliat  if  we  even  bad  ooly  tvo  or 
fltree  years  of  agricultural  prosperity, 
tbe  general  trade  of  the  country  woiUd 
be  enormously  improved.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  made  a  Btatement  at  the  outset 
of  tus  remarks,  in  answer  to  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Hipon  (Mr. 
Goachen),  which  entirely  took  me  by 
sarprise.  My  right  hon.  Friend,  in  his 
interesting  and  able  speech,  into  which, 
hoveTer,  I  do  not  prc^ose  to  follow  him, 
moke  of  the  effect  of  the  depreciation 
m  the  value  of  gold  upon  agricultural 

E rices  except  cattle,  cheese,  and  butter, 
nt  tbe  hon.  Member  for  Mid  lancoln- 
^ire  (If  r.  Ghaplia)  says  that  one  cause 
tit  this  is  ^at  foreign  competition  has 
eeased  and  passed  away  from  this  coun- 
try. Be  again  and  again  repeated  that 
ve  have  really  done  with  foreign  com- 
petitioa,  and  be  was  cheered  by  his 
Friends  when  he  made  that  statement. 
Now,  the  hon.  Member  never  made  a 
greater  mistake.  The  importation  of 
Ure  animals  during  the  past  year  is 
the  largest  of  any  year  for  the  last  15 
yeara  in  the  history  of  the  country  with 
the  exception  of  one  year. 

Ma.  CHAPLIN  :  WiU  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  allow  me  to  explain  7  What 
1  intended  to  convey  to  the  House  was 
this — that  foreign  competition  in  meat 
bad  almost  entirely  disappeared  at  the 
pZMee  at  which  it  was  conducted  a  few 
years  ago. 

Mb.  MUNDEXiliA :  Oh.  the  prices ! 
That  is  another  ouestion  altogether. 

Un.  GHAPIIN:  But  that  is  the 
whole  Queation. 

Mb.  MUNDELIiA:  No  doubt,  the 
price  of  meat  has  very  largely  in- 
creased in  this  country.  The  price  of 
mutton  it)  nnquestionably  high,  and  the 
price  of  beef  is  higher  than  it.  has  been 
for  many  years.  But  the  arguments  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  applied  to  the  im- 
portation of  foreign  cattle.  What  is  it 
that  he  proposes  to  do  ?  He  insists  that 
it  is  the  duty  of  the  Government,  with- 
out an  hour's  delay  

Mn.  CHAPLIN:  Without  unneoes- 
mry  delay. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  :  Then,  "  without 
unnecessary  delay."  I  took  down  the 
vords  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  at  the 
time ;  bat  I  am  willing  to  substitute  his 
present  words,  "  without  unnecessary 
delay."  He  insists  that  it  is  -the  duty 
of  tbe  Goremmeal^  without  unnecessaiy 
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delay,  to  prohibit  the  importation  of 

live  foreign  animals  into  this*  country. 
Now ,.  what  effect  would  that  have  on 
the  meat  supply  of  the  country  ?  In 
the  year  1881,  the  number  of  live  foreign 
animals  imported  was  1,278,891,  and 
the  total  v^lue  £8.025,000.  In  1U82, 
the  number  imported  was  1,483,761,  and 
the  total  value  £9.272,000. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN:  What  was  the  whole 
domestic  consumption  ? 

Mr.  MITNDFLLA  :  I  am  giving  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  importation ;  and, 
if  we  deduct  and  abstract  that  supply 
from  the  domestic  consumption  of  the 
country,  it  will  at  once  be  seen  that  the 
prices  of  meat  wonld  be  enormously 
affected  and  increased. '  In  tbe  opinion 
of  anthorities  fiilly  competent  to  judge, 
it  would  make  a  difference  of  at  least 
%d.  or  3d.  a  pound  in  the  price  of  meat, 
now  sufficiently  high,  if  we  were  to  ex- 
clude this  supply  imported  from  foreign 
countries  to  the  value  of  more  than 
£9,000.000. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  :  You  would  not  ex- 
clude it  from  the  country  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber reverts  to  his  old  argument  when  he 
says  that  it  would  come  back  again  in 
the  shape  of  a  greater  supply  of  dead 
meat.  It  has  been  proved  by  experience 
that  when,  through  fear  of  the  cattle 
plague,  we  totally  prohibited  the  im- 
portation of  live  animals  from  Belgium 
and  Germany,  which  were  sending  us 
large  quantities,  the  lai^e  supplies  we 
had  been  in  the  habit  of  receiving  were 
not  replaced  by  a  single  cargo  c«  dead 
meat.  That,  I  think,  is  an  nnanswer- 
able  argument.  Then,  again,  I  am 
sorry  to  say  that  the  dead  meat  trade, 
so  far  from  increasing,  is  steadily  dimi- 
nishing. In  lte81  we  imported  81'i,000 
owts.  of  freeh  meat,  whereas,  in  18a2,  we 
importedonly  460,000  cwts.,  and  the  value 
ffllfoff  from  £2,163,000  to  £1,282.000. 
That  was  up  to  the  end  of  December 
last  year,  so  that  there  has  been  a  fall- 
ing off  of  nearly  £1,000,000  in  value  in 
regard  to  dead  meat,  and  approaching 
to  nearly  a  corresponding  amount  in  the 
importation  of  live  cattle.  What  tbe 
hon.  Gentleman  proposes  to  do  is  to  cat 
off  the  supply  of  live  cattle. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN:  F^m  infected  coun- 
tries. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA :  Now.  when  did 
the  hon.  Gentleman  first  use  that  argu- 
ment ?  It  has  always  been  understood 
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in  the  House  that  one  of  the  greatest 
boone  the  GKiTerament  ever  -conferred 
upon  the  agricultural  community  was 
in  passing  the  Contagious  Bineases 
(Animals)  Act  in  1878.  And  yet  faon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the 
Honse  speak  of  that  Act  a«  if  it  was  of 
no  value  vhatever.  Certainly  that  is 
not  the  opinion  of  the  Boyal  Commission. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN :  I  quoted  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Royal  Commission. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  :  "With  respect  to 
the  recommendation  of  the  Boyal  Com- 
mission, it  is  quite  true  that  they  made 
the  recommendation  which  the  hon.  Oen- 
tleman  has  referred  to;  but  I  should 
like  to  ask  how  many  Bepresentatives  of 
the  consumers  were  upon  the  Boyal 
Commission  ?  Nay,  I  will  go  further. 
The  noble  Duke  the  late  Lord  President 
of  the  Council  (the  Bnke  of  Bichmond 
and  Gordon)  was  the  Chairman  of  that 
Oommissien;  and  instead  of  recommend- 
ing that  proposal,  I  believe  he  Toted 
against  it.  It  is  also  a  fact  that  several 
of  the  most  experienoed  Members  of 
that  Commisdon  Toted  against  the  para- 
ffrapli  whieh  tlie  faon.  Member  tat  Mid 
linoolnshire  himself  carried  in  tiie  Com- 
mission.  Under  these  ciroumstances,  I 
cannot  aoeepfc  this  recommendation  of 
the  Boyal  Commission,  when  I  know 
that  those  who  had  the  responsibility  of 
carrying  out  the  Act,  and  who  may  have 
the  responsibility  of  oarryiug  it  out 
again,  are  of  o[»nion  that  no  QoTern* 
ment  dare  put  in  force  that  recommen- 
dation. I  make  that  assertion  advisedly. 
The  faon.  Gentleman  says  it  is  this  im- 
ported disease  that  has  produced  such 
navoo  among  our  flocks  and  herds ;  and 
he  baa  given  a  history  of  recent  events 
in  connection  with  imported  disease 
since  the  accession  of  the  Government  to 
Office.  Now,  upon  that  point,  let  me 
state  to  the  House  exactly  what  has 
haj^ned  in  respect  to  these  diseases. 
Since  the  Act  "was  passed  in  1678  there 
has  been  no  cattle,  plague.  I  faope  the 
hott.  Member  for  Mid  Uneolnahire  (Mr. 
C^iaplio)  will  listen  to  my  statement; 
because  I  listened  most  attentively  to 
bis.  I  say  there  has  been  no  cattle 
plague  since  the  passing  of  the  Act  of 
1878,  and  no  sheep-pox;  wfaile  the 
ravages  of  pleuro  -  pneumonia,  which 
was  the  principal  disease  against  which 
the  Act  was  passed,  have  steadily  de- 
creased. In  1877,  there  were  2,70U  out- 
breaks of  pleurO'pneamonia,  and  6,000 


animalsaffected.  These  numbers  steadily 
came  down  year  by  year,  until,  in  1882, 
there  were  only  494  outbreaks,  and 
l.'^OO  animals  afTectod.  It  is  to  be 
hoped  that  the  time  will  shortly  come 
when  I  shall  be  able  to  say  that  the 
animals  affected,  and  that  every  herd 
affected,  may  be  slaughtered  off  at  once 
and  the  dtRoase  wholly  stamped  out. 
Indeed,  I  may  venture  to  say  that  pleuro- 
pneumonia, wfaidi  was  the  disease  in 
regard  to  which  the  Act  was  mainly 
passed,  has  been  almost  entirely  stamped 
out.  I  now  come  to  foot-and-mouth 
disease.  The  hon.  Gentleman  says  that 
from  January  to  October,  I8S0,  this 
country  was  free  from  foot-and-mouth 
disease  ;  but  that  soon  afterwards  three 
diseased  cargoes  came  in  and  re-intro- 
duced it.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman  will 
forgive  me,  I  will  say  that  that  is  not 
quite  the  iact.  He  knows,  as  well  as 
I  do,  that  ftvm  January  to  October, 
diseased  cargoes  were  coming  in  steadily 
daring  the  whole  of  the  time ;  and  that 
as  many  as  13  oargoes,  I  believe,  came  in 
daringthose  nine  months.  Itwasnot  after 
October,  but  before  that  date,  that  these 
cargoes  were  steadily  coming  in.  But 
during  those  nine  months  the  countr7 
was  practically  free  from  disease.  The 
year  1880  was  an  exceptionally  good 
year,  for  I  find  that  in  the  \vhole  of  the 
12  months  the  total  number  of  ani- 
mals affected  by  foot-and-moath  disease 
was  only  32,000,  and  the  number  of  out- 
breaks 1,461.  In  the  year  1881,  there 
were  4,833  outbreaks,  and  183,000  ani- 
mals affected.  Last  year,  1882,  which 
was  almost  as  good  a  year  in  regard  to 
the  number  of  animals  affected  as  1880, 
the  number  of  outbreaks  fell  from 
4,633  to  1,970,  and  the  number  of  ani- 
mals affected  irom  183,000  to  37,920. 
It  must  also  be  remembered  that  those 
37,920  animals  are  the  number  affected 
by  foot-and-mouth  disease,  out  of  a 
total  of  more  than  33,000,000  animals, 
which  constitute  the  flocks  and  hwds  of 
the  country.  That  is  the  disease  which, 
according  to  the  hon.  Gentleman,  is 

Slaying  such  havoc  among  our  stock. 
Tow.  I  will  tell  him  what  it  is  that  is 
really  playing  havoc.  It  is  a  disease 
which  has  certainly  not  been  imported, 
but  which  has  been  the  direct  conse- 
qnenoe  of  the  wet  seasons  which  we 
have  had  in  this  country,  and  which  it 
is  not  easy  to  get  rid  of.  We  lost  in 
one  year  nearly  3,000,000  of  sheep  irom 
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the  dUease  knowa  as  sheep'flake. 
are  still  losinfi?  them  from  the  same 
oatue,  and  if  we  do  not  get  fine  weather, 
I  am  afraid  that  the  loss  will  oontinue 
to  go  on.  We  must  have  lost  millions 
of  sheep  owing  to  fiuke,  and,  as  the 
hoQ.  Gentleman  knows,  tJiat  disease  is 
not  an  imported  disease,  althoufrh  it  is 
oae  which  is  preralent  all  oTer  Eorope. 
The  floclcs  of  this  country  haro  Buffered 
from  it  in  common  with  eveay  other 
flock  in  Europe  grazing  over  low  lauds. 
Theu,  is  it  fair,  in  the  face  of  these 
facts,  to  say  that  we  are  suffering  from 
imported  disease  ?  The  Government 
have  douB  all  in  their  power  to  arrest 
the  progress  of  disease,  and  the  hon. 
Qentleraaa  has  himself  admitted  that 
the  Privy  Council  have  worked  with 
considerate  success ;  and  yet  he  calls 
upon  us,  aasome  other  hoo.  Qentlemen 
have  done,  and  pai'ticularly  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Herefordshire 
(Hr.  Duckham),  to  prohibit  the  impor- 
tation, of  foreign  cattle,  ^though  ha 
knows  very  well  that  the  Act  was  not 
&amed  foe  prohibition.  Let  me  xead 
the  words  of  the  Act.  I  am  surprised 
at  the  hoo.  Ifember  for  Mid  Lincoln- 
shire <Mr.  Cha{^in),  because^  at  the  time 
the  Act  was  possedf  he,  and  every  Uem- 
bar  who  aat  upon  the  aame  Ben<^es,  de- 
dared  indignantly  that  such  a  thought 
as  that  of  prohibition  had  never  entered 
their  heads ;  on  the  contrary,  they  as- 
sorted  that  all  they  wanted  was  the 

featest  possible  facility  for  importation- 
have  here  the  Schedule  of  the  Act 
which  applies  to  for«gn  animals.  It  is 
headed  "  Foreign  animals;  slaughter  at 
the  port  of  lauding."  It  goes  oa  to  say, 
"ioxeign  animals  only  to  be  landed  at 
a  part  of  the  port  defined."  They  are 
to  be  landed  in  such  a  manner  and  at 
•nch  a  time,  and  they  are  not  to  be  re- 
moved alive  from  the  wharf.  That  is 
precisely  what  has  been  done.  We  have 
had  the  cargo  slaughtered  wherever  we 
faave  -found  disease,  or  had  a  suspicion 
tiist  tbere  waa  diaea^.  Sometimes  be- 
fore ika  aatboritiea  of  Uie  country  from 
whuih  the  uiimals  came  have  known 
themselves  of  the  existance  of  disease, 
we  have  placed  animals  from  that 
connU^  under  the  slaughter  provisions 
of  the  Act;  and,  at  this  moment,  there 
are  only  two  porta  in  the  world  that  are 
exempt— rAntwerp  and  the  Scandinavian 
Islands.  Cattle  from  all  other  ports  are 
abuigktered  at  the  port  of  debarkatiou. 


That  is  exactly  the  state  of  the  law,  and 
I  am  sure  that  since  the  Act  passed,  no 
one  will  say  that  we  haVe  been  lax  in 
theadministrati<Mi  of  it.  My  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Mid  Kent  (Sir  William 
Hart  Dyke)  has  spoken  about  tiie  ter- 
rible restriotionB  we  have  enacted  in  this 
country,  and  has  wondered  that  we  did 
not  recoil  from  them.  But  I  must  re- 
mind him  that  we  are  engaged  in  ad- 
ministering the  Act  as  we  found  it,  with 
tiie  aid  of  the  Privy  Oouoedl,  in  the  best 
way  we  are  able.  We  have  been  asusted, 
in  a  way  I  hope  evei:y  one  who  may  suc- 
ceed us  will  be  assisted,  by  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Privy  Council.  I  sin- 
cerely hope,  if  it  should  ever  be 
found  advisable  to  transfer  this  branch 
of  the  Privy  Council  work,  those  to 
whom  it  may  be  transferred  wilt  con- 
tinue to  have  the  advice  and  knowledge 
of  Mr.  Lennox  Peel,  who  also  assisted 
the  Duke  of  Bicbmond  and  G<»-don  in 
carrying  out  the  Act.  He  has  his  heart 
most  thoroughly  in  the  work ;  he  has 
always  been  desirous  of  doing  all  that 
he  can  to  prevent  the  introduction  or 
spread  of  calamitous  diseases ;  and  in 
regard  to  the  Privy  Council  ite^,  I  do 
not  think  it  possible  for  any  Department 
to  work  more  oordially,  more  promptly, 
or  more  heutily  togetiter.  No  one  has 
beeu  absent  firccn  Jus  post  since  October 
last;  but  all  have  been  actively  engaged 
in  earring  out  the  demands  of  the  coun- 
try. When  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
linooLoshire  speaks  of  the  restrictions 
imposed  by  the  closing  of  markets,  I 
would  like  him  to  ask  bis  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  South  Leicestershire 
( Mr.  Fell)  if  he  thioks  that  we  have  done 
too  much  in  that  direotion.  The  result 
of  closing  the  markets  of  this  country 
has  certainly  been  satisfactory.  When 
Mr.  Clare  Sewell  Bead  proixMed  it,  we 
met  him  at  once,  and  what  has  been  the 
result  ?  Norfolk  was  free  entirdy  until 
the  end  of  October.  On  the  9th  of 
December  there  were  45  outbreiUEs  in 
that  oottntyt  and  on  the  1 1  th  of  December 
we  api^ed  the  Order.  The  very  next 
week  the  outbreaks  fell  to  35,  the  fol- 
lowing  week  to  38,andtheweekfoIlowing 
to  11,  until  finally  they  came  down  to 
none.  The  same  thing  has  happened  in 
Northamptonshire  and  Suffolk,  and  I 
hope  that  gradually  similar  results  will 
be  produced  in  other  counties.  But  I 
must  confess  that  I  am  not  so  sanguine 
about  stamping  oat  foot-and-mouth 
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diseaM  as  I  was  at  fira^  and  a  good 
many  other  persona  take  the  same  view. 
I  am  not  sure*  hoir  far  the  disease  is 
indigenous.  I  received  a  letter  from  a 
farmer  the  other  day,  telling  me  it  was 
folly  to  attempt  to  stamp  out  foot-and- 
mouth  disease,  and  objecting  to  the  re- 
strictions imposed  by  the  Department. 
We  have,  however,  been  guided  by  the 
Act,  and  by  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Clare 
Sowell  Read  and  my  hon.  Friend  oppo- 
fiite  (Mr.  Pell),  and  have  done  our  beat 
to  stamp  out  the  disease.  We  shall  still 
continue  to  do  so.  As  X  know  that  this 
question  is  very  shortly  to  come  on  again, 
when  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincoln- 
shire brings  forward  the  Hesolution  of 
which  he  ha«  given  Notice*  it  is  perhaps 
better  that  I  ^onld  reserve  anything  I 
have  to  say  further  upon  the  question 
until  that  time  arrives.  I  will  only  say 
now,  that  the  evidence  given  to  us  goes 
to  tkow  that  breeding  is  not  Btopped  by 
.foot-and-mouth  disease.  We  have 
abundant  evidence  to  prove  that;  and 
BO  far  from  the  breeding  of  cattle  having 
fallen  off,  the  number  has  actually  in- 
creased from  theyear  1867,  when  it  was 
4,900,000,  to  about  6,000,000  now,  and 
there  has  been  an  increase  during  the 
last  year,  notwithstandiag  the  very  high 
prices  of  stock.  In  1867,  there  were 
4,900,000  cattle  in  Great  Britain;  and 
in  1873,  they  reached  5,900,000.  The 
highest  they  ever  reached  was  6,000,000. 
At  the  end  of  1881,  they  were  5,900,000, 
and  thov  are  about  6,000,000  now ;  so 
that  it  is  incorrect  to  say  that  there  has 
been  a  great  falling  off  in  cattle.  The 
falling  off  has  been  almoat  entirely  in 
live  sheen;  but  I  say  that  with  the 
terrible  cuaease  affecting  sheep  which 
I  have  referred  to,  you  cannot  hope 
to  maintain  the  numbers.  We  have 
"Watched  the  progress  of  the  disease  with 
great  anxiety,  and  we  are  only  astonished 
to  find  that  the  numbers  have  stood  as 
weli  as  they  have  every  year,  and  that 
they  ar6  maintained  as  they  are.  I  hope 
I  have  now  said  enough  to  convince  the 
House  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
are  not  indifferent  to  the  gravity  and 
importance  of  these  questions.  I  see  the 
late  Home  Secretary  (Sir  E.  Assheton 
Cross)  in  his  place,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will,  I  am  sure,  confirm  me, 
when  I  say  that  both  the  present  and 
the  late  Guvemment  were  agreed  upon 
one  point— namely,  that  we  had  no 
desire  to  stop  the  importation  of  cattle. 
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AH  that  we  want  is  that  everybody 
should  send  us  as  many  cattle  as  they 
are  able,  but  that  they  should  be  slaugh- 
tered at  the  port  of  debarkation.  I  have 
only  one  more  word  to  add.  My  noble 
Predecessor  (Viscount  Sandon),  when 
Vice  President  of  the  Council,  himself 
pointed  out  that  hon.  Members  were 
mistaken  in  supposing  that  the  Act  was 
intended  to  prohibit  the  sending  of  live 
cattle  to  England.  All  the  Government 
said  was  that  they  might  be  landed 
alive,  but  that  they  would  not  be  allowed 
to  be  taken  beyond  a  certain  limit.  Every 
speech  delivered  on  tti.e  subject  states 
the  same  thing.  The  object  is  to  land 
the  cattle  alive,  but  to  slaughter  them  at 
the  port  of  debarkation.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lincolnshire  is  not  content 
with  that,  but  he  wants  them  to  be 
slaughtered  at  the  port  of  embarkation. 
That  is  a  very  different  thing,  and  the 
result  would  be  famine  prices  for  meat. 
Prices  are  high  enough  now,  and  any- 
thing that*  would  increase  tliem,  would 
produce  much  misery  and  distress  in  the 
great  towns  of  this  country. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER :  Sir,  there  was 
one  portion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man's  remarks  which  I  confess  I  heard 
with  some  surprise.  It  wus  that  part 
in  which  he  called  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  to  account  for  not  being  ac- 
quainted with  the  condition  of  the  law. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  it  was  all 
very  well  for  my  hon.  Friend  to  charge 
the  Government  with  not  having  exer- 
cised judicially  the  powers  intrusted  to 
them,  but  that  he  ought  to  have  known 
they  had  no  power  under  the  Act  of  pro- 
hibiting the  landing  of  cattle. 

Mb.  MUNDELL&  :  They  have  power 
under  the  Act  to  prohibit  the  landing  of 
animals  suffering  from  cattle  plague. 
The  three  conditions  are  prohibition  for 
cattle  plague,  slaughter  at  the  port  of 
debarkation  for  other  diseases,  and  free 
ingress  when  the  animals  are  not  in- 
fected. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  :  Am  I  to  under- 
staad  that  there  is  no  power  of  prohibi- 
tion, except  for  cattle  plague? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  That  is  so. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHEB:  Is  there  any 
cattle  plague  existing  in  France?. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA :  No. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER:  Then,  how  is  it 
I  find  an  Order  of  Council,  dated  the 
14th  February,  I8H3,  ordering  that  ani- 
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xnala  brought  from  the  port  of  Boulof^e 
afaall  not  be  landed  In  England,  Wales, 
or  Scotland.  This  appears  to  be  at 
Tariance  with  what  the  right  hon.  G-en- 
tlemau  has  just  stated. 

Ma.  MUNDELLA. :  The  reason  vrhy 
the  importation  of  animals  from  that 
port  is  stopped  was  that  the  shtpa  en- 
gaged in  the  trade  were  found  to  be  im- 
pregnated witlt  disease,  and  they  were 
therefore  stopped,  in  order  that  they 
might  be  disinfected.  It  has  been  re- 
solved that  the  trade  should  be  stopped 
for  a  month,  in  order  to  afford  time  for 
the  progress  of  disinfection  to  be  carried 
out. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHEE :  In  that  case,  one 
of  two  thin^  must  have  happened — 
either  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
misstating  the  law  when  he  said  that  the 
Ghivemment  did  not  possess  this  power, 
or  the  Government  have  been  acting 
contrary  to  law. 

Mb.  MUm>ELLA :  In  the  event  of 
any  emergency  arising,  the  Government 
Iiave  power  to  [irohibit ;  but  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Act  is  the  slaughtar  of  the 
animals  a  tthe  port  of  debarkation,  and 
there  must  have  been  a  great  emei^ency 
in  order  to  induce  the  Government  to 
stop  these  ships  for  a  month  in  order 
that  they  mightbe  disinfected. 

Mb.  J.  LO  WTHER:  As  there  appears 
to  be  some  doubt  in  the  mind  of  the 
right  lion.  Gentleman,  I  will  call  atten- 
tion to  the  powers  which  the  Privy 
Council  do  possess.  Among  them,  I 
find  a  provision  that  the  Privy  Council 
may,  from  time  to  time,  make  such 
general  or  special  Orders  as  they  may 
think  fit  for  prohibiting  the  landing  of 
animals,  or  of  any  other  specific  kind  in 
.regard  to  cargo,  fodder,  litter,  &c. 

Mtt.  MUNDELLA :  It  was  under  that 
provistou  that  a  special  Order  was  issued 
stopping  the  landing  of  eai^oes  from 
the  port  of  Boulogne  for  one  mroth. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHEIt :  What  did  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  say  in  reply  to  the 
observationB  of  ray  hon.  Friend  ?  My 
hon.  Friend  drew  attention  to  the  exer- 
cise of  the.<ie  powers.  My  hon.  Friend 
stated  thatthedisease  had  been, stamped 
out  by  the  judicious  exercise  of  our 
powers  in  ISbO,  but  that  it  had  been  re- 
introduced by  importations  from  abroad. 

Ma.  MUNDELLA :  That  is  not  so. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  :  Then,  the  right 
hon.  Gentlfinan  denies  that  the  cattle 
disease  had  b'jon  practically  stamped  out 


in  1880,  and  re-introduced  by  importa- 
tions from  abroad.  The  right  hon.  Gen* 
tleman  talked  lightly  of  the  foot-and- 
mouth  disease.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man talked  very  lightly  of  it  indeed.  He 
evidently  thinks  it  has  been  protective 
of  procreation.  [Mr.  Dodds:  Oh,  ohi] 
I  am  in  the  recblleotion  of  the  House ; 
and  if  hon.  Members  of  thd  Hoase  who 
have  just  entered  it,  and  who  have  made 
these  disorderly  sounds,  were  not  here, 
I  am  in  the  recollection  of  the  House, 
when  I  say  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man pointedly  remarked  that  80  far  from 
foot-and-mouth  disease  having  done  veiy 
serious  injury  to  the  owners  of  stock, 
tlie  quantity  of  stock  had  considerably 
increased  during  the  time  the  disease 
has  prevailed.  Now,  in  proof  of  the 
statement  made  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Mid  Inncolnshire,  that  foot- 
aad-mouth  disease  was  practically  put 
down  in  1880,  and  re-introduced  under 
the  auspices  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's administration  of  the  law,  I  will 
qnote  an  authori^  which  I  think  he 
will  not  gainsay,  ^at  authority  says 
that,  up  to  September,  1880,  the  whole 
of  the  United  Kingdom  of  England 
and  Ireland  had  been,  as  far  as  the 
Veterinary  Department  of  the  Privy 
Council  could  ascertain,  free  from  foot- 
and-mouth  disease,  and  the  strongest 
evidence  existed  that  this  re-introduction 
was  due  to  the  importation  of  diseased 
animals  from  abroad.  Now,  who  is  the 
authority  for  this  statement— the  state- 
ment for  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  just  now  there  was  not  one 
acintiUa  of  evidence  ?  It  was  the  Report 
of  the  Department  over  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself  presides. 

Me.  MUNDELLA :  I  never  said  any- 
thing to  contradict  that  statement.  I 
was  perfectly  aware  of  it,  because  I 
made  it  in  the  House  myself. 

Ms.  J.  LOWTHER :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  certainly  made  the  state- 
ment to  which  I  referred  just  now ;  but, 
leaving  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
refresh  liis  memory  with  the  Act  of 
Parliament  and  the  Report  of  his  own 
Department,  together  with  the  Orders 
in  Council,  I  will,  with  the  permission  of 
the  House,  refer  to  one  subject  which 
has  been  touched  upon  in  the  course  of 
the  debate,  and  upon  which  I  should 
like  to  say  a  few  words,  speaking  as  a 
private  individual,  and  in  no  shape  or 
form  representing  the  views  of  my  right 
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hoB.  Friends  near  nfe  any  more  than 
they  would  upon  auoh  a  eubjeet  b«  ao- 
cepted  by  me  as  xeiwesentuig  nune. 
Among  the  Tarious  remedies  suggested 
for  agricultural  depression,  I  have  re- 
marked that  hardly  any  touch  any  per- 
son except  the  out-going  tenant.  The 
out-going  tenant  is  the  person  for  whom 
all  these  reforms  are  apparently  intended. 
We  are  told  thatoompeneation  for  unex- 
hausted improTementawiil  be  of  material 
ben^t  as  as  alleviation  of  agricultural 
depreseion.  But  who  doesoompensation 
for  unexhausted  improvements  affect?  It 
affects  the  out-going  tenant  if  he  happens 
not  to  be  an  in-going  tenant  elsewhere. 
If  he  ia  going  to  retire  wholly  from  the 
businew  of  agriculture,  no  doubt,  the 
transfer  of  the  property  of  other  people 
into  his  pocket  will  be,  ia  his  view,  a 
ereat  advantage.  But  what  advantage 
does  compensation  fw  unexhausted  Im- 
provemeats  confer  upon  that  individual 
whom  I  think  the  House  ought  to  have 
some  regard  for — the  man  who  is  called 
the  sitting  tenant,  who  has  tilled  the 
farm  during  the  whole  of  his  life,  who 
has  succeeded  members  of  his  own  family 
who  have  gone  before  him,  and  who 
probably  intends  to  hand  his  farm  over 
to  thoae  who  suooeed  him  in  a  direct 
line — the  man  who  has  no  idea  of  flit* 
tiag,  or  of  becoming  an  out-goiag  ten- 
ant, in  order  to  attain  any  of  the  ad- 
vantages which  have  been  mentioned  f 
This  brings  me  to  this  p<»nt ;  unless 
Parliament  is  prepared  to  do  something 
towards  placing  the  buaineas  of  agrical- 
tue  in  such  a  posittou  that  it  can  be 
oooduoted  on  £>irly  reasonable  terms, 
under  all  ordinal  cinmmsfeances,  and 
affording  a  reasonable  hope  of  profit,  no 
diseuBsion  on  the  subject  will  be  of  any 
avail.  I  have  never  hesitated  to  say 
myself  that  the  idea  that  a  mere  reduc- 
tion of  rent  would  meet  this  question  is 
one  that  is  not  worth  one  moment's  en- 
tertainment. The  question  of  rent  will 
settle  itself  without  the  action  of  Parlia- 
ment; It  is  settling  itself  already.  But 
what  does  this  in  reality  mean— the 
statement  that  the  agricultural  difficulties 
could  be  redressed  by  a  re-settlement 
of  rent  ?  It  is  only  foUowing  the  adrioe 
ofthehon.Gtentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  to  the  Egyptians,  to  "  stew  in 
theirownjuiee."  It  means  that  the  land- 
lords may  be  preyed  upon  by  the  ten- 
ants, and  the  tenants  by  the  labourers, 
but  no  other  dass  of  the  community, 
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under  any  ciranmstences,  must  he  eallod 
uDon  to  eontribute  towards  the  x«dress 
oi  agricultural  difficulties.  There  was 
one  statement  in  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  eat  down, 
which  I  heard  Vith  great  satisfaotioa. 
It  was  that  statement  in  which  tiie  ri^rt 
hon.  Gentleman  stated  that  until  agri- 
oulture  was  restored  to  a  healthy  condi- 
tion in  this  country  commercial  pros- 

Serity  could  not  hope  to  revive.  W» 
ave  advanced  a  great  deal  recently, 
and  we  now  find  that  the  depression  of 
agriculture  is  recognised  as  a  matter  of 
national  concern.  We  used  to  be  teld 
that  it  was  only  a  question  for  tho 
consumer,  and  tiiat  what  happened  to 
the  producer  of  ibod  was  of  no  con- 
cern whatever  to  ttie  great  mass  id  tiio 
consumers,  who  bad  only  themselveSf 
in  thmr  capacity  of  oonsumers,  to  oar* 
for.  We  hare  now  advanoed  so  far  thai: 
the  depression  of  agriculture  is  recog- 
nized as  a  national  concern  ;  and,  con- 
sequently, I  think  that  I  am  right  in 
drawings  this  conclusion — that  the  whol^ 
of  the  community  engaged  ia  other  pur- 
suits is  interested  in  the  restoration  of 
its  prosperity,  and  is  bound  to  lend  A 
hand  to  the  attainment  of  t^at  end.  If 
I  were  to  urge  that  all  other  classes  of 
the  community  ought  to  be  prepared  to 
inenr  certain  eaorifioee  for  the  purpose  of 
restoring  i^^culture  to  pro^erity,  1 
should  tmly  be  re-eohoing  what  has  al- 
ready been  stated  from  the  Minietsriid 
BenMi.  Her  Majes^'s  Government,  I 
dare  say,  will  not  be  ptrepaved  to  deny 
this,  that  if  it  oould  be  shown  tiiat 
agriculture  cannot  be  condttctdd  at  A 
profit  in  this  country,  without  the]  pro* 
teotion  of  agricultural  produce  lirom' 
ruinous  foreign  competition,  tiierewonld 
he  a  strong  case  made  out  for  a  demand 
that  all  seoUons  of  the  oommunity  should 
incur  a  reasoni^le  amount  of  the  burden 
thereby  involved.  I  might  urge  that 
if  agriculture  were  the  only  interest 
affected  by  foreign  competition ;  but  is 
that  so  ?  Are  there  not  fellow-sufferers 
engaged  in  other  pursuits?  Wo  know, 
unfortunately,  that  Board  of  Trade  Ke-' 
tnrus  and  official  statistics  show  us  that 
almost  every  other  interest  ia  suifering 
to  a  latge  extent  from  this  cause.  I 
am  not  now  dwelling  upon  the  loss 
all  other  interests  suffer  from  owing 
to  Ihe  effect  of  the  dimished  purchas- 
ing power  in  the  home  market  dne  to 
agricultural  depression.   I  am  referring 
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1o  the  direct  foreiffu  oompetttion  ia  manu- 
fiiotored  articles  uom  abroad.  Thework- 
ing  men  of  England  are  constantly  told 
that  the  one  thing  they  should  insist 
upon  18  a  cheap  loaf.  We  have  all  heard 
eaoagh  of  the  small  and  the  large  loaf ; 
hot  I  have  no  doubt  the  spectre  will  be 
again  trotted  out  by  the  Trewury  Bench. 
Bat  if  the  Tocking  men  of  £ngiand  find 
tbmr  means  of  parohasing  a  loaf,  be  it 
great  or  small,  vanishing  from  their 
view.  I  think  they  will  not  be  disposed 
to  pay  much  attention  to  ataJa  arguments 
of  that  kiod.  I  hare  recKiUy  beea  visit- 
ing the  maouboturing  distriotSr  and  I 
wa«  MtoQiahed  to  jfind  that  aumezous 
masufutttreire  who  were  formerly  oon- 
tent  with  only  branch.  ettaUishmeBta  in 
a  GontinoLtal  country  are  now  runoving 
theu  Mktire  plant  and  capital  and  bust- 
BOSS  from  this  country  to  other  oountries, 
which,  in  plain  EngUeh,  means  that  the 
money  which  formerly  found  its  way  into 
the  pocketa  of  English  workmen  will 
BOW  be  paid  to  foreigners.  ["No, 
BO ! "]  Hon.  Members  say  "  No ! "  I 
was  not  long  ago  in  one  of  the  manufac- 
turing towns  of  the  West  Biding  of 
Torlwhire,  and  I  saw  there  empty  mille. 
Thej  were  not  only  unoccupied,  but  I 
ascertained  that  they  were  empty  owing 
to  tbe&£t  that  the  actual  machinery  had 
keen  literally  taken,  out  of  them,  conveyed 
abroad,  and  there  re-ereoted,  and  that 
the  bosiness  formerly  condacted  in  the 
West  JUding  of  Twlmhire  will*  in  future, 
be  etmdootM  in  Oennany  and  France. 
Za  Uie  Houae  prepared  to  say  that  that 
k  sot  a  matter  of  national  ooncern? 
AmoDgflt  the  items  of  imported  articles 
I  notice  a  large  number  of  manufactured 
boots  and  shoes.  I  think  when  the  boot 
closers  of  Northampton  again  visit  Tra- 
falgar Square — that  Majuba  Hill,  from 
which  it  is  apparently  necessary  to 
quicken  the  liiniaterial  oonsdenoe— they 
will  have  some  more  solid  grievances  to 
urge  upon  the  consideration  oi  Her  Ma- 
jeetj'a  Qovemmeut  than  1^  necessity  of 
abjuring  any  reot^nition  of  the  Deity  in 
our  proceedings  in  this  House.  The^ 
will  find  their  mews  . of  earning  their 
Uveliheod  ri^iidly  vanishing  from  within 
their  grMp,  and  the  ci^tal  formerly  ex- 
pended  in  their  employment  beiag  teans- 
lorred  to  other  lands.  The  working 
tbusee  most  consider  this  point  also; 
ftey  have  to  contend  now  in  the  cosmo- 
polUan  labour  market  with  Uie  workmttn 
of  o(h«r  oQuotriea,  whose  rtandard  q£ 


comfort  is  far  below  their  own.  Are  the 
workmen  of  England  prepared  to  meet 
these  competitors  on  equal  terms  ?  Are 
the  English  workmen  prepared  to  see 
their  standard  of  comfort  brought  down 
to  the  standard  enjoyed  by  Continental 
workmen  ?  Because  it  will  oome  to  that. 
Not  only  the  standard  of  comfort  of  the 
artizans,  but  the  length  of  hours  must  be 
oonndered,  if  we  are  to  hold  our  own  in 
such  an  uneven  race.  It  has  been  my 
desire  to  detain  the  House  for  as  short 
a  time  as  possible,  and,  in  conclusion,  I 
would  like  to  ask  those  who  advocate  Free 
Trade — the  one-aided  Free  Trade  whidi 
now  prevails — wlwttier  they  otmsider  any 
burdens  whatsoever  in  the  shape  of  taxa- 
tion upon  food,  or  upon  those  engaged 
in  produdng  food,  ai«  imposts  whtoh  are 
ifhmoral  in  themselves  ?  If  so,  I  should 
like  to  ask  them  how  they  can  justify  the 
imposition  of  grinding  rates  and  heavy 
taxation  upon  land  which  is  devoted  solely 
to  the  production  of  food  ?  If  the  idea 
of  the  entire  &eedom  of  the  food  of  the 
people  from  all  taxation  is  to  be  infflsted 
upon,  we  may  fairly  ask  how  we  are  to 
reconcile  the  taxation  of  the  food  pro- 
duced at  home,  and  of  the  pioduoer  him- 
self, with  the  grandiose  notion,  in  favour 
of  foreigners,  of  the  free  supply  of  food 
and  tlie  non-taxation  of  those  engaged 
in  its  production  ?  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Tioe  President  of  the  Oounoil 
spoke  about  &e  price  of  meat,  and  it 
appears  to  be  assomed  throughout  the 
course  of  this  debate,  as  far  as  I  have 
heard,  that  the  prioe  of  meat  is  sa  high 
in  this  country  that  we  need  have  no 
fe^  in  the  future  of  foreign  competition 
in  respect  to  that  commodity.  Now,  I 
venture  to  hold,  with  all  submission,  a 
contrary  opinion.  By  the  time  the  Bri- 
tish agriculturists  shall  have  succeeded 
in  laying  down  their  land  in  that  per- 
manent pasture  which  is  advocated  as, 
in  England  and  Ireland,  most  suited  to 
the  soil  and  climate  of  both  conntrieo^ 
some  new  development  of  the  importa- 
tion of  live  and  dead  meat  will  have 
been  discovered,  which  will  upset  all 
oar  calculations  and  set  the  farmers  by 
the  ears.  If  the  country  should  once  re- 
oog^nize  that  the  bnnness  of  agrionlture 
or  of  pasturing  cannot  be  conducted  at  a 
reastmable  profit  in  this  country,  then 
we  must  he  prepared  to  have  reooarse 
to  those  remedies  which  are  not  new- 
fangled ones,  but  which  have  been  tried 
in  aU  countries  throughout  the  globe,  for 
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the  protection  of  agrioulture  as  well  as 
of  all  other  threatenened  industries.  The 
views  I  have  ventured  to  give  utterance 
to,  it  is  well  known,  I  have  always  held 
myself.  Although  they  have  been  termed 
pious  opinions,  they  are  certainly,  as  far 
as  I  am  concerned,  held  with  consistent 
piety ;  and  I  think  it  is  high  time  that 
this  question  should  be  viewed  by  all 
sections  of  this  House,  and  by  all 
classes  in  this  country,  entirely  apart 
from  all  those  old-fashioned  prejudices 
which  have  so  long  prevailed.  It  may 
be  perfectly  true  that  a  certain  num- 
ber of  years  ago  we  were  able  to 
produce  variooa  manofaotUTed  articles 
cheaper  than  any  other  conntry.  Other 
countries  had  not  learnt  to  .derelope 
their  own  mftnaf^tures,  and  to  protect 
themselves  from  competition  from  us. 
Under  these  circumstances,  the  trade  of 
this  country  advanced  by  leaps  and 
bounds.  But  other  countries  have  now 
learnt  to  protect  themselves  and  to  ex- 
clude us  from  their  markets.  In  the 
former  period  to  which  I  have  referred, 
other  agencies  were  at  work — such  as 
the  development  of  steam  and  electricity. 
To  hear  some  hon.  Members  talk,  it 
might  be  imagined  that  Mr.  Oobdeo  was 
the  hiventor  of  steam,  and  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Ohan- 
cellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  (Mr. 
John  Bright)  was  the  patentee  of  elec- 
triraty ;  for  every  improvement  and  de- 
velopment of  commerce  which  has  taken 
place  of  late  years  has  been  attributed 
to  the  results  of  their  agitation.  I  trust 
that  the  House  will  consider  these  ques- 
tions serious^,  apart  from  all  the  pre- 
judice which!  know  prevails  against  any 
mention  of  protective  duties  upon  ar- 
ticles consumed  in  this  country.  On  the 
contrary,  I  trust  that  4he  question  will 
be  impartially  considered  as  a  whole.  I 
may  say  that,  in  connection  with  this 
matter,  I  have  been  charged  with  advo- 
cating a  specific  5«.  duty  on  com ;  but 
I  wish  distinctly  to  say  that  I  never 
maintained  myself,  in  any  dogmatic 
manner,  the  necessity  of  a  Ss.  duty  as 
against  a  6».,  a  As.,  or  any  other  duty 
upon  com.  Still  less  have  I  declared 
myself  against  a  reasonable  sliding 
scale.  In  coDclusion,  I  beg  to  thank 
the  House  for  allowing  me  to  make 
the&e  few  remarks  upon  the  question. 
The  snbject  is  one  wfaidi,  although, 
at  this  moment,  the  suggestion  does  not 
command  a  vwy  large  amount  of  public 
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support,  must  soon  be  seriously  oopsi- 
dered,  and  will  inevitably  force  itself 
upon  the  attention  of  Parliament. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— (Jfr.  Oortt.) 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
he  wished  to  ask  the  noble  Marquess 
opposite,  before  the  debate  was  ad- 
journed, on  what  days  it  would  be 
continued,  and  what  course  it  was  pro* 
posed  to  take  with  r^ieot  to  private 
Members*  Notices  on  Wednesday  and 
Friday,  in  the  event  of  its  not  being 
previously  concluded  f 

Ths  Mabqttxss  of  HABTINGTON, 
in  reply,  said,  he  had,  in  accord anoe 
with  what  he  believed  to  be  tiie  usual 
practice,  already  placed  on  the  Paper  a 
Notice  .that  he  WQuld,  to-morrow,  move 
that  Notices,  of  Motion  and  Orders  of 
the  Day  be  postponed  until  after  the 
Order  of  the  Day  had  been  taken  for 
the  resumption  of  the  debate  upon  the 
Address  to  Her  Majesty.  He  also  pro- 
posed following  the  course  adopted  on 
a  former  occasion,  in  the  event  of  the 
debate  not  being  concluded  to-morrow, 
to  make  the  same  Motion  on  Wednesday 
with  respect  to  tiie  Orders  of  the  Day. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Debate  fwther  ad/oumed  till  7b-Mor- 

PABUAMENTABT  OATHS  ACT  (18U) 

AMENDMENT  BILL. 
oolUCiTTBE.     IProffTM  16th  Ftbruort/.'] 

I3A.VE.     PntSX  BKADINQ. 

Mattzb  eontidertd  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Question  again  proposed, 

"  That  the  (Jhainnaa  be  directed  to  move  the 
Uoun,  that,  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  relatiog  to  Parliamentary 
Oatha."—  {Jfr.  Attorney  Oenerat.) 

Sir  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
he  was  not  going  to  oppose  the  intro- 
duction of  the  Bill  in  any  way.  On  the 
contrary,  he  congratulated  the  Govern- 
ment on  having  at  last  come  to  their 
senses  on  the  matter.  The  object  of  the 
Government  had  been  hitherto  to  force 
die  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Bradlaugh)  on  the  House,  against  what 
he  believed  to  be  the  letter  and  spirit  of 
the  law,  and  against  the  findings  of  more 
than  one  Committee.   He  was  sorry  to 
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find  the  Bill  brought  forward  in  the  ab- 
sence of  the  Prime  Miniater ;  and  he 
might  add,  that  it  was  the  general  opi- 
nion tiiat  the  right  hon.  Gtentleman  was 
staying  at  Cannes  with  the  Tiew  of 
aroiding  taking  any  part  in  its  intro- 
duction. Having  read  tbe  works  of  the 
Prime  Minister  npon  tbe  Irish  Ohurch 
and  tbe  Vatican,  he  (Sir  H.  Drummond 
Wolff)  thought  the  opinion  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  must  be  very  mnoh 
against  the  measure.  The  Qoreroment 
had,  however,  taken  the  right  course  in 
bringing;  in  a  Bill,  because  they  had  not, 
Qp  to  that  time,  endeavoured  to  alter 
the  law  in  favour  of  their  supporter,  a 
Gentleman  whom  they  took  every  step 
to  bring  into  the  House,  who  had  been 
n^portod  by  their  Whip,  and  who  had 
Bnee  receired  the  support  of  the  Liberal 
Party  in  general — because  they  had 
hitherto  endeavoured  to  force  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  upon  the  House,  not  by  altering 
the  law,  which  would  have  enabled 
them  to  take  his  seat  legitimately,  but,  as 
he  had  before  said,  against  the  law  and 
against  its  representation  by  tbe  Com- 
mittee of  the  House.  Before  referring 
to  precedents,  he  would  point  out  that 
Mr.  Bradlaugb,  according  to  his  speeches 
delivered  in  the  country,  which  he  (Sir 
H.  Drummond  WoL£E)  had  read  from 
time  to  time,  was  .  in  error  in  imputing 
to  that  House  any  blame  for  preventing 
his  access  to  it.  When  Baron  Boths- 
child  and  Alderman  Salomtnu  endea- 
voured to  get  into  the  House,  and  when 
it  was  declared  that  the  law  was  against 
their  admission,  the  Liberal  Government 
of  the  day,  which  was  in  favour  of  their 
admission,  as  the  present  Government 
irae  now  in  favour  of  the  admission  of 
Mr.  Bradlaugh,  annually  introduced  a 
Bill  with  the  view  of  removing  the  dis- 
abilitiee  under  which  they,  as  Jews, 
laboured.  In  the  case  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
the  Government  bad  done  nothing  of 
that  kind  ;  they  had  said  in  effect  that 
"  althongh  tbe  Committees  have  stated 
that  their  interpretati<Hi  of  the  law  is 
ag^ainst  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  we  insist  that 
yon  should  admit  him  into  this  House." 
Her  Majesty's  Government  wished  to 
introduce  a  Gentleman  who  said  he  did 
not  believe  in  a  Divine  Being,  and  they 
were  now  taking  the  right  course  in 
BBcjisg^ — "  We  will  introduce  a  Bill  to 
sanction  tins."  Therefore,  he  ra^eated 
his  congratulations  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government  on  coming  to  their  senses 

VOL.  OOLXXVL  [thibd  woes.] 


with  regard  to  this  matter.  But  why 
bad  they  not  done  this  before ;  and  why 
did  they  allow  the  House  to  be  exposed 
to  every  kind  of  indignity  on  the  part 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  and  his  followers, 
when  it  had  been  decided  that  he  could 
not  come  into  the  House?  They  bad 
introduced  one  Bill;  but  it  had  been, 
in  some  way  or  other,  smuggled  out  of 
sight,  because  they  knew  they  could  not 
carry  it  at  the  time.  Hon.  Members  on 
that  side  had  not  hitherto  prevented  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  coming  into  the  House  on 
the  special  ground  of  his  views  and 
opinions.  They  had  prevented  him, 
because  successive  Committees,  moved 
for  by  the  Head  of  the  Government, 
declared  it  to  be  lll^ftd  that  he  should 
a>me  into  the  House.  ORie  law  de- 
clared that  the  Oath  should  be  taken 
in  a  particular  way,  and  that  persons 
who  did  not  believe  in  the  existence 
of  a  Deity  should  not  be  allowed  to  take 
tbe  Oath.  Mr.  Bradlaugh  was  therefore 
not  entitled  to  the  exemptions  of  the 
Affirmation  Act,  nor  was  be  entitled  to 
take  the  Oath.  Having  now  put  the 
matter  on  tbe  right  ground,  tbe  public 
should  know  that  tbe  Government  wished 
to  legalize  the  admission  of  Atheists  into 
the  House  of  Commons.  They  were  now 
doing  that,  and,  for  his  part,  whatever 
course  he  might  hereafter  take,  he  re- 
peated that  hon.  Members  on  those  (tbe 
Conservative)  Benches  had  never  acted 
towards  Mr.  Bradlaugh  but  in  accord- 
ance with  the  law,  and  not  against  him- 
self. Let  the  hon.  Member  for  Bristol 
(Mr.  Morley]  now  vote  for  Affirmation, 
and  let  him  square  the  question  with 
the  Congregationalists;  let  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the 
Governm€int  make  terms  with  the  elec- 
tors of  Mid  Lothian.  Tbe  Bill  now  being 
brought  in  placed  the  question  on  the 
right  issue ;  and,  that  being  so,  he  should 
offer  no  opposition  to  its  introduction, 
because  they  could  vote  upon  it  here- 
after as  they  thought  proper,  and  because 
the  Government  were  at  length  brought 
face  to  face  with  public  opinion  in  their 
endeavours  to  carry  a  Bill  to  legalize 
the  admission  of  Atheists  into  Patlia- 
ment. 

Mb.  CHAPUNsaid,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  had  just  sat  down  (Sir  H. 
Drummond  Wolff)  had,  in  his  (Mr. 
Chaplin's)  opinion,  given  a  £^r  and 
accurate  description  of  the  object  of  the 
Bill,  and  it  was  in  consequence  uf  that 
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description,  that  he  intended  to  take  pre- 
cisely the  opposite  course  to  that  wfaicli 
the  hon.  Oentleman  had  announced 
his  intention  of  fnllowing  on  the  pre- 
sent oncanon.  With  the  permission  of 
the  House  he  would  state  his  reasons 
for  doine  so.  It  was  no  doubt  unusual 
in  that  Assembly  to  oppose  the  introduc- 
tion of  a  Bill,  and,  under  ordinary  cir- 
cumstances, he  should  not  have  taken 
the  course  indicated.  But  the  circum- 
stances were  not  then  of  an  ordinary 
character,  and  hence  his  opposition  at 
&at  stage  of  the  measure.  The  reason 
why  hon.  Members  refrained,  as  a  rule, 
from  opposing  a  Bill  on  its  introduction, 
was  because  they  were  naturally  anxious 
to  know  what  it  contained ;  but,  in  this 
case,  every  Member  of  the  House  knew 
perfeetiy  well  the  nature  of  the  Bill,  and, 
tiierefore,  there  was  exactly  the  same 
reason  for  opposing  it  upon  the  first,  as 
upon  Miy  other  occasion.  This  Bill  could 
only  be  a  Bill  tat  the  purpose  of  facili- 
tating tiie  entrance  of  Atheists  generally 
into  Parliament,  and  of  one  hon.  Gen- 
tleman holding  Atheistical  opinions  in 
particular.  His  own  view  of  the  matter 
beiu^  extremely  simple,  he  should  not 
detain  the  House  except  for  a  moment 
in  stating  it.  He  asked  whether  it  was 
desirable  or  not  that  the  entry  of 
Atheists  into  Parliament  should  be  faci- 
litated; and  as  he  held  a  strong  opinion 
that  this  was  the  most  undesirable  thing 
in  the  world,  he  had  no  hesitation  what- 
ever in  recording  his  vote  against  the 
introduction  of  the  Bill. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NOETHCOTE  said, 
it  was,  of  course,  perfectly  legitimate 
and  natural  that  those  hon.  Members 
who  objected  to  the  principle  of  a  Bill 
should,  if  they  pleased,  oppose  its  in- 
troduction. But  he  wi^ed  to  say,  for 
his  own  part,  that,  taking  substantially 
the  same  view  of  the  matter  as  that  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Portsmouth  (Sir 
H.  Drum m end  Wolff)— namely,  that  the 
question  which  had  been  before  them 
was  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
in  challenging  the  Rules  and  decisions 
of  the  House  and  the  findings  of  its 
Committees,  yet  the  question  of  dealing 
with  the  matter  by  a  Bill  was  a  new  one, 
and  one  on  which  he  thought  they  ought 
rather  to  be  glad  than  otherwise  to  see 
what  were  the  proposals  of  the  Qovem- 
ment.  He  did  not  agree  with  the  hon. 
Memberfor  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Ohap- 
Ijn)  in  saying  that  in  the  present  case 

J/r.  Chaplin 


the  House  must  know  all  that  the  Bill 
contained ;  for  instance,  he  did  not  know 
whether  it  was  to  be  prospective  or  re- 
trospective, or  whether  it  was  to  give  to 
all  the  right  to  affirm  who  chose  to  do 
BO ;  and  it  would,  therefore,  be  gratifying 
to  know  what  the  proposals  of  the  Go- 
Temment  on  theee  points  really  were. 
But,  at  the  same  time,  although  he  did 
not  himself  intend  to  offer  any  objection 
to  the  introduction  of  the  Bill,  be  re- 
newed the  statement  made  on  a  former 
occasion,  that  he  should  support  his 
right  hon.  Friond  the  Member  for  South- 
west Lancashire  (Sir  R.  Assheton  Gross) 
in  opposing  its  second  reading.  Before, 
however,  they  could  place  themselves  in 
a  satisfactory  position  to  sustain  a  debate, 
he  thought  it  desirable  to  hear  what 
were  the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  it  being, 
of  course,  understood  that  the  fact  that 
msny  hon.  Qentlemen  on  those  Benches 
offered  no  opposition  at  the  introductory 
stage  of  the  measure  did  not  in  any 
degree  imply  that  they  were  disposed  to 
support  it. 

GiPTAiN  ATLMEB  said,  the  Bill  did 
not  come  within  the  category  of  Bills 
ordinarily  introduced  to  the  House,  and 
that,  therefore,  the  House  might  safely 
depart  from  its  usual  practice  in  regard 
to  it.  As  a  rule,  the  general  purport 
of  such  measures  only  was  known ;  but  in 
this  case  the  circumstances  were  entirely 
different.  The  subject  was  brought  for- 
ward in  the  House  on  the  15th  instant, 
the  day  on  which  Parliament  was  called 
together,  at  a  time  when  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
was  telling  the  people  to  come  "  in  their 
thousands  "  and  assist  him  in  breaking 
down  the  laws  of  Parliament.  On  that 
day  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Labouchere)  rose  in  hia  place*  and 
stated  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  would  not 
break  the  laws  of  Parliament  if  the  Oo- 
vemment  would  promise  to  bring  in 
a  Bill.  The  promise  was  made,  the  Bill 
was  brought  forward,  and,  under  those 
circumstances,  he  felt  they  were  fully 
justified  in  opposing  it  on  the  first  read- 
ing. They  had  already  some  very  sad 
experiences  of  the  concessions  made  by 
the  Government  to  agitation  in  Ireland 
and  in  the  Transvaal ;  and  he  had  no 
wish  to  see  Parliament  making  a  con- 
cession to  mob  law  in  this  country,  as  it 
would  be  if  it  passed  the  present  Bill, 
Knowing  the  purport  of  the  measnro, 
and,  so  to  speak,  hearing  the  noise  of 
the  mob  •nubble  at  the  doors  of  tho 
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House,  he  said  that  it  would  be  dis- 
graceful and  lowering  to  tiie  dignity  of 
Qie  House  to  make  the  concession  de- 
manded of  them. 

Hr.  GRANTHAM  said,  although  hon. 
Uembero  thought  it  right  to  enter  a  pro- 
test against  the  conduct  of  the  Qoveru- 
znent  by  proposing  to  postpone  the  ques- 
tiffli  oi  Uie  introduction  of  the  Bill  when 
it  vas  brought  forward  at  a  late  hour  on 
Friday  nig^t,  yet,  after  all  that  had  been 
■aidf  he  did  not  think  it  desirable  to 
oppose  the  Motion  then  before  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Sm  E.  ASSHETON  CEOSS :  AU  I 
hare  to  say  is  this.  The  noble  Marquess 
who  leads  the  House  at  present  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington)  correctly  inter- 
preted what  I  stated  the  other  day — 
name^,  that  I  intend  to  oppose  this 
£iU  on,  the  second  reading.  I  beHeve, 
when  the  noble  Marquess  made  that 
statementj  some  hon.  Friends  of  mine, 
who  probably  did  not  hear  what  I  said, 
rather  disputed  that  statemeat ;  and, 
therefore,  I  think  it  right  to  say  that 
what  Idid  state  was,  that  I  should  oppose 
this  Bill  with,  idl  the  strength  I  had  in 
my  power  on  the  seoond  reading.  I 
think  that  is  the  right  course  to  take ; 
and  nothing  will  induce  me  to  believe 
that  this  Bill  is  not  brought  in  for  the 
express  purpose  of  admitting  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  to  this  House,  in  concession  to 
agitation.  I  do  not  care  how  the  Bill 
is  worded.  I  am  afraid  that  is  the  real 
eanae ;  and  I  am  not  surprised  at  the 
protest  made  after  I  left  the  House  the 
other  night  by  a  great  number  of  hon. 
Friends  of  mine,  whom  I  can  assure  I 
feel  as  strongly  as  they  can  on- this 
matter,  although  I  did  not  remain  to 
take  part  in  their  action.  That  protest 
haring  been  made,  I  hope  they  will 
consider  it  sufficient ;  ana  X  think  we 
Aall  be  more  consulting  the  dignity  of 
our  proceedings,  and  the  importance  of 
the  question,  if  we  reserve  all  we  have 
to  say — which  ia  a  great  deal — on  a  Bill 
which  I  sincetely  hope  will  not  be  passed 
by  this  House. 

MR.NEWDEGATE  said,  no  man  felt 
more  strongly  on  this  subject  than  he 
did.  He  looked  upon  it  as  no  question 
of  individual  belief;  it  was  a  question 
whether  the  security  of  the  three  Estates  ' 
of  the  £ealm  should  be  limited  to  its  j 
reqjtective  functions,  and  perform  those 
Amotions  independently.  In  1 R58  Far- 
liMaent  deeded  that  an  Oath,  or  a  solemn 
Affirmation  equivalent  to  an  Oath,  was , 


necessary.  In  1866  the  matter  was 
^  fully  ventilated  ;  and  Farliament  de- 
cided that  this  great  Constitutional  ob- 
ject would  not  be  adequately  secured 
unless  Her  Majesty  and  each  Memtwr 
of  each  House  respectively  was  bound 
by  Oath,  or  by  the  equivalent  of  an 
Oath,  a  solemn  Affirmation.  That  was 
the  question  now  raised ;  but  in  justice 
to  a  large  number  of  his  hon.  Friends, 
who  entertained  as  grave  objection  to 
any  invalidation  or  weakening  of  the 
security  of  the  Constitution  as  he  did, 
he  intended  to  abstain  from  voting 
against  the  first  reading  of  the  Bill,  be- 
cause he  was  sure  that  by  doing  so  he 
should  appear  to  be  taking  an  unfair 
advantage  of  men  opposed  to  the  Bill, 
who  were  as  honest  and  far  more  intd- 
ligent  than  he.  He  would  therefore 
leave  the  House. 

Question  put. 

Th6  Committee  Mvided  :~A.yw  184; 
Noes  53:   Majority  131.— (Bir.  lAak, 

No.  7.) 

Resolution  r*/»or^e<f.*— Bill  ordertS  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Aixornsy  Qiara- 
RAL,  The  Marquess  of  Hartdtotov, 
Secretary  Sir  William  Hahoottrt,  and 
Mr.  Solicitor  Qezteral. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time. 
[BiU  89.] 

EGTPT  (OHABOBS  OF  EXPEDITION). 

OBSERTATIONB. 

Ma.  ONSLOW  said,  he  had  a  Motion 
on  the  Paper  for  an  Address  for  a  Copy 
of  all  Correspondence  which  has  taken 
place  between  Her  Majesty's  Goyern- 
ment  and  the  Viceroy  of  India  regarding 
the  payment  by  India  of  the  extraor- 
dinary charges  incurred  by  that  Govern- 
ment on  account  of  the  recent  operations 
in  Egypt,  the  Correspondence  to  date 
from  the  first  intimation  by  Her  Ma- 
jes^'s  Government  that  it  would  be  pro- 
bable troops  from  India  would  be  re- 
quired. The  noble  Marquess  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington)  would  know,  from 
discussions  which  had  taken  place  last 
Session,  that  many  of  the  Papers  in 
question  were  of  great  importance. 
Would  the  noble  Marquess  give  them 
to  him  as  he  had  put  them  down  in  hia 
Notice  ;  or,  if  he  would  promise  to  con- 
sider the  matter,  and  make  a  proposal 
at  some  future  time,  he  (Mr.  Onslow) 
would  be  glad  to  accept  such  proposal. 
He  trusted  that  at  any  rate  the  noble 
Marquess  would  inform  the  House  what 
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information  he  conid  give  them  before 
the  Indian  Budget  was  taken. 

Tfl«  Maequess  op  HARTINGTON 
said,  he  could  not  at  the  present  mo- 
ment agree  to  the  production  of  Papers 
on  the  subject,  either  in  the  proposed, 
or  any  modified  shape.  As  soon  as  the 
debate  on  the  Address  terminated,  the 
ChoDoellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  make 
a  statement  respecting  the  Supplemen- 
tary  Tote  of  Credit  for  the  expenses  of 
the  Tar  in  Egypt.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  be  able  to  state  what  were 
the  exact  proposals  of  the  Government, 
and  until  that  statement  was  made  it 
would  be  impossible  to  say  what  steps 
could  be  taken  for  the  production  of 
Papers. 

Mb.  0N8L0W  said,  that  last  Session 
the  noble  Marquess  promised  to  produce 
some  of  these  Papers. 

MOTIONS. 

 o-O-ff  — 

OTSTEB    AHD    MUSSEL  FISHXEIES  0BDEB8 

CONPIBMATION  BILL, 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Joiis  Holmr,  Bill  to  con- 
firm certain  Orders  made  by  the  Board  of  Trade 
under  "  The  Sea  Fisherifis  Act,  1868,"  relating 
to  Hamford  Water,  Hunatanton,  and  Shepherd's 
Fort  (1«  Stnuige),  and  Swanaea,  ordtred  to  be 
hrougbt  in  hy  Ni.  Jcrx  Holkb  and  Mr.  Chax- 
BBnLlin. 

Bin^rrM»fn/,andread  the  first  time.  [Bills?.] 

f  UBUO  PETITIOirs. 

Ordtred,  That  a  Select  Committee  bo  ap- 
pMJited,  to  whom  shall  he  referred  all  Fetitions 
presented  to  tbe  House,  with  the  exception  of 
Bnch  as  relate  to  Frivate  Bills ;  and  that  such 
Committee  do  classi^  and  prepare  abstracts  of 
the  same,  in  such  form  and  manner  as  shall 
Mpear  to  tiiem  best  ndted  to  conrey  to  the 
House  all  reqolnte  information  respecting  their 
contents,  and  do  report  the  same  trom  tune  to 
time  to  the  House ;  and  that  the  reports  of  the 
Committee  do  set  forth  the  number  of  si^na- 
turee  to  each  Petition  only  in  respect  to  those 
signatures  to  which  addreasea  are  am»id :— And 
that  fiuoh  Committee  have  power  to  direct  the 
piintine  in  txtetuo  of  such  Petitions,  or  of  such 
parts  of  Petitions,  as  shaU  appear  to  require  it : 
— And  that  such  Committea  have  power  to  re- 
port their  opinion  and  obsen'ations  thereupon 
to  the  House:— And  that  the  Committee  do 
consist  of  Sir  Chaslbs  Fosstsb,  Mr.  Bichakd 
PowEB,  Mr.  O'CoNon,  Mr.  M'Laoak,  Mr. 
Catehdish  BsKTmcK,  Mr.  Rioinald  Yokss, 
Mr.  Chaklbs  Balstkplb,  Viscount  NawrOBT, 
Mr.  MuLuoLLAKD,  MarquQts  of  Tavistock, 
Mr.  Chables  Teknant,  Marqucsa  of  Staffokd, 
Mr.  Hanhuuy  -  Tracy,  Mr.  Lowther,  and 
Colonel  DiORY : — That  three  be  the  quorum. 

Ordered,  That  every  Member  presenting  a 
Petition  to  this  House  do  affix  his  name  at  the 
beginning  thoroof.— (Sir  Ckarlei  Farsttr.) 

Mr.  Onthto 


SETTLED  LAITD   AOT    (1882)  AUBXHXXST 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Boulase,  Bill  to  amend 
"The  Settled  Land  Act,  1882,"  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  BorlabBj  Mr.  William 
FowLBR,  Mr.  Javm  ITowabd,  and  Hr.  Hop- 
wood. 

Bill preaenUd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  88.] 

FRIVATB  LUVATIO  ASTLmtS  (iKBLARI)) 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  William  Cobbbt,  Bill  to 
alter  and  amend  the  Law  relating  to  Private 
Lunatic  Asylums  in  Ireland,  and  to  make  other 
and  more  suitable  provision  for  paying  patients, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr,  William  Cos- 
bet,  Mr.  Blake,  Mr.  Dillwtn,  lb.  Dawsoit, 
and  Mr,  Bichabd  Fowse. 

Bill  jirwmfM^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  90.] 

¥AOTOHT  AND  WOBKSHOV  AOT  (1878) 
J^MENDUENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Bboadhcbst,  Bill  to 
amend  "  The  Factory  and  Worktop  Act, 
1878,"  ordered  to  he  brought  in  by  Mr.  Bboad* 
HURST,  Sir  Charlbb  Forsteb,  Mr.  Br&T,  Mr. 
He»bt  H.  Fowler,  and  Mr.  Rowley  Hill. 

"BiSipreaentedt  andread  the  first  time.  {BQl  91.] 

WASTB  LANDS  (IRELAITd)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Captain  Aylurb,  Bill  to  im- 
prove and  redeem  Waste  Lands  ia  Ireland, 
ordertd  to  bo  brought  in  by  Captain  ATUtsBf 
Mr.  ToTTEMBAU,  ftud  Mr.  Henst  Thohbok. 

lii\i.pret$Hted,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  83.] 

KITCHXN  AND  BEPSBSmCElTT  BOOKS 

(HOUSE  OP  COMMOKS). 
Ordered,  That  a  Standing  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  control  the  arrangements  of  \b» 
Kitchen  and  Uefrpshment  Booms,  in  the  depart* 
ment  of  tho  Berjeant  at  Arms  attending  this 
House  : — Mr,  Maurice  Brooks,  Sir  William 
Hart  Btke,  Mr.  Henry  Edwards,  Sir  Ed- 
mund Filheb,  Sir  Oabbibl  Goldsbt,  "iXj. 
GuBBT,  Mr.  Buff*  Lord  KEHsmeroir,  JSs, 
MoNV,  Mr.  McNTz,  Captain  O'BHSAt  Mr. 
RiCHAHD  Power,  Lord  Henby  Thynke,  and 
Sir  Henry  Wolff  Three  to  be  the  quorum. 
—{Sir  William  Hart  J)ylce.) 

UUNICIPAL  BOB0UOH8  DILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  William  Fowler,  Bill  to 
amend  tho  Law  with  respect  to  the  division  o( 
Municipal  Boroughs  into  Wards,  and  the  de> 
termination  of  tho  number  of  Conacillors  in  a 
Borough,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
William  Fowler,  Mr.  Btlaxds,  ana  Mr. 
Henry  H.  Fowler. 

Bill/ir«mf«rf,sndreadthefir8ttima.  [Bill  98.] 

EEOISTBATION  OF  FIRMS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Basron,  Bill  for  the 
BeeistratioQ  of  Firms  and  of  persons  carrying 
on  business  under  names  or  styles  other  than 
their  own,  ordered  to  bo  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Barrak,  Mr.  Norwood,  and  Mr.  Monk. 

Bill preeented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  94.] 

House  a^jonzned  at  a  quarter 
after  One  o  dock. 
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HOUSE    OF  L0BD8, 
Tueiday,  30M  F^ruarjf,  1883. 


ROLL  07  THB  IiORDS. 

Thb  LOED  CHANCELLOE  ao- 
quainted  the  House  that  the  Clerk  of 
the  Parliaments  had  prepared  and  laid 
it  on  the  Table :  The  same  was  ordered 
to  hefirintsd.   (No.  2.) 

NATIONAL  EDUCATION  (IBELAKIl). 

MOTION  rOB  FAPEBS. 

ThbEarlofLONGFOBD  said,,  that 
yesterday  he  moved  for  the  production 
of  a 

"  Copy  of  Eole  72.  of  the  Bulei  and  Regtila< 
tioni  of  the  GommisBioQcn  of  National  Edu- 
cation in  Ireland;  Copy  of  letter,  dated  8tb 
Norember  1882,  from  the  Earl  Longford 
to  th»  Lord  President  of  the  Council  (on  appeal 
from  a  decision  of  the  Lord  lieutenant  of 
Ireland),  reepecting  the  appointment  of  a  sister 
of  mercy  as  teacher  in  a  national  school  open 
to  non<Catlu^  ohildrsn;  Copy  of  any  replr 
thewto." 

He  foottd  in  the  Minutes  of  yesterday's 
proceedings  that  he  had  withdrawn  his 
Motion,  and  some  newspapers  stated  it 
was  not  pressed.  As  a  matter  of  fkot,  the 
Uotitm  was  agreed  to,  with  certain  addi- 
tioBe.  He  had  had  no  intention  what- 
ever of  withdrawing  it,  and  he  had 
not  the  slightest  idea  of  receding  in  the 
small eet  point  from  the  position  he  had 
taken  npon  the  matter. 

LoBD  OAELINGFOED  (Lord  Privt 
Bsal)  said,  the  question  was  one  merely 
of  the  form  of  the  Motion.  It  was 
understood  to  be  withdrawn  for  the  day, 
in  Older  that  the  terms  might  be  en- 
luged.  B  the  noble  Earl  would  pro- 
pose the  Motion  as  he  (Lord  Oarhng- 
wrd)  had  just  submitted  it  to  him  it 
would  be  agreed  to,  and  the  noble  Earl 
wvold  Semite  all  the  information  he  de* 
sired. 

Ths  Eaxl  or  LONGFOBD  said,  he 
would  move  for  the  Papers  in'  the  form 
Baggestod  by  the  Lord  Privy  Seal. 

Movtd  for —  • 

**  0(^y  of  Bole  72.  of  the  BnliS  and  Begula- 
tiona  OS  the  OommurioBfln  National  £du- 
Wtian  in  Ireland : 

"  C<^7  of  letter,  dated  8th  Novemher  1882, 
from  the  E«A  of  Longford  to  the  Lord  Presi- 


dent of  the  Council  (on  appeal  from  a  decision 
of  the  Lord  Lieutennnt  of  Ireland)  respecting 
the  appointment  of  a  sister  of  mercy  as  teacher 
in  a  national  school  open  to  non-CathoUc 
children : 

"  Copy  of  Correapondence  between  the  Earl  of 
Longford,  the  Commissioners  of  National  Edu- 
cation in  Ireland,  and  the  Irish  OoTomment  on 
the  same  subject."— ( The  Xarl  of  Lott$for4.) 

Motion  (igretd  to, 

INDIA— LOCAL  GOVERNMENT— OKIMI- 
NAL  FBOCEDtIRE  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
QTnSTIOlTS. 

ViscoumtOEANBEOOK:  My  Lords, 
seeing  my  noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  in  his  place,  I  wish  to 
ask  him  whether  he  will  produce  the 
Papers  and  Correspondence  relating  to 
the  scheme  for  the  extension  of  Local 
Government  in  India,  and  which  has 
been  proposed  by  the  Governor  General 
in  Council,  and  also  the  Papers  relating 
to  the  Criminal  Procedure  Bill,  which 
has  been  introduced  by  the  legal  member 
of  the  Council?  I  also  wish  to  ask 
whether  these  matters  were  submitted 
to  the  Council  for  India  in  England,  and 
sanctioned  before  they  were  proceeded 
within  India?   

The  Earl  op  KIMBEBLBY:  My 
Lords,  there  win  be  no  objection  to  pro- 
duce the  Oorrespondence  and  Papers 
relating  to  the  two  subjects  referred  to 
by  the  noble  Yisconnt.  The  scheme 
relating  to  the  jurisdiction  of  Native 
magistrates  over  Europeans  was  for- 
mally sanctioned  by  the  late  Secretary 
of  State  in  Council.  With  regard  to 
the  other  matter,  the  noble  Viscount 
would  see  what  has  been  done  when  the 
Papers  are  produced. 

VisoouHT  OEANBEOOK :  How  soon 
will  the  Papers  be  lud  upon  the 
Table  ? 

The  Eajil  of  KIMBEELET  :  I  can- 
not give  an  answer  this  evening  npon 
that  subject,  as  I  have  not  had  time  to 
look  into  the  Papers;  but  there  shall 
be  no  unnecessary  delay  in  producing 
them. 

The  Marqusss  of  SAUSBtTBr:  I 
wish  to  ask  whether  these  measures  are 
going  forward  in  India  ? 

Thr  Earl  of  KIMBEELET  :  I  shall 
be  glad  if  the  noble  Marquess  will  give 
me  Notice  of  the  Question,  as  I  replied 
to  the  Questions  of  the  noble  Viscount 
after  receiving  private  Notice  from 
him. 
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REQENCY  OF  TUNIS. 
UOnOH  FOB  AH  ADDRESS. 

Eaul  DE  la  "WAEE,  who  rose  to 
ask  the  Secretaiy  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  the  rights  of  British 
subjects  in  the  Eegency  of  Tunis  under 
the  capitulations  will  be  aflfected  by  the 
proposed  Treaty  between  France  and 
the  Bey  of  Tunis;  and  whether  Her 
Majesty's  QoTemment  can  state  what 
course  they  iotend  to  pursue  ?  said,  that 
he  was  very  desirous  of  bringing  the 
subject  as  early  as  possible  before  their 
Lordships,  hariDg  had  good  reason  to 
beUeve  that  statements  which  had  ap- 
peared in  the  public  Press  were  given 
upon  good  authority — to  the  e£Fect  that 
in  June  and  July  of  last  year  communi* 
cations  were  carried  on  between  France 
and  the  British  GbTernment,  and  with 
other  oountries  of  Europe,  with  reference 
to  the  position  of  France  in  the  Begency 
of  Tunis,  and  that  M.  Cambon,  the 
French  resident  Minister  at  Tunis,  went 
to  Paris  to  negotiate  the  terms  of  a 
Treaty  between  France  and  the  Bey  of 
Tunis,  which  was  afterwards  signed. 
The  noble  Earl  opposite  said,  in  Novem- 
ber, that  he  oould  not  give  an  opportunity 
then  for  bringing  the  question  forward. 
It  almost  seemed  that  their  Lordships* 
House  was  threatened  with  the  cldlure, 
which  could  hardly  be  said  to  be  neces- 
sary. Now,  after  the  signing  of  this 
Treaty  as  alleged,  in  September,  when  M. 
Pttcterc  was  Prime  Minister  of  France, 
it  appeared  that  communications  were 
addressed  by  the  French  Qovemment 
to  the  Great  Powers,  informing  them 
that  it  was  in  contemplation  to  abolish 
tiie  Oonsolar  Ooorte  existing  in  virtne 
of  the  CapitnlationB,  and  to  establish 
French  tritiunals  in  Tunis.  He  con- 
tended that  this  was  a  most  important 
matter  for  their  Lordships  and  the 
country  generally  to  consider,  and  it 
would  be  well  to  know  how  far  the 
negotiations  had  proceeded  and  what 
wonld  be  the  future  coarse  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  regard  to  them.  As  their 
Lordships  were  aware,  the  rights  of 
British  subjects  under  the  Capitulations 
were  two-fold,  judicial  and  commercial. 
They  had  existed  for  200  years  or  more ; 
and  under  them  a  British  subject  was 
sutitled  to  have  his  cause  determined  in 
the  Oonaular  Oonrtt  which  existed  under 
a  aeriee  of  Bpedal  Ordsn  in  Oouncil,  the 
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last  of  which  was  of  very  recent  date,  he 
believed  since  the  French  had  occupied 
Tunis.  Now,  it  was  not  difficult  to  un- 
derstand that  British  interests  would  bo 
materially  affected  by  the  abolition  of 
the  Consular  Court ;  and  even  if  FreiKh. 
Courts  were  established  in  their  place, 
there  would  be  a  great  difference  to  a 
British  subject  if  he  were  to  be  tried  by 
French  law  in  a  French  Court  instead  of 
by  English  law  and  by  an  English  tri- 
bunal. Other  countries  would  also  be 
much  affected  by  the  proposed  change, 
especially  Italy,  which  had  a  large 
Colony  in  Tunis,  and  which  had  from  the 
first  protested  against  the  violation  of 
international  rights  by  the  French  an- 
nexation c^Tunis.  Bnt  if  Her  Majesty^s 
Government  should  tacitly  consent,  aa 
he  could  hardly  think  possible,  to  give 
up  these  judicial  rights  so  long  estab- 
lished, and  to  hand  over  10,000  British 
subjects  to  French  Courts  of  Justice, 
there  was  a  further  question  which  waa 
of  vast  importance  to  this  country  in  a 
commercial  point  of  view.  Under  the 
Capitulations  we  had  Treaties  with  the 
Bey  of  Tunis  of  the  utmost  importancct. 
By  the  last  Treaty  no  article  of  British 
produce  or  manufacture  was  excluded 
from  the  Begency  of  Tunis,  and  no  duiy 
could  exceed  the  rate  of  8  per  cent 
ad  valorem.  To  mention  one  instance  of 
the  valne  of  tiiis  Treaty  to  British,  in- 
terests, cotton  goods  of  British  manufac- 
ture came  annually  into  Tunis  amounting 
in valnetoabout£l, 000,000.  Hewould 
ask  their  Lordahipe  to  consider  the  dif- 
ference that  would  follow  if  theseXreatiea 
should  ccaso  to  exist,  and  a  French  Tariff 
were  Imposed.  Wo  had  had  some  experi- 
ence of  French  Commercial  Treaties  and 
French  Tariffs,  and  he  believed  it  was  a 
fact  that  English  trade  with  Algeria  had 
almost  ceased  in  consequence  of  the  high 
duties  which  were  levied  upon  English 
goods,  the  specific  duties  now  levied  by 
France  amounting  to  from  50  to  80  per 
cent.  If  the  Capitulations  were  abo- 
lished English  trade  might  effectually 
be  stopped  in  Tunis.  He  begged  to  a^ 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government 
proposed  to  surrender  the  Capitulations 
as  repcu'ted,  and  how  far  the  interests  of 
British  subjects  would  be  affected  by  it  f 
He  begged  also  to  more  for  Papers  and 
Correspondence  on  the  eubjeet. 

Jiwd,  That  an  humble  Address  be  presanted 
to  Her  Majesty  tox  papers  and  oonreipDndsnoe 
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XMpedii^  the  rights  of  Britinh  eubjecta  in  tlie 

SegencT  Tanu  ondecr  tho  capitulatlonB,  in 
CDimexioii  with  the  proposed  Treaty  between 
France  and  the  Bey  of  Tunis.— (TAe  Earl  De 
Xm  Wmrr.) 

Eabl  GEANVILLB:  My  Lords,  we 
hare  reoeired  no  proposal,  nor  am  I 
aware  of  any,  with  respect  to  the  abelitioa 
<rf  the  Oapttalations  in  Tunis.  In  answer  to 
an  inquiry,  we  have  informed  the  French 
€h>vemment  tiiat  we  are  ready  to  give  a 
foroarable  txmaideration  to  any  tutera- 
tioB  in  the  modes  of  Oonsnlar  jtuisdiction 
tiiat  would  be  Batisfactory  to  all  nation- 
alitiee.  I  beliera  a  Bimiiar  answer  has 
been  g^ren  by  most  eonntries  to  whom 
the  application  was  made.  I  saw  the 
other  day  that  in  the  United  States  a 
Bill  had  passed  the  Legislature  of  that 
country  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  its 
Oovemment  to  do  bo.  I  wish  to  add 
that  we  hare  accompanied  our  oommuni- 
oatton  with  the  assurance  that  we  shall 
reserre  all  the  rights  and  privileges, 
oommercial  and  other,  which  British 
aubjecta  enjoy  under  any  Treaty  that 
BOW  exists  with  the  Bey.  The  Papers 
will  be  i^esented ;  but  at  this  early  stage 
of  the  n^otiations  I  cannot  say  when 
that  will  1^  done,  and  I  would  rather  a 
Motion  for  them  should  not  be  made  at 
present. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  wiiU' 
drawn. 

LAND  LAWS'  (nUSLAND). 

OBBEaTATIONS. 

The  Bakl  op  BELMOHE  said,  with 
respect  to  a  Notice  which  had  been  given 
by  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Waveney), 
he  underatood  that  hu  noble  Friend's 
Hotion  referred  to  certain  resolutions 
passed  at  a  tenant  right  conference 
at  Belfast.  His  noble  Friend  had, 
howoTer,  indicated  those  Kesolutions 
merely  as  Noa.  1  and  2.  He  believed 
that  they  had  not  been  laid  before  the 
House,  although,  probably,  they  were  in 
the  hands  of  the  Government.  Five  or 
six  Hesolutions  had  been  passed  at  the 
Conference,  and  he  thought  the  noble 
Lord  ought  to  recite  those  he  intended 
to  oaH  attention  to  at  length.  He  did 
not  know  what  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment meant  to  do  with  respect  to  those 
Besolutions ;  but,  in  any  case,  he  should 
ftel  bound  to  give  them  a  decided  op- 


Lord  WAVENEY  said,  that  the  reso- 
lutions as  to  which  he  proposed  to  sug- 
gest legislation  were  only  two.  The  first 
was  to  the  effect  that  when  a  judicial 
rent  had  been  fixed  it  should  be  pay- 
able from  the  gale  day  after  the  appti- 
cation ;  and  the  next  was  that  the  rent 
payable  by  leaseholders  should  come 
under  the  jutisdiotion  of  the  Oommia- 
sioners. 

House  adjourned  &t  a  qnartw  before 
Five  o'clock,  to  Thursday  next, 
a  qtutrter  past  Ten  o'clook. 


HOUSE  OF  00MM0K8, 
Tmda^,         Fthrmry,  1888. 


MINUTES.!  —  Public  Biils— Orrfererf— Com 
Sales*;  SitoH  for  Places  of  Worship,  &c. 
(Ireland)  * ;  Marriage  (Hours  of  Solemniza- 
tion) *  ;  lofectibus  Diseases  NotificatioD  *. 

Steond  StvUttf—Ts^  Marks  [70]  [Hou«t 
counted  out]. 

PRIVATE  BmiNM88. 


PARLIAMENT— STAITDING  ORDERS 
AND  SELECTION  COMMITTEES. 

Sib  JOHN  R.  MOWBEAT,  who  had 
upon  the  Paper  Notices  for  the  nomina* 
tion  of  the  Select  Committee  on  Standing 
Orders  and  the  Oommittee  of  Selection, 
said,  he  had  put  the  Notices  on  the 
Paper  for  the  appointment  of  new  Com- 
mittees in  the  usual  ctHurse.  But  he  now 
fbund  thatsereralNotioesof  Amendmwtt 
had  been  given ;  and  as  it  was  desirable 
that  a  little  more  time  should  be  allowed, 
he  proposed  to  defer  the  nomination  of 
both  of  these  Committees  until  Thursday 
next. 

Nomination  dtfwr^  accordingly. 
MOTION, 


PARLIAMBirr  —  BUSINESS    OF  THB 

HOtrSE-NOTIOES  OF  MOTION.  &c. 
HOTION  FOB  P08TP0NEUSKT. 

Motum  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  Hut  ^  NotioM  of  Motion  and  the  lit 
Order  of        Day  be  pos^fmsd  imtU  after 
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the  Order  of  the  Day  for  resuming  the  Ad- 
joumod  Dftbata  on  the  Jlddren  to  HerH^iestjr." 
~{Th«  IfMffum  of  Hartington.) 

Mr.  NEWDEQATE  said,  that  the 
Parliamentary  Oaths  Bill,  which  wae 
not  yet  printed,  or  in  the  hands  of  hon. 
Memben,  stood  in  the  Orders  of  the 
Day  for  Monday  next.  It  stood  last  in 
tib.e  Orders ;  but  he  concluded  that  the 
noble  Marquess  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington) 
did  not  intend  to  relegate  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  to  so  late  an  hour 
that  it  could  not  be  reported  in  the  daily 
Flreas,  for  the  subject  was  one  upon 
vhioh  the  country  ought  to  have  full  in- 
formation. He  hoped  the  noble  Mar- 
quess would  not  preclude  those  who 
entertained  strong  feelings  on  the  sob- 
j60t*matter  of  the  Bill  from  being  able, 
^[ter  seeing  it,  to  prepare  Petitions  to 
tiie  House.  He  would  ask  the  noble 
Marquess  whether  it  was  his  intention 
to  press  on  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill  on  Monday  next ;  and,  if  not,  to 
what  day  the  Order  would  be  postponed  ? 
He  begged  to  remind  the  noble  Mar- 
quess ,  that  on  Friday  last,  in  answer  to 
a  Qaestion  from  himself  (Mr.  Newde- 
gate),  he  stated  that  it  was  not  his  in- 
tention to  take  the  second  reading  until 
the  Standing  Oommittees  hnd  been  ap- 
pointed. He  hoped  the  noble  Marquess 
would  forgive  bis  reminding  him  of  that 
announcement,  and  he  would  conclude 
widi  the  Question,  when  would  the  se- 
oood  reading  of  the  Parliamentary  Oatha 
Kll  beproposed  for  the  consideration 
of  the  Blouse  ? 

Thi  Mamttbss  of  HABXIKOTON: 
I  think  the  hon.  Gentlemftn  has  not  quite 
aoonrately  represented  what  I  stated  the 
other  night.  I  did  not  say  this  Bill 
would  not  be  prooeeded  with  until  the 
Standing  Committees  had  been  ap- 
pointed. What  I  did  say  was  that 
the  desire  of  the  GhiTemment  was  to 
make  the  greatest  pnwress  with  the 
next  stages  of  those  BiUs  which  would 
be  referred  to  the  Standing  Committees ; 
but  probably  we  should  not  ask  the 
House  to  read  the  Parliamentary  Oaths 
Bill  a  second  time  until  we  had  made 
some  progress  with  other  measures.  In 
reply  to  Ulo  hon.  Gentleman's  Question, 
I  would  just  state  that  the  Bill  has  only 
been  formally  set  down  for  Monday;  but 
we  hare  no  intention  whaterraof  asking 
the  House  to  proceed  with  it  on  that  day, 
I  cannot  positively  say  when  the  second 


reading  will  be  taken,  but  ample  notico 

will  be  given. 

SiE  STAFFORD  NOHTHOOTE:  Will 
the  noble  Marquess  give  us  an  assuranoe 
that  the  Bill  will  be  taken  as  the  First 
Order  of  the  Day  ? — because  a  measure 
of  that  importance  ought  not  to  be  put 
o£F  till  a  late  hour. 

Mb.  TOMUNSON  asked  whether  the 
remarks  of  the  noble  Marquess  would 
apply  to  the  Bankruptcy  Bill?  He 
thoughtj[ ample  time  should  be  given  to 
hon.  Members  to  study  the  Bill  before 
the  second  reading. 

Mr.  OHAMBEKLAIK  said,  he  hoped 
the  Bankruptov  Bill  would  be  in  the 
hands  of  Members  either  to-morrow  or 
on  Thursday.  Under  the  circamstanees, 
and  if  there  should  be  on  opportunity, 
he  would  go  on  with  the  second  reading 
on  Monday.  ["Oh!"] 

Mb.  TOMLIKSON  said,  in  that  case 
he  should  move  that  the  second  reading 
be  not  taken  before  Monday  fortnight. 

Sib  STAFFOED  NORTHOOTE  : 
Perhaps  the  noble  Ijord  will  answer  my 
appeal  that  the  Parliamentary  Oaths 
BiU  should  be  made  the  First  Order  of 
the  Day  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HABTINGTON  : 
The  appeal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentieman 
appears  to  mo  to  be  substantially  a  rea- 
sonable one;  but  it  will  be  inconvenient 
at  this  momentf  when  we  are  unable  to 
form  any  opinion  as  to  the  conduct  of 
Public  Businesa,  to  give  an  absolute 
promise.  I  will  connder  the  appeal  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentienuua,  and  endea- 
vour to  make  the  best  arrangement  in 
niy  power. 

Motion  i^rttd  to. 

QXTEBTIONS. 

NAVY— NAVAL  PB0M0TI0N-8EKVI0B 
AT  ALEXANDRIA. 

SiE  JOHN  E.  MOWBEAY  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  Whether, 
having  in  view  the  fact  that  either  the 
commander  or  senior  lieutenant,  and 
the  senior  siib- lieutenant  of  each  ship 
which  took  port  in  the  bombardment  of 
the  Alexandrian  forts,  have  received  a 
step  of  rank  for  services  rendered  on 
that  occasion,  the  senior  midshipmen  of 
each  ship  will  also  be  oonsidOTea  for  ad- 
vancement when  th^  shall  hare  passed 
the  necessary  examination  f 
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Ms.  OAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
Sir,  a  midshipman  cannot  be  promoted 
to  sob-lieutenant  until  he  has  passed  the 
BeeesBary  examinatioa ;  he  is  then  pro- 
moted in  the  usnal  course.  It  is  thus 
impoenble  to  confer  special  promotion 
on  young  officers  of  that  rank ;  but  I 
need  not  assure  mj  right  hon.  Friend 
tiiat  good  serrice  dcme  by  them  is 
recorded  in  tii^r  favooT,  euid  one  or 
two  middiipmea  were  inoluded  in  the 
list  of  those  who  received  hononrs  at 
the  end  of  the  Egyptian  campaign. 

BOTTTH  AFRICA— THE- TRANSVAAL 
BOERS. 

Me.  E.  N.  fowler  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whe- 
ther the  attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
remmenf  has  been  called  to  the  report 
that  the  Oape  Ministry  hare  lent  two 
oannon  to  the  Transvaal  Boers ;  and,  if 
BO,  whether  there  is  any  truth  in  the 
statement  ? 

Me.  EVELYN  ASHLEY,  in  reply, 
said,  that,  on  inquiry,  they  found  it  was 
true  that  the  Cape  Ministry  had  lent 
two  guns  to  the  Transvaal  Government ; 
but  he  understood  it  was  to  carry  on 
war  within  their  own  territory  against 
Mapoch  and  the  rebel  Chiefs,  and  not,  as 
the  Question  implied,  to  the  Boers  cann- 
ing on  an  irregular  war  in  the  South- 
West. 

Me.  GOBST  asked  whether  the  war 
with  Mapoch  had  received  the  sanction 
at  the  British  Besident  ? 

Mb.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  wto  under- 
stood to  Bay  that  under  the  terms  of  the 
Oonvention  there  was  to  be  a  previous 
mediation;  but  he  did  not  apprehend 
that  the  Besidmt  was  to  give  ms  sano- 
taon. 

ARUT— THE  BOYAL  BABRAOKS^ 
DUBLIN. 

Mb.  ABTHUB  O'OONNOB  asked 
tke  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
th«F  ftny  representation  has  been  made 
to  the  Military  anthoritiea  respecting 
die  unsanitary  condition  of  the  Itoyu 
Barracks  in  Dublin ;  whether  the  com- 
plaiots  made  were  well  founded ;  and, 
what  steps  hare  been  taken  to  remedy 
the  defects  complained  of  ? 

Tor  Mabwkbb  op  HAETINGTON  : 
Sir,  on  the  30th  of  November,  1882,  the 
Lord  Lieatenant  drew  the  attention  of 
the  War  OfBoe  to  rumours  that  oases  of 


typhoid  fever  among  tho  troops  in 
Dublin  were  attributable  to  the  unsani- 
ta^  condition  of  the  Boyal  Barracks.  A 
full  inquiry  was  at  once  made,  and  it 
was  found  that  there  had  been  two  oases 
of  typhoid  fever  at  the  Royal  Barracks. 
The  principal  medical  officer  considered 
them  as  part  of  a  general  outbreak  of 
typhoid  fever  in  Dublin,  ratherthan  the 
result  of  any  special  defect  in  the  Boyal 
Barraeks.  No  positive  sanitary  defects 
oould  be  found  in  the  barrack  drains ; 
but  stops  were  taken  to  secure  more 
perfect  ventilation. 

DRAINAGE  (IBELAND)-THE  VALLEY 
OP  THE  BARROW. 

Mb.  ABTHUB  O'CONNOR  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether 
the  Government  intmd  to  take  any  and^ 
if  so,  what  ^ps  with  a  view  to  dealing 
with  the  distress  and  the  destruotion  ra 
property  caused  in  the  Valley  of  the 
Barrow  by  preventable  floods  ? 

Me.  COUBTNEY  :  Sir,  the  question 
of  the  drainage  of  the  Barrow  has  en- 

gaged  the  attention  of  Government.  The 
rst  step  necessary  for  practical  pur- 
poses is  the  completion  of  surveys,  plans, 
and  estimates  for  a  drainage  system; 
this  has  been  undertaken  upon  payment 
of  half  of  the  cost  by  those  locally  inte- 
rested. Government  providing  the  rest. 
As  soon  as  this  survey  is  complete  we 
shall  be  in  a  position  to  consider  what 
further  stops  should  be  taken.  One  of 
the  difficulties  of  dealing  with  the  case 
is  a  legal  one  \  and  this  woald  be  re- 
moved by  a  Bill  which  I  h<^  to  bring 
in  this  Session.  This  Bill  is,  however, 
of  genwal  apfJioation,  and  ite  introduc- 
tion does  not  imply  any  conduflion  in 
respect  of  tiie  Borrow. 

WAYS  AND.  MEAKS— INLAND  REVE- 
NUE—INOOHE  TAX  ASSBSaMENTS.  fto, 

Mb.  ABTHT7B  O'OONNOB  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treaauxy,  If  he  will 
lay  upon  the  Table  a  Betum  for  Ireland 
similar  to  that  for  England  and  Wales 
(No.  360  of  1881),  relating  to  the  Pro- 
perty and  Income  Tax  Assessments,  Poor 
Bate,  &c.  for  the  year  1873-4,  and  for 
succeeding  years,  as  far  as  can  be  given  ? 

Mr.  COUBTNEY  :  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  move  for  the  Betum  he  desires 
it  shall  be  given,  so  far  as  possible,  in  the 
samo  form  as  the  Betum  for  fhigland 
and  Wales  presented  in  18BI. 
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EXCISE— DISTILLERS  AXD  THEIR 
EMPLOYES. 

Mr.  MELDON  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasary,  Whether  under  the 
Excise  regulations  distillers  are  permit- 
ted to  supply  spirits  to  their  employes 
without  payment  of  any  Duty ;  and,  if 
80,  what  quantity  of  spirits  can  be  thus 
supplied  to  each  person ;  whether  there 
is  any  restriction  as  to  the  ages  of  per< 
sons  to  whom  such  spirits  can  be  sap- 
pUed,  or  any  rule  which  prevents  new 
whiskey  being  supplied ;  whether  there 
is  any  objection  to  give  a  Beturn  of  the 
quantity  of  spirits  supplied  under  such  a 
regulation ;  and,  whether  a  similar  pri- 
vilege is  gruited  to  other  manufaoturea 
of  intoxicating  lionora  ? 

Mb.  COUBTNEY  :  Sir,  any  distiller 
u  allowed  at  his  request  to  give  his 
workmen  a  dram  once  or  twice  a-day  in 
the  look-up  spirit  store  without  reetric- 
tion  as  to  the  age  of  the  persons  so  sup- 

?lied,  or  as  to  the  quality  of  the  spirits, 
he  Excise  authorities  have  no  know- 
ledge of  the  amount  so  consumed,  as  it 
is  included  in  the  waste,  for  which  a 
statutory  allowance  of  duty  is  made.  In 
the  case  of  bear  no  such  privilege  is 
granted,  because  it  is  not  necessary ;  beer 
not  being  looked  up  during  its  manu- 
faoture.  The  Boaid  of  luand  B*Te- 
nue  would  be  glad  to  withdraw  this  pri- 
vilege from  distillers,  were  it  not  for 
fear  that  a  worse  evil  might  arise  in  the 
form  of  thefka  of  spirits  while  in  coutae 
of  manufacture. 

Hb.UEIjDON  mve  Notice  that  on 
^oing  into  Supply  ne  would  call  atten- 
tion to  that  subject. 

IRISH  NATIONAL  MANUSCRIPTS. 

Mr.  GIBSON  asked  the  Financial 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  What  is  the 
reason  for  the  immense  increase  of  the 
cost  of  the  last  volume  of  the  Fac-similes 
of  Irish  National  Manuscripts,  which 
must  narrow  the  circle  of  readers,  and 
prevent  the  volume  having  any  real 
circulation  ;  and,  when  it  is  expected 
that  the  publication  will  be  completed  ? 

Mr.  BEBESFOBD  HOPE  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
"^leUier  the  price  of  the  last  volume  of 
the  Fao-similes  of  Iri^  Nation^  MS. 
amounts  to  6ve  guineas ;  whether  the 
price  of  prerious  volumes  was  only  two 
guineas;  whether  the  price  of  similar 


Scotch  volumes  was  only  one  guinea ; 
and,  whether  he  will  take  care  that  the 
future  publications  of  the  series  are  not 
at  a  price  which  prohibits  circulation  ? 

Mr.  GOUETNEY  :  Sir,  besides  mak- 
ing  inquiries,  I  have  myself  looked  at 
the  Volumes  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Members  for  Dublin  and  Cambridge 
UniTersities  refer.  There  has  becoi  a 
constant  tendency  to  produce  each  suc- 
cessive Tolume  of  these  publications  in 
increased  bulk,  and  in  a  more  elaborate 
style.  The  simpler  work  of  the  earlier 
Irish  and  of  the  English  and  Scotch 
volumes,  besides  being  in  itself  leas 
costly,  oould  be  done  at  tho  Ordnanc* 
Survey  Office.  Thus  it  was  possible  to 
fix  their  prices  at  the  low  figures  nanwd 
in  the  second  Question.  But  the  elabo- 
rate coloured  work  of  the  third  Irish 
volume  surpassed  the  resources  of  the 
Ordnance  Surrey  Office,  and  the  Sta- 
tionery Office  had,  therefore,  to  under- 
take the  work,  which  it  executed  by 
ordinary  trade  contract.  The  price  of 
that  volume  remained,  however,  at  £2  2s, ; 
and  the  consequence  was  that  the  Exche- 
quer incurred  a  heavy  loss,  while  all  the 
available  copies  of  the  work  were  bought 
up,  and  are  now  being  offered  for  ssle, 
I  am  told,  at  £8  to  £10  a  copy.  The 
price  of  the  fourth  volume  was  fixed  in 
the  regular  manner  so  as  to  cover  tho 
cost  of  production,  without  any  charges 
for  authorship.  Yiewed  in  tlus  way,  it 
is,  therefore,  not  excesuve ;  and  the  fact 
that  120  out  of  5ftO  copies  have  been 
sold  in  two  months  shows  that  the  price 
is  by  no  means  prohibitory  for  the  fdua 
who  purchase  such  works.  I  have  also 
to  inform  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dublin  University  (Mr. 
Gibson)  that  the  second  section  of  part 
four  is  in  hand ;  but  I  cannot  say  when 
it  will  be  published.  I  think  it  is  cer- 
tainly open  to  question  whether  this 
series  should  be  produced  in  so  sump- 
tuous a  fashion ;  and  I  will  make  further 
inquiries  with  a  view  of  ascertaining 
whether  it  is  not  expedient  to  return  to 
the  simplw  style  of  the  earlier  volumes. 

Mb.  aiBSON  gave  Notice  that,  in 
consequence  of  the  answer  he  had  ju^ 
received,  he  would  call  attention  to  that 
Bubjeot  on  g<nng  into  Supply. 

BEaiSTBATION  OF  VOTERS  (IBELAND) 
—LEGISLATION. 
Mb.  MELDON  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieatenimt  of  It** 
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iOo       state  of  Ireland^ 

land.  Whether  the  Got  eminent  propose 
to  introdnce  a  Bill  during  the  present 
Beasion  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to 
the  BegiBtration  of  Voters  in  Ireland  on 
the  lines  of  the  measure  which  passed 
the  House  of  Commons  in  the  first  Ses- 
sion of  this  ParUament,  and  which  was 
Ejected  on  the  Second  Xteading  by  the 
House  of  Peers  on  the  ground  of  the 
late  period  same  was  passed  bj  this 
Honse ;  and,  if  so,  when  such  intro- 
duction will  take  place  ? 
-  Ub.  TEEVELYAN:  The  Govem- 
ment  propose  to  introduce  a  Bill  on  the 
aano  lines  as  that  which  passed  the 
Houe  of  OommonB  in  1680.  The  Bill 
will  be  introduced  whmerer  there  is  a 
prospect  of  pressing  it  forward. 

SCOTLAND— THE  GLENDALE 
CROFTERS. 

Db.  CAMERON  asked  the  Lord  Ad- 
Tocate,  with  reference  to  the  Glendale 
crofters  arrested  in  Glasgow  on  Friday, 
Whether  the  private  parties  at  whose  in- 
stance they  were  arrested  communicated 
with  the  Orown  authorities  before  taking 
them  into  custody  ;  whether  the  prison 
authorities  at  Edinburgh,  to  which  city 
they  were  conreyed,  refused  to  accept 
their  custody ;  whether  tbay  were  there- 
upon lodged  in  the  Ship  Hotel,  Edin- 
burgh, and  confined  there  for  several 
days  in  charge  of  the  messenger  at  arms 
who  apjmhended  them ;  and,  under 
what  Jaw  it  is  competent  thus  privately 
to  confine  priaoners,  civil  or  criminal,  for 
days  together,  in  a  city  containing  a 
pnfalie  prison  ? 

Mb.  FEASER-MACKINTOSH  asked 
the  Lord  Advocate,  What  steps  Qt)V6m- 
ment  intend  to  take  in  oonsequence  of 
the  apprehension,  on  their  journey  to 
Edinburgh,  of  three  Qlendale  crofters, 
in  their  beds  in  Glasgow,  at  six  o'clock 
in  the  morning  of  Friday  I  Sth  February, 
in  face  of  the  promise  (accepted  by  the 
q>ecial  Government  Commissioner  to 
^ye)  of  these  crofters  to  attend  before 
the  Supreme  Court  of  Scotland  ? 

Thb  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Bai^fovb):  In  answer  to  the  Question 
of  the  luin.  Membra  fox  Glasgow  (Dr. 
Cameron),  I  have  to  say  that  the  agents 
fi>r  die  petitioners  in  the  petition  and 
complauit  for  breach  of  interdict,  in  a 
letter  addressed  to  the  Orown  Agent  on 
Idth  February,  stated  that  they  observed 
from  the  newspapers  that  three  of  the 
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crofters  against  whom  warrants  were 
issued  were  on  their  way  to  Edinburgh, 
and  requested  to  know  if  the  Crown 
authorities  woiild  have  them  in  charge 
and  bring  thnn  before  the  First  Divi- 
sion of  the  Court  on  Tuesday  next— 
that  is,  to-day — adding  that  they  would 
have  the  petition  and  complaint  in  the 
roll  on  that  morning.  To  this  letter  a 
reply  was  sent,  stating  that  they — the 
petitionera'  agents— held  the  warrant  of 
the  Court  of  Session,  which,  if  it  re- 
quired to  be  executed,  should  be  exe- 
cuted by  officers  at  their  instance,  and 
on  their  employment,  not  h^  the  cri- 
minal authorities,  and  that  it  was  for 
them — the  petititnters'  agents— to  judge 
whether  there  was  any  neoessity  to  exe- 
cute the  warrant,  ae  uie  men  had  inti- 
mated that  tiiey  would  appear  volun- 
tarily at  the  bar.  I  understand  it  to  be 
the  fact  that  the  prison  authorities  in 
Edinburgh  refused  to  undertake  the  cus- 
tody of  the  men,  as  the  warrant  con- 
tained no  mention  of  incarceration,  and 
also  that  the  men  thereafter  were  in  the 
Ship  Hotel  under  the  charge  of  the 
messenger-at-arma,  who  apprehended 
them.  I  infer  that  the  men  were  thus 
detained  in  transit  to  the  Court,  because 
it  was  not  sitting  last  week.  As  the 
detention  was  not  at  the  instance  of  the 
Orown  authorities,  and  as  the  men  are 
in  the  hands  of  competent  advisers,  I  do 
not  feel  called  upon  to  offer  any  opinion 
as  to  its  legality.  With  reference  to  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Inverness  Burghs  (Mr.  Mackintosh),  the 
Ghiveinment  i.o  not  intend  to  take  any 
steps  in  oonsequence  of  the  apprehension 
of  the  crofters,  which  was  at  the  in- 
stance of  private  parties,  under  a  war- 
rant granted  to  them  by  the  Supreme 
Court.  My  information  does  not  bear 
out,  but  on  the  contrary  negatives,  the 
suggestion  in  the  latter  part  of  this 
Question,  that  anything  passed  with  the 
gentleman  there  mentioned  expressing 
or  implying  that  upon  Ihe  crofters 
coming  &om  Skye,  as  they  did,  the 
warrant  referred  to  would  not  be  exe- 
cuted. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— THE  ASSASSINA- 
TIONS-MAGISTEKIAL  INQUIRT  AT 
KILMAINHAM. 

Sia  HERBERT  MAXWELL  said,  he 
had  given  Notice  of  a  Question  umilar 
to  one  which  was  put  yesterday  to  the 
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Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  by  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North 
Devon  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote).  He 
should  not  ask  this  Question  on  the 
present  occasion  were  it  not  that  he 
thought  it  must  be  satisfactory  to  the 
GoTemment  to  have  another  opportunity 
of  offering  an  explanation  as  to  the  em- 
ployment, either  directly  or  indirectly, 
of  such  dubious  instruments  as  Sheri- 
dan. His  Qaestion  'vas,  Whether  one 
Sheridan,  described  bjy  James  Oarey  in 
the  course  of  the  inooiry  at  Eilmainham 
Oourt  House  on  Saturday  as  having 
acted  as  intermediary  between  the  Irish 
luTinoibles  and  their  allies  in  London, 
is  one  of  the  men  mentioned  in  the  nego- 
tiations that  led  to  the  release  of  the  sus- 
pects from  Kilmainham  Gaol  last  Spring, 
and  of  whom  the  hononrable  Member 
for  the  city  of  Oork,  before  his  release, 
said — 

"  He  hoped  to  malce  use  of  and  get  him  back 
from  abroad,  as  be  would  be  able  to  help  him 
to  put  down  conepiracy  or  agitation,  as  he  knew 
all  its  details  in  the  West;  " 

and,  with  regard  to  whom  the  Member 
for  Bradford  said  in  this  House,  on 
16th  May— 

"  It  gave  me  a  sort  of  insight  into  what  had 
been  happening',  which  I  had  not  before,  that 
a  man  (nheridim]  whom  I  knew,  id  as  far  as  I 
had  any  possibility  of  knowing  was  engaged 
in  these  outrages,  was  n  far  under  the  influence 
of  the  honourable  Member  for  the  city  of  Cork, 
that  upon  his  releaae  he  would  get  the  asnstance 
of  that  man  to  pat  down  the  my  things  he  had 
been  provoking  t"' 

Me.  TREVELYAN:  When  I  am 
asked  a  Question  in  the  House  I  always 
answer  that  Question,  and  I  do  not  make 
it  an  opportunity  for  offering  explana- 
tions as  to  matters  which  are  not  before 
us.  I  answered  the  Question  yesterday 
to  all  intents  and  purposes.  As  regards 
the  Question  put  tO'day,  I  consider  it 
is  both  reasonable  and  civil  that  the 
first  part  should  be  addressed  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamell),  and  the  last  part  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Brad- 
ford (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster). 

Majok  DICKSON  asked  the  Goyem- 
ment  whether  they  had  any  prospect  of 
bringing  Mr.  Sheridan  and  Mr.  Brennan, 
the  late  Secretary  of  the  Land  League, 
to  justice ;  and  whether  the  Government 
had  any  further  information  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Land  League  and  the 
assassinations  in  Ireland  f 

Sir  Btrlert  M^twiU 


Mh.  GOSOHEN  was  about  to  inter- 
pose, when  

Sir  WILLIAM  HAEOOUST  (inter- 
rupting) said :  Perhaps  my  right  hon. 
Friend  will  allow  me  to  reply.  I  happen 
to  be  the  person  responsible  in  Ukis 
matter,  and  I  must  make  an  appeal  to 
the  House  to  support  me  in  declining 
to  answer  these  Questions.  If  any  hon. 
Gentlemen  think  that  the  Government 
are  not  anxiously  desirous  to  put  the 
law  in  force  in  every  possible  way 
against  these  onlprits,  1  think  they 
ought  to  take  some  means  of  expressing 
their  opinion.  If  they  do  not,  I  must 
ask  the  House  not  to  practically  aid  in 
defeating  the  ends  of  justice  by  these 
Questions. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— 2ULULAND— 
CETYWAYO. 

Mr.  DAWNAY  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Oolonies, 
Whether  he  has  received  any  corrobo* 
ration  of  the  intelligence  telegraphed 
from  Durban  to  the  "Times"  lastweek, 
to  the  effect  that  Cetywayo  has  *'  eaten 
up  "  all  the  crops  of  TJmfaaabendhlela, 
one  of  the  deposed  chieftains  who  was 
opposed  to  his  restoration ;  and,  whether 
he  has  heard  of  any  intention  being 
expressed  by  Oetywayo  of  sending  a 
deputation  to  England  to  claim  back 
Dunnsland  ? 

Mb.  EVELYN  ASHLEY,  in  reply, 
said,  that  no  confirmation  of  the  report 
referred  to  had  been  received,  and  if  it 
were  true  he  thought  the  Government 
would  have  heard  of  it. 

AFRICA  (WEST  0OAST)-SLAVERY  OK 

THE  NiaEa. 

Mb.  DAWNAY  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
Whether  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  taken,  or  intend  to  take,  any  steps 
to  prove  or  disprove  the  tmth  of  the 
statement  made  by  an  arrested  slave 
dealer  to  a  superintendent  of  police  in 
the  Gold  Coast  Constabulary,  and  pub- 
lished in  the  official  Correspondence, 
rdating  to  a  horrible  murder  committed 
on  the  West  Coast  of  Africa,  according 
to  which  statement  it  is  the  custom  of 
missionaries,  as  well  as  the  invariable 
custom  of  other  British  subjects  on  the 
Niger,  to  purchase  and  employ  slaves, 
and,  in  many  oases,  to  so  cruelly  illtreat 
them  as  to  call  forth  the  remonstrance? 
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•veil  of  the  slave  dealers ;  and,  whether, 
having  regard  to  the  aforesaid  atrocious 
murder,  and  to  the  Beport  of  the  Oom- 
miauoner  as  to  the  impunity  with  whioh 
•aeb  mitragea  are  at  present  committed, 
tikA  QoTernment  will  take  steps  for  the 
emaasipation  of  ataves  owned  by  British 
sabjects,  and  for  tlie  better  protection  of 
the  aativee,  as  well  as  for  the  more 
eertain  detection  and  more  adequate 
panishment  of  Boeh  erimes  P 

Ub.  EVEIiTN  ASHLEY,  in  reply, 
vaad,  thst  tiieae  Questiona  ought  to  be 
addrewed  to  the  TTndw  Secretary  of 
State  for  For^ga  Affairs,  because  the 
districts  on  the  Niger,  where  tlie  events 
roferred  to  took  place,  were  entirely  out- 
side of  British  jurisdiction.  No  doubt  it 
was  true  that  certain  British  subjects  in 
the  outlying  districts  of  the  Niger  had 
been  in  the  habit  of  purchasing  and 
emplc^ing  slaves;  bnt  whenever  evi- 
dence to  uiat  effect  had  been  produced, 
and  the^  had  been  brought  within 
British  jurisdiction,  they  had  been  pro- 
aecoted  and  punished.  As  for  taking 
steps  for  emancipating  elaves  held  by 
Britidi  sabjaots,  of  course,  directly 
slaTOs  oame  wUiiin  the  British  territory 
th^  were  ipto  faeio  free ;  but  the  British 
OoTemment  had  no  authority  to  advance 
upon  territory  where  they  had  no  juris- 
diction. An  Order  In  Council  was  under 
consideration  to  enable  the  British  Con- 
sul on  the  'West  Coast  of  Africa  more 
efficiently  to  punish  persona  guilty  of 
these  crimes.  As  soon  as  the  Order  in 
Council  was  passed  it  would  be  laid  on 
the  Table. 

THE  BUYPTIAN  WAB^0I8XKIBUTION 
OF  EXPENSES,  &c 

Mb.  B.  N.  VOWHEB.  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War,  Whether  it  is 
the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  charge  any  part  of  the  Egyptian 
War  expenses  on  the  Bevenues  of  India ; 
and,  if  so,  what  part  ?  ' 

Thb  Mabquzss  of  HAETINOTON  : 
I  may  say,  in  reply  to  the  Question  of 
the  hon.  Member,  that  as  soon  as  the 
Committee  of  Supply  is  set  up,  the  Sup- 
plementary Estimates  will  be  presented 
to  the  House  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Chancellor  of  tiie  Exchequer,  who 
win  take  the  earliest  opportunity  of 
making  a  statement  to  the  House  on  the 
anbjeot  of  tho  war  in  Egypt ;  and,  as 
these  Eatimatea  will  fully  explain  the 


intentions  of  the  Qovemment  with  re- 
gard to  the  Indian  expenditure,  I  think 
it  will  be  better  not  to  anticipate  that 
statement. 

Mb.  ASTTMKAn-BARTLETT  asked 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whe* 
ther  a  large  amount  of  Military  and 
other  Stores,  amounting  to  nearly 
£2,000,000,  and  provided  by  the  late 
Oovemment  out  of  the  Tote  of  Six 
Millions,  were  consumed  in  the  late 
Egyptian  Campaign,  and  not  included 
in  the  £4,500,000  estimated  oort  of  the 
Military  operations  ? 

Ms.  BBAND :  This  Question  was  re- 
ferred to  the  War  Office  this  mornine, 
and  I  have  not  had  time  to  make  fiDl 
inquiries.  But  I  may  say  that  the  mili- 
tary stores  required  to  replace  those  con- 
sumed in  the  Eg3rptian  campaign  have 
been  provided  for  out  of  the  Supple- 
mentary Estimates. 

Ma.  ASHMEAD-BAETLETT  asked 
whether  the  Qovernment  would  declare 
the  total  amount  of  stores  oonsumed  in 
the  Egyptian  campaign  ? 

Mr.  BBAND  :  Will  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man give  me  Notice  of  that  Ques- 
tion? 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— 
ASSISTANT  LAND  COMMISSIONERS. 
Mb.  M'COAN  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  he  can  state  the  grounds  on 
which  the  twenty-seven  Assistant  Land 
Commissioners  recently  appointed  were 
selected,  by  whom  they  were  recom- 
mended,  and  whether  the  choice  made 
was  to  any,  and  what,  extent  influenced 
by  the  Chief  Commismoner  7 

Mb.  TBEVELYAN:  ffir,  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  endeavoured  to  select  from 
among  the  candidates  for  Assistant  Land 
CommisBionerahips  those  whose  practical 
knowledge  and  experience  of  farming 
would  enable  them  to  act  skilfully  in  the 
difficult  cases  brought  before  them,  and 
whose  integrity  of  purpose  and  impar- 
tiality would  make  thair  decisions  re- 
spected by  all  parties  comingbafore  them. 
[ Oh  !  "]  Well,  that  is  what  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  endeavoured  to  do ;  hon. 
Members  may  not  think  he  has  succeeded. 
The  Land  Commissioners,  among  other 
persons,  were  consulted  as  to  the  quali- 
fications of  the  candidates;  but  the  ap- 
pointments were  made  solely  by  the 
Viceroy. 
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FISHERY  PIERS  AND  BARBOURS 

(IRELAND). 

Mb.  BliAKG  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treftsarr,  Whether  it  is  the  inten- 
tioh  of  the  GoTernment  to  insert  in  this 
year's  Estimatw  a  sum  in  aid  of  the  for- 
mation  of  fishery  piers  and  harbours  on 
the  Irish  Coast  ? 

Mft.  OOUETNEY :  Sir,  next  year's 
EstimateB  for  New  Piers  and  Harbours 
in  Ireland  will  amount  to  £13,000,  and 
of  this,  £4,000  will  be  available  for  those 
minor  works  in  which,  I  belisTe,  the 
hon.  Member  ia  specially  interested. 

Mr.  LEAMT  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  o£  Ireland, 
Whether  he  intends  introducing  a  mea- 
sure during  the  present  Session  to  add 
to  that  portion  of  the  Irish  Beproduo- 
tive  Loan  Fund  employed  for  advancing 
loans  to  sea  ooaat  fishermen  the  sum  in 
the  hands  of  the  "  Tnwtees  to  aid  the 
Sea  and  Coast  Fisheries  of  Ireland  ?  " 

Mr.  TBEVELYAIT  :  Sir,  it  has  been 
agreed  betveen  the  Irish  Qovemment 
and  the  Trustees  to  aid  Sea  and  Coast 
Fisheries  in  Ireland  that  the  fund  in 
the  hands  of  the  Trustees  should  be 
transferred  to  the  Government,  to  be 
applied  for  loans  for  fishoiy  purposes  in 
like  manner  as  the  Beproductive  Loan 
Fund  is  applied.  It  ia  not,  however, 
proposed  to  merge  the  two  funds  into 
one ;  on  the  contrary,  it  is  intended  to 
apply  the  Sea  and  Coast  Fisheries  Fund 
for^theuse  of  the  maritime  counties  which 
are  excluded  from  the  benefit  of  the 
BeproductiTe  Loan  Fund.  A  draft  Bill 
is  at  present  under  consideration  at  the 
Treasury,  and  irill  be  proceeded  with  in 
due  time. 

POST  OFFICE— DUBLIN  MAIL  PACKETS. 

Mr.  O'SHEA  asked  the  Acting  Post- 
master Oeneralt  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  attracted  to  the  report  of  a  state- 
ment make  last  week  by  the  Chairman 
of  the  London  and  North  Western  Bail- 
way  Company,  to  the  effect  that  his 
Board  had  ordered  the  construction  of 
two  steamers  similar  to  those  at  present 
plying  between  the  North  Wall,  Dublin, 
and  Holyhead ;  and,  if  so,  whether  the 
conditions  of  the  new  postal  contract 
will  allow  the  London  and  North  West- 
ern Kailway  Company  to  impose  on  pas- 
sengers the  disoemfort  of  conveyance  in 
pa<^etfl  of  a  type  inferior  to  those  now 


in  the  service  of  the  City  of  Dublin 
Company  ? 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  :  Sir,  I  have 
reason  to  know  that  the  London  and 
North- Western  Eailway,  on  the  an- 
noonoement  that  their  tender  for  the 
conveyance  of  mails  between  Dublin  and. 
Holyhead  had  been  accepted,  gave 
orders  for  the  construction  of  two  vessels 
of  greater  length  in  beam  and  speed 
than  the  two  best  of  their  North  Wall 
steamers^  and  all  four  of  their  vesada  on 
that  line  are  believed  to  be  equal  to  the 
conditions  of  the  proposed  postal  eon- 
tract.  There  is  no  reason  to  suppose 
that  the  conditions  under  yrhich  the 
Company  will  conduct  their  passenger 
service  wiU  be  inf<»ior  to  the  jKresent 
servioe. 

THE  NEW  RULES  OF  PROCEDURE— 
STANDING  COMMITTEES. 

Mb.  BAIEES  asked  the  SeoreUry  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  he  can  state 
what  steps  Her  Majesty's  Government 
will  recommend  this  House  to  take  in 
order  to  sive  effect  to  the  Standing 
Order  of  last  Session  relating  to  the 
institution  of  Orand  Committees? 

Thx  Mumukbs  ow  HABTINGTON  :  X 
am  glad  to  say  that  the  Standing  Orders 
of  last  Session  did  not  throw  upon  the 
Qovemment  the  duty  and  responsibility 
of  giving  effect  to  the  provisions  iso- 
lating to  the  institution  of  Grand  Com- 
mittees. All  that  the  Gt>vemment  can 
do  in  the  matter  appears  to  be  to  en- 
deavour to  obtain  the  sanction  of  the 
House,  as  early  as  possible,  to  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bills  of  the  class  whidi 
the  Standing  Orders  of  last  Session  pro- 
vide shall  be  referred  to  the  Grand 
Committees.  The  ri^t  hon.  Gentleman 
oppoeito  the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Oxford  (Sir  John  B.  Mowbray)  has 
given  Notice  to-day  that  on  Thursday 
he  will  move  the  appointment  of  the 
Committee  of  Selection.  I  need  not 
remind  the  House  that  that  is  a  duty 
which  has  always  been  discharged  by 
an  independent  Member,  and  has  never 
been  undertaken  or  interfered  with  in 
any  way  by  the  Government.  I  think, 
under  present  circumstances,  it  is  still 
desirable  that  it  should  remain  alto- 
gether outside  the  iofluence  of  the  Go- 
vernment. I  may,  perhaps,  add  to  this 
statement,  that  I  was  quite  ready  to 
answer  the  Question  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  yesterday,  but  fur  a  mieap- 
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prehension  aa  to  the  form  of  the  inquiry. 
I  was  aware  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  University  of 
Oxford  had  given  Notice  that  to-day  he 
would  move  for  the  appointment  of  the 
Oommittee  of  Selection ;  but  not  obserr- 
ing  it  on  the  Notice  Paper,  and  seeing 
Hiat  it  had  appaxenUy  disappeared  firom 
amonip  tfie  Notices,  I  fhongnt  that  some 
ahang«  had  taken  place  in  his  intention 
vhh  regard  to  the  matter.  But  I 
mbseqnently  found  that  it  is  not  usual 
for  Motions  relating  to  Private  Baainess 
to  appear  daily  in  the  Yotes,  and  I 
thought  it  would  be  more  convenient 
tiiat  the  House  should  have  full  Notice 
of  the  time  at  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tieman  intended  to  mahe  the  Motion.  1 
now  understand  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  intends  to  make  it  at  the 
time  of  Prirate  Business  on  Thursday 
next. 

Mb.  BAIEIES :  Are  the  Goremment 
really  not  prepared  to  frame  any  Begu- 
lations  for  the  procedure  of  these  Stand- 
ing or  Grand  Committees,  and  to  lay 
such  Regulations  before  the'House  ? 

ICb.  iOtTHUR  O'CONNOR :  Are  tiie 
GoTemment  prepared  to  accede  to  the 
suggestion  that  there  should  he  an  in* 
crease  in  tiie  number  of  Members  of  the 
Oommittee  of  Selection  ? 

The  Mabquebs  of  HAETINGTON  :  I 
am  not  under  the  impression  that  the 
Government  ever  undertook  the  respon- 
sibility of  framing  Rules  of  Procedure 
for  the  Standi^  (>mimittees.  I  believe 
it  has  been  always  understood  that  that 
will  be  the  duty  of  the  Standing  Oom- 
mittees  themselves.  With  regard  to  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Queen's 
County  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor),  I  think 
it  would  be  premature  to  anticipate  the 
jn^ment  of  the  House,  because,  as  I 
have  already  stated,  it  is  the  desire  of 
the  Government  to  leave  the  matter  en- 
tirely  in  the  hands  of  the  House,  and  to 
interfere  as  little  as  possible  in  it. 

Mr.  RAIKES  :  I  beg  leave  to  put  a 
Question  to  the  Speaker  on  the  subject. 
I  wish  to  know  whether,  Sir,  you  can 
advise  the  House  whether  it  would  be 
competent  for  the  Standing  Committees 
to  frame  Regulations  for  their  own  pro- 
cedure, seeing  that  they  might  in  some 
respects  conmct  with  each  oUier,  and 
might  also  be  contrary  to  the  general 
practioe  of  the  House  ? 

M«.  SPEAKER:  If  the  right  hon. 
Oflatieman  will  refw  to  the  Standing 


Order  No.  223,  he  will  see  it  is  there 
stated  that — 

"  The  procedure  in  Bach  Committeea  " — that 
is,  Standing  Committees — '  *  shall  be  the  same  u 
in  Select  Committees,  nnless  the  House  shall 
otherwise  order." 

Mb.  RAIKES:  That  being  so,  I 
again  venture  to  appeal  to  the  noble 
Lord,  and  to  ask  him  if  he  thinks  it  is 
desirable  to  leave  it  to  a  private  Mem- 
ber of  the  House  to  obtain  from  the 
House  sanction  for  any  Regulations  for 
the  procedure  of  these  Grand  Com- 
mittees, or  whether  the  Government 
ought  not  to  take  the  responsibility  of 
recommending  such  Regulations  to  the 
House? 

The  Mabqubss  of  HABTINGTON: 
The  fact  is  that  I  did  not  apprehend 
preciBely  the  point  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  desired  to  address  to  me, 
and  I  think  he  had  better  give  me 
Notice  of  any  further  Question. 

ORDER  OF  THE  DAT. 


ADDRESS  IK  ANSWER  TO  HER  UA- 
JESTY'S  MOST  GRACIOITS  SPEECH. 

ADJOURNBD  DBBATB.     [fOUBTH  NIQBT.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Main  Question  [15th  Feb- 
ruary]—[See  page  98.] 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 

Mb.  GOBST,  iu  rising  to  move  the  fol- 
lowing Amendment: — In  paragraph  10, 
line  4,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  "  up- 
held "  to  the  end  of  the  paragraph,  in 
order  to  insert  the  words — 

"  And  we  venture  to  express  oar  earoeat  hope 

that  the  change  of  policy  which  has  produced 
these  results  will  be  maintained,  and  that  no 
further  attempts  will  he  made  to  porchase  the 
support  of  porsoQB  disafTected  to  Her  Majesty's 
Rule,  by  concessions  to  lawless  agitation ;  and 
that  the  existence  of  dangerous  so^et  sodetiei 
in  Dublin  and  other  parts  td  the  Country  will 
continne  to  be  met  by  onremitting  energy  and 
vigiUnce  on  Uie  fart  of  the  ExecutiTe,''^ 

said,  he  hoped  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment would  receive  this  Amendment  in 
the  same  friendly  spirit  in  which  it  had 
been  conceived.  Captious  critics  might 
say  that  the  expression  aa  to  a  change  of 
policy  implied  some  oensure  on  the  past 
conduct  of  the  Government;  but  they 
had  passed  the  severest  eensnre  on  their 
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own  polioj  by  the  sudden  and  abrupt 
change  which  that  policy  underwent 
immediately  after  the  murders  in  the 
Fhosniz  Pork ;  and  the  expressions  in 
his  Amendment  were  less  strong  than 
the  language  of  the  Chief  Secretary 
with  regard  to  his  former  Colleagues. 
It  might  he  said  that  the  confidence  ez- 

Eressed  in  his  Amendment  was  tempered 
y  a  certain  amount  of  anxiety  as  to  the 
future  conduct  of  the  Qovernment ;  but 
•when  they  looked  at  the  revelations 
which  had  recently  taken  place  in  the 
Eilmainfaam  Court  House,  and  saw  the 
kind  of  asBOciates  the  Goremment  were 
at  one  time  prepared  to  take  into  their 
confidence,  in  order  to  procure  the  paci- 
fication of  Ireland,  the  House  would 
admit  that  a  little  anxiety  on  the  subject 
was  not  altogether  miHplaced.  About 
Easter  of  last  year  the  state  of  Ireland 
was  in  a  position  in  which  it  was  impos- 
sible to  be  left  any  longer.  Agrarian 
outrages  were  proved  to  have  increased 
not  only  in  number,  but  also  in  atrocity ; 
there  were  hardly  any  of  the  perpetra- 
tors whom  the  representatives  of  the  law 
succeeded  in  bringing  before  a  Court  of 
Justice,  and  of  those  who  had  been 
brou^t  before  a  Court  of  Justice  tiiere 
vfts  soareely  one  against  whom  a  convio* 
tion  had  been  obtained.  The  general 
terms  in  which  the  Chief  Secretary  had 
addressed  his  constituents  in  Scotland 
shortly  before  the  re^ossembling  of  Par- 
liament had  been  referred  to  the  other 
day  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Woodstock  (Lord  Kandolpb  Churchill), 
who  asked  for  an  explanation,  which  had 
not  yet  been  given,  of  the  right  hon. 
QenUeman's  account  of  the  disorganized 
state  in  which  he  and  Lord  Spencer 
found  Ireland  when  they  went  there  last 
year.   They  were  as  follows: — 

"  When  wo  went  to  Ireland  in  laat  May  wo 
fooad  aooiety  profoundly  dieorganized ;  we 
found  the  best  euments  in  it  depressed  and  the 
worst  triumphant ;  and  how  should  it  he  other- 
wise when,  instead  of  the  law  being  a  terror  to 
eiil-doen,  eiUiloerB  were  a  terror  to  all  well- 
condnoted  penoni  f  " 

He  would  quote  tiie  specific  words  in  bis 

speech — 

*' There  is  no  country  in  the  world  which 
would  not  go  from  bad  to  worse  so  long  as 
crime  remained  onpunished  in  proportion  as  it 
was  dismceful ;  and  that  was  the  case  in  Ire- 
land. There  were  ITagrarian  murders  in  1881, 
and  DO  convictions;  and  during  the  first  six 
months  of  1892  there  were  18,  besides  the  mas- 
sacre of  the  Joyce  family,  and  there  was  no  one 
puaiBhed ;  and  no  one  would  be  punished  onder 
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the  old  system  if  his  gailt  were  as  clear  as  the 

day." 

He  thonght  no  language  that  had  ever 
been  used  in  that  House,  on  that 
(the  Opposition)  side  of  the  House,  nor 
the  language  used  in  the  Amendment 
now  before  them,  was  anything  like 
the  condemnation  of  the  Government's 
policy  before  the  change  in  ques- 
tion that  was  conveyed  in  the  words 
used  by  the  present  Chief  Secretanr  in 
that  address  to  his  constituents.  When, 
the  Government  came  to  see  at  Easter 
last  that  things  could  not  go  on  as  they 
were  then  doing  in  Ireland,  that  some 
new  departure  would  have  to  be  made 
in  Irish  policy,  there  were  two  diatintA 
alternative  poUtaes  before  them — ^first, 
the  policy  of  attempting  by  additional 
legi^ation  to  atrenguien  the  law  so  as  to 
procure  convictions.  That  was  the  policy 
which  they  had  reason  to  believe  was 
enforced  upon  his  OolleBiguee  by  the  late 
Chief  Secretary  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster). 
There  was,  however,  a  second  alterna- 
tive policy,  which,  unfortunately,  for  a 
time  found  favour  with  a  majoiity  of  the 
Cabinet — the  policy  of  employing  those 
people  who  had  been  instrumental  in 
the  getting  up  of  outrages  in  the  task  of 
putting  them  down.  That  was  the  policy 
which  it  was  generally  believed  had  been 
enforced  upon  the  Cabinet  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Chamberlain).  A 
diflerenoe  of  opinion  soon  made  itself 
apparent  in  the  conduct  of  public  affairs. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Clare  (Mr.  O'Shea) 
began  his  negotiations  wiUi  the  Prime 
Minister  and  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  on  the  8th  of  A^ril ;  and  by  the 
28th  of  April,  a  short  while  after  the  re- 
assembling after  the  Easter  B«cess,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr.  Cowen) 
put  a  Question  to  the  Government  as  to 
whether  they  were  prepared  to  release 
the  "suspects."  The  then  Chief  Secre- 
tary stated  that,  if  allowed  to  answer 
the  Question,  his  answer  would  have 
been  that  there  v«re  three  conditions 
upon  the  occurrence  of  any  one  of  which 
he  would  be  prepared  to  release  the 
"  suspects  " — first,  that  Ireland  should 
be  quiet ;  second,  that  there  should  be 
a  Bill  carried  strengthening  the  power 
of  the  law ;  and,  third,  that  there  snonld 
be  an  assurance  given  to  Her  Mfues^y's 
Government  by  me  "Buspeots"  m£U- 
mainham  Gaol  that  they  would  not  break 
the  law.    The  Chief  Secretary  had  the 
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impradenoe  to  communioate  tho  Bub- 
stance  of  that  answer  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Clare,  and  it  found  its  way  to 
the  Prime  Minister,  who  disapproTed  it. 
The  2nd  of  May  came,  and,  instead  of 
the  answer  being  given  by  the  Chief 
Secretary,  it  was  given  by  the  Prime 
Minuter  himself,  for  the  reason  t^at 
his  Lord  Lieutenant  and  Chief  Secretary 
had  resigned.  The  Prime  Minister  then 
stated  to  the  House  the  second  of  the 
two  policies  which  the  Qoveroment  might 
have  puTSued.  He  told  the  House  that 
the  "  suspects  "  were  released  ;  that  the 
Oovemment  did  not  intend  to  renew  (he 
Peace  Preservation  Act ;  and  that  all 
they  intended  was  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
strengthen  the  ordinary  law  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  justice,  which  measure 
was  to  be  postponed  until  the  Bules  of 
Procedure  were  passed.  He  was  happy 
to  say  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Brad- 
ford gave  the  hon.  Member  for  Clare 
the  answer  which  he  thought  should  be 
given  to  the  Question  whether  the  Qo- 
▼emment  would  release  the  "  suspects  " 
or  not.  The  right  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford,  on  May  15  in  the  last  Session, 
gave  the  following  account  of  the  trans- 
action : — 

*'  I  told  him  I  thought  we  could  release  the 
'  suspects '  whenever  Ireland  became  quiet ;  or 
when  the  GoTeniment  Rot  a  fresh  Bill  passed ; 
or  obtained  from  tbem  without  any  oonditioiu 
whatever  an  auunnce  that  th«y  woald  not 
break  the  law.  ...  I  did  not  aak  them  to  ae- 
nst  in  keepiogr  the  law,  but  simply  not  to  break 
it.  Sly  right  hon.  Friend  the  Fnme  Minister  did 
not  approve  of  my  giving  that  answer,  and  the 
consequence  was  that  the  Question  was  not  an- 
Bwmd  by  me,bntbybim." — i^Samard^ 
789.) 

On  the  4th  of  May  the  late  Chief  Secre- 
tary was  able  to  state  to  the  House  the 
reasoDs  that  had  induced  him  to  resign, 
and  those  reasons  were  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  adopted  the  policy  of  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade— the  policy 
of  releasing  the  "suspects"  and  post- 
poning farmer  legislation  for  strengt}i- 
ening  the  law  in  Ireland.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  gave  his  reasons  on  that 
occasion  in  the  reverse  order  to  that  in 
which  he  had  previously  given  them. 
He  said  there  had  been  a  hope  held  out 
in  that  House  that  if  the  Government 
settled  the  question  of  the  arrears  upon 
a  certain  basis,  then  the  Party  below  the 
Gangway  would  cease  to  obstruct  the 
law.  He  thought  that  the  House  was 
now  in  possession  of  a  well-defined  con- 
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trast  between  the  two  policies  which  had 
been  conflicting  in  the  Cabinet  for  some 
little  time,  and  in  which  that  of  releas- 
ing the  *'  suspects  "  and  delaying  an 
alteration  in  the  law  had,  unfortunately, 

gained  the  upper  hand.  The  right  hon. 
entleman  uso  implied  that  the  support 
of  the  Home  Bule  Party  had  been  pur- 
chased, because  he  said — 

'*  The  price  paid  will  be  a  weakening  of  the 
powers  of  Govcmraont,  not  of  this  Oovemmeot 
merelv.  but  of  any  Government,  to  perform  its 
first  duty  of  giving  protecUon  to  Itfe,  liba*ty, 
and  property,  and  doing  it  without  any  ar- 
rangements with  those  who  threaten  to  defy 
thelaw."~(/4W.  116.) 

The  attitude  taken  by  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter upon  this  matter  he  had  never  been 
able  to  understand.  He  knew  that, 
somehow  or  other,  the  support  of  the 
"suspects"  in  using  their  influence  for 
the  re-establishment  of  law  and  order 
was  acquired ;  he  knew  from  the  lan- 
guage of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford  that  it  was  acquired  by  pur- 
chase, and  that  a  price  was  paid  for  it, 
and  he  had  always  supposed  that  the 
price  was  Uie  Arrears  Bill.  But  he 
knew,  also,  that  the  Prime  Minister  had 
never  liked  to  have  the  matter  disoussed 
in  that  way.  He  (Mr.  Gorst)  had,  there- 
fore, avoided,  in  speaking  in  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  presence,  the  use  of  the 
word  "Treaty,"  and  in  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  absence  now  he  would  not 
use  that  word.  His  belief  was  that  the 
Prime  Minister,  on  the  occasion  when 
these  arrangements  were  made  and  this 
price  was  paid,  was  in  reality  a  dupe ; 
and  that  there  existed  at  that  time  a 
sort  of  "  inner  circle  "  within  the  Cabi- 
net, very  much  in  the  same  way  that  the 
"inner  cirde"  of  the  "  Livinciblea " 
existed  in  the  Land  League.  And  he 
believed,  too,  that  the  "  inner  oirole " 
of  the  Cabinet  had  also  its  "  Number 
1."  He  was  willing  to  believe,  until 
the  contrary  was  proved,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamell),  who  was  the  head  of  die  Land 
lieague,  was  ignorant  of  the  designs  and 
machinations  of  the  "inner  cixele"  of 
the  "  Invinoibles; "  and  until  the  con- 
trary was  proved  he  was  willing  also  to 
believe  that  the  Prime  Minister  was 
equally  ignorant  and  equally  innocent  of 
the  machinations  of  the  "  inner  circle  " 
of  his  Cabinet.  It  was  a  remarkable 
coincidence  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man tho  Member  for  Bradford  was  the 
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primary  otjeet  of  both  these  organiza- 
tions.   One  organization  aimed  at  his 

Shyeical  asnassi nation,  and  by  the  provi- 
ence  of  God  he  escaped  their  wiles ; 
the  other  organization  aimed  at  his 
political  aBsasRtnation ;  and  both  of 
them  were  so  far  successful  as  to  drive 
him  by  their  action  out  of  the  Cabinet. 
He  hoped,  however,  that  his  political 
reputation  had  not  suffered.  If  there 
could  be  a  doubt  or  a  difference  of  opi- 
nion as  to  the  mode  in  which  the  sup- 
port upon  which  the  Government  relied 
had  been  obtained,  there  could  be  no 
difference  of  opinion,  and  there  could  be 
no  doubt,  as  to  the  character  of  that  sup- 
port itself.  The  late  Ohief  Secretary 
placed  before  his  Colleagues  a  Memo- 
randum on  the  30th  of  April,  two  days 
before  his  resignation,  in  which  he  said 
that  the  substance  of  what  was  promised 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  was  that  the  conspiracy  which  had 
been  used  to  get  up  "Boycotting"  and 
outrages  would  be  now  used  to  put  them 
down.  He  also  gave  his  Colleagues  the 
most  distinct  advice  as  to  the  character 
of  Mr.  Sheridan.  Mr.  Sheridan  was 
brought  forward  as  an  illustration  of 
the  kind  of  assistance  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  would  be 
able  to  give  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. What  the  hon.  Member  was  to 
do  was  to  secure  the  assistance  of  Mr. 
Sheridan.  The  Cabinet  were  warned 
what  the  character  of  Mr.  Sheridan  was. 
This  was  the  language  of  the  Memo- 
randum— 

"  This  man  Sheridan  U  a  released  suqieet, 
sgainst  whom  we  have  for  some  time  had  s 
fresh  varrant,  and  vho  under  diaenises  ihSB 
hitherto  eluded  the  police,  comisgf  hackwunlB 
and  forwEods  from  E^a  to  the  outrage-mon^rs 
in  the  Weet.  I  did  not  feel  mvBelf  sufficiently 
mast«r  of  the  ■itustioa  to  tell  bim  (Mr.  O'Sbes) 
what  I  thonght  of  this  coDfldence;  bat  I  could 
not  do  more  than  tell  others  what  he  had  told 
me." 

Those  were  the  people  who  perpetrated 
the  Lough  Mask  murders  and  extermi- 
nated the  Joyce  family  at  Maamtrasna. 
The  Chief  Secretaty  on  the  15th  of  May 
said — 

"  It  gave  me  a  sort  of  inright  into  what  had 
been  happening  which  I  did  not  poosoM  before 
—that  a  man,  whom  I  knew,  so  far  as  I  had 
any  possibility  of  knowing,  was  engaged  in  these 
oatrages,  waa  ao  far  under  the  influence  of  the 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  that,  upon  hia  re- 
leaae,  be  would  gut  the  Bssistance  of  that  man 
to  put  down  the  very  state  of  things  which  he 
had  been  promotiog.'*— (JJiV.  791.) 

Mr.  OorU 


Such  was  the  effect  prodnced  upon  the 
Chief  Secretary  by  the  mention  of  this 
man  Sheridan  as  a  person  who  was  to 
give  his  support  to  the  Oovemment  and 
that  they  were  going  to  receiTe  his  as- 
sistance that  he  said — 

"  I  was  very  sorry  I  had  had  an^-thing  to 
do  with  the  matter,  and  I  determined  that 
from  that  moment  I  would  have  nothing  more 
to  do  wiUi  it." 

Again,  he  (Mr.  Gorst)  was  willing  to  be' 
Hove  that  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  was  the  dupe  of  Mr.  Sheridan. 
The  country  and  the  House  of  Commons 
were  listening  with  some  anxiety  for 
the  explanation  which  the  hon.  Member 
might  think  fit  to  give.  Until  he  heard 
that  explanation,  or  until  the  hon.  Mew- 
ber  refused  or  neglected  to  make  any 
disclaimer,  he  was  ready  and  willing  to 
believe  that  he  was  the  dupe  of  this  man 
Sheridan  and  did  know  his  true  cha- 
racter. But  the  House  and  the  oountty 
had  a  right  to  a  disclaimer  and  an  ex- 
planation from  another  person  berides 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Qxtj  of  Ooik— • 
he  meant  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary,  who  had 
accepted  the  assistance  of  this  man  Bh«ri- 
dan,  the  assassin  of  his  Colleague.  In 
his  usual  exaggerated  and  random  way 
the  Home  Secretary  said  that  he  ac- 
cepted asflistanoo  from  everybody  in  the 
cause  of  law  and  order  in  Ireland. 
"What  even  of  Mr.  Sheridan?"  said 
someone,  and  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  replied  at  once — "Yes;  I 
know  nothing  of  Mr.  Sheridan."  There 
he  had  exposed  to  the  House  his  inac- 
curacy, because  a  fortnight  before  he 
had  had  the  Memorandum  from  his 
Colleague  the  Member  for  Bradford, 
telling  him  alt  about  Mr.  Sheridan.  "  I 
know  nothing  about  Mr.  Sheridan,"  he 
said,  "I  have  not  heardof  himin  my  iifis." 
There  he  wrote  himself  down  "inoom- 

Setent  Home  Secretaiy,"  for  Mr.  Sheri- 
an  had  been  going  about  in  disgoises 
between  England  and  Ireland,  and '  a 
warrant  was  out  against  him  in  the 
hands  of  the  police,  and  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  ought  to  have 
known  as  much  about  such  a  matter  in 
England  as  the  Chief  Secretary  did  in 
Ireland.  And  then  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  farther  said— 

"  If  ho  is  likely,  whoever  he  may  b^,  to  be 
found  ranging  himseli  on  the  side  of  peace  iu 
Ireland,  I  am  very  glad  to  hear  of  bim — I  am 
very  glad  to  hear  of  any  man  who  has  taken 
any  part— whatever  part  it  may  have  been  " 
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-*eTen  in.  the  attempt  to  aasaseinate  his 
Oolleague — 

"  In  cansmg  disturbance  and  diaorder  in  Ire- 
land, that  he  is  ready  to  take  part  on  the  ride  of 
peace  and  order." — [Ibid.  SB5.) 

He  was  quite  wilting  to  extend  to  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
same  charity  that  he  had  shown  to  the 
hon.  Membec  for  the  City  of  Cork,  and 
to  beliere  that  he  did  not  then  know 
what  he  knew  now.  Now,  the  Home 
Seeretary  knew  that  Sheridan  visited 
the  **  Invincibles,  "  in  Dublin  disf^ised 
aa  a  priest,  and  calling  himself  "  Father 
Murphy;"  and  he  knew  now  that  he 
had  been  out  in  the  Phoenix  Park  look- 
iag  for  Mr.  Forster  in  order  to  make  his 
acqnaintance. 

Mfi.  W.  E.  FORSTEE:  I  am  sorry 
to  interrupt  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber, but  perhaps  it  will  come  from  me 
rather  b^ter  than  from  anyone  else. 
Whan  he  states  that  my  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  knows  these  things,  al- 
though they  have  been  stated  in  Court, 
there  ia  no  proof  of  them,  and  we  only 
have  our  own  idea  as  to  their  truth. 

Ma.  QOBJ^T  observed,  that  when  a 
witoess  was  called  for  the  Grown  in  a 
Gourfc  of  Justioe  the  Advisera  of  the 
Orovn  must  believe  the  evidence  he  was 
going  to  fp.T9.  It  was  open  to  the  Home 
Secretaiy  to  make  inquiriee  and  to  in- 
form himself  whether  Mr.  Sheridan  was 
iwesent  with  the  "Invincibles"  in  Dub- 
lin disguised  as  a  priest,  and  to  inform 
himself  whether  he  was  out  in  the 
Phcenix  Park  looking  for  Mr.  Forster 
in  order  to  make  his  acquaintance,  and 
whether  he  said  that  he  would  see  about 
•ending  arms  to  the  "Invincibles"  when 
he  got  back  to  England,  and  whether  he 
made  preparations  in  the  country  for 
the  <*r«aoval"  of  Mr.  Clifford  IJoyd 
and  others.  If  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  found  that  that  was 
the  part  taken  by  Mr.  Sheridan  in  the 
affiure'of  Ireland,  let  him  say  that  if  he 
had  known  it  on  the  15th  or  16th  of 
May,  when  he  made  hia  apeech  in  the 
Hoase  and  insisted  on  wfucoming  Mr. 
Sheiidan,  he  would  have  repudiated 
Lioi  with  indignation.  The  policy  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bradford  had  been  rejected  by  the 
Cabinet,  and  the  policy  of  releasing  the 
"luroeots,"  who  had  got  up  outrage 
and  <usorder,  deliberately  accepted.  He 
should  like  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  this  —  that  in  the  dreadful 


crime  which  was  committed  in  the 
Phoenix  Park  there  was  nothing  new. 
It  was  true  that  the  victima  were  more 
illnetrious  than  any  who  had  previously 
fallen  in  Ireland ;  ooth  were  known  and 
respected  by  large  nnmbera  in  this 
House,  and  one  of  them — Lord  Frede- 
rick Cavendish — was,  he  might  say.  be- 
loved by  everyone  in  the  House.  That 
was  why  they  were  so  much  more  horri- 
fied by  the  murders  in  the  Park  than  by 
any  which  had  previously  occurred  in 
the  recent  history  of  Ireland  ;  but  there 
were  humbler  men  who  had  lost  their 
lives  in  precisely  the  same  way,  and 
from  precisely  the  same  causes ;  and  the 
death  of  those  humbler  men  ought  to 
have  produced  as  great  an  impression 
on  those  who  were  responsible  for  the 
government  of  Ireland  as  that  of  the 
victims  of  the  Phoenix  Park  murders. 
He  would  remind  the  House  of  the 
murder  of  the  Huddys,  and  of  Martin 
Kogere  on  the  3rd  of  December,  1881 
— a  poor  feeble  lad  with  only  one  arm, 
whose  helplessness,  as  the  Judge  said, 
ought  to  have  been  his  protection. 
He  had  come  down  &om  Dublin  to 
serve  writs,  and  he  was  battered  to 
deatii  with  stones  by  five  men  in  the 
presence  of  a  lar^e  number  of  people, 
not  one  of  whom  interfered  to  save  the 
poor  lad,  and  only  one  of  whom  ven- 
tured to  give  information  to  the  police. 
This  humble  lad  lost  his  life  in  the  same 
way,  and  from  precisely  the  same  causes, 
as  Mr.  Burke  and  Lord  Frederick  Caven- 
dish ;  and  in  the  sight  of  God  his  life 
was  as  precious  as  theirs,  and  his  blood 
should  cry  to  the  Government  with  as 
much  force  as  theirs.  However,  the 
effect  of  the  tragedy  that  took  place  on 
the  Gth  of  May  was  that  on  the  8th 
of  May  the  Government  abruptly,  sud- 
denly, and  completely  changed  their 
Irish  policy.  They  abandoned  that  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  which  they  had 
previously  adopted,  and  they  took  up 
that  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Br^wd,  which  th^  bad 
previoudy  denounced.  Instead  of  post- 
poning any  measures  for  strengthening 
the  law  in  Ireland,  as  they  ha^  deter- 
mined to  do,  until  after  the  Procedure 
Besolutions  had  been  adopted,  they  im- 
mediately brought  in  a  Bill  unexampled 
in  its  severity  in  the  whole  history  of 
the  country— a  Bill  far  more  severe  than 
that  of  tho  right  hon.    ember  forBrad- 
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ford— and  'tiiey  passed  it  into  law.  It 
iras  that  determination  on  the  part  of 
the  GoTernment  to  enforce  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  law  and  to  punish  offenders 
which  had  led  to  the  improTement  in 
the  social  condition  of  Ireland  that  was 
referred  to  in  Her  Majesty's  g^racione 
Speech  ;  that  was  the  reason  why  agra- 
rian crime  had  sensibly  diminished,  and 
■why  the  law  everywhere  had  been  up- 
held. It  was  for  the  continuaTice  of  that 
firm  determination  to  maintain  the  law, 
and  to  trust  to  its  maintenance  for  the 
pacification  of  the  country,  instead  nf  to 
the  assistance  of  agitators  and  the  dis- 
affected, that  he  proposed  his  Amend- 
ment. Now,  he  observed  that  whenever 
Liberal  Ministers  addressed  themselves 
to  the  discoasion  of  the  state  of  Ireland 
they  seemed  to  regard  agrarian  outrages 
as  a  kind  of  disease  or  ^ague  which  en- 
sued from  no  oausm  whatever,  and  for 
which  there  was  no  remedy,  the  fact 
being  that  an  increase  of  agrarian  out- 
rage in  Ireland  invariably  accompanied 
the  advent  of  a  Liberal  Ministry  to 
power.  The  same  phenomenon  had 
been  repeated  over  aod  over  again. 
There  were  inflammatory  speeches,  there 
were  concessions  to  lawless  agitation. 
There  were  measures  passed  which  the 
Government  called  remedial  measures, 
and  all  the  time  the  number  of  agrarian 
outrages  had  increased  week  by  week, 
month  by  month.  Then  came  the  reac- 
tion, and  next  followed  coercive  Acts  for 
the  repression  of  outrage,  more  severe 
than  had  ever  been  adopted  before.  The 
late  Mr.  Butt,  aa  lon^  ago  as  1871, 
exactly  desoribed  the  Liberal  theory  of 
Irish  government  by  the  Liberal  Minis- 
try. Addressing  a  meeting  at  Glasgow 
on  the  14th  of  November,  1871,  he 
said — 

"  If  we  have  any  g;riQTiuice  to  bring  before 
the  English  Ministrj-."  he  ought  to  have  said 
Liberal  Miniati-y,  "and  Parliament,  we  are  ac- 
tually to  get  up  another  msurrection  in  order 
to  get  justice.  'I'bis  is  the  lesson  we  are  taught. 
A  few  yoars  more  and  some  other  grievance 
will  arise.  Are  we  again  to  awaken  the  slum- 
beriog  friendship  of  Mr.  Gladstona,  or  some 
future  OladBtonc,  by  a  second  insaiTeetion  P  " 

In  the  years  1866,  1867,  and  1868,  which 
were  years  of  a  Conservative  Adminis- 
tration, the  number  of  agrarian  crimes 
in  Ireland  was  87,  I23,  and  160  respec- 
tively. In  1869,  the  first  year  of  the 
Liberal  Administration,  the  numbers 
sprung  up  to  767  ;  and  in  January  and 
February  of  1870  the  numbers  were 
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267,  and  271,  each  month  being  con- 
siderably in  excess  of  either  of  the  years 
of  the  Conservative  Administration.  In 
Ih70  the  Peace  Freaervation  Act  wm 
brought  in,  and  it  was  succeeded  by 
the  Protection  of  Life  and  Property 
Act  in  1871,  and  those  Acts  remained 
in  force  until  the  end  of  the  Oonserva- 
tivo  Government.  In  1 880  precisely  the 
same  phenomenon  was  repeated  from 
precisely  the  same  causes.  In  January, 
tS81,  the  rif^ht  boo.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bradford  came  to  the  House 
and  gave  a  most  extraordinary  account 
nf  the  increase  in  agrarian  crime.  He 
said  that,  ezolusive  of  threatening  let- 
ters, 7l9  crimes,  out  of  a  total  of  1.253 
for  the  entire  year,  occurred  in  the  three 
months  of  October,  November,  and 
December,  1880 — that  was  to  say,  that 
two-thirds  of  the  total  agrarian  outrages 
occurred  in  the  last  quarter  of  the  year, 
and  58  per  cent  of  tuose  were  exclusive 
of  threatening  letters.  And  he  obaorved 
that  the  outrages  in  December  had  been 
as  numerous  as  those  in  the  months 
of  October  and  November  preceding. 
There,  again,  they  had  a  Lioeral  Go- 
vernment pursuing  its  old  policy.  Then 
came  the  Compensation  for  Disturbance 
Dill,  the  Land  Bill,  and  tfae  Arrears  Bill 
until  the  same  result  followed.  The 
state  of  Ireland  became  intolerable,  and 
then  the  Government  came  down  to  the 
House  and  again  brought  forward  coer- 
cive measures,  those  of  1881  and  1882, 
the  strongest  yet  applied  to  the  country. 
Why,  the  Government  talked  of  agrarisn 
outrages  in  Ireland  as  if  they  were  en- 
tirely unconnected  with  their  policy. 
There  had  been  two  occasions  in  the 
memory  of  everyone  then  present  in 
which  the  advent  of  a  Liberal  AdminiB- 
tration  to  power  had  been  foUoved 
immediately  by  increase  of  outrage, 
consequent  on  the  measures  that  had 
been  passed  and  the  remedial  legislation 
that  had  been  promised.  He  did  not 
believe  that  any  persons  in  any  position, 
except  noblemen  and  gentlemen  of  high 
connection  and  ofhoial  position,  could 
have  possibly  survived  two  disaatrone 
failures.  He  believed  that  any  profea- 
sional  uinu  who  had  given  such  signal 
proofs  of  his  incompetency  would  be 
ruined  for  life ;  that  if  a  village  cow 
doctor  had  made  errors  in  the  treatment 
of  a  virulent  disease  calling  for  such 
ainful  and  drastic  measnres  he  wouM 
e  hunted  out  of  the  place  by  an  indi|;- 
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nant  populace.  He  believed  it  was  only 
those  who  poBsesard  the  comniaDdiDg 
positions  of  the  Heads  of  the  great 
Liberal  Party,  who  could  twice  excite 
the  worst  pasaioiis  of  the  Irish  people  by 
profligate  promises  and  unequu  legisla- 
tioD,  and  coald  then  repress  the  people 
whom  they  bad  tfaemselTes  stimulated 
into  pacification  by  coercive  measures, 
whioh  wero  a  disgrace  to  our  reputation 
"  aa  a  free  people.  The  bon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  concluded  by  moving  bis 
Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

la  paragraph  10,  line  4,  to  leave  out  from 
thtfword  "  uptflld,"  tothe  end  of  the  para^pb, 
i&  order  to  insert  the  words  "  and  we  venture  to 
sziiMU  oar  earnest  hope  that  the  dhance  of 
ptmcy  which  has  produced  these  results  wQl  be 
maiDtained,  and  that  no  further  attempts  will  he 
made  to  purchase  the  support  of  persons  disaf- 
fected to  Her  Majesty's  Rule,  hy  oonoessions  to 
lawless  agitation;  and  that  tho  existence  of 
dantferpiui  secret  societies  in  Dublin  and  other 
parts  of  the  Country  will  continue  to  be  met  by 
mreniitting  eaei^  and  vigilance  oa  the  part 
of  tiie  Krecutivo,"—  {Mr.  Gartt,) 

—instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAItOOtJBT:  Al- 
though it  is  my  duty  to  follow  the  hon. 
and  learoed  Uentleman,  I  can  assure 
the  House — and,  as  we  are  speaking 
here  to  a  larger  audience  eren  than  this 
House,  I  can  assure  the  country — that 
in  dealing  with  these  grave  matters  I 
will  not  endeavour  to  imitate  the  spirit 
or  the  tone  of  the  speech  which  we  have 
^ttst  heard.  I  do  not  pretend  to  be  a 
judge  of  matters  of  taste ;  but  there  are 
aome  things  which  are  even  higher  than 
matters  of  taste.  I  should  have  thought 
that  a  man  who  claims  to  be  a  member 
of  the  English  Bar  would  have  known 
that  he  had  no  rig;ht  in  a  speech  to 
found  himself  upon  the  evidence  in  a 
trial  which  is  not  concluded.  That  is  a 
thing  which,  not  -on^-by  the  Office  I 
hold,  but  by  the  Profession  to  which  I 
am  proud  to  belong,  I  feel  myself  abso- 
lutely precluded  from  entenng  upon. 
[^Lavfihtfir.']  Tes ;  that  is  a  lesson  which 
the  hon.  and  learoed  Gentleman  should 
also  learn.  As  to  matters  of  taste,  it 
is  proverbial  that  these  are  not  to  be 
disputed  upon.  And  whether  it  is  be- 
coming the  dignity  of  this  Assembly 
that  one  of  its  Members  should  compare 
(4e  Qovermneiit  <4  the  Queeit— charged. 


as  they  are,  at  this  time  with  responsi- 
bilities, the  burden  of  which  many  can 
understand — that  he  should  compare 
them  to  a  band  of  assassins,  Ibat  I  must 
leave  to  the  taste  and  judgment,  not 
only  of  the  House  of  Commons,  but  of 
any  society  of  English  gentlemen.  As 
for  what  the  hon.  and  Teamed  Gentle- 
man has  been  pleased  to  say  of  myself 
personally,  I  can  assure  him  it  is  one  of 
thesmallest  of  theburdens  I  have  to  bear, 
though  those  burdens  are  not  light.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  thought  fit 
to  charge  me  with  having  deliberately, 
and  with  knowledge,  accepted  as  an 
associate  a  man  who  I  knew  was  en- 
gaged in  attempts  to  assassinate  one  of 
my  Colleagues.  [Mr.  Goest  :  No.]  My 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Brad- 
ford, with  an  indignation  which  is 
natural  to  his  warm  and  generous  heart, 
gave  himself  the  unnecessary  trouble  to 
get  up  and  repudiate  such  an  aspersion 
as  that.  I  do  not  care  to  waste  the  time 
of  the  House  by  defending  myself  against 
charges  of  that  desoription.  [Mr.  Gokbt  : 
I  never  made  them.}  It  does  so  happen 
that  both  last  year  and  the  year  before, 
from  accidental  circumstaDces,  the  charge 
of  two  Irish  Bills  fell  into  my  hands ;  and 
the  House  is  as  well  able  to  i  udge  as  I  am 
whether  the  course  that  I  have  pursued 
in  these  matters  deserves  the  imputa- 
tions that  have  been  cast  upon  it  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  has  been  pleased 
to  say  that  I  am  an  incompetent  Home 
Secretary.  Well,  I  am  afraid  that  is 
the  nearest  approach  to  accuracy  and 
truth  made  by  him  in  his  whole  speech. 
It  is  a  very  grave  misfortune  to  the 
country  at  this  moment  to  have  an  in- 
competent Home  Secretary.  But  I  think 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  should 
have  drawn  the  proper  conclusion  from 
his  statement,  and  have  brought  for- 
ward a  Motion  for  the  removal  from  the 
Ooundls  of  the  Queen  of  a  Home  Se- 
cretary whom  he  declares  to  be  in- 
competent. I  pass  now  from  the  taunts 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
which  are  not,  I  think,  worthy  of  my 
attention,  or  the  attention  of  the  House, 
to  something  more  deserving  to  occupy 
our  time.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman, with  that  accuracy  which  cha- 
racterizes him,  says  that  this  Motion  is 
a  Motion  intended  to  be  friendly  to  the 
Government.  I  think  that  struck  the 
note  of  the  character  of  hie  speech.  He 
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approves  the  recent  policy  of  the  Go- 
Ternmeat,  since  May  8,  but  condemns 
all  their  policy  before  that  date,  and 
then  stands  forth  as  the  champion  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Bradford.  That  is  the  most  remarkable 
inconsistency  I  ever  knew.  He  stated 
at  the  end  of  his  speech  that  any  pro- 
fessional man  would  deserre  to  be  dis- 
missed for  incompetence  under  whose 
hands  the  condition  of  &eland  became 
what  it  was  before  last  Easter.  Now, 
to  whom  does  he  address  this  remark  ? 
[An  hon.  Kehbeb  :  To  the  Qoremment.] 
Yes,  certainly.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  says  all  the  faults  we  com- 
mitted resulted  from  our  not  following 
the  advice  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Bradford ;  although  up  to 
last  April  his  was  the  advice  that  we 
foUowed.  ["  No,  no !  "]  Hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  say  "No,  no!"  but  they 
know  better.  That  is  because,  I  sup- 
pose, they  accept  the  hon.  and  learned 
G«Llleman'a  account  of  those  Oabinet 
secrets  with  which  he  is  so  well  ac- 
qoainted.  There  have  been  times,  it 
ap^arSf  when  we  were  ver^  much  ex- 
ennsed  upon  the  subject.  Cabinet  secrets 
have  got  out,  and  really  the  acquaint- 
ance which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man  professes  as  to  what  goes  on  in  t^e 
Cabinet  leads  me  to  think,  somehow  or 
other,  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber must  posseds  a  Oabinet  key.  He 
has  given  us  an  account  of  what  goes 
on  in  the  interior  of  the  Oabinet.  {^Lord 
RiLNDOLPH  Ohubohill  :  In  the  inner 
circle.]  Tes;  in  the  inner  circle.  I  am 
clad  to  see  the  good  taete  of  the  noble 
Lord,  whom,  I  am  bound  to  say,  so  far 
from  receiving  any  assistance  in  those 
measures  for  restoring  peace  to  Ireland, 
we  always  found  our  strongest  and  most 
constant  opponent.  In  1881,  when  my 
right  hon.  friend  the  Member  for  Brad- 
ford brought  in  his  Bill  for  protecting 
life  and  property  in  Ireland  —  [Lord 
Eawdolph  Chttbouill:  I  oflFered  my 
support  to  the  Government.]  Very 
much  like  the  snpport  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  opposite,  and  in  the 
same  spirit.  La  1881  the  noble  Lord 
■aid  —  "Do  not  let  us  have  any  of 
this  severe  legislation ; "  and  on  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  he  said 
— "  Do  not  let  it  be  retrospective, 
and  let  it  expire  in  April,  1882,"  by 
which  means  the  hon.  Member  for  Oork 
and  his  Friends  would  hare  been  re- 


leased  earlier  than  was  actually  the  case. 
It  fell  to  my  lot  afterwards  to  introduce 
the  Peace  Preservation  Bill  in  Ireland, 
and  my  most  constant,  vehement,  and 
effective  opponent  was  the  noble  Lord. 
And  when  that  Bill,  which  was  intended 
to  restore  peace  and  tranquillity,  waa 
proposed  for  a  third  reading,  the  noble 
Loni  said  that  he  was  there  "  to  give  it 
a  parting  kick."  That  was  the  sort  of 
assistance  we  received  in  our  endeavour 
to  restore  peace  and  tranquillity  in  Ire- 
land. And  it-  is  from  those  Gentlemen 
these  taunts  come  and  hy  whom  these 
attacks  are  made.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  said  that  there  was  a  change 
of  policy.  He  approves  the  present  con- 
duct of  the  Government  and  disapproves 
of  what  it  was  under  the  administration 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Bradford.  "We,  of  course,  are  responsible 
for  both  policies.  One  is  my  right  hon. 
Friend  theMemberforBradford,  who  was 
responsible  for  the  policy  up  to  last  April, 
and  is  not  responsible  for  it  since,  and 
the  other  is  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
present  Chief  Secretary,  who  is  not  re- 
sponsible for  the  policy  before  last  April, 
and  is  responsible  for  the  present  policy. 
But  as  regards  the  rest  of  the  Gt>vem- 
ment  we  are  responsible  fbr  both  policies, 
and  we  have  no  duire  to  dissociate  our- 
selves from  that  responsibility.  Iwishthat 
to  be  clearly  understood.  There  was  (me 
other  thingthat  was  true  in  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman's  speech  besides  his 
remark  as  to  my  incompetence,  and  that 
was  his  observation  that  the  state  of 
Ireland  in  last  April  was  such  that  it 
could  not  be  allowed  to  continue.  That 
I  believe  to  be  true ;  and  it  was  in  that 
belief  that  wo  found  it  absolutely  neces- 
sary to  proceed  on  lines  different  from 
those  which  we  had  followed  up  to  that 
time.  The  measures  taken  before  April 
to  stop  crime  in  Ireland  had,  I  admit, 
failed.  That  I  frankly  and  entirely  ad- 
mit. It  is  too  notorious  to  admit  of  a 
moment's  doubt  on  the  subject.  What- 
ever was  the  cause  of  the  failure  of  the 
law,  I  accept  the  responsibility  of  the 
Government  for  it  altogether.  There 
were  two  causes  of  foiuire  under  the 
system  that  had  been  pnrsued  up  to  lost 
April.  The  first  was  an  administrative 
failure,  the  other  was  a  legislative  failure. 
The  administrative  cause  of  failure  was 
the  deficient  organization  of  the  Irish 

Eolice ;  and  all  the  circumstances  which 
ave  since  come  to  our  knowledge  con- 
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Tinoa  us  that  that  iras  one  of  the  main 
ToasonB  Thy  we  oould  not  effectually 
stop  crime.  The  respoDeibility  for  that 
deficiency,  if  accepted  by  the  Qovern- 
ment,  must  equally  be  shared  by  the 
preceding  Qovernment.  When  we  re- 
member the  acoonnts  given  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  North 
Lincolnshire  (Mr.  J.  Lowther),  and  by 
Lord  Beaconefield,  of  the  condition  of 
Ireland  when  they  left  Office,  we  may 
think  it  a  vety  serious  administrative  mis- 
fortnne  that  the  organization  of  the  Irish 
police  should  have  been  as  defective  as 
it  was.  Both  GoTemmente  may,  I  thiuk, 
accept  the  responstbili^  for  not  putting 
Uiat  Force  eanier  on  a  proper  footing. 
If  you  call  that  a  change  of  policy,  I 

g've  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  the 
inefit  of  it.  What  Lord  Spencer  has 
been  able  to  do,  what  my  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  has  been  able  to 
do,  in  the  suppression  of  crime  in  Ire- 
land, has  been  aided,  by  the  services  of 
a  man  who  deserves  the  recognition  of 
this  House  and  the  gratitude  of  the 
country — Mr.  Jenkinson,  the  head  of  the 
Criminal  Department  in  Ireland.  It 
horrifies  one  to  think  what  the  condition 
of  the  police  in  Ireland  must  have  been 
when  armed  gangs  of  Id  or  20  men 
could  go  about  wim  impunify  in  the  pre- 
sence of  the  police.  That  was  the  reason 
why  up  to  April  the  repression  of  crime 
was  not  so  efficient  as  it  ought  to  have 
Ixaen.  I  will  now  pass  to  the  second 
reaaon,  which  was  that,  when  it  was  ob- 
Tions  that  measures  mast  be  taken  to 
r^raas  crime,  the  most  appropriate 
method  of  legislation  was  not  adopted. 
If  yoa  like  to  blame  ns  for  tha^  we 
must  be  blamed;  but  the  blame  must 
be  shared  by  the  whole  House,  for  no- 
body proposed  any  other  remedy.  It 
was  assumed,  in  fact,  that  the  Protection 
of  Person  and  Property  Bill  was  an  ap- 
[oopziate  remedy,  and  that  if  we  only 
had  the  summary  power  of  arrest  it 
wonld  be  sufficient  to  put  down  crime. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  who  had  charge 
of  that  measure  said — * '  We  can  discover 
the  persons  who  commit  &ese  crimes — 
these  viU^e  ruffians ;  we  know  them ; 
we  can  put  them  in  prison  ;  we  can  put 
down  crime."  That  turned  out  not  to 
be  so.  The  men  were  shut  up;  more 
men  vere  shut  up  time  after  time ;  yet 
erime  went  on  increasing.  It  was  never 
su|^[e8ted — nor  did  it  occur  to  anybody 
— ikeX  tba(  measure  woi^ld  bare  failed 


so  completely  as  it  did  in  suppreeung 

crime.  The  consequence  was  that  the 
shutting  up  of  these  people  did  not  sen- 
sibly diminish  crime.  On  the  contrary, 
the  more  people  were  shut  up,  the  more 
crime  increased.  But  from  what  quarter 
did  the  first  proposal  to  release  the 
"suspects"  come?  If  I  am  not  mis- 
taken, the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Wigtown  (Sir 
John  Hay)  was  the  first  to  put  down  on 
the  Paper  a  Motion  for  the  release  of  the 
"suspects."  [Sir  John  Hay:  And  to 
suspend  Jury  trial.]  That  was  his  pro- 
posal. It  shows  that,  ia  his  opinion,  the 
method  adopted  was  one  not  calculated 
to.  -succeed.  Well,  Sir,  was  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Bradford 
of  a  Afferent  opinion?  Not  at  all. 
He  thought  that  a  different  legisla- 
tive method  must  be  adopted.  It  was 
one  of  his  own  conditions.  We  all 
thought  so.  We  all  thought  there  was 
no  chance  of  suppressing  this  crime,  or 
dealing  with  it  successfully  by  the  Act 
as  it  then  existed.  We  were  all  agreed 
about  it.  Talk  of  Parties  in  the  Cabi- 
net! The  Bill  was  all  prepared.  I  do 
not  say  it  was  exactly.  [Irbnieal  cheert.'^ 
I  hope  I  have  done  nothing  in  this 
House  to  disentitle  me  to  its  credit. 
The  Bill  was  substantially  the  one  which 
I  bad  the  duty  of  conducting  through 
this  House,  though  it  was  different  m 
some  material  particulars.  ^Ironical 
eheert."]  If  hon.  Gentlemen  will  have 
the  patience  to  tvait  till  I  have  done, 
I  wiU  tell  them  to  the  best  of  my  recol- 
lection what  they  were.  I  think  the 
Alien  Glaases  and  the  Search  Clauses 
were  increased  in  severity ;  but,  gene- 
rally speaking,  it  would  be  an  accurate 
statement  to  say  that  before  the  resig- 
nation of  my  right  hon.  Friend,  and 
before  the  murders  in  the  Phoenix  Park, 
the  Government  had  resolved  that  they 
must  try  a  different  method  of  proce- 
dure. There  was  nothing  to  condemn, 
I  think,  in  that.  We  had  tried  one  ex- 
periment, with  the  general  concurrence 
of  the  House.  It  did  not  succeed,  and 
the  Government  thought  proper  to  try 
another  experiment,  wnich  has  very  weU 
answered  the  expectations  of  thoee  who 
are  responsible  for  it.  Then,  as  I  ex- 
pected, we  have  had  the  old  story  of  the 
"Kilmainham  compact;"  and  though, 
the  Resolution  does  not  say  a  word 
about  it,  I  knew  as  soon  as  I  saw  it  on 
the  Paper  that  its  only  object  was  to 
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bring  out  the  "  Kilmainliam  eompaot." 
I  bare  nothing  new  to  say  on  this  8ab< 
^eot.  There  is  nothing  new  to  say  about 
it.  "What  we  always  have  stated  is  this 
—that,  iu  our  opinion,  we  have  no  right 
to  keep  a  "  suspect  '*  in  prison  if  we  have 
reason  to  be  satisfied  that  when  let  out 
of  prison  he  would  not  be  dangerous, 
but  safe.  That  principle  was  acted  upon 
not  only  in  reference  to  Members  of 
Parliament,  but  to  other  persons— those 
very  men  who,  like  Sheridan,  had  been 
in  custody.  My  right  hon.  Friend  let 
Shwidan  out.  Why  did  he  do  so  ?  Be- 
cause he  had  reason  to  believe  that  he 
was  safe.  [Mr.  W.  E.  F0B8TB&  dis- 
sented.] Afterwards  there  was  a  war- 
rant out  against  him.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  has  found  fault  with 
me  for  not  taking  measures  for  his 
arrest.  "Why  am  I  supposed  to  know 
anything  about  it  ?  The  hon.  and 
learned  Oentleman  says,  because  there 
was  a  warrant  out  against  Sheridan. 
But  the  warrant  did  not  run  in  England. 
It  was  a  warrant  under  the  Peace  Pre- 
servaticm  Act,  and  could  only  be  exe- 
cuted in  Ireland.  And  this  is  the  law- 
yer who  comes  forward  to  give  me 
elementary  lessons  in  my  duties.  I 
should  have  thought  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  would  have  been 
a^amed  to  make  such  an  elemen- 
tary blunder.  Now,  Sir,  I  have  no 
doubt  my  right  hon.  Friend  arrested 
Sheridan  because  he  thought  he  was 
dangerous,  and  he  let  him  out  because 
he  thought  he  was  safe.  Afterwards, 
when  something  else  made  him  thmk 
he  was  dangerous,  he  issued  a  warrant 
to  arrest  him  again.  All  that  I  knew' 
about  him  was  that  he  had  been  men- 
tioned upon  this  occasion  with  reference 
to  the  release  of  the  "  suspects."  All 
I  can  say  is  that  Mr.  Sheridan's  name 
played  a  very  small  part  in  the  trans- 
action referred  to.  I  had  my  right 
hon.  Friend's  concurrence  in  the  en- 
tire accuracy  of  the  statement  I  made 
at  the  time.  We  had  no  right  to 
keep  men  in  prison  if  we  had  assur- 
ances of  their  good  conduct  if  we  let 
them  out.  My  right  hon.  Friend  was 
of  that  opinion  also.  I  believe  hon. 
GenUemen  opposite  said  it  was  soandal- 
oua  and  disgraceful  that  we  should  hold 
any  communioation  with  those  men  in 
pruon.  Oertaiuly  they  will  not  have 
aay  support  for  that  statement  from  my 
right  lu>n.  Friend  the  Member  for  Brad- 
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ford.  Talk  of  there  being  two  parties  in 
the  Oabinet !  The  moment  that  it  was 
communicated  to  the  Government  that 
these  men  were  willing  to  give  assur- 
ances that  the  law  should  not  he  broken 
in  future,  we  were  all  entirely  agreed. 
If  they  would  give  right,  proper,  and 
sufficient  assurances  we  were  agreed 
that  they  should  be  let  out  of  prison. 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  Norm  lia- 
colnshire  said  we  made  secret  communi- 
cations behind  the  back  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Bradford  at  Kii- 
mainham,  and  I  am  sorry  to  say  he  has 
never  had  the  grace  to  apcdogize  for  that 
statement,  in  spite  of  the  denial  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend,  who  said  it  was  un- 
true. [Mr.  J.  LowTHEB :  How  does  he 
know?J  How  do  you  know?  The 
statement  is  absolutely  untrue.  And  I 
say  that  upon  the  honour  of  a  gentlemaa 
who  is  as  honouraUe  as  himself.  It  is 
a  remark  for  which  he  ought  to  apolo- 
gize. He  should  take  the  course  he 
ought  to  take.  Sir,  there  was  no  com- 
munication made  to  the  prisoners  in 
Kilmainham  except  with  the  full  know- 
ledge, aye,  and  under  the  actual  direc- 
tion, of  my  right  hon.  Friendthe  Member 
for  Bradford.  [Mr.  O'Shea.:  Hear, 
hear  !  J  Who  was  it  that  gave  leave  to 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Glare 
(Mr.  O'Shea)  to  go  there  and  communi- 
cate with  the  hon,  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  ?  Why,  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Bradford, 
of  course.  Why  did  my  right  hon. 
Friend  give  that  leave  ?  For  the  pur- 
pose of  ascertaining  whether  the  Assur- 
ances were  satisfEiotory  or  not.  We  are 
chai^d  with  having  conspired  with 
bands  of  assassins  to  destroy  thepoUti- 
cal  reputation  of  my  right  hon.  ^end. 
There  is  one  man  in  this  House  who,  I 
know,  will  repudiate  such  a  charge  as 
that  with  greater  indignation  than  any 
other  man,'  and  that  is  my  right  hon. 
Friend  himself.  Ho  knows  that  we 
acted  together  as  loyal  friends  and  Col- 
leagues, and  he  will  tell  yon  that  every 
man  amongst  us  believed  so.  In  the 
House,  when  another  Member  of  the 
Fourth  Party  got  up  and  c^ai^ed  us 
with  infamy  and  with  misconduct  on  the 
16th  May,  my  right  hon.  Friend  said— 

' '  It  was,  no  doubt,  ui  honest  diflerenoe  of  opi- 
nion between  me  and  my  late  Colleagues ;  and 
X  do  not  think  that  such  a  difference  of  opinion 
ia,  in  the  alighteat  dMpres,  open  to  the  strong 
chaiges  insds,  and  which  I  must  he  •Uoire4  to 
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mj  an  sot  to  maoh  calculated  to  do  good  in 
Ireland  aa  they  are  to  he  of  aome  adrantage  to 
Party  contests  here."— (3  Hantard,  [zCg]  867.) 

That  is  the  langiiage  of  an  English  Oen- 
tleman  and  of  an  English  statesman; 
vety  different  irom  the  languaee  of  the 
lum.  and  learned  Member  for  Ohattiam. 
I  ask,  what  was  the  difference — Uie  un- 
fivtunate  difference — ^which  took  place 
between  onrselres  uid  my  right  faon. 
]Mead  ?  There  ib  no  que8ti<m  abont  it. 
I  hare  stated  it  in  this  House  before, 
and  my  right  hon.  Friend  has  accepted 
the  accnracy  of  my  statement.  On  the 
4t^  of  May  he  gave  his  reasons  for  his 
resignation.  He  g^ve  them — as  he  was 
sure  to  do — with  the  most  Bcrupnioua 
aoouracy  and  entire  respect  for  himself 
and  his  Oolleagues.  He  stated  that,  in 
his  opinion,  the  "  suspects  "  might  have 
been  safety  released  on  one  or  other  of 
three  conditions.  I  do  not  know  whe- 
ther the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Chatham  adopted  the  later  statement, 
made  on  the  16th  of  May;  but  I  am 
taking  the  earlier  one.  The  first  condi- 
tion was  a  public  promise  on  the  part  of 
tiie  "suspects";  the  second  was  quiet  in 
Ireland ;  ^e  thii^,  fresh  powers  to  the 
Goremment.  Quiet  in  Ireland  was,  un- 
foitanately,  a  condition  which  it  was  vain 
to  hope  for.  The  oihtx  conditions  were 
a  public  promise  and  fresh  powers  to  the 
OoTemment.  As  to  the  third  condition 
there  never  was  any  question.  The  pub- 
lic promise  he  defined  in  this  waj — 

"I  mean  a  public  undertaking,  or  promise,  to 
make  no  further  attempt  to  set  up  their  will,  or 
rather  their  lav,  agaiiAt  the  law  of  the  land  ; 
aood,  under  no  ciroumfltances,  to  aid  or  abet,  or 
instigate  to  inUmidation,  to  prevent  men  from 
dmng  what  tiisy  bad  a  rig^t  to  do." — {.1^4. 
110.) 

If  my  right  hon.  Friend  obtained  that 
promise  from  the  suspects,  he  was  of 
opinion  that  they  ought  to  be  released, 
because  he  sud  that  these  conditions 
were  not  sufficient.  If  the  assurances 
that  these  gentlemen  gave  were  not,  in 
his  opinion,  sufficient,  it  was  apparent 
that  my  z^ht  hon.  Friend  was  agreed 
that  thsy  ought  to  be  released  on  some 
•onditiims.  It  is,  therefore,  all  rubbish 
to  talk  of  oar  having  gone  against  the 
opiiuDn  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  in  com- 
mnnicating  with  these  gentlemen  re- 
roecttng  their  release.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  was  the  principal  party  to  those 
communications.  It  is  all  nonsense  to 
•ay  that  we  ou^bt  not  to  have  accepted 


the  assurances  of  the  suspects.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  was  as  willing  as  we  were 
to  accept  the  aKurances.  There  was  one 
difference,  and  one  difference  only,  be- 
tween us,  and  that  was  whether  the  as- 
surances that  were  actually  given  were 
sufficient  or  not.  We  thought  they  were; 
he  thought  th^  were  not;  you  may 
argue  the  matter  as  much  as  you  like,  and 
you  will  never  make  more  of  it  than 
that.  That  was  tiie  exact  difference  that 
existed  between  us— neither  more  or 
less.  It  was  for  that  reason,  in  order  to 
obtain  those  assurances,  that  my  right 
hon.  Friend  sent  or  authorised  the  hon. 
Member  for  Glare  to  go  to  Kilmain- 
ham.  What  he  said  on  the  15th  of  May 
was — 

"  Whenever  I  had  reason  to  hope,  or  helieve, 
or  had  any  sort  of  expectation,  that  the  result 
of  the  visits  would  be  such  a  promise  of  good 
behaviour  as  would  enable  me  with  safe^  to 
recommend  the  release  of  persons  detained,  I 
was  very  glad  to  promote  such  visits."— (/Ajrf. 
789.) 

The  hon.  Member  for  Olare  was  in  the 
hope  and  expectation  that  he  would  re- 
ceive assurances  which  he  would  regard 
as  sufficient;  but  my  right  hon.  Friend 
thought  differently,  and  therefore  he  has 
always  used  the  term  with  regard  to  it 
which  we  have  not  aecepted.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  regards  it  as  a  Treaty,  and 
he  did  not  objaot  to  tiie  Treaty.  But  as 
regards  the  making  of  the  Treaty  there 
was  no  objection,  only  that  the  Treaty 
would  not  accomplish  the  object  he  de- 
sired in  fulfilling  the  conditions,  which, 
he  thought,  ought  to  be  fufiUed.  I  really 
do  not  know  what  else  there  is  of  sub- 
stance in  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  to  which  I  have  to  re- 
ply. He  spoke  about  our  having  as- 
sociated ourselves  with  Sheridan.  We 
never  did  associate  ourselves  with  Sheri- 
dan. I  am  not  very  conversant  with  his 
movements ;  but  I  believe  I  am  correct 
in  saying  Sheridan  has  never  been  in 
Ireland  firom  that  day  to  this;  I  dare 
say  he  thought  it  was  not  a  safa  place 
for  him.  On  the  night  of  the  16th  May, 
when  my  right  hon.  Friend  spoke  on, 
this  subject,  he  said — "  I  was  of  opinion, 
and  am  still,  that  the  Irish  people  will 
consider  the  coarse  you  have  taken  a 
very  great  weakening  of  the  hands 
of  the  Government  in  Ireland."  Has 
it  weakened  the  CK>vemment  in  Ire- 
land ?  Have  the  hands  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  Ireland  been  weaker  or  stronger 
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siace  the  releaBe  of  the  Buspects  ?  That 
is  a  praotical  question.  Were  the  hands 
of  the  GovernmeHt  strong  before  that 
erent  ?  Nobody  says  more  strongly 
than  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Ohatham  that  they  were  as  weak  as 
tliey  oould  be,  and  that  we  ought  to 
haTB  been  diBmiseed  as  incompetent 
professional  men,  in  consequence  of 
the  condition  of  things  which  existed ; 
but  he  is  good  enough  to  -say  that 
now  it  is  only  the  Home  Secretary 
that  is  incompetent ;  and  he  passes  eulo- 
giums  npon  the  existing  Government  of 
Ireland.  Then,  have  we  by  our  policy 
weakened  the  hands  of  the  Government 
in  Ireland  ?  We  have  done  nothing  of 
the  kind.  We  abandoned,  as  we  were 
obliged  to  abandon,  a  system  of  proce* 
dure  that  Jiad  failed  —  [Mr.  Oowen  : 
Hear,  hear !] — and  we  have  substituted 
a  system  that  has  proved  thoroughly 
efhcient,  which  has  been,  in  my  opi- 
nion, well  ooDBidered  in  its  legisla- 
tioD,  and  firmly  carried  out  by  the 
Executive.  If  this  is  so,  what  is  the 
meaning  of  this  Amendment  ?  What  is 
the  object  of  this  Amendment  ?  Do  you 
or  do  you  not  intend  by  it  to  pass  a  Vote 
of  Censure  on  the  Government  ?  If  you 
do,  why  have  you  not  the  courage  to  say 
BO  ?  This  is  a  new  policy  on  the  part  of 
the  Oppodtion  on  the  Addrese.  We 
have  seen  two  great  questions  ohal- 
lenged. We  have  seen  the  foreign 
policy  of  the  Government  in  respect  to 
Egypt  challenged  by  an  Amendment 
from  the  Party  below  the  Gangway  and 
Bupptn-ted  by  the  Front  Opposition  Bench, 
who  have  not  the  courage  to  bring  for- 
ward a  Motion  upon  the  gravest  matter 
that  can  be.  Is  the  same  policy  to  be 
pursued  upon  the  Irish  policy  ?  Are  we 
g^ng  to  eee  the  Front  Opposition  Bench, 
which  considers  itself  entitled  to  pass  a 
Vote  of  Censure  upon  the  Administra- 
tion,-skulk  behiod  this  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chat- 
ham ?  If  we  are  to  be  condemned  by 
you,  why  have  you  not  produced  this 
Motion  yourselves?  Is  it  possible  that 
what  you  desire  is  not  to  take  upon  your- 
selves the  responsibility,  but  at  the  same 
time  to  assist  proceedings  which  might 
have  the  result  of  pars^sing  and  dis- 
crediting the  Executive  Government  in 
^«land  r  Is  it  possible  that  at  such  a 
moment  you  have  any  other  object  than 
to  fling  dirt  upon  the  Government  in 
nroumstances  of  gravity  which  you  well 
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know,  and  the  responsibiUtiee  of  which 
you  well  understand  ;  aad  that  you  are 
trying  to  snatch  a  miserable  Party  ad- 
vantage in  condemning  a  Government, 
whose  action,  as  you  say,  you  approve, 
by  going  back  on  bygone  transectiona 
which  you  never  challenged  at  the  time 
by  a  direct  vote  ?  You  have  had  the 
opportunity,  and  you  have  never  taken 
advantage  of  it.  Are  you  going  to  ttJce 
advantage  on  an  occasion  like  this,  1 0 
months  afterwards,  to  endeavour  to 
damage  the  infiuenoe  and  destroy  the 
authority  of  the  Qovemmeot  in  Ireland  ? 
It  is  a  matter  the  House  should  gravely 
consider.  The  right  and  the  duty  of  aa 
Oppositioa  are  to  criticize  as  severely, 
and  condemn  as  strongly  as  they  please, 
the  conduct  of  the  Government  of  which 
they  disapprove ;  but  in  momenta  such 
as  tiiis  it  is  your  duty  either  to  condemn 
or  to  support  us.  If  you  chose  to  con- 
demn us,  and  if  the  House  supports  your 
opinion,  I  should  say  for  myself— and  I 
thiok  I  could  say  for  my  OoUeagueft— 
we  shall  accept  with  satisfaction  release 
from  the  burdens  of  responsibilitity 
which  it  is  hard  to  beer.  [A  iaugh  from 
th«  Oppositions^  You  may  laugh ;  but 
I  am  speaking  what  I  know.  I  am 
speaking  of  the  responsibility.  I  say 
nothing  of  the  perils  which  weigh  upon 
UB  day  aud  night.  If  you  think  you  caa 
discharge  the  task  better  to  the  advan- 
tage of  the  counhy  than  we  are  doing, 
it  is  your  duty  to  say  bo,  and  it  ia  your 
duty  to  accept  that  respoibBibility.  W9 
do  not  challenge  you  to  it ;  but  X  invite 
you  to  take  thi^  course.  If  you  do  not 
take  that  course,  I  say  you  are  doing  ^e 
most  injurious  thing  you  can  possibly  do 
in  keeping  in  Office  a  Government — 
especially  the  Government  in  Ireland 
—which, '  at  the  same  time,  you  are 
labouring  in  every  way  to  weaken  and 
discredit. 

Mb.  GIBSON:  Sir,  the  closing  ob- 
servations of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  (Sir  William 
Harcourt)  were  couched  in  a  very  dif- 
ferent tone  and  animated  by  an  entirely 
different  wirit  from  those  with  which 
he  opened  his  speech.  He  endeavoured 
to  present  to  the  Party  of  which  he  ia 
so  eminent  a  Ijeader  the  aspect  of  a 
great  Party  debate;  and,  having  firet 
rebuked  those  who  are  opposed  to  him 
for  not  having  proposed  a  Vote  of  Want 
of  Confidence  in  the  Government,  h9 


{COMMONS} 


Digitized  by  VjOOg 


43T 


Mejetty^t  ifo$t         {Fsbbuabt  20,  18SS)        Oraciout  Spteeh.  438 


then  accuses  us  of  b«ii^  parties  to  an 
eadearour  to  snatch  a  miserftble  Party 
adTantage  by  paralyzing  the  ExecatiTe 
Qoremment.  That  was  not  even  a  para- 
phrase—it was  not  even  a  caricature — 
of  the  terms  of  the  Amendment  of  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  Ohatham  (Mr.  Oorst),  to  whioh  I 
would  ask — irhat  it  daims  —  the  fair 
and  candid  attention  of  every  hon.  Mem> 
ber,  before  they  say  that  it  does  not 
contain  a  true  statement  of  plain  facta 
as  to  the  history  of  Executive  Govern- 
ment in  Ireland  during  the  past  year, 
and  whether  it  does  not  also  contain  an 
exhortation  to  avoid  a  path  whioh  is 
now  universally  condemned,  and  to  fol- 
low one  which  the  Government  them- 
selves proclaim  a  wise  and  fitting  one 
to  pursue.  It  is  absolutely  essential 
that  in  the  progress  of  this  discus- 
sion there  should  be  references  to  the 
state  of  Ireland ;  and  in  considering 
tiie  state  of  Ireland  from  the  point  of 
view  which  is  brought  into  prominence 
at  this  moment  by  the  terms  of  the 
Amendment,  it  is  necessary  to  consider 
the  iwsition  of  the  Qovemment  and  the 
pontion  of  the  governed ;  and  in  doing 
that,  having  regard  to  the  disclosures 
of  the  last  few  days,  it  was  impos- 
sible to  leave  out  of  view  all  refer- 
ence— I  admit  it  should  be  a  cautious 
reference — to  the  startling  and  appalling 
revelations  which  have  been  made  in 
Dublin  daring  the  past  week.  It  is  im- 
possible, and  it  would  be  absurd  to  expect 
that  we  should  be  able  to  refrain  from 
referring  to,  or  excluding  from  Parlia- 
ment all  that  with  reference  to  which  the 
Press  is  filled,  and  of  which  every  man 
is  speaking  in  the  street  and  in  society. 
I  repeat,  I  admit  that  the  references 
ought  to  be  cautious  and  circumspect. 
I  listened  carefully  to  the  speech  of  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  Chatham ;  and,  having  myself  some 
prtrf^ssioital  training  and  knowledge  in 
these  matters,  I  did  not  notice  that  he 
said  anything  calculated  to  prejudice 
tiie  accused  persons,  or  prevent  them 
getting  a  fair  trial.  Certainly,  that  was 
not  the  object  he  bad  in  view.  How- 
ever that  might  be,  having  regard  to 
the  terms  of  his  Amendment,  it  was 
certainly  also  essential  and,  in  the 
highest  degree,  legitimate  that  he  should 
substantially  refer,  in  connection  with 
the  state  of  the  country,  to  what  is 
known  aa  the  "  Kilmainham  compact." 


I  will  not,  however,  use  a  word  which  is 
calculated  to  give  offence,  and  I  will  call 
it  the  "Kilmainham  transaction."  As 
to  the  particular  evidence  which  has 
been  given  at  Kilmainham,  I  decline  to 
go  into  it.  It  is  not  necessary,  for  the 
purpose  of  the  observations  I  desire  to 
address  to  the  Honae,  that  I  should  do 
so ;  but  I  may  say,  in  passing,  that  the 
evidence  given  by  Carey,  althou|rh  not 
to  be  observed  upon  in  its  beanng  on 
the  prisoners  and  others,  must,  I  sup- 
pose, be  assumed  to  be  adopted  by 
the  Government  as  substantiaUy  accu- 
rate. That  evidence,  which  has  been 
impressed  upon  all  our  minds,  neces- 
sarily throws  back  a  lurid  light  on  the 
Kilmainham  transaction,  and  it  is  im- 
possible for  anyone  in  this  House  to 
avoid  calmly  asking  themselves  what 
everybody  in  the  country  is  asking — 
"  Was  it  wise  or  jH-udent,  even  for  an 
hour,  to  have  been  involved  in  that  un- 
fortunate transaction  ?  "  You  may  call 
that  moralizing,  if  you  like ;  but  we  are 
entitled,  with  the  li^ht  of  our  present 
knowledge  and  experience  of  what  then 
took  place,  and  what  has  taken  place 
since,  to  point  out  that  that  is  an  occur- 
rence which  never  again  in  the  Execu- 
tive history  of  this  country  should  have  a 
parallel.  I  myself  do  not  now  go  in  detail 
into  that  transaction.  It  is  familiar— 
painfully  and  disagreeably  familiar — to 
every  hon.  Member  of  this  House.  "We 
are  acquainted  with  the  letter  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamell),  but  I  do  not  go  into  that.  "We 
are  all  familiar  also  with  the  way  in  which 
that  letter  was  read  and  the  omission  uf 
a  most  important  portion  of  it.  The 
matter  has  been  observed  upon  some- 
what lightly  and  with  great  mildness 
considering  its  gravity.  I  am  aware 
that  the-right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr. 
Chamberlain)  said,  in  a  previous  debate, 
that  the  matter  had  passed  from  his 
mind — that  there  was  anothw  passage 
besides  those  that  were  first  rem — and 
had  made  little  impressiou  upon  him. 
That  was  not,  however,  the  position  of 
the  mind  of  the  Prime  Minister,  for,  to 
use  his  own  words,  within  half-an-hour 
of  receiving  the  letter  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  he  made  a 
memorandum  that  he  thought  that  pas- 
sage so  liable  to  public  comment,  and  so 
open  to  obvious  oonstruotion  or  miscon- 
struction, that  he  thought  it  necessary 
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to  guard  himself,  in  a  letter,  fi-om  having 
it  assumed  for  a  minute  that  he  was  a 
party  to  it,  or  that  it  was  intended  in  any 
way  for  Party  purposes.  I  can  well  recol- 
lect the  observations  made  last  May  by 
many  hon.  Members  on  his  own  side  of 
Hie  House  against  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Membw  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster),  when  he  insisted  upon  having 
tiie  letter  read  in  its  absolute  integrity. 
Although  every  Cabinet  Minister  must 
have  had  an  opportunity  equal  to  that  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  be  familiar 
with  its  phraseology,  of  course  they  may 
say,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  said, 
that  they  forgot  that  passage.'  I  thought 
it  very  remarlcable  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  should  have  forgotten  the 
omitted  portion  ;  but  he,  however,  did 
not  tliink  it  of  sufficient  or  any  import- 
ance. I  accept  the  explanation ;  but 
what  strikes  me  as  more  strange  is  that 
the  Prime  Minister,  ~  upon  whose  mind 
the  passage  had  made  such  a  tremen- 
dous impression  that  within  half-an- 
hour  he  recognized  its  importance  by 
making  a  memorandum  upon  it,  was 
not  sb^iok  by  the  fact  of  the  passage 
being  omitted  when  the  letter  was  read. 
In  making  a  short  retrospect  of  this 
transaction,  it  is  important  to  bear  in 
mind  what  has  been  refwred  to  as  the 
Memorandum  circulated  in  the  Cabinet 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bradford,  as  to  his  understand- 
ing of  the  couvereation  which  passed 
between  him  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  County  of  Clare  (Mr.  O'Shea). 
That  is  a  matter  the  gravity  and  sig- 
nificance of  which  cannot,  I  think,  be 
overstated.  It  was  circulated  as  the 
belief  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bradford  —  I  care 
not  whether  it  was  accurate  or  not — 
and  was  submitted  to  the  Cabinet  as 
the  belief  of  their  Adviser  on  Irish 
affairs,  Uiat  the  offer  made  was  that  the 
person  or  persons  who  had  been  en- 
gaged in  the  organization  or  conspiracy 
whioh  had  been  used  to  get  up  outnges 
should  be  used  to  get  rid  of  Uiem.  That 
was  the  offer  made  to  the  Cabinet.  [Mr. 
O'Shba  dissented.]  The  hon.  Member 
for  Clare  shakes  his  head.  Well,  he  may 
shake  it  off  if  he  likes,  because,  so  far,  for 
the  purposes  of  my  present  argument,  I 
am  a  hundred  miles  away  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Clare.  I  am  not  saying 
that  was  the  arrangement;  but  I  am 


saying  that  this  was  the  version  given 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bradford.  I  am  now  dealing 
with  the  knowledge  the  Cabinet  had 
derived  &om  a  Memorandum  submitted 
to  them  by  their  own  Adviser  oa  Irish 
affairs,  and  that  Memorandum,  accu- 
rately or  not,  stated,  in  terms,  that  the 
offer  made  to  them  was  this — that  the 
organization  formed  for  Uie  purposes  of 
getting  up  outrages  would  be  used,  if 
that  offer  were  accepted,  to  get  rid  of 
outrages.  That  offer — which,  to  my 
mind,  was  a  most  damning  offer — was 
allowed  to  be  discussed  ae  a  proposition 
proper  to  be  entertained  by  a  British 
Cabinet.  But  to  prevent  the  possibility 
of  doubt,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bradford,  who  had  ample 
and  complete  knowledge  of  the  ques- 
tion, exceeding,  it  may  be,  the  know- 
ledge of  the  hon.  Meitiber  for  the  City 
of  Cork,  stated  to  the  Ilouse,  as  an 
illustration  of  the  character  of  the  or- 
ganization, that  Sheridan,  whose  ser- 
vices had  been  specifically  offered  to 
the  Government,  a  released  "  suspect," 
against  whom  a  fresh  warrant  had  been 
issued,  and  who  was  one  of  the  outr^fe- 
mong^  of  the  West,  was  connoted 
witii  it,  and  was  in  the  habit  of  going 
about  disguised,  directing  its  operations 
as  regarded  the  promotion  of  outnges. 
That  is  a  specimen  of  the  kind  of  or- 
ganization offering  to  treat  with  the  Go- 
vernment. The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  has  dealt  with 
this  case  with  his  usual  force  and  ability, 
but  he  has  failed  to  totisfy  any  fair 
mind.  He  has  given  no  explanation  of 
why  the  Cabinet  did  not  indignantly— 
as  the  Prime  Minister  felt  called  upon 
to  do  in  reference  to  the  promised  sup> 
port  of  Liberal  measures — ^^repudiate  the 
aid  and  oo- partnership  of  the  outrage- 
mongers  in  doing  the  work  of  the  Go- 
vernment, which  was  to  pat  down  out- 
rage. I  make  no  comment  on  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  statement 
about  his  being  an  incapable  Home  Se- 
cretary for  not  knowing  of  Sheridan's 
position.  He  had,  at  all  events,  the 
means  of  knowing  it.  He  was  warned 
in  the  Cabinet  by  the  Mentorandum  of 
his  Colleague.  But,  again,  this  made 
so  little  impression  on  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  that  he  thought 
nothing  at  all  of  Sheridan.  1  should  like 
to  know  what  the  ri^ht  honu  and  letuned 
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GenUmaan  did  think  was  of  importanoein 
that  document.  He  thought  the  promise 
of  Liberal  support  so  worthless  that  he 
did  not  notice  it.  [Mr.  Chambbrlaik  : 
I  did  not  say  fhat.]  Whatever  may 
have  been  the  state  of  mind  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  the  Prime  Minister, 
in  a  speech  of  unexampled  brevity  for 
him,  admitted  his  knowledge  of  Sheri- 
dan. My  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the 
Member  for  Maidstone  (Captain  Aylmer), 
on  the  1 6th  of  May  last  year,  pat  this 
porn  tod  Question  to  him — 

"  When  he  and  the  Cabinet  came  to  the  ded- 
«oii  that  the  three  Members  could  no  lonf^r 
be  kept  in  ptuon  on  acconnt  of  reasonable 
nupicion,  were  they  then  in  poasBaaion  of  the 
oonvenation  between  the  hon.  Member  for 
Clare  and  the  late  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
in  which  it  was  stated  ttiat  he  had  eoch  control 
over  Mr.  Sheridan,  who  had  initigated  riot  in 
the  WMt  of  Ireland,  that,  if  releued,  he  coi^d 
induce  him  to  put  down  the  outrages."  — 
(3  Hantard,  [269]  832.) 

The  Prime  Minister's  answer  of  unex- 
ampled brevity  to  that  Qnestiou  was 
"Yea,  Sir."  With  the  Cabinet  informed 
of  these  facts,  with  the  Prime  Minister 
oompelted  to  admit  the  fact,  in  the 
briefest  form  of  affirmation,  that  he  knew 
the  offer  was  made  that  the  outrages 
should  be  put  down  by  Sheridan,  it  wae 
impossible  to  avoid  the  grave  oonclnaion 
that,  in  this  matter,  the  Cabinet,  with 
reekless  readinees,  uid  with  almost 
criminal  negligence  as  to  the  machinery 
they  were  adopting,  did  consent  to  avail 
themselves  of  a  criminal  organization, 
for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  their 
policy — did  consent  to  avail  themselves 
of  Uie  aid  of  a  certain  <»iminal  who  w^ 
pointed  oat  to  Uiem,  and  who,  having 
been  an  oatrage-monver  in  the.past,  was 
the  man  to  put  them  down  in  the  future. 
X  am  well  aware  ^at  the  excuse  may  be 
made,  and  it  has  been  made  by  the  Se* 
eretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, that  if  theOovemment  had  known 
in  April  all  that  they  know  now,  they 
would  not  have  been  a  party  to  the  em- 
ployment of  Sheridan — they  would  have 
taken  care  to  repudiate  him.  "Well, 
what  did  they  know  ?  [Sir  William 
HAnooiTBT  :  We  were  not  a  party  to  it.] 
That  is  what  we  have  to  decide.  The 
ri^t  hon.  and  learned  Gontleman  has 
appeal^  to  his  own  professional  con- 
neetion  with  the  law.  I  shonld  like  to 
know  how  a  client  would  fare,  even  with 
tte  rig^  hon.  and  learned  G^entleman's 


powerful  advocacy,  if  it  were  admitted 
that  a  memorandum  was  given  to  him 
desiring  him  to  act  in  a  particular  way, 
and  that  he  did  so  aot,  but  that  he  was 
not  a  party  to  the  statement  in  the 
memorandum  ?  What  did  they  know  in 
April  that  is  different,  except  in  degree, 
from  what  they  knew  now  ?  Did  they 
not  know  in  April  that,  in  the  words  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bradford,  Sheridan  was  going  about 
in  disguise  organizing  outras^e  ? 

81E  WILLIAM  HAROOUBT :  What 
I  said  was,  that  we  did  not  accept 
Sheridan.  We  did  nothing  with  re- 
gard to  Sheridan.  The  su^teots  were 
released.  As  to  Sheridan,  nothing  was 
done. 

Mn.  GIBSON :  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  foists  the  debate 
that  occurred  here  at  that  time^  It  was 
not  sa^ested  that  the  Gh>Teniment 
themselves  were  to  oome  into  direct  con- 
tact with  Sheridan ;  but,  as  was  pointed 
out  by  the  then  Chief  Secretary,  the  o£fer 
was  that  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork,  who  knew  Sheridan,  would  employ 
him  upon  that  mission,  and  the  Govern- 
ment allowed  it.  I  pass  from  this  topic, 
asking  this  question — Did  the  Govern- 
ment ever  through  any  agency,  in  any 
speech,  or  in  any  letter,  indicate  to  any 

Seraon  on  the  face  of  the  earth  that  they 
id  not  desire  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  should,  when  he  was 
released,  make  use  of  the  services  of 
Sheridan  for  the  restoration  of  order  in 
Ireland  as  was  suggested  ?  I  do  not  de- 
sire to  go  into  the  knowledge  which  the 
Government  had  as  to  the  antecedents  of 
die  three  Members  of  Parliament  whom 
they  had  imprisoned  and  released,  and  u 
to  uieir  oonnection  with  di£ferent  organi- 
zations ;  but  the  conduct  of  the  Govern- 
ment is,  at  all  events,  open  to  this  obser- 
vation— that  when  persons,  no  matter 
what  their  position  might  be,  whether 
hon.  Members  of  this  House  or  not,  have 
been  imprisoned  for  even  one  day,  and 
have  been  detained  under  warrant,  some 
charged  with  intimidation  and  others 
with  treasonable  practices,  it  is  an  error 
to  look  to  them  to  support  the  law  for 
the  alleged  breach  of  which  they  have 
been  kept  in  confinement.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has  endea- 
voured to  excuse  and  to  explain  away 
the  change  to  which. I  am  now  pointing, 
the  truth  of  which  he  has  not  denied; 
but  I  would  indicate  my  views  of  the 
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change,  and  how  it  occurred.  As  we 
all  well  remember,  many  individuals,  not 
only  in  this  House,  but  throughout  all 
the  country,  viewed  the  Kilmainham 
transaotion  with  ^ame,  with  surprise, 
and  with  a  storm  of  indignation.  It  was 
the  general  opinion  of  &e  Press  of  this 
oountry  immediately  after  "Uiat  transac- 
tion ooourred  that  the  Government  was  on 
its  last  legs,  and  the  Ministry  was  spoken 
of  with  indignation  and  contempt.  What 
was  it,  then,  that  brought  about  a  great 
change  in  public  feeling  ?  It  was  the 
murders  in  the  Fhconix  Park  and  the 
introduction  of  the  CHmes  Act  which 
rapidly  followed  upon  them.  It  was  those 
murders  which  enabled  the  Government 
to  change  their  front  and  to  bring  in  tiie 
Grimes  Act,  thereby  receding  from  a 
policy  always  wrong,  essentially  false 
and  foolish,  and  which  they  found  would 
be  certain  to  oast  them  out  of  Office  if  per- 
sisted in.  No  doubt  a  change  in  the 
policy  of  the  Government  occurred  after 
those  murders;  and,  indeed,  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has  not 
attempted  to  deny  the  fact — on  the  con- 
trary, he  had  admitted  that  two  changes 
then  occurred— the  one  legislative,  and 
the  other  administrative.  One  change, 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
aayo,  affected  tiiepoUoe,  and  he  is  pleased 
to  say  that  I  thall  support  his  assertion 
with  r^ard  to  that  body.  I,  for  one,  do 
not  support  it.  From  the  time  that  I 
was  first  connected  with  the  Executive 
Oovermnent  of  Ireland,  and  as  long  as 
I  have  taken  part  in  public  affairs,  I 
have  always  regarded  the  Irish  police  as 
a  splendid  body  of  men,  lo^al  in  them- 
edves,  and  admirably  organieed  and  ad- 
ministered, and  certainly  not  subject  to 
the  comments  which  h&ve  been  made 
upon  them  so  freely  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  This 
is  a  ve^  important  point,  and  I  certainly 
do  not  wish  to  be  misapprehended  with 
regard  to  it.  I  never  said  a  word  against 
the  men  who  form  the  Irish  police.  I 
believe  them  to  be  the  finest  body  of 
men  in  the  wotld.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentl«uan,  if  he  remembers 
my  words  correctly,  will  see  that  I  was 
weiring  simply  to  their  (u^anication 
and  to  their  Bta£F.  I  cast  no  aspersion 
on  them,  for  that  would  be  most  un- 
founded. 

Mb.  GIBSON  :  I  never  thought  that 
was  the  case,  and  I  am  glad  to  have  given 
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the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
an  opportunity  of  stating  clearly  that  he 
had  no  desire  to  cast  any  reflection  upon 
the  psTMnnel  of  the  Irish  police,  whom  I 
r^ard  as  being  loyal,  firm,  and  good 
men,  entitled  to  public  support  and  ap- 
proval. I  may,  however,  remark  that 
during  our  term  of  Office  I  never  heard 
it  stated  that  we  had  any  difficulty  in 
carrying  on  the  affairs  of  Ireland  owing 
to  the  defective  organization  of  the  poliee 
in  that  country ;  neither  am  I  aware,  at 
this  moment,  that  any  vital  change  has 
been  made  in  it.  What  is  this  orand 
new  organization  of  the  Irish  police  on 
which  tiie  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman prides  himself  7  I  know  nothing 
of  it.  It  has  never  been  submitted  to 
this  House,  and  it  has  not  been  effected 
by  any  Act  of  Parliament,  nor  does  it 
appear  in  any  administrative  Minute. 
Then  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man proceeds  to  praise  certain  public 
servants,  and  among  them  Mr.  Jenkln- 
son,  who  is  certainly  a  most  high  minded 
and  most  capable  public  servant,  for  his 
activity  and  zeal.  But  we  must  not 
forget  that  Mr.  Jenkinson  is  working 
with  weapons  which  were  not  at  the  dis- 
posal of  his  predecessors.  He  is  admi- 
nistering the  Grimes  Act,  while  his  pre- 
decessors had  to  administer  an  Act  whioh 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
himself  admits  was  not  very  effectual  in 
its  operation,  seeiog  that  it  acted  very 
inadequately  and  un£Eurly.  I  do  not  go 
into  the  histoiy  of  the  previous  Act.  I 
may  say  that  I  was  of  opinion,  and  am 
of  that  opinion  still,  that  there  was  a 
time,  shortly  after  the  passing  of  that 
Act,  when,  if  it  had  been  administered 
with  firmness,  courage,  and  resolution, 
it  would  have  worked  well.  I  will  not, 
however,  go  back  over  that  matter.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  asserts 
that  these  changes  which  I  hare  referred 
to  do  not  practically  indicate  any  change 
whatever  in  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment.  I  must,  however,  maintain  that  the 
time  of  the  introduction  of  the  Crimes 
Act  indicated  a  vital  change  in  their 

Solicy.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
'hatham  (Mr.  Gorst)  was  perfectly  right 
when  he  declared  that  the  GovemmuLt 
had  (»riginally  intended  to  bring  in  the 
Orimes  Bill  after  the  Procedure  Bules 
had  been  passed,  and  that  the  ohuiga  in 
the  determination  of  the  Government,  as 
to  the  date  of  the  introduction  of  that 
measure,  was  brought  about  wholly  by 
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fhe  Fhosniz  Park  nntrdere.  The  right 
hon.  Gentienum  had  asked,  in  a  tri- 
Ttmphant  tone,  whether  the  release  of  the 
nspeets  had  weakened  the  Irish  Ad- 
ninistration.  I  ask,  on  the  other  hand, 
whether  any  sane  man  would  believe 
that,  if  the  suspects  had  bem  released 
and  the  Crimes  Act  had  not  been  passed, 
the  state  of  Ireland  would  have  been 
what  it  is  at  the  present  moment  ?  The 
truth  is  that  the  radical  change  was  in 
the  time  of  the  introduction  of  the 
Crimes  Act,  and  in  the  character  of  that 
Act.  It  was  introduced  immediately, 
and  it  is  that  Act  alone,  and  not  the 
release  of  the  suspects  which  has  made 
Ireland  liveable  in  now,  and  which  has 
enabled  the  Government  to  undo  the 
demoralisation  which  was  caused  by  the 
inimainham  compact.  BntI  most  turn 
to  another  point.  I  paused  for  a  moment 
before  I  rose,  in  order  to  give  others  an 
opportunity  of  addressing  the  House 
upon  this  subject.  I  thought  it  probable 
liiat  the  right  hon.  Glentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bradford  might  desire  to  speak 
upon  the  subject,  although  I  can  well 
understand  why  he  might  wish  to  defer 
his  observations  for  a  time.  I  looked, 
however,  specially  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
bw  for  the  City  of  Cork  to  rise  and 
o&et  a  statement  with  regard  to  this 
gnestion.  Indeed,  I  am  satisfied  that 
this  debate  cannot  be  closed  in  any- 
thing like  a  satisfactory  manner  unless 
we  have  some  clear  statement  ai^  some 
explanation,  or,  at  all  events,  some 
spee*^,  from  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
(Sty  <k  Cork.  I  have  myself  aTOided 
up  to  this,  and  I  shall  continue  to  the 
end  to  avoid,  making  any  reference  to  a 
single  one  of  the  disclosures  which  have 
been  made  in  Dublin  within  the  last 
few  days.  We  do  not  want  these  dis- 
closures to  tell  us  many  of  the  charges 
which  have  been  made  in  the  Press,  on 
the  platform,  and  in  this  House  against 
the  Land  League  and  its  leaders  ;  but  I 
think  that,  in  the  circumstances  of  the 
case,  it  is  incumbent  upon  them,  if  they 
think  it  has  a  character  to  defend,  to 
come  forward  and  to  state  what  their 
views  are  with  reference  to  the  present 
state  of  things  in  Ireland.  I  have 
alwi^s  stated,  both  in  and  out  of  this 
House,  that  the  operations  and  the  ma> 
chinationB  of  the  lAud  League  were  re- 
morseless, cruel,  and  cowtmlly.  They 
were  directed,  not  only  against  the 
landlonb,  whom  they  have  defamed  and 


robbed,  but  against  their  poorer  and 
humbler  fellow-countrymen,  whom  th^ 
tried  to  dragoon  into  their  ranks.  It 
has  been  well  pointed  out  in  the  Press, 
within  the  last  few  days,  ttiat  out  of 
67  ^^arian  murders  which  were  per- 
petrated in  the  year  1881  and  the 
first  eight  months  of  1882,  only  five  were 
committed  upon  landlords ;  while,  out 
of  145  attempts  to  murder,  only  10 
were  directed  against  landlords,  leaving 
the  horrible  Majority  of  135,  which 
were  directed  against  the  humbler 
people,  for  whose  sake  it  was  said  they 
were  fighting.  In  a  letter  from  Mr. 
Arnold  Forster,  which  has  recently  ap- 
peared in  The  TVmm,  it  is  pertinently 
stated  that  it  was  upon  the  poorer,  the 
most  defnicdMS,  and  the  most  tho- 
roughly Irieih  section  of  the  population 
that  the  Land  League  waged  an  unre- 
lenting war,  and  whom  it  mutilated, 
murdered,  robbed,  and  terrorized  in  the 
interest  of  their  miserable  unwritten  law. 
Something  like  that  statement  has  been 
made  in  this  House,  and  I  should  be  glad 
to  think  that  there  was  some  explanation 
to  be  given  that  will  tone  it  down.  Per- 
haps the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  will  give  it  to  the  House.  At  all 
events,  we  might  be  given  some  ex- 
planation upon  the  sordid  topic  of  money. 
We  know  that  the  Land  League  are 
charged  with  having  sustained  "sus- 
pects," even  those  suspected  of  murder ; 
we  know  that  they  have  paid  the  expenses 
of  some  elections ;  w^  know  that  they 
could  afffml  to  start  a  newspaper ;  and 
it  has  been  openly  asserted  that  titey 
have  subsidize  id  crime.  Is  it  not  time 
for  very  shame  there  should  be  some- 
thing in  the  shape  of  a  balanoe^sheet 
published  of  this  secret  service  money. 
I  read  some  six  or  seven  weeks  ago  that 
a  sham  offer  was  made  of  a  sham  audit, 
saying  that  certain  persons,  who  were 
intimate  friends  of  the  treasurer  and  the 
oi^anizers,  would  be  appointed  to  audit 
it.  We  have  not  been  favoured  even 
with  that  bogus  audit  of  a  balance- 
sheet.  From  time  to  time  publicity  has 
been  demanded,  and  the  parties  who 
could  give  information  have  been  chal- 
lenged and  taunted.  I  ask  in  the  face 
of  recent  disclosures,  intensifying  ten- 
fold the  previous  demands  for  the  pub- 
lication of  that  Imlanoe-sheet,  is  were 
no  one  who,  for  his  own  credit,  will  de- 
mand that  some  statement  as  to  the  dis- 
posal of  this  secret  service  money  shall 
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be  submitted  to  the  honest  consciences 
of  his  country?  I  should  be  glad  to 
know  from  someone  where  the  money 
has  come  from  —  it  must  have  come 
from  some  place  —  which  has  sub- 
sidized these  horrible  butcheries  which 
have  disgraced  Ireland.  We  know,  from 
a  speech  recently  delivered  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Ueutenant  (Ur.  Trevelyan), 
what  part  some  articles  and  speeches 
may  nave  had  in  fomenting  outrage. 
One  portion  of  that  speech  contaiudd  his 
views  in  a  pithy  and  brief  way.  He 
said — 

"  Articles  and  speeches  are  just  as  much  part 
of  the  machinery  of  murder  as  swoid-cuiM  uid 
pistola." 

Are  we  not,  therefore,  entitled  to  have 
from  every  part  of  the  House  repudia- 
tion of  language  that  may  lead  again  to 

outrage,  as  it  has  done  in  the  past? 
The  morning  after  the  frightful  catas- 
trophe of  the  Phcenix  Park,  a  Manifesto 
was  issued,  signed  by  three  well-known 
Gentlemen — the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Tipperary  (Mr.  Dillon),  and  Mr.  Bavitt ; 
and  that  document  closed  with  the  state- 
ment that— 

"Until  the  murderers  of  Lord  Frederick 
Cavendish  and  Sir.  Burke  are  brought  to  jus- 
tice, that  stain  will  sully  our  country's  name." 

What  efforts  have  the  Land  League  and 
its  friends  made  to  remove  that  foul  and 
appalling  stain  on  the  honour  of  their 
country?  It  has  been  stated  in  the 
Fres^  that  it  had  been  proposed  to  the 
Treasurer  of  the  Land  League  to  offer 
£1,000  reward  for  the  discovery  of  the 
murderers.  The  Treasurer  did  not  com- 
ply with  that  request.  The  recent  die- 
cloBures  have,  more  than  ever,  called 
for  some  statement  as  far  as  may  be  of 
indignant  disclaimer,  at  all  events,  from 
those  who  only  can  give  that  contri- 
bution to  the  publio  oonscienoe  in  this 
oraTa  crisiB.  H  this  agitation  had  been 
Constitutional,  it  would  have  been  in- 
nocuous. In  the  Provinces,  its  methods 
were  "  Boycotting,"  outrage,  and  some- 
times murder  ;  in  Dublin,  the  knife  and 
the  bullet.  Its  objects  do  not  appear  to 
have  been  very  high — to  secure  or  pre- 
vent the  payment  of  money  —  some- 
times black-mail,  and  sometimes- plun- 
der, aided  all  through  by  a  vast 
secret  service  fund.  The  veil  has  now 
been  rudely  torn  away;  and  eveiy  man 
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in  this  country  who  reads  the  papers  can 
read,  with  painful  clearness,  the  horrible 
machinations  which  kept  the  people  of 
all  Ireland  in  a  fever,  and  which  ex- 
posed its  public  servants  to  jeopardy 
and  sometimes  to  death.  Opposed  to 
law  and  to  loyalty  and  to  liberty,  that 
agitation  must  expect  to  be  harshly 
judged,  and  every  man  whose  name  at 
any  time  has  been  mixed  up  in  its 
organization  must  expect  to  come  in 
for  severe  criticism,  unless  he  repudiates 
its  baser  transactions.  It  is  one  of  the 
most  painful  and  degrading  things  pos- 
sible for  an  Irishman  to  read  the  words 
in  which  the  acts  of  these  bodies  are 
wrapped  up — "patriots  making  history" 
— butchery  covered  with  the  euphemism 
of  "removal."  It  is  a  blasphemy  on 
the  name  to  call  movements  like  this 
*'  national."  We  are  told  by  some,  even 
now,  that  if  the  cause  were  taken  away 
there  would  be  a  cure  for  these  appal- 
ling murders.  The  cause  that  should 
be  taken  away  would  be  the  immunity 
that  so  long  existed  to  render  these 
things  possible;  and  anyone  who,  in 
the  face  of  the  present  crisis,  looks 
for  any  other  cause  for  these  murders, 
exposes  himself  to  the  charge  of  pal- 
liating the  crime  and  apologizing  for 
the  criminals.  What  is  the  present 
state  of  Ireland?  Outrages  are  unques- 
tionably fewer ;  but  it  is  due  to  the 
Prevention  of  Crimes  Act.  It  is  idle  to 
be  looking  about  and  imagining  other 
causes,  which  can  hardly  deceive  those 
who  imagine  them  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  intends  to  move  the  Amendment, 
of  which  he  has  given  Notice,  on  the 
Address  \  but  it  is,  unquestionably  a 
tribute  to  that  Act,  and  if  he  does,  he 
may  depend  upon  it  he  must  listen  to  its 
terms  being  criticized  with  no  ordinarjr 
severity ;  because  he  has  put  an  Amend- 
ment on  the  Notice  Paper  of  the  House 
of  Commons  that  I  am  not  sure  he 
would  like  to  oommit  to  speech  or 
writing  outside  the  House.  The  facts 
in  the  past  two  years  speak  for  tiiem- 
selves ;  but  the  law  is  now  a  terror  to 
evil-doers,  and  I  would  ask  those  who 
assail  its  administration  how  they  would 
have  administered  it ;  how  they  would 
have  coped  with  crime  stalking  through 
the  country ;  and  how  they  would  have 
answered  that  cry  to  heaven  for  justice 
on  the  shedders  of  innocent  blood  ?  A 
hellisli  organization  has  to  be  coped  with, 
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not  against  landlords,  as  ve  are  told, 
bat  against  the  people ;  not  against 
landlords  alien  in  creed,  but  against 
Catholic  families  of  the  oldest  Irish  blood. 
They  it  is  vho  have  suffered  the  most. 
The  first  execution  that  took  place  in 
Dublin  after  the  passing  of  the  Grimes 
Act  caused  great  attention.  It  looked 
as  if  a  desperate  attempt  was  made  on 
that,  the  first  occasion  when  justice  had 
OTertaken  one  charged  with  a  terrible 
crime,  to  discredit  the  Judge  and  tlie 
jiiry.  [Mr.  Pabnell  :  The  Judge  dis- 
credited himself.]  I  paused  alter  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment had  spoken,  in  order  to  give  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  the 
earliest  opportunity  of  rising.  I  would 
hare  much  preferred  speaking  after  him ; 
but  when  I  sit  down,  or  later  in  the 
debate,  he  can  take  part  in  it,  not  by 
interjection,  but  by  the  fullest  explana- 
tion. What  is  the  present  state  of 
feeling  in  the  country  ?  This  is  as  grave, 
important,  and  serious  a  question  almost 
as  that  of  outrage.  The  Prime  Minister 
came  back  to  Office,  honestly  and  sin- 
cerely believing  that  he  came  back  as 
the  Heaven-bom  Minister  to  regenerate 
Ireland,  and  that  he  understood  and  had 
sympathy  with  the  country  ;  but,  looking 
back  upon  the  record  of  the  last  three 
years,  be  must  feel  that  many  of  his 
best  hopes  have  been  baffled,  and  that 
many  of  his  kindest  and  strongest 
ambitions  have  been  bitterly  disap- 
pointed. A  fortnight  ago  I  was  speak- 
ing elsewhere.  I  then  read  extracts 
from  an  Irish  newspaper.  The  Iritk 
Naiumr^Bk  paper  that  is  well  known  and 
is  written  with  considerable  ability.  I 
have  not  the  extracts  with  me  now,  so  I 
can  only  speak  from  reoolleotion.  It 
stated  that  at  no  time  was  there  a  bitterer 
feeling  in  Ireland  toward  England  than 
at  present.  I  think  the  next  sentence 
went  on  to  g^ve  the  dates  of  1862,  1867, 
and  1874,  and  then  went  on  to  state 
that  even  in  those  years  those  feelings 
were  not  stronger.  But  if  you  want  an 
iadex  to  quote  as  to  the  state  and  charac- 
ter of  the  public  spirit  among  many  of  the 
namericaLty  strong  claseee  of  the  country, 
you  may  find  it  in  the  fact  that  the  man 
Carey,  who  was  examined  at  Kilmain- 
ham  Police  Court  on  Fjiday  and  Satur- 
day, was  elected  a  member  of  the  Dublin 
Corporation  —  [Mr.  T.  D.  Suixivah: 
.  For  Trinity  Ward] — mainly  because  he 
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had  been  a  "  suspect."  ["  Oh,  oh !  "] 
Well,  that  is  the  ground  I  have  heard 
given  for  Carey's  election,  and  I  have 
also  heard  that  at  a  private  meeting  of 
the  Liberal  members  of  the  Corporation, 
to  elect  a  Lord  Mayor,  that  man  was 
within  three  votes  of  being  chosen. 
["  Oh,  oh  !  "]  I  do  not  know  whether 
that  is  true  or  not,  but  I  have  heard 
it  repeatedly  in  conversation  within 
the  last  few  days ;  but  some  hon.  Mem- 
bers of  tJie  House  who  belong  to  the 
Dublin  Corporation  can  clear  up  that 
matter  for  us.  Then,  again,  at  present 
there  is  a  vacancy  for  the  county  of 
Westmeath,  and  one  of  the  candidates 
for  it  is  Mr.  Harrington.  What  is  the 
claim  that  he  puts  forward  in  his  pithy 
address  ?  He  says  that  bis  only  claim 
to  represent  the  county  of  Westmeath  is 
the  fact  that  he  is  a  defendant  in  a  Qo- 
vemment  prosecution.  That  is  at  pre- 
sent the  phase  of  public  feeling  and  of 
public  life  in  Ireland,  which  you  must 
realize  and  understand  before  you  pro- 
ceed to  theorize  and  dogmatize  on  the 
matter.  AVithin  the  last  few  years  you 
have  largely  penalized  the  position  of  the 
loyal,  and  largely  encouraged  the  dis- 
loyal ;  you  have,  in  turns,  prosecuted  and 
confederated  with  those  who  are  guilty 
of  sedition ;  and,  at  last,  in  a  supreme 
moment,  you  are  driven  to  pass  a  Preven- 
tion of  Crimes  Act  to  restore  things  very 
much  to  the  state  in  which  you  found 
them  when  you  came  into  Office.  Now, 
in  preventing  national  shipwreck,  you 
will  be  supported  in  Ireland  loyally  by 
the  Party  of  law  and  order.  You  are 
entitled  to  their  support — you  are  not 
entitled  to,  and  you  cannot  expect,  their 
gratitude.  The  man  who  bas  fanned 
the  flame  cannot  expect  to  be  held  as 
a  guardian  angel  when  he  comes  to 
extinguish  the  conflagration  which  he 
bas  largely  helped.  The  present  con- 
dition of  affairs  ir  Ireland  cannot  be 
cured  either  easily  or  shortly.  Dis- 
loyalty, treason,  hatred  of  England,  are 
not  the  birth  of  yesterday,  although  their 
present  boldness,  or  rather  audacity  and 
intensity,  have  been  immensely  stimu- 
lated by  the  events  of  the  last  two  years. 
The  real  object  of  this  disloyal  move- 
ment is  separation  from  England.  The 
Prime  Minister  himself  realized  that 
fact  in  a  great  speech  which  he  made 
about  a  year  and  a-half  ago.  nut  in  this 
House,  but  I  think  in  Lancashire  — 
when  he  said  that — 
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"  The  leaders  of  this  morement  were  march' 
ing  through  rapine  to  the  disintegration  and 
dismemberment  of  the  Empire," 

From  time  to  time,  yielding  to  sadden 
impulses  and  sudden  promptings,  he  has 
foi^otten  and  cast  aside  that  declara- 
tion ;  but  be  deliberately  put  it  forward 
a  year  and  a-half  ago,  and  it  contained 
a  great  and  pregnant  statement  of  the 
truth.  If  yon  question  the  authority  of 
the  Prime  Minister  on  that  point,  you 
can  hardly  question  that  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork,  when  he 
used  in  Cincinnati,  on  February  23, 
1880,  the  words  which  I  have  quoted 
before  in  this  House,  and  which  cannot 
be  too  much  impressed  on  the  mind  of 
the  country.  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  said— 

"  None  of  oa,  whether  we  bo  in  America  or  in 
Ireland,  or  wherever  we  may  he,  will  be  BatiR- 
fied  until  we  have  destrOTed  the  last  link  which 
keeps  Ireland  honnd  to  Bngtend." 

Mb.  PAENELL  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  state  out  of  what 
report  he  is  reading  the  passage  in  ques- 
tion ?  I  certainly  hare  no  recollection 
of  it. 

Mb.  WIBSON  ;  I  have  read  it  from  a 
report  of  my  own  speech  made  in  the 
last  debate  on  the  Address.  I  am  re- 
roported  fully  in  Mantard,  and  no  doubt 
it  is  familiar  to  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork. 

[Mr.  Fabhxll  intezpoied.    CVmj  of 

"Order!"] 

Mr.  GIBSON  :  I  am  in  possession  of 
the  House.  I  put  this  proposition  to 
the  hon.  Member — if  he  asks  me  what 
report  I  read,  I  will  read  the  words 
again — 

"  None  of  us,  whether  we  be  in  America  or  in 
Ireland,  or  wherever  we  may  be,  will  be  baUs- 
fied  until  we  have  destrc^ed  the  last  link  which 
keeps  Irdand  bound  to  i^gland." 

If  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
tells  me  that  he  did  not  use  those  words 
in  America,  and  does  not  endorse  their 
meaning,  I  withdraw  the  statement. 

Mb.  PARNELL  :  I  asked  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to  state 
from  what  report  he  is  quoting.  I  think 
that  is  a  fair  question  to  put,  because  he 
called  upon  me  to  deny  the  accuracy  of 
the  passage. 

Mb.  GIBSON:  I  must  leave  the 
House  to  judge.  Now,  to  prevent  all 
possibility  of  misunderstanding,  I  repeat 
that  that  is  a  portion  of  rather  a  longer 

Mr.  Cihon 
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quotation  from  the  same  speech,  which 
I  made  deliberately  in  my  place  in  Par- 
liament a  year  ago,  and  which  is  to  be 
read  in  Hantard ;  and  the  only  answer 
the  hon.  Member  gave  is  this— that  hie 
curiosity  is  snfficiently  on  the  alert,  that 
he  would  like  to  know  where  it  is  re- 
ported. 

Mr.  PAKNELL  :  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  made  a  quotation  in 
my  absence,  while  I  was  in  prison,  and 
when  I  was  not  in  a  position  to  answer 
it.    I  am  not  responsible. 

Mr.  GIBSON :  I  will  endeavour  to 
find  out  one  of  the  numerous  papers  that 
reported  the  speech,  so  that  I  may  be 
enabled  to  send  it  to  him,  and  so  satisfy 
the  hon.  Member.  Now,  some  Badic^ 
supporters  of  the  Government — a  class 
for  whom  I  have  a  great  respect — some- 
times talk  of  being  true  to  their  prin- 
ciples, and  say  they  must  go  on  masine 
legislative  changes  to  the  bitter  end. 
There  is  surely  a  time  for  evezything ; 
there  is  a  time  for  being  consistent  to 
principle,  and  a  time  to  be  consistent  with 
prudence.  I  read  a  speech  lately  made  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Leeds  (Mr.  Herbert 
Gladstone).  I  hardly  know  whether  the 
hon.  Gentleman  is  now  in  his  place.  Oh, 
yes !  he  is  there.  I  read  that  speech 
with  surprise  and  regret.  I  say  delibe- 
rately that,  in  my  opinion,  it  was  a  gra- 
tuitously mischievous  speech  ;  and,  with 
a  considerable  knowledge  of  Executive 
Administration  in  Ireland,  I  further  say 
that  if  the  hon.  Member  was  not  relying 
on  his  name,  and  on  the  impuni^  ana 
importance  it  would  give  him,  he  dare 
not,  as  a  subordinate  Member  of  the 
Government,  have  made  that  speech. 
Again,  I  say,  that  ns  far  as  his  name 
goes — for  as  regards  its  influence  it  Im 
his  name  and  not  his  position  that  is  to 
be  con»dered — a  speech  more  calculated 
to  be  mischievous,  and  to  interpose  ob- 
stacles to  the  administration  of  affitirs 
in  Ireland,  could  not  be  uttered.  Vat 
the  most  junior  and  most  subordinate 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  to  presume  to  come 
forward  and  criticize  the  Administration 
of  Ireland,  one  of  the  most  complicated 
Departments  of  the  Government,  with- 
out the  sanction,  and,  I  dare  to  say  it, 
without  the  approval  of  those  who  are 
answerable  for  it,  was  a  piece  of  poli- 
tical license  utterly  unknown  before  in 
our  public  affairs.  Will  the  hon.  Member 
venture  in  this  House  to  make  the  same 
speech  ?  I  will  venture  to  ask  him  these 
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qaestions.  Bid  he  speak  that  language 
irith  the  sanction,  or  against  the  sanc- 
tion, of  the  Irish  GoTemment  ?  Did  he 
beUere  or  know  that  he  was  strengthen- 
ing or  weakening  the  hands  of  Lord 
Spencer  or  the  Chief  Secretary  ?  Was 
there  reason  to  think  that  they  would 
dedre  that  speech  to  be  made,  or  the 
reverse  ?  And  if  he  cannot  answer  those 
questions^  I  would  further  ask  whether 
it  can  be  denied  that  in  making  that 
speech  he  was  interposing  obstacles  to 
the  good  administration  of  Ireland  in  a 
time  of  extreme  difficulty,  and  that  he 
was  doing  that  which,  in  the  case  of 
anybody  else,  would  have  brought  about 
very  summary  treatment  ?  If  Radical 
Gentlemen  who  make  such  speeches, 
and  talk  of  being  true  to  their  principles, 
would  merely  take  the  trouble  to  live 
in  Ireland  for  six  months,  they  might 
learn  to  be  a  little  prudent ;  if  they 
would  condescend  to  read  for  a  month 
some  of  the  national  literature  which 
stimulates  agitation,  they  might  acquire 
a  little  caution.  I  read  the  recent  speech 
of  the  present  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land— a  Idberal  of  the  Xriberals,  without 
a  stain  on  his  escutcheon  —  a  speech 
which,  I  must  say,  although  differing 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  many 
things,  showed  a  statesmanlike  grasp  of 
some,  at  least,  of  the  difficulties  of  the 
problem  now  before  him  ;  and  can  any- 
body living  in  England,  and  outside  of 
the  diOiculties  of  that  problem,  take 
upon  himself  the  fearful  responsibility  of 
saying,  after  reading  that  speech,  that  he 
knows  the  case  better  than  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  does  ?  If  in  the  face, 
then,  of  the  impossibility  of  reconciling 
the  irreconcilable— in  face  of  the  present 
state  of  feeling  that  exists  in  the  country, 

Jroa  have  further  serious  and  disturbing 
Relation  to  propose,  you  must  tend  to 
kwp  up  the  ferment,  you  must  tend  to 
prevent  the  settling  down  of  the  country, 
and  to  prevent  its  attaining  the  security 
and  the  repose  which  may  prevent  it 
from  rapidly  drifting  to  a  worse  point. 
Tou  have  strong  forces  upon  which  to 
rely  in  Ireland,  if  you  know  how  to  do 
it.  There  are  many  classes  who  are 
loyal,  regardless  of  all  Party,  who  were 
loyal  in  the  past,  and  are  loyal  to  Ire- 
land and  the  Empire.  There  are  many 
classes,  not  to  be  found  in  one  political 
Party  alone,  who  are  true  to  the  cause 
of  law  and  order.  There  are  many  who, 
animated  by  the  highest  instinct  of 


patriotism,  believe  that  the  greatest 
boon  for  Ireland  now  is  to  assist  the 
advent  of  capital,  and  to  give  that  re- 
pose and  security  which  alone  will  cause 
capital  to  come  to  the  shores  of  Ireland. 
If  these  great  facto  are  recognized ;  if 
agitation  is  kept  within  fair,  Constitu- 
tionallimits;  if  legislation  of  an  experi- 
mental and  trying  character  is  post- 
poned, at  all  events,  for  the  present ;  if 
justice  is  fearlessly  and  impartially  ad- 
ministered; if  the  Gtovemment  of  Ire- 
land is  administered  with  energy,  with 
courage,  with  justice,  with  sympathy — 
then  I  myself  would  hope  that  in  a  few 
yeare  this  country  would  find  that  Ire- 
land would  again  become  proBpeTOUB> 
peaceable,  and,  I  trust,  loyal. 

Mr.  WARTON  said,  he  thought  the 
eloquent  speech  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  who  had  juet  sat 
down  required  an  explanation  from  at 
least  two  hon.  Members  in  the  House,  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Parnell]  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Leeds 
(Mr. H.Gladstone).  It  alsocontainedles- 
sons  which  might  be  studied  with  advan^ 
tagebyall.  He  had  always  felt  that  one 
great  fault  committed  in  that  House  was 
that  the  (Government  were  not  called  to 
task  in  1880  for  their  refusal  to  re-enact 
the  Peace  Preservation  Act.  When  out- 
rages were  increasing,  not  by  dozens 
only,  but  by  hundreds,  when  they  ought 
to  have  summoned  Parliament  together 
and  at  once  passed  some  measure  to  re* 
establish  the  pre-eminence  of  the  law, 
and  to  protect  the  sufiferers,  they  did 
nothing.  Last  year,  upon  a  trumpery 
question  of  Procedure,  they  were  called 
together  for  an  Autumn  Sitting ;  while 
in  1880,  or  again  in  1881,  when  such 
terrible  deeds  were  being  enacted  in 
Ireland,  no  remedial  measures  were  sug- 
gested. And  what  meanwhile  was  the 
attitude  of  the  (}ovemment  towards  the 
Land  League  movement  ?  One  Member 
declared  mat  there  must  be  a  Land 
League,  while  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster  gave  it  as  his  opinion 
that  force  was  no  remedy.  The  present 
state  of  Ireland  was  entirely  due  to  the 
policy  of  the  Government,  and  the  Home 
Secretary  was  unfair  in  endeavouring  to 
fasten  on  the  Conservative  Party  any 
share  in  the  failure  of  the  Protection 
Act.  It  was  not  the  duty  of  the  Oppo- 
sition to  suggest  a  policy,  but  to  support 
the  Government  in  the  crisis  in  which 
they  found  themselves.   This  was  done, 

Q  2  [Fovrik  Night.'] 
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and  it  could  not  be  made  a  charge 
agaiiist  tbem  now  that  they  had  not 
suggested  some  other  course.  He  was 
perfectly  ready  to  admit  the  good  con- 
duct of  the  Government  whenever  they 
showed  any  vigour.  For  instance,  he 
fully  recognized  the  ability  and  perse- 
Terance  with  which  the  Home  Secretary 
carried  his  Bill  through  Parliament  in 
the  last  Session  ;  bat  the  efforts  of  the 
Gtovernment  were  made  toolate.  Had  the 
Prime  Minister  turned  his  attention  to 
the  Irish  difficulty  Instead  of  to  Pro- 
cedure, which  he  seemed  to  have  on  the 
brain,  many  of  the  evils  which  befell 
Ireland  would  have  been  averted.  The 
right  of  search  under  that  Act  was 
made  striagent  by  the  operation  of  the 
majority  of  that  House  which  defeated 
the  Government.  It  was  absurd  to  look 
for  burglars  in  the  daytime.  He  was  of 
opinion  that  Ireland  could  never  be 
happy  and  prosperous  so  long  as  agita- 
tion was  fostered  by  remedial  TegiBlation. 
And  he  would  like  to  ask,  had  the  Go- 
vernment made  up  their  minds  or  not? 
Had  tbey  finally  made  up  their  mind^i 
to  have  no  more  Irifh  legislation  than 
they  had  already?  Had  they  any  more 
Arrears  Bills  in  view  ?  Had  they  any 
more  linnd  Bills?  Was  this  continual 
agitation  to  be  stimulated  from  time  to 
time  by  fresh  conciliatory  measures  held 
out  to  the  agitators  ?  He  asked  the 
question  in  the  interest  of  Ireland.  Ho 
earnestly  hoped  that  they  would  have 
some  pledge  before  the  debate  closed 
that  the  Government  did  not  intend  to 
bring  forward  any  more  measures  of  the 
description  of  the  Land  Act.  He  had 
listened  with  pleasure  to  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Gibson),  in  which  he  had  said 
that,  notwithstanding  its  present  state, 
he  did  not  despair  nf  the  future  of 
the  country.  He  (Mr.  Warton)  was 
sorry  to  say  he  could  not  share  in  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's 
ho|)es,  if  legislation  of  the  kind  they 
had  had  was  to  continue.  If  there 
was  to  be  any  hope  for  Ireland  the 
policy  of  confiscation  must  be  abandoned. 

CoLOSEL  NOLAN  said,  he  was  very 
glad  to  have  the  opportunity  of  follow- 
ing the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bridport(Mr.  Warton),  because  he  had 
imparted  more  calmness  into  the  debate 
than  some  of  his  Predecessors  on  the 
same  side  of  the  House.   The  Amond- 

J/r.  M'arlon 


I  mont  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr. 
Gorst),  which  had  been  moved  in  a  bril- 
liant and  sarcastic  speech,  of  course  was 
not  meant  to  be  seriously  taken  by  the 
House.  The  very  words  of  that  Amend- 
ment were  more  or  less  sarcastic,  and 
such  as  it  was  impossible  to  adopt.  But 
thero  were  other  reasons  why  they 
should  not  agree  to  such  an  Amendment. 
In  fact,  it  stigmatized  the  whole  action 
of  this  House  during  the  last  few  years, 
and  if  they  adopted  it,  it  would  be  eqai- 
valent  to  declaring  that  measures  bad 
been  passed  in  this  House  by  lawless 
majorities  in  order  to  purchase  support. 
He  did  not  for  a  moment  think  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  himself  fancied 
that  the  Amendment  would  be  adopted. 
Then,  what  possible  meaning  could  there 
be  for  his  appearance  at  this  moment? 
They  knew  that  the  country  generally 
was  greatly  excited  by  the  trials  going 
on  in  Ireland,  and  no  doubt  the  Amend- 
ment had  been  put  forward  with  the 
object  of  raising  an  anti-Irish  feeling. 
[Mr.  Tomlinson:  No,  no!"]  But  the 
whole  Conservative  Party  were  not  cen- 
tred in  the  hon.  Member,  although  he 
said  "No,  no!"  on  their  behalf.  He 
maintained  that  the  Amendment  was  in- 
troduced to  make  as  much  ptilitical  capi- 
tal for  the  hon.  Member's  Party  as  pos- 
sible out  of  the  present  excitement, 
caused  by  the  trials  in  Dublin  which  re- 
called the  memories  of  the  dreadful  mur- 
ders in  Phoenix  Park,  and  if  it  was  sup- 
ported even  by  a  considerable  minority, 
such  an  exhibition  of  feeling  would  be 
in  the  highest  degree  injurious  to  the 
true  interests  of  Ireland  and  the  Empire 
generally.  Ireland  was  very  much  in 
want  of  legislation,  and  any  such  Amend- 
ment as  this  introduced  into  the  Address 
to  Her  Majesty  would  make  the  people  of 
Ireland  believe  that  nothing  was  to  be 
done  for  them  this  Session.  It  was 
rather  curious  that  none  of  those  who 
had  spoken  had  dwelt  upon  the  present 
economic  conditi<m  of  Ireland.  This 
was  a  very  important  point,  and  if  the 
Amendment  was  adopted,  it  would  be  a 
formal  repudiation  on  the  part  of  the 
House  of  doing  anything  to  mitigate  the 
distress  which  existed,  and  which  should 
be  met  by  the  Government.  He  was 
afraid  that  the  amount  of  the  distress 
was  very  much  undervalued  in  the 
House,  and  had  been  so  in  the  Address, 
and  on  the  part  of  the  public ;  and  for 
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this  reason — that  it  was  of  a  different 
type  from  any  which  had  yet  taken 
place.  This  distress  arose  from  a  short 
potato  crop  and  the  want  of  employment 
for  labourers  in  Ireland.  The  Board  of 
G-u&rdians  with  which  he  was  connected 
believed  with  him  that  there  would  be 
Terr  ffreat  distreas  in  May  and  June.  It 
proDEtbly  would  not  be  for  a  long  period, 
or  amongst  the  larger  holders  of  land, 
but  amongst  the  smaller  holders,  and 
tfaose  occupying  no  land  at  all.  TTnless 
the  Government  took  early  steps  to  meet 
it,  it  would  very  seriously  affect  the 
country,  and  cause  very  great  evils.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  (Mr.  Gorst) 
and  others  who  thought  with  him  were 
very  desirous  that  the  Government 
should  not  grant  any  concessions  to  law* 
less  agitation.  Ireland  was.  undoubt- 
edly, grateful  for  the  legislation  which 
had  been  given ;  but  he  would  remind 
the  House  that  while  the  agitation  was 
of  a  quiet  and  lawful  character  very  little 
indeed  was  conceded.  Mr.  Butt  always 
proceeded  on  Constitutional  principles, 
and  conducted  no  agitation ;  but  all  this 
resulted  in  no  ooncessioDs.  The  present 
GoTemment  always  intended  to  do  some- 
thing for  Ireland,  and  when  they  took 
Office  were  steeped  to  the  lips  in  pro- 
mises ;  but  what  was  obtained  was  in 
consequence  of  the  agitation  conducted 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Pamell).  However,  as  he  said,  he 
hoped  that  the  Amendment  would  be  re- 
jected by  a  very  large  majority,  for  if  it 
was  not,  they  could  scarcely  look  for 
legislation  upon  such  questions  as  County 
Boards,  and  other  useful  measures.  They 
could  not  hope  for  any  very  large  Irish 
measure  this  Session ;  but  there  was  much 
useful  legislation  that  might  be  carried. 
The  Amendment,  he  believed,  was  sim- 
ply an  attempt  to  take  advantage  of  the 
passions  which  had  been  stirred  up  in 
the  English  mind,  and  naturally  so ;  but 
he  trusted  that  the  House  would  take  a 
calm  and  steadfast  view  of  the  situation, 
and  reject  the  Amendment,  thereby 
showing  that,  even  in  the  midst  of  pas- 
sions, they  would  not  shut  their  eyes  to 
nssful  legislation  for  Ireland, ' 

Me.  T.  B.  SULLIVAN  said,  he  had 
not  the  advantage  of  listening  to  the 
speech  of  the  Home  Secretary,  nor  did 
he  hear  the  whole  of  the  violent  and  in- 
flammatory speech  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
XTniversit^  of  Dublin.  Some  portion  of  the 


latter  speech  he  did  hear,  and  he  could 
not  remain  silent  during  the  debate.  Not 
only  did  he  consider  it  to  be  what  he  had 
described  it,  but  he  thought  the  time  of 
its  delivery  badly  chosen.  The  present 
was  a  time  of  great  excitement  and  of 
strong  feeling,  and  all  wise  men  in  that 
House  or  elsewhere  should  endeavour  to 
allay  those  passions.  It  was  the  duty  espe- 
cially of  a  legislator  to  conduct  himself 
in  a  manner  befitting  a  legislator,  and  not 
in  the  style  of  a  mob  orator.  What  was 
the  meaning  and  intent  of  all  the  noise 
and  passion  which  had  characterized  that 
speech  ?  Was  it  not  to  try  and  intimi- 
date that  House  from  doing  anything 
whatever  in  the  direction  of  concession 
and  conciliation  for  Ireland  ?  It  was 
an  effort  to  induce  the  House  to  do 
nothing  but  let  coercion  take  its  course 
— to  do  nothing  but  to  allow  free  play 
to  the  prison  and  th  e  h  alter.  It, 
therefore,  ill  became  a  Gentleman  oc- 
cupying the  responsible  position  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to 
address  himself  ,  to  the  Business  of  the 
House  in  such  a  temper  and  in  such  a 
spirit.  The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman had  referred  to  the  Assassination 
Committee  and  to  the  evidence  of  a  man 
named  James  Carey,  who  he  had  led  the 
House  to  believe  was  returned  to  the 
Dublin  Corporation  as  a  patriot  and  a 
politician.  Nothing  was  further  from 
the  fact,  This  man  was  not  known  in 
Dublin  beyond  some  limited  circle,  and 
he  did  not  become  a  candidate  upon  any 
political  grounds,  but  merely  as  a  work- 
ing man  who  practically  understood  such 
matters  as  paving  and  draining,  as  be 
proved  by  discovering  bad  workmanship 
in  the  case  of  a  Scotch  firm  who  had  ob- 
tained a  contract  in  Dublin.  But  this 
James  Carey  represented  Trinity  Ward 
— the  ward  which  contained  within  its 
very  centre  Trinity  College — and  so  ho 
could  share  with  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  himself  the  privilege 
of  being  called  the  Member  for  Trinity. 
James  Carey's  name  had  been  very  un- 
fairly introduced,  and  he  hoped  it  was 
without  due  deliberation ;  but  the  object 
was  to  defame  the  Dublin  Corporation, 
and  to  throw  scandal  upon  a  body  of 
Members  in  that  House.  That  the 
intent  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  was  to  prevent  any  remedial 
measures  for  Ireland  was  shown  by  the 
ferocity  with  which  he  precipitated  him- 
self upon  the  hon.  Member  for  Leeds 
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(Mr.  H.  Gladstone),  who  recently  had 
had  the  courage  to  ^alc  words  which, 
young  as  he  was,  were  words  of  wisdom, 
and  who  had  the  insight  to  see  further 
Ibaa  older  men  into  the  heart  of  the  Irish 
Question.  The  eyes  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Leeds  were  not  darkened,  nor  was 
his  heart  corrupted  by  the  meanness  and 
tridcery  of  Party  warfare  in  that  House  ; 
he  had  uttered  words  which  had  pro- 
daoed  an  excellent  effect  in  Ireland,  and 
it  was  to  be  hoped  that  he  would  not 
be  intimidated  from  speaking  his  mind 
upon  the  Irish  Question  by  what  had 
fulen  from  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman.  From  him  he  turned  to 
hon.  Members  behind  the  Government, 
and  asked  them  to  oppose  amelioration 
or  conoession.  This  was  the  policy 
which  had  produced  all  the  evils  in  Ire- 
land. Was  there  no  need  of  reform  in 
Ireland?  Was  the  present  policy  at- 
tended with  such  hap^y  results  that 
there  was  no  need  of  inquiry  7  Were 
the  people  so  oontent  with  the  existing 
■tato  of  things  ?  They  were  told  that 
the  oonduot  oi  the  Government  towards 
Ireland  was  that  of  a  man  who  had  set 
fire  to  his  house  and  then  took  credit  for 
putting  it  out.  There  was  a  great  deal 
of  truth  in  that  remark ;  but  it  applied 
to  both  Parties,  who  got  up  disaffection 
and  rebellion  in  Ireland  and  then  put 
them  down  in  blood.  He  asked  the 
House  and  the  people  of  this  country  to 

five  ear  to  the  weigh^  words  spoken 
7  James  Oarey  in  Kilmainham  Court- 
hoQBB,  when  he  said  that  he  joined  the 
Assassination  Committee  when  the  coua- 
try  was  in  a  bad  stato,  when  coercion  was 
in  full  force,  when  the  popular  leaders 
were  in  piison,  and  anyone  might  be 
pat  into  prison — at  a  moment  when  he 
despaired  of  obtaining  redress  by  Consti- 
tutional means ;  and  he  added  that  but 
fbr  that  the  Oommittoe  would  not  have 
had  80  many  recruits.  These  words  bore 
the  stamp  of  truth ;  they  echoed  the 
feeling  of  hundreds  and  thousands  of 
Irishmen,  and  proved  that  it  was  mis- 
rule which  had  driven  men  into  these 
confederacies.  What  brought  the  As- 
sassination Committee  into  ezistonce, 
which  was  alleged  to  have  instigated 
these  fearful  crimes,  which  every  Irish- 
man as  every  other  man  of  whatever 
country  regarded  with  feelings  of  horror? 
The  Coercion  Act  was  its  mother,  and  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W. 
£.  Forstor)  might  claim  its  paternity. 

Mr.  T.  D.  SHilivan 
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The  lesson  which  the  terrible  deeds  of 
the  Assassination  Committee  conveyed 
was  that  instead  of  coercion  it  was  a 
different  treatment  which  Ireland  re- 
quired. The  lato  Coercion  Act  had 
done  harm.  The  present  Coercion  Act 
would  do  more.  As  long  as  human 
nature  was  what  it  was  so  long  would 
coercion  and  oppression  lead  to  reprisals 
which  all  right-minded  men  would  de- 
plore. It  was  the  old  story.  He  would 
ask  hon.  Gentlemen  who  wished  to  form 
a  correct  idea  of  the  past  and  present  of 
Ireland  not  to  be  led  away  by  passion, 
but  to  read  the  history  of  Ireland  by 
Mr.  Spencer  Walpole,  published  within 
the  last  month  or  two.  The  book  was 
not  written  for  Party  purposes.  The 
author  stated  only  plain  facts,  leaving 
the  reader  to  draw  his  own  conclusions. 
Speaking  of  the  state  of  things  between 
1760  and  1768,  Mr.  Walpole  said— 

"The  grieraooes  of  the  peasantry  and 
farmers  were  refused  a  hflaring,  and  the  policy 
o£  coerdon  was  catried  out,  with  the  natural 
result  that  the  mischief  of  diBContent  was 
driven  in  upon  the  system  to  grow  into  dis- 
affection ana  reb^oA." 

Tho  world  knew  now  that  coercion  was 
not  favourable  to  the  interests  of  peace 
in  Ireland,  and  that  it  only  prepared 
the  ground,  and  sowed  the  seed  of 
greater  evils.  Some  time  it  would  be 
their  duty  to  read  to  the  House  extracte 
from  the  speeches  for  which  men  bad 
been  sent  to  prison.  There  was  no 
safety  in  Ireland  for  men  who  criticized 
the  acts  of  the  Administration  or  the 
policy  of  the  Government.  The  only 
safety  they  could  have  was  if  they 
choose  to  turn  Tory  and  mount  a  Con- 
servative platform.  Then  they  might 
abuse  the  Government  to  their  hearte* 
content ;  they  might  criticize  their 
policy,  describe  the  Land  Act  as  confis- 
cation and  plunder^  and  charge  them 
with  setting  the  house  on  fire  in  order 
to  put  it  out  again.  Let,  however,  a 
man  not  speak  from  any  standpoint  of 
Party,  attempting  to  get  from  the  cold 
shades  of  Opposition  to  the  sweets  of 
Office,  but  speak  as  an  Irishman  who 
wished  to  do  his  share  towards  alleviating 
the  griefs  and  misfortunes  of  bis  people 
— the  Executive  would  take  his  words 
up,  put  the  gloss  of  a  Castle  lawyer 
npon  them,  and  send  him  to  prison  for 
80  speaking.  They  had  been  told  that 
evening  that  a  gentleman  would  be  upon 
those  Benches  in  a  short  time,  sent  tbero 
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by  the  farmers  of  "Westmeath  to  repre- 
sent them.  He  was  now  lying  on  a 
plank  bed  undergoing  sentence  for  an 
all^d  attempt  to  intimidate  those  same 
formers.  A  fidser  ohai^  coold  not  be 
imagined ;  but  to  be  charged  with  any- 
thing by  a  lawyer  vho  had  been  sent 
from  the  Oastle  was  to  be  sent  to  prison. 
He  had  been  by  the  side  of  Mr.  Har- 
rington when  he  made  the  speech  for 
which  he  was  now  suffering.  The  ten- 
dency of  the  speech  had  been  kindly 
and  sympathetic  with  the  farmers  and 
people  of  the  connty.  He  knew  Mr. 
Harrington  had  no  desire  or  intention  to 
intimidate  any  man.  No  one  had  eeen 
any  intimidation  in  his  language  except 
three  or  four  policemen.  Why  had  they 
not  brought  up  some  of  the  farmers 
alleged  to  have  been  intimidated?  [Mr. 
BiGOAR :  Hear,  hear !]  Ko  one  Bare 
two  or  three  brilliant  and  highly  intelli* 
gent  policemen  had  been  brought  up  to 
testify  that  his  words  had  been  words  of 
intimidation.  Absolutely  there  had  been 
only  one  word  on  whidi  the  Gtorernment 
founded  its  case;  that  was  the  word 
"  agitation."  The  Government  had 
chosen -to  put  a  man  on  his  trial  for  using 
that  word,  and  the  result  was  that  he  was 
undergoing  two  months'  imprisonment 
in  Mullingar  Oaol.  He  would  ask  the 
House  of  Commons  to  keep  its  temper 
and  its  judgment  clear  in  the  matter, 
and  to  go  along  the  true  path  for  ending 
the  troubles  in  Ireland.  That  path  was 
]:ot  the  path  of  coercion  or  the  suppres- 
eion  of  public  liberty,  but  was  the 
path  of  justice  to  the  people.  They 
had  been  told  not  to  give  any  exten- 
sion of  the  franchise  to  the  people  of 
Ireland  until  they  were  assured  that  they 
would  not  make  a  bad  use  of  it.  That 
was  a  sort  of  excuse  which  might  go 
on  f<»:  ever.  They  might  as  w^l  pre- 
vent  Irish  boys  from  learning  to  read 
and  write,  because  they  might  tarn 
their  knowledge  against  the  Govern- 
ment. There  was  no  doubt  that  amongst 
the  many  foes  that  British  power  had  in 
Ireland  the  most  potent  were  the  26 
letters  of  the  alphabet.  They  asked 
only  for  what  was  just  and  fair  in  Ire- 
land. They  pleaded  for  no  immunity 
for  criminals.  They  asked  if  crime  was 
to  be  punished  as  it  ought  to  be  that  the 
injustice  and  oppression  which  bred  that 
erime  ahould  be  dealt  with  also.  He 
hoped  that,  notwithstanding  the  inflam- 
matory appeals  of  Gentlemen  like  the 


right  hon.  and  learned  Member  for' the 
UniverHity  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson),  the 
House  of  Commons  would  be  wise  and 
just  enough  to  read  the  lesson  aright  and 
do  justice. 

Mr.  TOMUNBON  said,  it  appeared 
to  him  that  the  epeedi  of  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down  (Mx.  T. 
D.  BulliTan)  might  have  been  addressed 
to  the  House  on  the  Amendment  stand- 
ing in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  rather 
than  on  the  Amendment  now  before  the 
House.  It  did  not  seem  to  him  (Mr. 
Tomlinson)  to  be  exactly  germane  to 
the  matters  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst)  had 
brought  before  them,  and  which  had 
been  so  admirably  dealt  with  by  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson).  Ha 
wished  to  say  that,  because  of  the  man- 
ner in  which  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
T.  D.  Sullivan)  had  alluded  to  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  speeoh,  of 
which  he  admitted  he  had  only  heard 
a  portion.  Under  those  einmrnstanoea, 
he  (Mr.  Tomlinson)  thonght  he  was  not 
justified  in  referring  to  that  speech  in 
the  way  he  had  done.  He  considered 
that  somebody  on  that  side  of  the  House 
should  reply  to  the  su^eation  whidi 
had  been  made  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  sitting  opposite  (OolonelNolan), 
that  the  Amendment  was  brought  for- 
ward with  the  object  of  making  capital 
for  the  Oonservative  Party.  Seeing  the 
forbearance  which  had  been  shown 
during  the  anxious  period  through  which 
the  country  had  passed  in  reference  to 
Irish  affairs,  it  was  hardly  fair  that  hon. 
Members  on  the  Opposition  aide  of  the 
House,  who  brought  forward  Besolutions 
in  favour  of  preserving  law  and  order, 
should  be  charged  with  endeavoiuing 
to  secure  mere  Party  advantages.  The 
answer  which  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Sewetary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  had  given  to  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chatham 
might  be  described,  in  technical  and 
legal  language,  as  consisting  of  confession 
and  avoidance.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  excused  the  failure 
of  the  Government  on  two  grounds— 
firstly,  on  the  ground  of  inefficient  or- 
ganization of  the  police  force;  and, 
secondly,  on  the  -ground  of  legislative 
failure.  The  first  had  been  so  ably 
dealt  with  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
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Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
that  it  was  unnecessary  for  him  (Mr. 
Tomlinaon)  to  refer  to  it  again  ;  but  with 
r^^ard  to  the  second  ground  of  excuse, 
he  might  remark  that,  if  proper  mea- 
Bttres  were  not  employed  for  preserving 
law  and  order  in  Ireland,  the  0oTem- 
ment  was  clearly  to  blame.  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
had  endeavoured  to  throw  the  blame  on 
the  House,  and  had  contended  that,  if 
the  ConBervative  Party  disapproved  of 
the  measures  which  were  brought  for* 
ward,  they  ought  to  hare  opposed  them 
at  the  time.  The  reason  the  Conserva- 
tive Party  did  not  oppose  those  measures 
was  that  they  were  proposed  by  the 
responsible  Government,  and  it  was  the 
duty  of  those  who  were  unable  to  take 
Office  themselves  to  acquiesce  in  the 
view  put  forward  by  the  Government  of 
the  day  in  the  course  of  its  administra- 
tion. But  there  were  many  occasions 
when  the  Opposition  did  not  scruple  to 
express  anxiety  and  hesitation  with  re- 
gard to  that  measure.  He  might  allude 
to  the  action  of  his  learned  and  honoured 
Predeoessor,  Sir  John  Holker,  whom  he 
had  heard,  in  thoughtful  and  eloquent 
language,  express  his  anxiety  that  the 
Gkivernment  should  be  so  administered 
that  hundr^B  of  men  were  detained  in 
prison  without  trial  and  without  any 
charge  being  made  against  them.  On 
one  oooaeion  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman remarked  that  it  was  a  state  of 
things  unexampled  in  the  history  of  the 
country.  The  Party  on  that  side  of  the 
House,  however,  could  do  nothing  but 
acquiesce  in  a  proposal  so  brought  for- 
ward by  the  Government  of  the  day. 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  had  asked  whether  the  re- 
lease of  the  *'  suspects  "  had  caused  an 
accession  of  outrages.  Well,  it  so  hap- 
pened that  some  of  the  worst  outrages 
took  place  before  the  "suspects"  were 
released;  but  the  only  one  which  brought 
the  country  to  a  real  sense  of  the  gravity 
of  the  situation  took  place  afterwards. 
He  (Mr.  Tomlinson)  would  ask  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.if  hewerein 
hu  place,  whether  tiie  noble  Lord,  who 
was  80  much  respected  in  that  House,  and 
who  was  the  victim  of  so  foul  a  crime 

iLord  Frederick  Oarendiah),  went  to 
reland  to  increase  the  power  of  the  Go- 
Tcmment  in  regard  to  coercion?  He 
(Mr.  Tomlinaon)  believed  he  went  there 
in  the  vain  belief  that  conciliation  was 

Mr,  Tovdmnon 


still  the  remedy  for  Irish  troubles ;  and 
that  it  was  not  until  the  terrible  crime 
of  which  he  was  a  victim  occurred,  the 
Government  became  conscious  that  a 
strong  measure  of  coercion  was  required. 
To  say  that  the  Government  had  such  a 
measure  ready,  and  yet  to  propose  to 
postpone  it  until  after  the  Procedure 
Rules  had  been  considered,  showed  that 
the  Government  was  really  not  in  ear- 
nest.  They  were  told  in  Her  Majesty's 

f racious  Speech  that  the  condition  of 
reland  was  improving.  He  sincerelj 
wished  he  could  agree  with  the  senti- 
ment; but  when  they  considered  the 
revelations  made  last  Saturday,  and 
when  they  read  in  the  newspapers  that 
a  crowd  of  Irishmen  cheered  the  pri- 
soners as  they  went  from  the  Court,  he 
felt  that  he  could  not  concur  in  that 
paragraph.  He  thought  that  the  gravity 
of  the  situation  in  which  they  found 
themselves  ought  to  free  them  from  any 
charge  that  the  Motion  before  them  was 
brought  forward  for  purely  Party  pur- 
poses, and  that  no  hon.  Member  ought 
to  impute  such  motives.  He  should  be 
sorry  to  support  the  present  Motion  on 
any  ground  of  that  character.  But  he 
did  hope  that  there  would  be  such  a 
feeling  shown  in  favour  of  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Chatham  as  would  convince  the  oountxy 
that  they,  as  a  Party,  had  acquiesced  in 
the  Government  proposals  from  patriotic 
motives  ;  and  that  if  they  had  abstained 
from  embarrassing  the  Government,  they 
did  not  approve  of  all  their  measures, 
and  did  not  refrain  now  from  expressing 
their  opinion  concerning  them. 

Mr.  STUART- WORTLET  said,  that 
the  abstention  of  Liberal  Members  from 
the  debate  was  very  significant  of  the 
way  in  which  the  Government  and  their 
supporters  had  lately  been  in  the  habit 
of  meeting  charges  of  the  extremely 
serious  nature  of  that  which  formed  the 
gravamen  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend's  Amendment.  The  Government 
stood  charged  with  having  puichased 
the  support  of  persons  disaffected  to 
Her  Majesty's  rule  by  concessions  to 
lawless  agitation ;  and  the  way  the  Go- 
vernment seemed  to  think  it  right  to 
meet  it  was  with  their  supporters  to 
stand  by  and  do  their  utmost  to  secure 
the  collapse  of  the  debate.  That,  at 
best,  was  a  crafty  and  disingenuous 
policy,  and  one  which  would  not  recom- 
mend itself  much  to  the  constituen^es. 
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Hht  Government  deceived  themselves  a 
^ood  deal  if  they  imagined  that  the 
proceedings  of  to-day  would  escape  the 
public  observation.  This  was  not  the 
first  time  that  the  supporters  of  the  Go- 
Tomment  had  tried  what  might  be  cEillod 
a  malicious  silence,  in  order  that  the 
iaeae  before  the  House  might  be  taken 
in  a  manner  deceptive  to  the  public,  as 
not  representing  thoroughly  the  true 
■enaa  of  the  House  on  the  subject  in 
band.  The  Government,  when  a  charge 
was  made,  bad  other  ways  in  which 
they  were  given  to  meeting  it.  It  bad 
been  found  convenient  for  the  Home 
Secretary  to  meet  the  present  charge  in 
the  old  familiar  way  of  entirely  ignoring 
its  exact  nature,  inventing  a  completely 
different  charge,  and  expending  enor- 
mons  energy  and  superabundant  elo- 
quence in  destroying  this  different 
charge.  What  was  it  that  the  indig- 
nation of  the  Home  Secretary  was  so 
laboriously  vented  on  ?  Upon  the  charge 
that  the  Government  had  knowingly 
accepted  the  services  of  men  who  were 
guilty  of  assassination  conspiracies.  No 
aach  charge  was  dreamt  of.  All  the 
charge  which  was  made  was  that  the 
man  Sheridan^  of  whose  services  the 
QoTernment  availed  themselves — and 
they  would  continue  to  say  availed  them- 
selves, despite  the  almost  jocular  denials 
of  the  Govern  meat— was  a  man  who 
they  always  said  the  Government  ought 
to  be  careful  in  their  dealings  with,  and 
of  whom  their  own  Colleague  in  a  formal 
Memorandum  stated  that  he  had  infor- 
mation that  he  had  been  engaged  in 
the  promotion  and  manufacture  of  out- 
rages in  the  disturbed  parts  of  Ireland. 
No  one  knew  better  than  the  Home  Se- 
cretary that  the  charge  now  made  was 
quite  distinct  from  the  charge  that  the 
Government  had,  in  May  last,  knowledge 
that  Sheridan  was  engaged  in  conspiracies 
that  it  was  now  supposed  bo  was  then 
engaged  in.  The  Home  Secretary  seemed 
to  him  (Mr.  Stuart-Wortley)  to  be  in 
doubt  somewhat  as  to  his  line  of  de- 
fence. He  first  resorted  to  tho  weapon 
he  had  alluded  to,  of  overstating  the 
diarge  against  himself,  in  order  that  in 
n^ament  he  might  dispose  ofthe  excess, 
and  ao  seem  to  be  diapering  of  the 
whole.  He  then  asked — "  Why  should 
not  the  Government  have  availed  itself 
of  the  use  of  Sheridan  7  "  But  they 
asked — Did  they  or  did  they  not  make 
we  of  Sheridan  ?  Both  lines  of  defenoe 
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had  been  adopted.  Why,  the  Home 
Secretary  was  not  ashamed  to  sheltor 
himself  behind  a  technical  plea  for  avail- 
ing himself  of  the  services  of  Sheridan — 
the  plea,  namely,  .that  he  had  no  offi- 
cial knowledge  of  him,  for  the  warrants 
under  the  Protection  Act  did  not  run  in 
England.  That  was  a  defence  which 
he  (Mr.  Stuart-Wortley)  was  glad  to 
see  commended  itself  very  little  to  the 
feeling  of  the  House,  and  evoked  a  vezy 
feeble  cheer  from  Government  sup- 
porters. Could  not  the  Home  Secretary 
reflect  that  what  Sheridan  was  said  to 
be  engaged  in  was  an  offence  against 
part  of  the  Common  Law  of  both  Eng- 
land and  Ireland,  and  he  could  have 
been  arrested  for  it  in  England  without 
any  suttpension  of  the  Habeas  Corpus 
Act  ?  The  Home  Secretary  had  know- 
ledge of  the  career  of  this  man,  and  he 
was  bound  to  beware  that  Sheridan  did 
not  transfer  his  base  of  operations  to  Eng- 
land, where,  if  he  had  been  caught,  he 
might  have  been  brought  to  justice  with- 
out the  intervention  of  any  exceptional 
legislation  or  departure  from  the  ordi- 
nary course  of  law.  Ever  since  the 
resignation  of  the  late  Chief  Secretary, 
it  had  been  practically  idle  and  puerUe 
to  deny  that  the  Government  were  fully 
prepared  to  avail  themselves  of  the 
services  of  this  man  Sheridan.  The 
Government  were  charged  in  the  Amend- 
ment with  errors  in  their  policy  towards 
Ireland ;  and  it  was  almost  impossible 
to  overstate  the  gravity  of  those  errors, 
and  the  nature  of  them  had  over  and 
over  again  been  made  known.  Two 
illustrations  occurred  to  him  which 
might  yet  serve  to  bring  home  to  the 
minds  of  those  who  doubted  something 
in  the  nature  of  what  it  was  they  meant. 
The  House  was  already  familiar  with 
the  memorable  words  in  which  tho  Prime 
Minister  expressed  his  opinion  as  to  the 
ultimate  cause  that  led  to  the  Disestab- 
lishment of  the  Irish  C^hurch.  At  a  sub- 
sequent period,  those  words  received  an 
equally  familiar  commentary  or  gloss, 
and  since  then  it  had  not  been  lawful 
for  anyone  to  say  that  an  attack  on 
a  prison  in  Eogland  was  the  final 
occurrence  that  caused  the  Disestab- 
lishment of  the  Irish  Church.  But, 
however,  he  (Mr.  Stuart-Wortley)  found 
the  same  thing  repeated  in  the  last 
mouth  by  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
speaking  to  his  constituents  at  Liskeard, 
where  he  said  distinctly  that  the  Dis- 
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establishment  of  the  Irish  Church  was 
because  the  dtsconteDt  of  the  Irish  peo- 
ple culminated  in  an  attack  on  an  Enf;^- 
lish  prison.  That  was  one  way  in  which 
Ireland  had  been  allowed  to  have  ex- 
pectations. Another  supporter  of  the 
GoTemment  used  the  argument  that  the 
present  state  of  things  would  not  have 
come  about  if  the  Conserrative  GkiTem- 
ment  had  dealt  with  the  difficulty  by 
even  a  moderate  Land  Bill.  Well,  it 
seemed  to  bim  that,  either  knowingly 
or  unknowingly,  arguments  such  as 
that  served  well  to  reveal  the  vice 
that  seemed  to  pervade  the  system  of 
bish  government.  Once  they  admitted 
there  should  be  a  moderate  Land  Bill 
at  one  time  and  an  immoderate  Land 
Bill  at  another,  they  admitted  the  whole 
of  the  charges  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend.  It  meant  that  when  the  country 
was  filled  with  agitation  and  turbulence, 
then  they  would  bring  in  a  confiscatory 
Land  Bill ;  but  while  Ireland  was 
peaceful,  they  contents  tiiemselves  with 
a  much  smaller  measure  of  what  was 
called  justice  to  Ireland.  He  could  not 
conoeiTe  anything  more  calculated  to 
disabuse  the  Irish  people  of  the  idea 
that  the  Imperial  Goremmeiit  treated 
their  claims  with  justice.  They  had  been 
told  that  night  that  this  was  an  Amend- 
ment of  an  embarrassing  nature,  and 
that  the  House  should  not  entertain  it, 
for  although  it  conveyed  censure  upon 
the  Government  it  had  not  been  moved 
by  the  recognised  exponents  of  the 
policy  of  the  Opposition  ;  and,  lastly, 
they  were  told  it  ought  not  to  commend 
itself  to  the  judgment  of  the  House, 
because  it  related  to  bygone  transac- 
tions. But  how  could  they  criticize  a 
Goyemment  without  causing  embarrass- 
ment. The  more  a  Government  deserved 
criticism  the  more  it  would  be  embar- 
rassed ;  and  how  could  they  direct 
criticism  to  their  future  policy?  -  They 
must  criticize  bygone  transactions ;  and 
bad  a  Govemmtint  never  been  upset  on 
a  Motion  originating  in  the  aotiou  of  an 
independent  Member  ?  Why,  the  exist- 
ence of  a  Government  had  often  de- 
pended on  the  Motion  of  a  private  Mem- 
ber. They  on  that  side  of  the  House 
had  cause  to  be  grateful  to  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Chatham ; 
and  if  there  was  any  doubt  on  the  other 
side  as  to  this  Amendment  receiving  the 
support  of  all  Conservatives,  that  doubt 
would  soon  be  dispelled.   There  would 

Mr.  Stuart-Worttt^ 


be  no  division  in  their  ranks  as  to  their 
duty  to  support  the  aigoificant  words  of 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend's  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  BULWER  said,  he  was  some- 
what surprised  that  when  attacks  were 
made  on  the  Irish  policy  of  the  Gflvem- 
ment,  hon.  Members  opposite  should 
listen  to  the  obarges  in  silence,  and  not 
have  a  word  to  say  in  reply.  Consider- 
ing the  great  ability  of  the  Home  Secre- 
tary, he  was  disappointed  at  the  answer 
given  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman— the  only  answer  they  had  yet 
heard—to  the  charges  brought  against 
the  Government.  He  bad  never  listened 
to  a  speech  which  fell  so  short  of  the 
occasion.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  was  obviously  put  forward  by 
the  Government  as  their  best  foot;  but 
if  he  were  their  best  foot,  he  thought 
the  country  would  not  be  satisfied  with 
the  progress  the  Government  had  made. 
The  Home  Secretary  started  with  the 
admission  that  the  Government  were  re- 
sponsible for  the  policy  pursued  in  Ire- 
land before  last  April,  and  that  this 
poIi<v  had  failed  to  put  down  crime ;  and 
he  adduced  two  reasons  for  the  failure. 
The  first  and,  as  he  said,  the  main  rea- 
Bon  was  the  deficient  otganization  of  the 
police ;  and  the  second  was  that  when  it 
became  obvious  that  crime  must  be  put 
down,  the  most  appropriate  legislation 
had  not  been  resorted  to.  These  two 
admissions  went  a  very  long  way  to 
make  out  the  case  brought  against  the 
Government  on  that  side  of  the  House. 
He  would  briefly  deal  with  these  two 
allegations.  As  to  the  first,  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said  the 
fault  was  not  confined  to  his  own  Go- 
vernment, but  was  equally  shared  by 
the  late  Administration.  An  obvious 
answer  was  that,  at  all  events,  the  pre- 
vious Government  found  that  the  organ- 
ization of  the  police  was  amply  sufficient 
for  the  good  government  of  Ireland  in 
their  time,  and  the  present  Government 
were  three  years  in  Office,  with  crime 
inoreasing  every  day,  before  they  dis- 
covered that  the  organization  was  defi< 
cient.  With  regard  to  the  most  ap- 
propriate legislation  not  having  been 
adopted,  the  right  bou.  and  learned 
Gentleman  ventured  to  say  that  for  this 
the  House  rather  than  the  Government 
were  responsible,  just  as  he  said  the 
late  Government  were  to  blame  for  the 
deficient  organization  of  the  police.  But, 
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lie  would  ask,  did  the  nAt  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  seriouwy  expect  the 
country  to  accept  these  excuses  ?  The 
House  was  next  told  that  the  Govem- 
ment  bad  made  up  their  minds  before 
the  rifrht  hon.  Member  for  Bradford 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forater)  left  the  Ministry 
to  carry  the  legislation  which  was  sub- 
sequently proposed.  "The  Bill,"  said 
tlie  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
"was  all  prepared."  He  would  deal 
with  this  point  by-and-bye,  and,  in  the 
meantime,  he  would  like  to  say  one 
word  in  reference  to  the  Kilmainham 
Treaty,  or  negotiation,  or  transaction,  or 
whatever  it  was  to  be  called.  AH  hon. 
Ifembers  were  aware  that  before  the 
Sjlmainham  transaction  took  place  there 
had  been  some  other  transactions,  which 
were  not  forgotten.  They  remembered 
what  was  called  the  Errin^on  Mission. 
That,  too,  had  been  denied ;  but  he 
thought  that  impartial  historians  would 
hereafter  treat  the  Errington  Mission 
and  the  -Kilmainham  Treaty  as  un- 
doubted facts,  and  might  also,  perhaps, 
compare  the  temper  which  prompted  the 
Prime  Minister  in  these  transactions 
with  the  temper  which  prompted  the 
Goddess  Juno,  when  baffled  in  her  in- 
trigues during  the  Trojan  War,  to  ex- 
claim in  her  vexation — 

"  Electere  si  neqoeo  sapenw  AcharODta 
movebo." 

Which,  from  the  mouth  of  the  Prime 
Minister, .  might  be  iVeely  translated 
thus — 

**JtI  can't  bend  the  Pope,  I'll  sqaare  FameU." 

The  Home  Secretary  had  mentioned  three 
alternative  conditions  on  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  the  Member  for  Brad,- 
fcrd  relied.  The  first  was  that  the 
Government  should  receive  from  the 
"snspects"  who  were  about  to  be  re- 
leased a  public  promise  to  be  of  good 
behaviour.  The  assurances  given  were, 
said  the  Home  Secretary,  satisfactory 
to  the  Government,  but  they  were  not 
satisfactory  to  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford.  Upon  that  point  alone  they 
were  told  did  any  difference  of  opinion 
exist.  But  wlien  those  '*  suspects  "  re- 
returned  to  the  House,  they  ostenta- 
tiously informed  the  House  that  they 
had  given  no  assitrances  whatever,  and 
intended  to  give  none.  So  far  the  an- 
swer of  the  Home  Secretary  to  this 
Amendment  was  eminently  unsatisfao- 


toiy.  The  second  alternative  was  that 
the  peace  of  the  country  should  be 
assured.  But  the  Home  Secretary  had 
said,  with  great  pathos,  that  that  was  an 
impossible  oondition.  The  third  condition 
was  fresh  powers  to  the  Government. 
Upon  that  question  we  were  told  there 
was  no  difference  of  opinion  in  the  Cabi- 
net. Thus  the  question  was  reduced  to 
a  narrow  compass,  and  the  inference 
was,  if  the  explanation  of  the  Home 
Secretary  was  accepted,  that  there  was 
not  the  slightest  reason  why  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Bradford  should  have 
left  the  Government  at  all.  The  Home 
Secretary  had  endeavoured  to  show  that 
there  had  been  no  change  in  their  Irish 
policy,  and  his  whole  speech  had  been 
a  defence  of  everything  they  had  done 
from  the  beginning  to  the  end ;  but  if 
the  policy  of  the  Government  had  been 
right  throughout,  why  did  the  right  ban. 
Member  for  Bradford  leave  them?  If 
the  Government  were  of  opinion  that 
everything  they  had  done  was  right,  that 
was  the  best  possible  reason  why  the 
House  should  affirm  the  Amendment  of 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  and  see 
that  they  did  not  do  the  like  again. 

Mr.  LYULPH  STANLEY  said,  he 
must  express  his  regret  that  at  a  critical 
time  when  they  ought  to  be  trying  to 
improve  the  state  of  Ireland,  and 
strengthen  the  hands  of  those  who  were 
doing  their  very  best  for  the  country, 
they  should  be  wasting  their  time  in 
mere  recriminations  about  the  past, 
the  discussion  of  which  could  serve 
no  object  save  the  revival  of  hostilitiee 
between  the  two  great  Parties  in  the 
House,  and  the  advancement  of  the 
aims  of  those  wlio  were  the  enemies  of 
all  good  government  and  order  in  Ire- 
land. The  Amendment  before  the  House  . 
was  a  distinct  Party  attack.  The  revela- 
tions of  the  last  few  days  had,  no  doubt, 
made  a  great  many  people  think  that  as 
a  matter  of  policy  the  view  taken  by  the 
late  Chief  Secretary  of  the  state  of  Ire- 
land in  May  last,  showed  a  truer  appro* 
ciation  of  the  situation  than  perhaps  did 
that  of  his  Colleagues  at  the  time.  That 
was  a  very  natural  conclusion  to  draw 
from  the  evidence  laid  before  the  House  ; 
but  it  was  a  very  wide  step  from  that  to 
accusing  the  Government  of  having 
purchased  the  support  of  the  disaffected 
by  concessions  to  the  lawless  agitation. 
The  difference  between  the  views  of 
the  late  Chief  Secretary  (Mr.  W.  B. 
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For8teT)and  the  Government  with  regard 
to  the  moaBures  to  be  applied  to  Ireland 
was  mainly  a  difference  in  point  of  time. 
It  was  an  affectation  to  say  that  the 
Amendment  was  intended  to  encourage 
the  Government  in  pursuing  a  right 
course  in  Ireland.  In  his  opinion,  the 
Amendment  was  not  only  a  Vote  of  Cen- 
sure on  the  Government,  but  it  was 
couched  in  about  as  insulting  words  as 
could  well  hare  been  chosen.  All  were 
agreed  that  stronger  measures  were  ne- 
cessary, but  they  disagreed  as  to  their 
order ;  and  was  it  on  a  point  of  this  sort 
that  people  who  were  prepared  to  give  a 
candid  consideration  to  other  men's  mo- 
tives were  to  be  allowed  to  assume  that 
those  who  had  the  responsibility  of  Go- 
Ternment  were  lost  to  all  sense  of 
honesty  ?  He  did  not  suppose  hon. 
Members  opposite  expected  to  get  a  ma- 
jority ;  but  apparently  they  were  going 
to  allow  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst)  to  keep  up  a 
debate  for  one  or  two  nights,  and  say  as 
many  nasty  things  against  the  Govern- 
ment OS  they  could.  No  doubt,  those 
who  were  supporters  of  a  Government 
were  likely  to  have  a  more  generous 
appreciation  of  what  was  the  duty  of 
that  Government  than  people  in  the 
positiou  of  critics ;  but  they  might  fairly 
ask  whether  it  was  a  wise  thing  at  the 
opening  of  the  Session  in  which  there 
were  bo  many  important  questions  to  be 
discussed  to  be  squabbling  over  matters 
that  had  been  uready  fully  debated, 
and  had  only  now  been  revived  by 
startling  revelations,  which  ought  to 
have  the  effect  of  uniting  all  Parties  ? 
At  a  time  like  the  present,  the  Govern- 
ment were  surely  entitled  to  the  gene- 
rous consideration  of  all  Parties  of  the 
House. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR  POWER  said,"  he 
agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
just  spoken  that  the  Motion  could  lead 
to  no  practical  result.  They  ought  to 
confine  themselves  to  the  consideration 
of  the  essential  issues  involved  in  the 
Amendment,  and  ought  not  to  prolong 
the  debate  merely  in  order  that  one  poli- 
tical Party  might  gain  an  advantage 
over  the  other.  There  was,  however,  one 
portion  o,f  the  hon.  Member's  speech 
which  he  regretted.  The  hon.  Member 
seemed  to  ima^ne  there  was  a  Party 
in  that  House  which  did  not  hold  the 
interests  of  law  and  order  in  the  estima- 
tion in  which  those  interests  ought  to  be 


held  by  every  patriotic  Member.  On 
an  occasion  when  they  were  invited  to 
emancipate  themselves  from  considera- 
tions of  Party,  it  would  be  better,  as  a 
mere  matter  of  courtesy,  to  assume  that 
every  Member  of  that  House  was  actu- 
ated equally  with  every  other  by  a  desire 
for  the  maintainance  of  law  and  order. 
But  he  wished  the  House  seriously  to 
consider  the  effect  of  the  Amendment. 
With  the  oxception  of  a  single  word  in 
the  Amendment,  and  regarding  it  as  a 
purely  abstract  proposition,  he  entirely 
agreed  with  it.  Sut  when  it  was 
said — 

' '  No  further  attempts  will  be  mada  to  parcfaasa 

the  support  of  pmoas  disaffected  to  Her 
Klajesty's  rule  by  coaceSBions  to  lawless  agita- 
tion," 

The  word  "further"  took  the  Amend' 
ment  out  of  the  category  of  ordinary 
Amendments,  and  elevated  it  ordegradcd 
it  to  the  level  of  a  distinct  Censure 
on  Her  Majesty's  Government.  And  he 
agreed  with  the  Home  Secretary,  that  if 
the  Conservative  Opposition  meant  to 
propose  a  Vote  of  Censure  they  had  not 
adopted  thercgular  method.  They  should 
have  moved  a  distinct  Resolution  of  Cen- 
sure, separating  it  from  all  other  ques- 
tions which  were  involved  iu  the  Amend- 
ment  now  before  them.  He  was  opposed 
to  any  Government  purchasing  the  sup- 
port of  disaffected  persons  by  concessions 
to  lawless  agitation,  and  if  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  done  so  a  distinct  Mo- 
tion to  that  effect  ought  to  be  made  by 
the  responsible  Leader  of  the  Opposition  ; 
but  the  House  ought  not  to  be  asked  to 
adopt  so  many  distinct  considerations  as 
were  involved  in  the  Amendment.  More- 
over, if  this  Amendment  were  carried,  it 
would  be  taken  to  mean  that  a  limit 
must  be  put  on  all  remedial  legislation. 
Ireland  would  be  told  that  because  in 
1881  Parliament  devoted  so  much  of  its 
time  and  labour  to  passing  a  great  mea- 
sure of  agrarian  reform  for  Ireland,  that 
country  was  not  to  look  to  this  House 
for  any  more  remedial  measures ;  and  he 
could  not  conceive  a  declaration  which 
would  have  a  more  disastrous  effect 
upon  the  temper  and  political  condition 
of  the  people  of  Ireland.*  On  the  con- 
trary, he  would  ask  the  House  to  act  in 
the  spirit  of  some  observations  made  by 
the  noble  Lord  at  present  the  Leader  of 
the  House.  The  noble  Lord,  in  a  speech 
he  had  lately  delivered  in  Lancashii-e, 
had  said — 
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*'  The  Trish  people  are  only  6,000,000  oat  of 
ft  popniation  of  36,000,000  which  inhabit  this 
^ipire;  bat  the  govemmeob  of  these  5,000,000 
prcmte  problema  by  the  side  of  which  all  the 
other  problemH  witii  which  we  have  to  contend 
in  the  goremment  of  our  35,000.000  sink  into 
luaignificence,  althoagh  we  hare  difficnJt  queS' 
tions  to  eolve  in  relation  to  our  Foreign,  our 
Colonial,  and  our  Indian  affairs.  I  believe  that 
the  difficolty  and  embarTassment  of  every  one  of 
them,  would  be  immeneely  lessened  if  once  we 
were  reliered  of  the  strain  which  teste  the 
faculties  of  oar  beet  men  in  dealing  with  the 
•om^oated  diflBoultiee  of  unhappy  Irdand." 

Now,  what  had  been  said  since  the  he- 
ginning  of  the  debate  that  evening  f  o  en- 
able the  House  to  grapple  with  and  soIto 
the  complicated  difficulties  of  the  Irish 
Question?  If  the  discussion  was  to  be  con- 
dncted  in  the  essentially  partizan  spirit 
which  had  hitherto  characterized  it,  the 
result  would  be  the  embittering  and  in- 
tensifying of  Party  warfare,  while  it 
would  bring  no  good  to  the  people  of 
Ireland,  who  were  mainly  concerned. 
As  an  Irishman  he  objected  to  see  his 
Country  over  and  over  again  made  the 
batde-field  for  English  factions.  He 
was  not  willing  to  see  Ireland  used  as  a 
shuttlecock  by  English  politicians  in 
order  that  Gentlemen  appealing  to  forces 
oatside  might  recommend  themselves  to 
the  acceptance  of  the  country  as  persons 
peculiarly  qualified  to  administer  its 
affaire.  If  a  distinguished  Member  of 
tbe  Government  felt  justified  in  de- 
scribing, as  the  noble  Lord  had  done,  the 
condition  of  Ireland  in  the  83rd  year  of 
the  legislative  Union,  assuredly  the  time 
had  come  for  English  politicians  of 
all  shades  to  ask  themselres  whether 
there  might  not  be  something  in  the 
policy  pursued  by  the  Imperial  Par- 
liament towards  Ireland  —  something 
common  to  both  Parties— which  was 
in  the  main  responsible  for  the  diffi- 
culties which  existed  in  the  goremment 
of  Ireland.  The  noble  Lord  was  not 
free  from  the  sentiment  which  prevailed 
among  large  classes  of  people  in  this 
country  that  it  would  be  dangerous  to 
continue  in  the  path  of  reform  in  the 
present  condition  of  Ireland.  The  noble 
Lord  was  bound  to  admit  that  British 
rule  had  not  been  successful  in  the  past, 
and  was  not  successful  at  present,  and 
yet  he  used  these  words  with  respect 
to  the  extension  of  the  principle  of  self- 
government  to  Ireland— 

"Tt  would  be  madnesa,  in  mj  opinion,  to 
venture  to  give  Ireland  more  extended  eelf- 
goranmant  onlees  we  can  receive  from  the 


repreecntativcs  of  the  Trish  people  some  auur- 
ance  that  this  boon  would  not  be  misosed  for 
the  pur^se  of  agitation,  and  for  the  purpose  (d 
woakoDing  the  authority  and  the  power  of  the 
Ooverament." 

Of  course,  the  noble  Lord  did  not  mean 
that  any  Irish  Party  who  bought  they 
were  justified  in  weakening  the  power 
of  the- Ministry  would  not  M  entitled  to 
use  all  the  advanta^  which  self- 
goTemment  would  ^re.  He  rather 
referred^  not  to  the  Ministry,  bat  to  the 
Imperial  Government  or  the  Executive ; 
and  if  that  were  the  proper  interpreta- 
tion, then  he  would  say  that  any  assur- 
ance from  Irish  Representatives  on  that 
head  seemed  entirely  unnecessary,  for 
in  any  scheme  ever  put  forward  they 
always  gave  the  assurance,  whatever 
it  might  be  worth,  that  they  had  no 
desire  to  impair  the  authority  of  the 
Imperial  Parliament,  or  to  weaken  the 
bonds  by  which  our  united  Empire  was 
held  together.  The  noble  Lord  further 
said  that  the  question  of  Ireland  was  in 
the  main  a  question  of  administration. 
So  far  as  it  was  the  purpose  of  the  GK>- 
vemment  to  maintain  order,  and  put 
down  crime  and  outrage  he  agreed  with 
the  noble  Lord;  and  he  on  a  former 
occasion  said  that  the  question  of  the 
discovery  and  punishment  of  criminals 
was  a  question  of  police.  If  they  had 
an  efficient  police  organization  they 
would  have  been  able  to  follow  up  and 
capture,  and  finally  punish,  the  perpe- 
trators of  crime  and  outrage  without 
suspending  any  one  of  the  guarantees 
of  Constitutional  liberty,  which  should 
be  the  common  property  of  every  portion 
of  the  United  Kingdom.  He  was  glad, 
however,  that  they  had  had  other  ex- 
pressions as  to  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment with  regard  to  Ireland.  The 
reoommendations  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  ue  Board 
of  Trade'  would,  he  ventured  to  sajt 
prove  in  the  course  of  time  to  bo  nearer 
to  the  dictates  of  a  sound  statesmanship 
than  those  reectionary  doctrines  which 
were,  unfortunately,  sometimes  heard 
in  unexpected  quarters.  He  heartily 
agreed  with  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  when  he  remarked  that  so  long 
as  Ireland  was  without  any  of  the  insti- 
tutions of  local  government  worthy  of  the 
name,  and  so  long  as  nothing  was  done 
to  cultivate  a  sense  of  responsibility 
among  the  people,  so  long  would  the 
seeds  of  discontent  and  disloyalty  ro- 
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main.  Until  something  was  done  to 
make  the  people  of  Ireland — not  oi  one 
class,  but  of  all  classes — -responsible ^for 
the  maintenance  of  law  and  order  in  that 
country,  future  history  would  testify 
that  their  efforts  would  not  be  attended 
with  such  sucoeee  as  would  guarantee 
the  permanent  tranquillity  of  Ireland. 
They  had  heard  also  a  description  from 
ano^er  Kember  of  the  Government  of 
that  embodiment  of  Irish  administration 
known  in  Ireland  under  the  name  of 
"the  Castle."  He  did  not  intend  to 
weary  the  House  by  repeating  what  he 
had  said  npon  the  evila  flowing  from  the 
Castle  system,  and  it  would  aufBoe  to 
say  that  he  still  adhered  to  hia  remarks 
BO  far  as  they  applied  to  the  ques- 
tion of  administration.  He  had  not 
joined  in  attacking  the  pertonnel  of  the 
Irish  Administration,  and  although  he 
was  aware  of  the  severity  with  which 
subordinate  officials  had  applied  the 
Crimes  Act,  he  was  not  disposed  to 
do  so  now.  Indeed,  he  would  admit 
that,  taking  into  conuderation  the  ter- 
rible responsibility  devolving  on  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  and  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary, and  the  obligation  which  rested 
npon  ttiem  to  maintain  peace  and  order, 
lie  did  not  think  that  much  greater 
success  oould  have  been  expected  from 
persona  placed  in  their  position.  Whilst 
admitting  this,  he  did  not  admit  that  they 
possessed  any  peculiar  qualities  which 
made  them  better  fitted  to  administer 
Irish  affairs  than  Representatives  of 
Ireland  placed  in  similar  reeponsible 
positions.  The  Chief  Secretary,  in 
his  speech  to  his  constituents,  had  ex- 
plained the  difficulties  of  his  position, 
and  he  would  ask  the  House  to  con- 
sider the  multifarious  and  multitudinous 
duties  of  the  position.  He  was  candid 
enough  to  acknowledge  that  the  work 
was  too  great  for  the  ability  or  energy  of 
any  single  man,  and  they  should  best 
appreciate  the  difficulties  of  the  position 
by  endeaTOuring  to  bring  about  such 
Tuorms  as  would  bring  the  law  in  this 
respect  into  harmony  with  the  wants  and  : 
experience  of  dnuced  eommnnities. 
Let  hon.  Members  who  were  impatient 
of  Irish  legidation  consider  t^e  evils  of 
the  present  aitnation,  and  what  it  cost 
Farbamont  in  time  and  labour  to  keep 
np  the  present  system.  Let  them  con- 
sider also  what  it  cost  from  an  economic 
point  of  view  to  keep  30,000  armed 
men  in  Ireland,  beudes  the  cost  of  the 
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Constabulary.  He  supposed  that  they 
spent  annually  £4,000,000  or£5, 000,000 
to  maintain  there  the  physical  and  me- 
chanical part  of  the  Qovemment.  Bear- 
ing those  facts  in  mind,  and  the  account 
given  of  the  government  of  Ireland  by 
one  of  its  most  responsible  Officers,  they 
should  ask  themselves  if  the  time  had 
come  when  no  further  conoession  should 
be  made  to  agitation  in  Ireland.  He 
could  not  understand  the  tone  of  solemn 
despair  with  which  the  Irish  Question 
was  approached  oq  the  Conservative 
side  of  ue  House.  He  was  well  aware 
of  the  gravity  of  the  present  situation, 
and  he  believed  that  tue  present  state  of 
thinge  oonld  not  be  sufferod  to  continue. 
The  situation  was  painful  almost  to  a 
point  beyond  endurance  alike  to  all 
classes  of  the  Irish  people.  It  was  in- 
tolerable to  all  on  either  side  of  the 
Channel  who  desired  to  see  good  go- 
vernment maintained  without  sacrificing 
public  liberty,  and  who  desired  to  pre- 
serve freedom  of  speech  without  en- 
dangering public  oi^er  or  weakening 
the  authority  of  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment. But,  notwithstanding  this,  no 
single  step  in  advance  could  be  takea 
towards  the  real  solution  of  the  Irish 
problem  unless  they  were  willing  to  lay 
aside  Party  prejudices  and  deal  with  the 
question  in  a  candid  and  outapoken  man- 
ner. Ko  dotibt,  tlie  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  would  that  erening  read  a  record 
of  diminishing  crime ;  but  he  hoped  that 
the  Chief  Secretary  would  not  then 
think  that  he  had  entirely  vindicated 
his  Irish  administration.  No  one  oould 
more  rejoice  at  the  diminution  of  crime 
and  outrage  than  those  who,  like  him- 
self, had  felt  the  burning  shame  and 
disgrace  of  such  atrocious  methods  of 
political  action.  But  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary was  not  a  chief  of  the  police,  but  a 
statesman  responsible  for  the  government 
of  the  <^untry,  and  he  had  to  show,  not 
merely  the  capture  and  punishment  of 
so  many  criminals,  but  what  he  had 
done  towards  removing  the  causes,  the 
deadly  operation  of  which  had  pro- 
duced the  crime  which  all  Ireland 
had  Buoh  reason  to  deplore.  L^  them 
put  down  crime  and  outrage  and  assas- 
sination with  a  strong  hand  and  an 
iron  heel  if  they  would ;  but,  in  the 
name  of  the  bitter  experience  of  the 
past,  let  them  not  imagine  that  in  doing 
this  they  had  succeeded  in  solving  the 
Irish  problem— let  them  not  think  that 


Digitized  by  VjOOg 


477 


{Febbttaby  20,  1883}      Graciout  Speech.  478 


maintaining  order  in  a  state  pf  mege 
xraa  the  highest  effort  of  Government 
and  the  noblest  attainment  of  statesman- 
ehip.  There  was  something  far  beyond 
and  above  all  this  required  in  order  to 
get  at  the  root  of  the  Irish  Question, 
and  in  a  country  where,  he  did  not  hesi* 
tate  to  say,  men  had  been  driven  mad 
by  the  mere  contemplation  of  past  iniqui- 
ties. He  ventured  to  follow  in  the  foot- 
steps of  the  late  Mr.  Butt,  who  was 
qnoted  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Chatham,  and  to  affirm  that 
the  true  cause  of  Irish  disaffection  had 
been  the  indifference  of  Parliament 
to  the  wrongs  and  grievances  of  the 
people  of  Ireland  until  the  country  had 
been  brought  either  by  secret  combina- 
tion or  open  agitation  to  the  verge  of 
civil  war.  If  the  necessary  condition 
of  reform  in  Ireland  was  perpetual 
agitation,  it  was  clear  that  the  country 
had  to  choose  between  perpetual  aglta- 
tion  and  perpetual  denial  of  justice.  If 
the  machinery  of  legislation  could  be 
put  into  motion  only  by  the  power  of 
agitation,  it  was  dear  that  agitation, 
however  dangerous  it  might  be,  would 
go  on  in  that  country  and  legislation 
■would  follow  in  the  unsatisfactory  man- 
ner in  which*  they  had  witnessed — in 
leaps  and  bounds.  He  so  far  sympa- 
thized wi&  one  sentiment  contained  in 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman. He  would  say  the  setting  up 
of  the  rule  of  force,  as  something 
calculated  to  give  impetus  to  legis- 
lation on  the  one  hand,  and  to  main- 
tain ordw  on  the  other,  constituted 
IB  itself  the  very  negation  of  Con- 
Btituttonal  government.  The  determi- 
satioa  of  the  Jrish  Government  at  the 
present  moment  wu  not  to  be  diverted 
&om  the  pursuit  of  the  organizers  and 
perpetrators  of  crime,  and  in  this  re- 
spect th«T  conduct  would,  he  iras  sure, 
receive  the  hearty  approbation  of  all 
quarters  of  the  House ;  hut  he  would 
protest  against  the  tendency  which  he 
had  noticed  in  many  places  to  confound 
the  legitimate  aspirations  pf  the  people 
with  the  designs  of  those  inhuman  des- 
peradoes who  aimed  at  the  overthrow  of 
civilized  society.  Fortunately  for  the 
character  of  Ireland,  the  present  was 
the  first  time  in  her  chequered  and 
troubled  histocy  in  which  a  body  formed 
for  the  purpose  of  political  assassina- 
tion had  found  a  footing  on  her  soil,  and 
be  ngoiced  to  think  it  was  destined  to 


be  the  last.  Hon.  Gentlemen  would, 
however,  remember  that  many  coun- 
tries which  had  attained  a  high  state  of 
civilization  had  frequently  bean  ataised 
by  political  crimes  of  the  most  hor- 
rible character.  The  United  States  at 
the  time  of  the  Civil  War,  Qermany  and 
Russia  in  later  times,  and  France  and 
Italy  in  the  perujds  of  their  great  excite- 
ment and  in  the  days  of  revolutionary 
frenzy,  had  equally  been  stained  by 
bmted  crimes,  and  the  demon  of  political 
assassination  had  presided  at  the  councils 
of  political  maniacs  and  desperate  con- 
spirators. If,  unfortunately,  that  demon 
had  momentarily  taken  possession  of  the 
capital  of  Ireland,  he  looked  confidently 
to  its  speedy  exorcism  by  the  vigw- 
ous  assertion  of  the  majesty  of  the  law. 
If  hon.  Gentlemen  would  pardon  what 
they  might  consider  to  be  an  exhibition 
of  the  national  pride,  he  would  say  that 
he  looked  not  less  for  that  result  to  the 
force  of  the  natira  virtue  of  the  Irish 
race.  He  would  aj^wal  to  their  own 
experience  of  the  better  nature  of  ^iah- 
men.  They  had  seen  them  in  many 
walks  of  life  as  honest  and  industrious 
workmen ;  their  women  virtuous ;  and 
their  sons  brave  and  valiant  soldiers. 
These  represented  the  true  Irish  people, 
and  not  the  miserable  gang  of  mis- 
creants who,  acting  upon  foreign  ex- 
ample, and  instigated  by  foreign  gold, 
had  cast  a  stain  upon  the  country.  It 
was  not  from  the  teachings  of  modem 
Socialism,  but  from  the  memories  of  a 

feaoeful  law-abiding  nationalism,  that 
reland  drew  ber  inspiration  even  to- 
day, and  although  her  head  might  be 
turned  by  the  day  dreams  of  the  Social- 
istic delirium  her  heart  was  pure  and 
brave  as  of  old.  The  spirit  wnieh  luad 
actuated  the  patriotism  of  Grattan  and 
O'Connell  had  not  been  banished  from 
the  land  which  they  had  served  so  faiUi- 
fully  and  well.  He  oould  appeal  to  that 
spirit  even  now,  and  ask  the  House  to 
look  forward  to  the  prudent  and  Con- 
stitutional development  of  their  princi- 
ples, and  to  a  time  when  the  foul  deeds 
of  oppression  and  conspiracy  alike  should 
be  buried  in  a  common  oblivion,  and 
when,  on  the  basis  of  eqnal  rights  and 
Constitutional  ^overument,  and  under 
the  guardianship  of  law,  order,  and 
liberty,  Ireland  should  take  her  propor 
place  in  a  really  united  Empire. 

ViscouKT  LYMINGTON  said,  he 
thought  that  hon.  Members  on  the  Con- 
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servative  bide  of  the  House  were  Bome- 
what  illogical  in  their  remarks  upon 
ooeroion.  The  Liberal  Fartj  were  first 
abused  for  having  attempted  to  govern 
without  coercion,  and  for  not  having 
adopted  strong  measures  at  first;  nnd 
then  because  the  Liberal  Party  had 
been  obliged  most  reluctantly  to  resort 
to  coercive  measures  they  had  been 
assailed  for  forsaking  the  principles 
which  they  advocated  in  Opposition. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chat- 
ham (Mr.  Gh}r8t)  bad  observed  that  it 
was  the  habitual  practice  of  Liberal 
Gorernmenta  to  make  unwise  conces- 
sions to  Irish  agitation  ;  but  he  be- 
lieved that  they  had  acted  rightly  in 
endeavouring  to  govern  Ireland  without 
coercion.  He  believed,  further,  that  the 
remedial  legislation  of  the  Government 
was  in  no  way  afTected  by  recent  disclo- 
sures. The  crimes  which  were  being 
brought  to  light  pointed  to  a  desperate 
spirit  among  a  certain  class  of  persons  ; 
but  it  was  impossible  to  suppose  that 
Ireland  could  be  settled  by  the  mere 
putting  down  of  criminals.  After  they 
had  done  that,  after  they  had  main- 
tained the  majesty  of  the  law  and  vindi- 
cated individual  liberties  and  the  sanc- 
tity of  life  itself,  there  still  remained  the 
diffieuhy  how  they  were  to  deal  with  the 
Irish  Question — how  to  assimilate  Eng- 
lish rule  to  Irish  ideas.  There  were 
rumours  in  the  Lobbies  and  in  the  news- 

f tapers  of  projects  for  disfranchising  Ire- 
and ;  and  it  was  hinted  that  the  only 
way  of  governing  Ireland  was  by  the 
sword.  He  believed  the  true  policy  was 
to  proceed,  not  by  concessions  to  agita- 
tion, but  by  wise  legislation.  He  had 
always  been  one  of  those  who  had  main- 
tained that,  while  it  was  essential  that 
the  Land  Law  of  Ireland  should  be  re- 
formed, it  was  also  necessary  that  extra- 
ordinary powers  should  be  intrusted  to 
the  Government  in  order  to  give  a  fair 
chance  to  the  peaceful  progress  and  de- 
velopment of  that  country.  The  strained 
relations  of  landlord  and  tenant  and  the 
very  exceptional  condition  of  agricul- 
tural efihirs  in  Ireland  had  rendered  it 
just  and  expedient  that  they  should  in- 
terfere with  the  otherwise  sound  and 
reasonable  principle  of  freedom  of  con- 
tract. As  the  noble  Marquess  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  had  once  expressed 
it,  it  had  been  requisite  to  find  a  modu^ 
ticendi  between  the  Irish  landlord  and 
tenant ;  so,  on  the  other  hand,  they  had 

ruetunt  Lymii^ion 


to  devise,  in  the  extraordinary  powers 
which  had  been  intrusted  to  the  Go- 
vernment to  put  down  crime  and  out- 
rage, some  means  by  which  the  loyal 
and  law-abiding  people  might  be  en- 
abled to  pursue  their  industry  in  peace 
and  security.  That  was  why  the  Liberal 
Party  had  supported  coercion  ;  but  they 
would  have  been  in  a  very  different  posi- 
tion if  they  had  opposed,  as  the  Party 
sitting  opposite  had  done,  every  measure 
of  concession  to  the  Irish  tenants.  He 
believed  that  tiie  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  and  his  Friends  had  never 
been  the  leaders  of  popular  opinion  in 
Ireland.  They  had  connected  themselves 
with  a  movement  which  contained,  cer- 
tainly, elements  of  a  popular  and  legiti- 
mate character,  but  which  was  also  allied 
with  many  elements  of  disordei-,  and  in- 
stead of  being  able  to  control  that  move- 
ment they  had  been  carried  away  by  it 
and  made  its  slaves.  He  had  always 
held  that  it  would  be  futile  to  attempt 
to  make  any  compact  with  men  like  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  and 
his  Friends,  who  had  no  real  power  to 
carry  out  such  engagements.  Those  Gen- 
tlemen were  committed  and  bound  to  a 
policy  of  open  hostility  to  the  Govern- 
ment, not  because  it  was  a  Liberal 
Government,  but  because  it  was  an 
English  Qovemment.  He  had  lis- 
tened witK  interest  to  the  remarks  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo  (Mr.  O'Con- 
nor Power}  in  reference  to  local  go- 
vernment in  Ireland.  With  the  spirit 
of  those  remarks  he  fully  agreed ;  for  he 
felt  that  while  they  had,  as  in  Ireland, 
the  personal  functions  of  Hoyalty  en- 
tirely abrogated,  the  people  untrained 
in  the  habits  of  local  self-government, 
and  the  avenues  of  popular  and  official 
distinction  in  Ireland  so  often  divergent, 
the  condition  of  the  country  could  not 
be  completely  satisfactory.  The  Grand 
Jury  system  in  that  country  and  other 
matters  might  be  defective.  While  those 
questions  might  have  to  be  dealt  with 
in  the  future,  it  would,  he  thought, 
be  unwise  for  independent  Members,  re- 
gardless of  the  political  and  social  con- 
dition of  the  country,  to  press  them  for- 
ward inopportunely.  The  proper  time 
and  occasion  for  introducing  any  such 
legislation  should  be  left  to  the  deter- 
mination of  the  responsible  Ministers. 
It  must  be  remembered  that  difi'e- 
rent  legislation  was  necessary  for  difie- 
rent  parts  of  Ireland.    In  Ulstor,  for 


Digitized  by  VjOOg 


481        Jtaj'ettjf'a  ifett         f  Febbuaby  20,  1883}  Oraaom  Speteh^  482 


iiutance»  fair,  just,  and  equitable  leffie- 
lation  would  supply  all  the  needs  of  that 
ProTince  ;  but  such  was  not  the  case  in 
some  counties — in  Oalway,  for  instance, 
where,  out  of  39, 077 holdings,  over 20,000 
were  under  £4  in  value ;  or  in  Donegal, 
where  21,330  out  of  38,098  were  equally 
small.  The  only  real  and  practical  remedy 
for  districts  of  this  kind  was  a  well-con- 
sidered system  of  State-aided  emigration. 
It  was  a  mistake  to  suppose  that  the 
feelings  a£  the  population  were  univer- 
Bally  set  against  emigration ;  on  the 
contrary,  many  showed  an  inclination  to 
accept  any  chance  of  leaTing  the  country 
whidi  was  offered  them.  It  was  useless 
to  rely  on  public  works  or  on  outdoor 
reiief  to  remedy  the  evil.  By  so  doing, 
the  Irish  people  would  only  become  de- 
moralized, by  national  money  squan- 
dered in  buying  off  a  crisis  which  would 
re-appear  at  the  first  recurrence  of  a  bad 
season.  But,  whatever  remedy  might 
be  suggested,  he  would  appeal  to  the 
House  to  discuss  the  question  in  no 
bickering  Party  spirit,  but  steadily  and 
fairly  look  the  question  in  the  face,  and 
not  give  way  to  panic.  They  must  re- 
member that,  for  better  or  for  worse, 
they  were  joined  to  Ireland,  and  until 
ihej  had  made  her  contented  and  happy 
fliey  would  always  have  at  their  doota 
n  source  of  weakness.  That  was  the 
reason  why  the  introduction  of  Party 

r'  rit  was  to  be  avoided.  The  c^uestion 
Home  Bule  must  stand  on  its  own 
merits;  and  he  was  willing  to  admit 
that  if  the  Liberal  Party,  or  whatever 
Party  might  be  in  power,  were  to  listen 
to  the  language  of  panic,  and  to  treat 
Ireland  as  a  nation  of  traitors  and  cri- 
minals, and  govern  it  without  a  Consti- 
tution, a  Party  would  arise  in  England 
— the  Badical  Party — who  would  raise 
the  question  of  Home  Bule.  He  hoped 
that  non.  Members  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  would  endeavour  to  join  in 
strengthening  the  hands  of  the  Govern- 
ment, not  because  they  belonged  to  one 
political  Party  or  the  other,  but  because 
it  was  tite  Qovemment  of  the  Queen ; 
and  then,  perhaps,  the  discussion  might 
be  fruitful  in  eunting  instruction  upon 
Irish  affairs. 

LoED  EANDOLPH  CHUBCHILL 
eud,  he  hoped  that  the  noble  Lord  would 
excuse  him  if  he  had  been  unable  to 
follow  him  through  the  very  interesting 
speech  which  he  had  just  delivered ;  but 
he  must  confess  fully  and  freely  that, 

VOL.  (XLXXYI.   [thuud  sebibs.] 


for  his  own  pai-t,  he  had  been  ^uite  un- 
able to  catch  the  general  drift  of  his 
remarks,  and  when  he  did,  they  seemed 
to  have  no  bearing  whatever  on  the 
question  immediately  before  the  House. 
He  ventured,  however,  to  ask  the  indul- 
gence of  the  House  if  he  again  addressed 
them,  for,  although  he  was  technically 
entitled  to  speak,  he  thought  it  his  duty,  - 
as  he  was  speaking  for  a  second  time, 
to  claim  their  indulgence  before  doing 
so.  It  appeared  to  him  that  since  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary,  the  dis- 
cussion had  altogether  wandered  away 
from  the  principks  put  forward  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chatham 
(Mr.Oorst).  Thehon.andleamed.Mem- 
ber  for  Mayo  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power),  in 
the  coarse  of  his  remarks,  was  under- 
stood to  say  that,  but  for  a  certain  par- 
ticular word  in  the  Amendment,  the 
word  "further,"  he  would  have  found 
no  difficulty  whatever  in  supporting  the 
Amendment  by  his  vote.  Now  the  word 
"  further "  clearly  expressed  the  un- 
changeable conviction  on  the  part  of 
the  Conservative  Party  that  there  was 
an  attempt  made  last  year  to  do  a  certain 
tMng,  and  although  they  believed  that 
the  time  had  gone  by  when  that  event 
would  be  visited  by  a  Vote  of  Censure  in 
the  House,  still  at  the  same  time  it  was 
impossible  to  raise  the  whole  question 
of  the  Irish  policy  of  the  Government 
without  also  mentioning  that  circum- 
stance. It  was  a  conviction  that  there 
was  a  compact,  or  whatever  it  might  be 
called,  on  which  the  House  of  Commons 
had  never  pronounced  any  formal  opi- 
nion, because  it  had  never  been  given 
the  opportunity,  but  which,  for  all  pro- 
sent  purposes,  had  rather  passed  out  of 
use  in  uiat  House.  The  only  word  in 
the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Chatham  to 
which  objection  had  been  taken  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Mayo  was 
the  word  "further,"  and  therefore  he  did 
not  think  that  if  Uie  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Mayo  agreed  with  the  gene- 
ral spirit  of  the  Amendment,  he  ought 
to  be  deterred  simply  by  the  word  "fur- 
ther "  from  going  into  the  Lobby  with 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  made  one  further 
remark.  He  appeared  to  think  that  this 
Amendment  invited  the  Government  to- 

fut  aside  die  quesfion  of  legislation  for 
reland  altogether,  and  to  rely  solely  for 
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tbe  future  aa  coetvionforthe  prevention  | 
of  crime;  but  he  eonld  assure  him  that  as 
far  as  the  Mover  and  as  he  himself  were 
concerned — and  tbey  were  the  only  two 
people  in  the  House  for  whom  he  could 
speak — no  such  idea  had  ever  entered 
into  their  minds.  It  was  not  the  mean- 
ing of  the  Amendment  that  no  legisla- 
tion for  Ireland  should  be  considered  ex- 
^pt  that  of  a  coercive  kind.  He  would 
remind  the  hon.  Member  of  a  great 
saying  of  Sir  Bobert  Pool's  that  it  was 
not  tbe  business  of  a  physician  to  pre- 
scribe until  he  was  called  in ;  but  he 
could  imagine,  and  had  pictured  to  him- 
self, measures  which  would  largely  ad- 
vance the  prosperity  of  Ireland,  and 
which,  if  proposed  by  the  Government, 
would  be  considered  in  a  single-minded 
and  most  respectful  spirit  by  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Ohatham  (Mr.  Gorst)  and  himself.  He 
would  now,  if  the  House  would  allow 
him,  refer  in  a  few  words  to  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Home  Secretary.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  altogether  mis- 
taken a  remark  which  had  been  made 
by  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  tbe 
Member  for  Ohatham,  and  that  remark 
appeared  to  have  cut  very  deeply  into 
the  mind  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman.  It  was  to  the  effect  that  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was  an 
incompetent  Home  Secretary.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  taken 
that  remark  too  seriously.  He  could  truly 
say  that  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  in- 
tended that  remark  as  only  a  little  bit  of 
ohafiF.  Ko  one  would  recognize  more  fully 
the  (Kmspionons  abilities  of  the  Home 
Secretary,  or  the  satisilEietory  manner  in 
which  he  had  hitherto  ^schai^red  the 
duties  of  his  position,  than  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend ;  nor  if  they  had  any  cri- 
ticism to  pass  upon  his  conduct,  would 
they  be  inclined  to  summarize  them  in  so 
extremely  brief  and  uncomplimentary  a 
manner.  But  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  in  saying  that  if  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Chatham  wished  to 
state  to  the  House  that  he  was  an  incom- 
petent Home  Secretary  it  was  his  duty 
to  mako  a  Motion  which  would  have  the 
effect  of  removing  him  irom  Office,  had 
forgotten  that  if  the  present  Amendment 
were  carried,  it  would  amount  to  a  Vote 
of  Want  of  Confidence  in  the  Govern- 
ment, and  would,  therefore,  lead  to  the 
lemoval  of  the  Home  Secretary  from 

Lord  Bandefyh  Churchill 


Office.  The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman, too.  had  sev^ly  rebuked  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  -  for  having 
alluded  to  the  evidence  given  by  Mr. 
Carey  with  respect  to  Mr.  Sheridan  aad 
"  Mr.  No.  1,"  and  had  said  that  it  was 
unbecoming  in  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  as  a  Member  of  the  English 
Bar.  He  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill) 
was  not  in  a  position  to  decide  between 
the  right  hon.  and  loomed  Gentleman 
and  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  ;  but  he 
would  remind  the  Home  Secretary,  and 
those  who  had  cheered  that  port  of  his 
speech,  that  earlier  in  the  evening,  when 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Dover 
(Major  Dickson)  referred  to  those  gentle- 
men, the  Home  Secretary,  replying  with, 
great  indignation,  alluded  to  them  as 
"  those  culprits."  Thatwas  afar  stronger 
expression,  he  ventured  to  eay,  althoagli 
not  a  Membn-  of  the  English  Bar,  and 
a  much  more  unjustifiable  one,  seeing 
that  neither  of  these  two  parties  was 
committed  for  trial,  than  anything  that 
fell  from  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend. 
Another  remark  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  which  struck  him 
very  much  was  that  he  agreed  with  that 
one  einglo  portion  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend's  speech,  where  he  as- 
serted that  in  April  last  the  situation  in 
Ireland  was  intolerable.  But  he  did  not 
quite  understand  that  the  situation  in 
Ireland  was  intolerable  to  the  people  of 
England,  and  everyone  except  those  con- 
nected with  tbe  Government,  because  of 
the  crimes  which  di^aced  Ireland.  But 
their  contention  was  that  the  state  of 
Ireland  was  intolerable  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government  because  the  action  of  the 
Irish  Party  interfered  with  their  Pro- 
cedure Sesolutions.  Therefore,  what 
was  intolerable  to  the  Government  was 
not  the  condition  of  Ireland,  but  the  ir- 
reconcilable attitude  of  the  Irish  Party, 
who  had  contrived  to  let  the  Government 
see  that  their  Procedure  Besolutions 
were  in  the  deadliest  peril,  and  that  their 
business  in  Parliament  would  be  actually 
arrested  and  stopped  unless  some  change 
was  made  in  their  policy.  The  Home 
Secretary — who,  he  was  glad  to  see,  had 
just  returned  to  the  Honse,  for  he  could 
not  say  how  much  he  regretted  that  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  should 
have  missed  the  remarks  he  had  made — 
had  made  one  statement,  he  ventured 
to  say,  which  surpassed  in  inaccnmcy 
anything  that  had  yet  fallen  the 
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Treasury  Bench.  He  said  that  the  cause 
of  tiie  unfortunate  state  of  affairs  in 
Ireland  was  the  inefficient  organization 
of  the  Irish  police.  That  was  the  great 
difficulty,  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  said,  with  which  the  present 
QoTemment  had  had  to  deal.  The  state- 
ment was  a  veiy  remarkable  one,  and 
in  making  it  the  right  hon.  and.  learned 
Gentlemen  assumed  that  he  was  sup- 
ported by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on 
this  side  of  the  House  who  been  engaged 
in  the  former  administration  of  Ireland. 
In  that,  however,  he  was  deceived,  for 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  directly  dis- 
agreed with  him.  He  would  remind 
tiie  Home  Secretary  that  this  extremely 
xneffioient  police,  which  had  been  the 
cause  of  all  the  difficulties  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  Ireland,  were  the  police 
irhich  put  down  a  far  more  serious  and 
dangerous  crisis  than  the  Government 
had  had  to  deal  with — the  Fenian  re- 
bellion. It  was  this  police  which  fur- 
nished Lord  Mayo  with  an  inesti- 
mable quantity  of  the  information  that 
enabled  him  to  bring  to  trial  and  to 
convict  almost  every  single  Fenian  that 
had  anything  to  do  with  that  rebellion. 
It  was  this  police  which  put  down  the 
most  dangwons  rebellion,  without  any 
exception,  that  Ireland  had  seen  since 
the  days  of  1798.  He  believed  that 
under  the  late  Goverament  there  was 
no  cause  to  find  fault  with  the  Irish 
police ;  at  least,  tiiere  was  no  cause  for  any 
Member  of  that  Goromment  to  get  up 
zn  the  House  of  Commons  to  stigmatize 
that  body  with  being  inefficient,  and  as 
b«ng  the  only  difficulty  to  deal  with. 
That  brought  him  to  the  course  the 
Goremment  had  lately  adopted.  What 
was  the  advice  which  the  police  of 
Ireland  gave  to  Uie  Home  secretary 
and  his  Colleagues  when  they  came  into 
Office  with  respect  to  the  renewal  of  the 
Peace  Preservation  Act?  There  was 
not  a  single  Inspector  or  Sub-Inspector 
who,  when  consulted  by  the  late  Go- 
remment, did  not  say.  that  the  adminis- 
tration of  Ireland  was  impossible  without 
tiiat  Act ;  and  yet  the  present  Govern- 
ment, who  knew  as  much  about  Ireland 
as'  the  Mace  on  the  Table,  practically 
told  the  police  that  their  information  was 
not  wortii  anything  at  all,  and  that  they 
did  not  intend  to-m  bound  in  the  least 
by  it.  He  did  not  wonder,  if  the  Go- 
vernment treated  the  police  in  this 
manner^  that  they  should  now  complain 


of  the  inefficiency  of  that  body.  The 
Home  Secretary  admitted  that  the 
Coercion  Act  introduced  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member,  for  Brad- 
ford (Mr.  W.  E.  ForsterJ  had  been  an 
utter  failure;  but  he  said  that  this 
failure  was  not  to  be  laid  to  the  charge 
of  the  Government.  It  was  to  be  laid 
to  the  charge  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  more  particularly  to  the  Opposition. 
The  Home  Secretary  had  sirgled  him 
(Lord  Eandolph  Churchill)  out  for 
.attack  in  this  matter;  but  he  douied  that 
he  was  in  any  way  responsible  for  this 
failure,  because  he  predicted  that  failure 
plainly  and  strongly  in  the  House.  He 
(Lord  Kandolph  Churchill)  ventured  to 
say  on  the  second  reading  of  that 
measure  that  he  supported  it  with 
reluctance  and  distrust  that  he  was 
confident  that  the  efficient  administra- 
tion of  the  ordinary  law  would  have 
saved  the  House  of  Commons  that  Bill, 
and  that  "be  was  certain  that  they 
would  have  indecision  and  timidity,  and 
consequent  injustice  and  protracted 
coercion."  That  being  the  case,  the 
Home  Secretary  would,  he  hoped,  ac- 
knowledge the  injustice  of  the  attack 
ho  had  made,  and  also  admit  that  in  this 
raediotion,  as  in  all  his  (Lord  Bandolph 
Churchiirs)  other  predictions,  he  had 
been  perfectly  justiEed.  With  reepeot 
to  Mr.  Sheridan,  the  Home  Secretary, 
after  a  long  and  involved  answer,  said 
that  after  ul  this  was  a  perfectly  unim- 
portant matter ;  but  he  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill)  noticed  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bradford 
shook  his  head  when  that  statement  was 
made ;  and  as  the  employment  of  this 
Mr.  Sheridan  by  the  Government  abso- 
lutely brought  about  the  disagreement 
between  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bradford  and  the  Govern- 
ment which  led  to  the  resignation  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  he  could  not 
help  thinking  that  the  Home  Se- 
cretary was  trying  the  patience  of 
the  House  a  little  too  far  when  he 
said  that  the  matter  wae  one  of 
no  importance.  The  Home  Secretary 
also  foftUy  repudiated  the  assertion 
that  there  had  been  an  inner  circle  of 
Members  in  the  Cabinet  who  had  en- 
deavoured to  compass  the  political  ruin 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
tot  Bradford.  But  shortly  after  the 
murders  in  the  Phoenix  Park  an  autho- 
ritative statement  referring  to  the  »• 
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aignatioa  of  that  right  hon.  Gentleman 
appeared  in  7'hs  Times,  which  he  wished 
to  recall  to  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Sir  Wflliam  Haroourt).  Tfie 
TVmM  had  never,  to  his  knowledge,  made 
itself  the  channel  for  the  communication 
to  the  public  of  idle  gossip,  and  rarely 
published  any  statement  except  on  good 
authority.  '[Mr.  Labouchbre  :  Oh!] 
That  laugh  betrayed  a  little  profesBional 
jealousy.  He  repeated  that  Timet 
did  not  make  itself  ike  channel  for  the 
communication  of  idle  gossip,  and,  that 
being  so,  he  thought  there  was  good 
reason  to  believe  that  the  statement 
which  he  would  read  to  the  House  must 
have  been  made  either  directly  or  indi- 
rectly by  the  authority  of  some  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite.  7%e  Times, 
in  the  article  to  which  he  referred, 
said — 

"  The  hifltoty  of  this  tnuuaotion  (the  circum- 
■tances  oonnected  with  the  reeignation  (tf  Hr. 
Forater),  thouRh  iU  details  may  be  decorously 
veiled,  ia  perfectly  understood  by  the  public. 
Mr.  Fonter  was  the  victim  of  an  intri^o, 
which  was  worked  from  within  the  Cabinet, 
and  which  was  iaduatiioualy  devaloiwd  ontiida 
through  organs  and  organizatioos." 

Then  perhaps  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  would  inform  the  House  who 
had  inspired  the  remarkable  series  of 
articles  which  had  appeared  in  an  evening 
paper,  and  which  assailed  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Uember  for  Bradford 
with  a  virulence  unexampled  since  the 
days  oE  Junius.  To  his  knowledge 
the  articles  in  question  had  for  long 
been  the  subject  of  comment  among 
the  Badical  Party  below  the  Gangway. 
An  hon.  Member  :  I  never  read  mem.] 
t  had  been  insinuated  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Home  Se- 
cret^ that  a  right  hon.  Gentleman  on 
the  Front  Opposition  Bench  was  not 
an  English  Gentleman,  because  he  had 
stated  that  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford  was  the  victim  of  an  intrigue 
within  the  Cabinet.  But  with  the  sup- 
port given  to  that  statement  in  T^e  Times, 
and  bearing  in  mind  the  articles  which 
had  appeared  in  the  evening  paper  to 
which  he  had  already  referred,  he  (Lord 
Bandolph  Churchill)  ventured  to  say 
that  the  assertion  was  one  which  might 
be  made  with  the  utmost  confidence  by 
any  Gentleman.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Oldham  (Mr.  Lynlph  Stanley)  and  others 
had  told  the  Opposition  that  they  must 
deal  with  the  past.   If  the  time  of  the 
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House  of  Goi&mons  were  being  occupied 
with  the  delivery  of  elaborate  essays  on 
the  reign  of  Queen  Anne,  that  admoni- 
tion would  be  just;  but  the  past  with 
which  they  were  now  dealing  was  the 
past  of  yesterday,  and  was  a  legitimate 
subject  for  criticism.    Though  Parties 
in  Opposition  might  be  judged  by  their 
promises.  Governments  could  only  be 
judged  by  their  past.    But  the  object  of 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  was  not  so 
much  to  attack  the  Gove^ment  for  their 
past,  as  to  obtain  a  guarantee  for  their 
future  conduct.   The  Liberal  Party  had 
learnt  a  terrible  lesson  in  connection 
with  the  question  of  Irish  government ; 
and  the  Opposition,  by  their  Amend- 
ment, wished  to  make  sore  that  the 
lesson  would  not  be  hastily  forgotten. 
In  1880,  when  the  present  Government 
came  into  Office,  they  advised  the  Crown 
to  inform  Parliament  that  they  intended 
to  rely  no  longer  on  exceptional  mea- 
sures, but  on  the  good  sense  and  loyally 
of  tho  Irish  people.    That  policy  con- 
tinued with  more  or  less  variation  and 
vacillation  until  7  o'clock  on  May  6, 
1882,  on  which  dark  day  it  came  to 
an  end.   It  had  been  persevered  in 
through  the  whole  of  1880,  momentarily 
abandoned  in  1881,  Avhon  the  Coercion 
Bill  was  introduced,  obstinately  recurred 
to  in  1882,  when  the  "suspects"  were 
released  from  Kilmainham,  and  when 
the  Government  informed  the  House  that 
they  intended  to  rely  upon  the  loyalty, 
not  <d  Her  Majesty's  subjects,  but  of  the 
Irish  Kational  Land  League.   But  on 
the  7th  May  there  was  a  sudden  awaken- 
ing ;  then  there  was  a  startling  change. 
For  more  than  two  weary  years  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  witnessed, 
to  all  appearances  quite  unmoved,  the 
ravages  of  the  "  Moonlighters,"  the 
"Boycotting  "  of  peasants,  terror,  out- 
rage, and  crime  of  every  description, 
which  was  gradually  enveloping  the 
whole  of  Ireland.   Lord  Mountmorres 
had  been  murdered,  when  returning 
from  the  magistrate's  bench,  shortly 
after  tho  present  Government  came  into 
Office.    A  whole  host  of  other  assassi- 
nations followed  each  other  ia  quick 
succession  up  to  the  moment  when  they 
culminated  In  the  assassination  of  Mrs. 
Sm^th,  in  the  month  of  April,  1882, 
while  returning  from  attendance  at  the 
Holy  Communion.  But  all  these  horrors 
produced  but  littlo  effect  upon  the  minds 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  on 
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the  4th  of  May  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment  concluded  a  compact  with,  the 
porera  of  laTleasness  and  crime.  But 
irhen,  at  7  o'clock  on  tlie  6th  of  Ma;, 
1882,  the  Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
lieatenant,  a  Member  of  that  Home, 
one  of  their  most  respected  Colleagues, 
and  the  son  of  an  lEmglish  Du^e,  was 
struck  down  in  the  Phoenix  Park — then, 
and  oulj  then,  did  thej^  realize  the  true 
nature  of  their  policy  in  all  its  hideous- 
ness.  Of  Lord  Frederick  Cavendish, 
whose  name  would  long  be  remembered 
in  that  House  with  affectionate  venera- 
tion, it  might  be  truly  said  that  while 
in  his  life  he  rendered  good  service  to 
the  State,  by  hie  dying  he  brought  good 
to  the  people  of  Ireland,  and  was  the 
cause  of  restoring  the  first  elements  of 
order  to  a  land  long  distracted  by  anarchy 
and  terrorized  by  unpunished  crime. 
Certainly,  there  was  then  a  change — a 
change  so  large  in  its  proportions  that 
tiie  outrages,  which  had  previously  num- 
bered 500  and  600  in  a  month,  had  sunk 
to  50  and  60  a  month,  and  even  less— a 
change  so  marked  in  its  character  that  it 
caused  the  Government  to  abandon  all 
their  Procedure  projects,  to  throw  aside 
CheiT  whole  scheme  of  legislation  ;  in  the 
words  of  the  Prime  Minister,  to  recast 
and  reconsider  all  their  arrangements — 
a  change  so  striking  in  its  effects  that 
'*  BoycottiM"  had  dmost  vanished  from 
the  land.  Moonlighters  had  ceased  their 
depredations,  and,  for  the  0rst  time  since 
the  present  Government  came  into  Office, 
men  were  able  to  go  to  and  fro  upon 
their  afEurs  without  fear ;  and,  for  the 
first  time  since  the  present  Government 
came  into  Office,  they  were  enabled  to 
inform  Parliament,  through  the  Queen's 
Speech,  that  the  law  had  been  every- 
where upheld.  But  what  torrents  of 
blood,  what  cataracts  of  terror,  what 
oceans  of  misery  had  overwhelmed  Ire- 
land before  this  change  could  be  effected ; 
and  the  Opposition  had  a  right  to  ask 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  consent 
to  the  insertion  in  the  Address  of  a 
paragraph,  expressing  their  earnest  hope 
that  the  change  wMch  had  produced 
these  results  miKht  be  maintained,  and 
tiiat  no  political  exigency  should  ever 
again  induce  the  Government  of  the 
Quern  in  Ireland  to  rely  upon  lawless- 
neaa  and  crime.  Certainly,  there  had  been 
a  change  in  the  flu^^ner  and  autumn  and 
the  winter  of  1880,  and  in  the  spring  of 
1881  Qer  Uajest^'s  QoTemment  and 


the  Irish  Kationid  League  were  political 
allies ;  and  in  the  summer  and  autumn 
and  winter  of  1880,  and  in  the  spring  of 
1881,  the  Irish  Land  Iieague  had  for  its 
leaders  Sheridan  of  Tubberonrrf,  and 
James  Carey,  town  councillor  of  Dublin. 
And,  on  the  4th  of  May,  this  arrange- 
ment of  parties  culminated  in  this  ap- 
palling foct — that  at  that  moment  the 
chain  of  Government  in  Ireland  ranged 
from  the  Prime  Minister  and  the  noble 
Lord  on  the  Treasury  Bench,  from  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  in  the  Viceregal  Lodge 
down  through  all  the  forces  of  magis- 
trates, military,  and  police,  to  Sheridan 
of  Tubbercurry,  and  James  Carey,  town 
councillor  of  Dublin.  And  in  all  this 
horrid  picture  this  was  the  most  horrid 
feature — that  the  power  on  which,  on 
the  4th  of  May,  the  Government  chiefly 
relied  for  the  resttffation  of  order  was 
not  the  genius  or  the  doquence  of  the 
Prime  l^nister,  not  the  abilities  of  the 
noble  Marquess  and  his  Colleagues,  not 
the  tried  experience  of  Earl  Spencer, 
not  the  forces  of  all  their  magistracy, 
military,  and  police,  but  on  the  influence, 
secret  or  otherwise,  legal  or  otherwise, 
which  might  or  might  not  be  exercised 
by  Sheri^n  of  Tubbercurry,  and  James 
Carey,  town  councillor  of  Dublin.  These 
were  the  ultimate  resources  of  a  Liberal 
Administration ;  these  were  the  great 
twin  brethren  who  were  to  bring  the 
Liberal  ship  safely  into  port;  and  on 
the  4th  May  they  put  into  practice  with 
a  vengeance  the  Prime  Minister's  new 
idea  of  making  the  humblest  Irishman 
a  ^veming  ajgenoy.  And  the  most 
ounous  point  of  all  this  was  that  now, 
when  they  appeared  to  be  about  to  brin^ 
to  justice  the  perpetrators  of  many  a 
foul  assassination,  their  success  in  the 
matter  was  not  to  be  attributed  to  th«r 
having  won  the  hearts  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  by  their  remedial  legislation,  nor 
to  their  executive  skill,  but  simply  and 
solely  to  the  information  furnished  them 
by  their  quondam  ^y,  James  Carey, 
town  councillor  of  Dublin.  It  was  a 
marvellous  example  of  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter's theory  of  making  the  humblest 
Lrishman  a  governing  agency.  Cer- 
tainly, there  had  been  a  change ;  and, 
animated  by  every  emotion  and  every 
painful  reflection  that  could  le^timately 
stir  the  minds  of  public  men  in  a  more 
or  less  responsible  position,  they  prayed 
the  Crown  that  that  change  might  he 
mointainedi  and  they  demanded  from 
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Her  Majesty's  Qoremment  an  assurance 
and  guarantee  to  that  efifect.  The  Oo- 
verament  talked  about  an  improvement 
in  the  social  condition  of  the  Irish 
people.  "What  sort  of  an  improvement 
vas  it  ?  It  was  simply  nothing  more 
than  a  decrease  in  agrarian  crime.  He 
should  like  to  know  fi-om  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, or  any  other  Minister  of  the  Grown, 
if  Uiere  was  any  improvement  in  the 
feeling  of  Ireland  towards  the  people  of 
England  and  Scotland  ?  Would  they 
not  be  prepared  to  admit  that  the  hatred 
towards  England  and  Scotland  was  far 
more  intense  and  malignant  and  wide- 
spread than  ever  it  had  been  before  in 
the  present  century  ?  Was  it  not  a  ter- 
rible sign  of  the  times  to  find  that  the 
prisoners  at  the  Eilmainham  Oourt 
House,  charged  with  the  commission  of 
assassination,  were  daily  cheered  by  the 
Dublin  mob?  What  was  the  state  of 
things  when  the  Government  came  into 
Office  in  1880?  In  1880,  the  people  of 
England  were  watching  the  state  and 
condition  of  Ireland  with  generous  sym- 
pathy. Large  sums  of  money  were  freely 
subscribed  in  all  parts  of  the  country 
towards  the  relief  of  Irish  distress ;  and 
he  could  state  confidently,  from  his  own 
experience  of  that  distress,  that  in  many 
homes  in  Ireland  there  were  feelings  of 
gratitude  springing  up  for  the  liberality 
of  the  English  people.  But  now,  after 
three  years  of  Liberal  rule,  not  only  had 
they  increased  the  detestation  in  Ireland 
of  everything  connected  with  England ; 
not  only  had  they  made  the  name  of 
Ireland  a  bye-word  and  a  reproach  in 
Europe,  but  they  had  also  made  the  very 
name  of  Ireland  to  stink  in  the  nostrils 
of  the  English  people ;  so  that  if  there 
were  a  famine  in  Ireland,  at  the  present 
moment,  it  would  be  extremely  difficult 
to  make  the  tide  of  English  charity 
fiow  thither  as  freely  as  before.  He 
said  this  because  he  felt  that  the  gene- 
rosity of  the  English  people  was  so  large 
and  BO  justly  renowned,  that  nothing 
but  a  very  powerful  and  intense  feeling 
of  animosity  could  arrest  it.  Then,  if 
that  were  so,  was  it  possible  that  there 
oould  be  a  more  crushing  criticism  upon 
the  policy  of  the  Government  ?  Was  it 
possible  that  anything  could  produce  in 
the  mind  of  anyone  more  gloomy  fore- 
bodings for  the  future  of  the  Union? 
Agrarian  crime  might  pass  away,  and 
the  law  might  again  be  everywhere 
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upheld ;  but  this  main  result  and  effect 
of  Uieir  policy  would  not  pass  away. 
It  would  continue  to  paralyze  and 
defy  all  the  efforts  of  all  their  Parlia- 
ments and  all  their  Governments,  and 
woidd  rankle  for  generations  and  for 
years  to  come  in  the  minds  of  the  Irish 
people.  Amid  all  these  misfortunes, 
there  was  one  method  which,  in  conclu- 
sion, ho  would  like  to  put  before  the 
House,  and  which  he  would  venture  to 
recommend  to  theGovemmontas  a  means 
by  which  they  might  render  the  task  of 
governing  Ireland  easier,  not  only  for 
themselves,  but  for  those  whomight  have 
to  come  after  them.  That  was  that  the 
Government  should  choose  this  moment 
and  take  this  opportunity  for  speaking 
out  freely  and  fully,  and  announce  to  the 
House  of  Commons  and  the  country  the 
nature  of  their  policy,  and  what,  after 
all  their  bitter  and  mortifying  experience 
of  the  last  three  years,  was  now  their 
intention  with  regard  to  Ireland.  He 
ventured  to  make  an  appeal  to  the  noble 
Marc^uess  the  present  Leader  of  ihe 
House  of  Commons.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess was  more  closely  connected  with 
Ireland  than  almost  any  man  in  that 
House.  He  was  connected  with  that 
country  by  the  vast  estates  which  were 
the  appanage  of  his  race ;  he  was  con- 
nected with  it  by  a  long  and  prosperous 
administration  of  its  affairs,  and  he  was 
connected  with  it  by  the  bitter  memoiy 
of  an  irreparable  loss.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess was  one  of  the  few — perhaps  the 
only  statesman — in  whom  the  people 
of  this  country  were  prepared  to  repose 
a  lar^e  and  generous  measure  of  public 
confidence.  He  would  appeal  then  to 
the  noble  Marquess  to  speak  out  on 
the  matter,  and  to  inform  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  England  and  Ireland, 
whether  the  utterances  of  thehon.  Mem- 
ber for  Leeds  (Mr.  Herbert  Gladstone), 
which  had  attracted  so  much  attention 
in  that  House,  and  which  had  been 
alluded  to  by  his  (Lord  Kandolph 
Churchill's)  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (Mr.  Gibson),  were  to  be  re- 
garded as  the  "harebrained  chatter  of 
irresponsible  frivolity,"  or  whether  they 
truly  reflected  the  tendency  of  Liberu 
legislation.  If  so,  was  the  noble  Mar- 
quess prepared  to  take  a  prominent  part 
in  promotingthat  legislation?  The  Jonior 
Lord  of  the  Treasunr,  the  Private  Secre- 
tary, and  the  son  of  the  Prime  Bfinistor, 
had  condemned  the  present  system  of  go- 
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Ternment  in  Ireland  in  the  eeverest  terms. 
He  had  avowed  himself  in  favour  of  the 
widest  measures  of  local  self-govern- 
ment ;  in  other  words,  he  was  in  fa- 
vour of  Home  Bule.  [Crws  of  "No, 
no !  "]  Hon.  Members  who  cried 
"No!"  were  extremely  b<^d  in  deny- 
ing the  statement  atmbnted  to  the 
hon.  Member  fbr  lioeds  when  the  hon. 
Ifember  himself  was  in  tiie  House, 
and  was  not  prepared  to  contradict  those 
statements.  It  surely  might  be  supposed 
that  the  hon.  Member  knew  much  better 
what  his  own  opinions  were  than  those 
hon.  Members  who  cried  "No."  The 
bon.  Member  would  say  whether  he 
(Ijord  Bandolph  Churchill)  was  right  or 
wrong  in  regard  to  the  statements  he 
had  attributed  to  him.  He  said  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Leeds  had  avowed 
himself  in  favour  of  Home  Bute ;  and 
lie  had,  on  more  than  one  occasion,  he 
(Lord  Bandolph  Churchill)  regretted  to 
■ay,  held  up  the  landowning  class  in 
Iraland  to  execration.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  a  Colleague  of  the  noble  Mar- 
qoeas,  and  by  the  name  which  he  bore 
he  was  an  important  Colleague;  and 
th^  had  a  right  to  appeal  to  the  noble 
Marquess  to  know  whether  he  repu- 
diated, or  whether  he  accepted,  the  views 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Leeds.  Much 
depended  upon  the  answer  which  the 
noble  Marquess  might  give.  He  would 
eo  further,  and  say,  that  upon  the  noble 
Marquess  giving  an  answer,  or  refusing 
an  answer  to  the  question,  the  peace  of 
Ireland  largely  depended.  If  the  noble 
Marquess  repudiated,  as  he  (Lord  Ban- 
dolph ChurchiU)  firmly  believed  he  did, 
the  views  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Leeds 
-^if  he  was  prepared  to  resist  their  ap- 
plication in  a  practical  form  to  Ireland, 
then  it  appeared  tohim(Ijord  Bandolph 
Oharchill)  that  there  were  no  reasons 
why  he  ^ould  not  accept  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Chatham,  which  was  put 
forward,  not  only  with  the  approval  and 
on  behalf  of  the  Tory  Party,  not  merely 
on  behalf  of  the  Imperial  Parliament, 
not  merely  on  behalf  of  the  people  of 
England  and  Scotland,  but  maiiUy  on 
behalf  of  the  unfortunate  people  of  Ire- 
land, who  had  been  so  long  distracted, 
misgoverned,  and  oppressed.  But  if  the 
noble  Marquess  refused  to  respond  to  that 
appeal,  if  he  declined  to  accept  even  the 
spirit  of  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member,  then  he  (Lord  Ban- 


dolph Churchill)  had  no  hesitation  in 
sayiug  that  as  sure  as  they  were  sitting 
there  agitation  in  Ireland  would  re- 
commence, disorder  erelong  would  reign 
again,  and  the  events  of  tiie  last  three 
years  would  be  but  as  a  chapter — aye, 
only  as  a  page  in  the  story  of  Itnak 
wrongs. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  Sir,  the  noble  Lord 
who  has  just  sat  down.  (Lord  Bandolph 

Churchill)  has  explained  to  the  House 
what  is  his  view  of  the  character  of  the 
Amendment  moved  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr. 
Gorst).  For  my  part,  I  wish  to  judge 
that  Amendment  by  the  spirit  of  the 
speech  which  accompanied  its  introduc- 
tion. The  hoc.  and  learned  Member 
for  Chatham  stated,  when  it  was  in- 
troduced, that  he  hoped  the  House 
would  meet  it  in  the  spirit  in  which 
it  was  moved ;  but  the  speech  in 
which  it  was  moved  was  a  speech  in 
regard  to  which  I  do  not  &ink  I  am 
using  too  strong  words  when  I  say  that 
it  did  not  represent  the  gravity  of  the 
situation,  ana  that  it  was  not  conceived 
in  Uie  spirit  one  would  exj^ect  the  sub- 
ject to  be  dealt  with  at  a  time  when  we 
were  having  what  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  himself  called  "  the  revelations 
of  the  Kilmainham  Court  House."  We 
had  to  deal  with  that  speech,  and  I 
asked  myself,  as  many  other  Members 
no  doubt  did,  on  what  question  are  we 
really  engaged  to-night,  and  with  what 
motive  has  this  Amendment  been  moved  ? 
Why  is  this  peculiar  Motion  made  ?  At 
what  moment  is  it  moved  ?  The  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock  re- 
buked the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson)  just  now,  be- 
cause he  said  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  gone  out  of  his  way  to 
denounce  the  Land  League. 

LoHD  BANDOLPH  OHUECHILL : 
I  did  not  say  that ;  I  never  said  that 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentlemaii 
had  gone  out  of  his  way. 

An  hon.  Msmbeb:  The  words  were 
"  gone  astray." 

ME.G0SCfHEN:Te8;  "gone  astray," 
or  words  to  the  effect  that  he  had  wan- 
dered out  of  his  way.  That  is  not  so 
very  far  from  what  I  said,  and  I  will 
put  it  that  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  wandered  from  the  sub- 
ject. What,  then,  was  the  subject? 
Has  not  the  noble  Lord  wandered  &om 
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the  subject,  in  order  to  bring  every 
ohaive  he  possibly  could  conceive  against 
Her  Migesty's  Goremiuent  with  regard 
to  other  transactions  ?  Have  not  other 
hon.  and  right  hon.  Members  who  have 
spoken  wandered  from  the  Amendment, 
in  order  to  rake  up  as  many  transactions 
of  the  past  as  they  could,  so  as  to  be 
able  to  throw  odium  upon  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  and  possibly,  not,  perhaps, 
intentionally,  to  increase  the  difficulties 
which  right  hon.  Gentlemen  sitting  on 
the  Front  Bench  have  to  confront  at  this 
critical  moment  ?  We  have  heard  what 
these  difficulties  are.  I  ask,  then,  at 
what  moment  is  this  Amendment  intro- 
duced ?  What  has  suggested  the  Amend- 
ment? It  was  not  on  the  Paper  on 
Thursday  or  Friday  last ;  it  was  put  on 
the  Paper  after  the  proceedings  at  the 
Kilmatnham  Court  House  on  Satur- 
day. Why  was  it  put  there  ?  It  was 
put  there  in  order  to  rest  arguments, 
either  by  inference  or  speedi,  upon 
what  one  hon,  Kember  c^poaite  oaUed 
the  "  disclosures,"  and  another  the 
"revelations,"  that  had  been  made. 
How  are  the  Government,  at  a  moment 
like  this,  to  deal  with  a  situation  put 
before  them  in  that  way  ?  How  can 
they  either  assume  or  contradict  the 
statements  that  have  been  made  ?  Have 
they  not  to  fight  with  their  hands  tied  7 
I  am  no  lawyer,  and  I  do  not  know  how 
far  it  is  right  to  make  the  statement 
which  was  used,  that  the  Crown  was,  at  all 
events,  bound  to  assume  the  truth  of  the 
evidence  of  their  own  witness^.  How 
far  that  applies  to  the  Bepresentativee 
of  the  Crown  in  their  representative 
and  political  capacity  I  do  not  know ; 
bat  what  I  do  know  ts,  that  if  the  Front 
Bench  had  ventured  to  form  or  pass  any 
oritidsm  upon  the  revelations  made  in 
the  Court  House  of  Eilmainham  on 
Saturday  last,  they  would  have  laid 
tiiemselves  open  to  censure  from  all 
parts  of  the  House.  I  say,  therefore, 
that  this  is  scarcely  a  moment  to  invite 
the  Government  to  discuss  the  results  of 
these  revelations.  Let  me  put  it  in  this 
way.  If  it  should  result  that  all  that 
has  been  put  forward  is  not  true,  should 
this  debate  have  taken  place  ?  I  say, 
then,  this  debate  is  premature  under 
the  circumstances  of  the  case;  and  I 
would  ask  if  it  is  likely  to  be  for  the 
advanta^  of  Ireland — for  the  advan- 
tage of  justice — or  will  it  lighten  the 
work  of  the  Executive  in  Ireland^  that 

Jfr  Ootehn 


we  should  be  discussing  these  matters 
at  the  present  moment  ?  Is  it  a  fit 
moment  to  choose,  when  all  our  hearts 
and  minds  have  been  stirred  by  what  we 
have  read  ?  I  think  that  is  a  considera- 
tion that  ought  not  to  be  omitted.  It  ap- 
pears to  me  that  it  is  not  a  very  agree- 
able speotacle  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Chatham  and  his  Friends 
should  not  have  been  able  to  wait  even 
until  this  trial  should  have  been  finished 
before  finding  themselves  called  upon 
to  take  the  Government  to  task  as 
they  have  done  to-night.  [Mr.  1.  P. 
O'Oonnoh:  Why  did  you  not  wait?]  I 
am  not  aware  that  I  have  endeavoured 
to  cast  a  slur  upon  anyone ;  but  what  I 
maintain  is  that,  at  the  present  mo- 
ment, we  are  not  ripe  for  the  discussion 
that  has  been  initiiUed.  I  wish  to  put 
the  case  in  this  way.  Is  it  not  better 
that  hon.  Members  on  all  sides  of  the 
House  should  wait  until  the  law  bos 
decided — until  the  trial  has  taken  |daoe 
— before  thOT  embark  in  a  discussion  of 
this  kind  ?  Therefore,  I  ask,  why  this 
haste?  I  have  in  vain  looked  for  an 
expression,  even  from  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Chatham,  or  from 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Wood- 
stock (Lord  Bandolph  Churchill),  of 
congratulation  of  the  Government  upon 
their  apparent  success  in  discovering 
some  of  the  oircumstances  under  which 
these  crimes  have  been  committed.  They 
assume  the  truth  of  the  evidence,  be- 
cause the  whole  of  their  ease  is  based 
on  this — that  the  disclosures  are  true ; 
and,  nevertheless,  they  have  not  one 
word  to  say  to  congratulate  the  fkecu- 
tive  Government  on  the  firmness  witil 
which  they  have  been  able  to  carry  out 
their  search  for  Uie  aseassinB.  ThOT  do 
not  say — "We  will  raUyround  the  Exe- 
cutive Government  and  support  them ; " 
but,  before  they  have  time  to  know  the 
whole  case,  they  have  endeavoured  to 
fasten  an  attack  upon  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  That  is  altogether  incon- 
sistent with  the  feeling  I  have,  that  we 
ought  not  to  prejudge  the  case,  and  that 
we  ought  to  distinguish  between  a  pre- 
liminary investigation  and  the  official 
trial  that  has  yet  to  take  place.  My 
case  is  this — and  it  is  one  which  makes 
me  speak  somewhat  warmly  in  express- 
ing my  judgment  of  the  course  taken  by 
hon.  Members  opposite— it  appears  to 
me  that  the  middle  of  an  unfinished 
transaction  of  Ulo  law  is  precis^  the 
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time  when  it  muBt  be  embanasBing  to  all 
partiea  that  the  subject  should  be  dis- 
eossed  in  this  Homse ;  and  this  Motion, 
forced  on  Her  Majesty's  GoTemment 
hy  hon.  Members  opposite,  is  made  at  a 
tune  when  the  whole  feeling  of  the 
country  has  been  aroused  by  what  we 
have  read.  We  have  to  go  back  upon 
other  transactions,  and  to  discuss  the 
degree  of  responsibility  which  attaches 
to  one  man  or  another,  before  we  can 
really  be  in  fall  possession  of  the  facts 
of  the  case.  I  trust  that  in  deprecating, 
as  I  venture  to  deprecate,  this  discus- 
■ion,  it  will  not  be  suspected  that  it  is 
beoaose  X  am  lukewarm  in  the  cause  of 
law  and  order.  Hon.  Members  know 
that  I  hare  not  been  afraid  at  any  time, 
in  this  House,  to  speak  my  mind  on  that 
•abject,  and  if  I  thought  that  pressure 
ought  to  be  put  on  the  Executive  for 
more  vi^r  in  that  direction,  I  should 
not  shrink  to  join  in  putting  such 
pressure  on  them ;  but  I  say  that  the 
moment  is  ill-chosen,  and  I  do  not  be- 
lieve that  the  public  of  the  country  will 
believe  that,  before  they  are  themselves 
able  to  form  a  judgment,  it  is  right  that 
a  Motion  of  this  kind  should  be  placed 
before  the  House  of  Commons  for  its 
consideration.  The  noble  Lord  says 
that  it  is  in  order  to  obtain  pledges  for 
the  future.  Will  that  "  take  in,"  to  use 
a  vulgar  phrase,  any  hoc.  Member  in  this 
House  ?  We  have  heardmany  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite— and  I  believe  they  have 
done  80  with  conviction  and  with  earnest- 
nees  —  bear  witness  to  the  admirable 
firmness  vi&  which  Earl  Spencer  and 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  have  dis- 
chaiged  their  duties.  Do  they  think  that 
these  Gentlemen  require  the  stimulus 
which  the  noble  Lord  pretends  to  apply 
to  them  ?  I  do  not  think  that  they  re- 
quire any  stimulua  at  all.  It  appears  to 
me  that  they  are  discharging  their  duties 
in  a  manner  which  is  commanding  the 
confidence  of  the  country  ;  and  I  regret 
that  the  Conservative  Party,  at  this 
moment,  instead  of  suspending  for  a  time 
all  Partgr  conflict,  should  think  it  right  to 
■e^  to  embarrass  the  Ctovemment,  and 
almost  to  divert  public  attention  from  the 
eoorse  in  which  it  ought  to  be  directed, 
by  putting  a  Motion  of  which  the  object 
can  only  be  this — to  make  an  attack 
upon  the  Government,  and  thereby,  so  far 
as  they  can  do  it,  to  weaken  the  force  of 
the  Bzecntive  Government  at  a  moment 


when,  above  all  others,  it  is  important 
that  the  hands  of  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment should  remain  firm  and  strong  and 
undisturbed. 

Motion  -made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  ac|jonmed."— 
(Sir  Htrhert  Maxwell.) 

Teb  Marqubss  of  HABTINGTOK  : 
I  tiiink  the  hour  is  somewhat  early.  It 
is  not  usnal  to  conclude  debates  of  this 
kind,  especially  when  we  have  such  im- 
portant Business  still  to  dispose  of,  at 
so  early  an  hour.  If  the  hon.  Member 
who  has  moved  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate  desires  to  make  any  observations, 
I  believe  that  the  House  will  be  glad  to 
hear  him,  and  that  they  would  ask  him 
to  proceed  with  those  remarks  at  once. 

Sir  STAFFOED  NORTHCOTE:  I 
think  it  is  impossible  that  this  debate 
can  be  finished  to  night ;  and,  therefore, 
I  am  of  opinion  that  this  is  only  a  rea- 
sonable hour,  considering  that  we  have 
to  meet  in  the  morning  at  12  o'olock,  for 
adjourning  the  debate. 

Bib  H.  DBUMMOND  WOLFF  hoped 
that  the  noble  Marquess  would  consent 
to  the  Motion,  which  he  thought  was  in 
accordance  with  the  New  Kules.  In  his 
opinion,  those  Bales  were  intended  to 
facilitate  a  Motion  for  Adjournment  at 
that  hour. 

SiE  WILLIAM  HAECOUBT  :  My 
noble  Friend  has  no  desire  to  enter 
into  a  contest  with  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site ;  but  I  must  remind  hon.  Members 
of  the  practice  of  continuing  the  debate 
on  the  Address  for  a  great  number  of 
days,  and  occupying  a  considerable  part 
of  the  commencement  of  the  Session,  is 
a  novel  practice.  I  think  that  in  this 
single  Session  we  have  already  had  more 
days  taken  up  in  the  debate  on  the 
Address  than  was  formerly  the  case.  I 
may  remind  hon.  Members  that  it  is  im- 
possible for  us  to  bum  the  candle  at  both 
ends ;  and  if  the  House  is  disposed  to 
spend  a  great  part  of  its  time  before 
Easter  in  prolonged  debates  on  the  Ad- 
dress, it  is  really  taking  away  that  time 
which  ought  to  be  given  to  the  transaction 
of  the  real  Business  of  the  House.  I  do 
not  rise  on  the  part  of  my  noble  Friend 
to  oppose  the  Motion  for  Adjournment, 
but  I  do  hope  that  hon.  Members  will 
fake  these  matters  into  consideration  and 
reflect  upon  them. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 
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MarriagA,  wdtrtd  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Caihb,  Mr.  MoRLBT,  and  Mr.  WtLU. 


<99  Trad9 

MOTIONS. 

BXVEB  TEB8. 

Returns  ordered,  "  relative  to  Bed  and  Foro- 
Bhore  of  the  River  Tee^  under  the  foUoving 
Sohedi^: — 

Schedule  No.  I. 

Return  of  all  oomideration  moneys  received 
or  receivable  by  the  Crown  in  respect  of  any 
part  or  parts  of  the  Foreshore  and  Bed  of  the 
River  Tees,  &c.  or  of  any  minerals  under  the 
same,  within  the  limita  of  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  Teee  Conservancy  ConanuariMiere,  which 
have  been  sold  or  agreed  to  bo  sold  between  the 
let  day  of  December  1144,  and  the  Slst  day  of 
tiecembcr  1882,  and  the  particulars  (by  refer- 
ence to  a  plan)  of  the  several  plots  in  respect  of 
which  such  moneys  have  been  received  or  are 
receivable : 

Schedule  No.  II. 
Return  of  all  Leases  or  Agreements  for 
I<easc8  granted  or  made,  and  of  all  Bents  and 
Royalties  received  by  the  Crown  in  respect  of 
the  Foreshore  and  Bed  of  the  River  Tees,  &c. 
or  any  minerals  thereunder,  within  the  limits 
of  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Tees  Conservancy 
Commissioners,  between  the  Ist  day  of  January 
1844,  and  the  Slst  day  of  December  1882,  and 
the  particulars  of  the  several  plots  (by  reference 
to  a  plan)  in  respect  of  whiidi  sncb  Leases  or 
Agreements  for  Leases  were  granted  or  made, 
and  such  lents  and  royalties  have  been  leceived 
or  an  reoeivahlQ : 

Schedule  No.  III. 
Return  of  all  moneys  paid  or  payable  by  the 
Crown  in  respect  of  ^e  moneys  or  rents  men- 
tioned in  the  preceding  Schedules  Nos.  I.  and 
II.  (or  either  of  them],  in  connection  with  the 
reclamation  of  sale  or  lease  of  the  Foreshore  or 
Bed  of  the  ^ver  Tees,  or  an^  mineral  within  or 
under  the  same,  or  an^  claims  with  reference 
thereto,  within  the  limits  of  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  Tees  Conservancy  Commissioners,  between 
the  Ist  day  of  January  1844,  and  the  Slst  day  of 
December  1883."— (JTr.  Bitddt.) 

CORN  SALES  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Rinkik,  Bill  to  insure 
uniformity  of  Weight  in  the  Sale  of  Com, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Rankin,  Sir 
Joseph  Bailbt,  Mr.  JDockhah,  Mr.  Bumrax, 
Mr.  U.  T.  Savshpobt,  and  Mr.  Williajcsoh. 

SITES  FOB  PLACES  OF  WOBSEIP,  &0.  (IBE- 
LAlfD)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Colonel  Nolan,  Bill  to  afford 
increased  facilities  for  obtaining  Sites  for  Places 
of  Worship,  Schools,  and  Residences  for  Teachers 
and  Clergymen  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  bo  brought 
in  by  Colonel  Nolan,  Mr.  Ohat,  Sir  Hbrvet 
Bbucs,  Mr.  Thomas  Dickson,  Mr.  Patrick 
Martin,  Mr.  O'Suba,  Mr.  Biooab,  and  Mr. 
Mbldox.  • 

XUABIAOB  (hOVBS  OF  80LBianZATI(»r) 
BILL. 

Oo  Motion  of  Mr.  Cainb,  Bill  for  the  exten- 
tioQ  of  the  Honrs  for  the  Solemnization  of 


HfFBOIIOUa  DI8BABEB  KOTIFIOAHOir  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hastings,  Bill  to  ^irovide 
for  the  better  Notification  of  Infectious  Diseases, 
ordered  to  be  bronght  in  by  Mr.  HAbtimob,  &i 
Trevor  Lawbbkcb,  Dr.  FARftvuARSON,  and 
Mr.  BniNTON. 

ORDER  OF  Tn£  DJ.Y. 

TRADE  MARKS  BILL.-[Bili.  TO.] 
{^ilr,  Arthur  Arnold,  Mr.  Armitage,  Mr.  Arnold 
Morley,  Mr.  Orr-Euilng.) 

SECOND  BEADIKO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Me.  ARTHUE  ARNOLD,  in  moTiog 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
said,  it  proposed  to  enact  that  from  and 
aA«r  the  expiration  of  five  jeara  from 
the  date  of  uie  registratiou  of  a  petson 
as  first  proprietor  of  a  trade  mark,  be 
and  every  subsequently  registered  pro- 
prietor thereof,  lawfully  claiming  under 
or  through  him,  should  hare  an  abso- 
lute and  unimpeaohable  right  to  the 
exclusive  use  of  such  trade  mark,  sab- 
ject,  however,  to  Section  2  of  the  Act  of 
1875,  as  regarded  the  connection  of  the 
trade  mark  so  registered  with  the  good- 
will of  a  business.  It  also  proposed  that 
no  person  but  the  liegistrar  and  the  re- 
gistered proprietor  should  be  entitled  to 
take  proceedings  for  the  rectification  of 
the  registration  of  a  trade  mark,  but  did 
not  affect  any  proceedings  commenced 
prior  to  the  1st  day  of  August,  1883,  for 
the  rectification  of  the  register  or  otiier- 
wise ;  nor  did  it  affect  any  judgment  or 
order  of  the  Court  made  or  delivered 
before  that  date.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  had  given Ko- 
tice  of  the  introduction  of  a  Bul  tot  the 
amendment  and  consolidation  of  the  law 
in  relation  to  trade  marks ;  and  he  (Mr. 
Arnold)  now  asked  the  House  to  read 
this  Bill  a  second  time,  in  order  that  it 
might  be  referred  to  the  Grand  Com- 
mittee, along  with  the  Government  mea- 
sure, for  the  purpose  of  being  incor- 
porated therewith.  He  regard^  it  as 
essential  that  consideration  should  be 
given  to  the  question  of  indefeasible  re- 
gistration of  trade  marks,  and  could  not 
conceive  that  any  hon.  Member  Toold 
object  to  the  consolidation  with  the  Go- 
vernment Bill  of  so  inportant  a  prin- 
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dpU.  He  would  conoliida  hj  moving 
the  second  reading. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  eeoond 
time."— (iff.  Jrtkur  Arnold.) 

Ms.  H.  BAYEY  regretted  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Salford  (Mr.  Arthur 
Arnold)  had  thought  it  proper  to  bring 
in  thia  Bill  at  a  moment  when  there  was 
only  present  on  the  Treasury  Bench  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  as  Representative  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  The  Bill,  although 
consisting  of  three  sections  only,  pro- 
posed within  that  small  compass,  never- 
theless, to  eSTect  a  complete  revolution 
in  the  law  of  trade  marks.  The  1st 
Aeetion  of  the  Bill  proposed  that  after 
the  lapse  of  five  years,  not  only  should 
the  right  to  a  registered  trade  piark  be 
indefeasible,  but  diat  the  question  whe- 
ther it  was  a  trade  mark  should  be  ez> 
eluded.  Without  venturinr  to  put  his 
knowledge  of  the  law  agamet  tho  opi- 
nion of  his  hoD.  Friend,  he  would  refer 
to  the  case  brought  before  Mr.  Justice 
Cbitty,  whose  decision — which  was  a 
surprise  to  eveir  lawyer — was  overruled 
by  the  Court  of  Appeal.  The  plaintiff 
in  that  case  had  been  on  the  register 
fire  years,  and  during  that  time  he  had 
taken  no  active  steps ;  but  he  after- 
wards woke  up  and  commenced  bringing 
actions  against  those  who  had  infringed 
the  trade  mark  of  "  Fixed  Stars."  Now, 
aa  he  (Mr.  Davey)  had  already  pointed 
oat,  the  Bill  before  them  proposed  that 
after  the  lapse  of  five  years  the  regis- 
tration of  a  mark,  whether  it  were  a 
trade  mark  or  not,  should  be  conclusive 
evidence.  Having  had  experience  of 
the  practice  with  regard  to  trade  marks, 
he  was  bound  to  say  he  could  conceive 
nothing  more  mischievous  than  the  pro- 
posals embodied  in  the  Bill.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  were,  of  course, 
masters  of  the  situation,  and  if  they 
thought  fit  to  allow  the  Bill  to  pass 
the  second  reading,  in  order  that 
it  might  be  considered  by  the  Ghrand 
Oommittee,  he  could  not  prevent  them ; 
but  he  must  enter  his  protest  against 
the  practice  of  allowing  a  Bill  upon  an 
important  subject,  and  which,  although 
a  small  one,  dealt  with  the  existing  law, 
and  proposed  to  effect  a  revolution  in  it 
which  every  lawyer  in  the  House  would 
i^ard  as  serious,  to  pass  the  second 
7e»din^  without,  an^  disoussioD^  what- 


JilarJct  mV.  502 

ever,  and  merely  upon  the  allegation 
that  it  would  be  discussed  in  the  Grand 
Committee.  If  the  Bill  went  to  that 
Committee,  it  would,  of  course,  be  said 
that  its  principle  had  been  accepted  by 
the  House.  But,  as  the  matter  now 
stood,  could  anyone  say  that  that  was 
so  ?  If  his  hon.  Friend  desired  to  in- 
troduce proposals  of  the  kind  set  forth 
into  the  Bill  which  he  informed  the 
House  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
(Mr.  Ghamberiain)  was  about  to  intro- 
duce, nothing  could  be  easier  than  to 
put  forward  Amendments ;  but  it  was 
not  necessary  for  that  purpose  that  the 
Bill  should  be  read  a  second  time,  and 
be  therefore  felt  it  his  duty  to  divide 
the  House  on  his  hon.  Friend's  Motion. 

Mb.  ASNOLD  HOBLET  said,  he 
trusted  the  House  would  agree  to  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Salford 
(Mr.  Arthur  Arnold).  The  Government 
Bill,  as  he  understood,  was  to  be  a  Con- 
solidation Bill,  and  tho  present  pro- 
posals might  not  come  strictly  within  its 
scope  ;  and  it  was  upon  that  ground  that 
his  hon.  Friend  asked  that  the  second 
reading  staB;e  might  be  taken,  so  that 
they  might  be  considered  by  the  Grand 
Committee  at  the  same  time  as  the  pro- 
posals contained  in  the  Government 
measure. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  not  being  present, 

Hoose  a^ovuned  at  half  after 
Twelve  o'clock. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 


Wtdnetday,  2Ut  Fehruary,  1883. 


MINUTES.]  — Select  Comkittbb— AVri  JJ#- 
port  —  Kitchen  and  Refreshment  Borana 
(HoQse  of  Commons).   [No.  13.] 

Public  Bn,m—Ordered~Fir»t  Seading—'Pet^ 
petual  Leases  *  [97] ;  Income  Tax  Adminis- 
tration* [981 ;  Patents  for  Inventions  (No.  3)* 
[99]. 

Fift  ^Am— Com  Bales*  [95];  Sites  tot 
Places  of  Worship.  &o.  (Ireland)*  [96]  ;  In- 
f*ctioiu  Diseases  Notification  *  [lOOj. 
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PARLIAMENT— ORBEBS  OF  THE  DAT. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  tho  firat  four  Orders  of  the  Day  be 
postponed  until  after  the  Order  of  the  Day  for 
reauming  the  Adjourned  Debate  on  an  Amend> 
mant  to  tho  Address  to  Her  Majerty."— (H* 
Marqmtt  of  Sartington.) 

SEEDS  ADTAKCES  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 
OB8EBTATI0H8. 

Db.  OAMKBON  said,  he  vtshed  to 
take  advantc^  of  the  preimt  oppor- 
tunity to  call  the  attention  of  the  Go- 
Tomment  to  the  Seeds  Adrances  (Scot- 
land) Bill,  which  was  on  the  Fapw  for 
second  reading.  He  was  not  going  to 
explain  the  principles  of  the  Bill,  or  to 
enter  into  any  discussion  concerning  it. 
It  simply  proposed  to  give  assistance  to 
the  smuler  tenants  in  Scotland,  who 
Tore  in  a  state  of  great  destitution 
in  many  parts  of  the  Highlands  and 
Islands,  and  in  a  state  of  destitution 
which  would  certainly  increase.  Now, 
anything  that  oould  be  done  to  remedy 
that  state  of  matters  obviously  should 
be  done  at  onoe ;  and  he  appealed  to  Uie 
noble  Marqness  (the  Haiqaess  of  Hart- 
in^a)  as  to  whether  Be  might  not 
utilize  the  delay  whidi  must  occur  in 
consequence  of  the  po8t|H>nement  of  the 
Orders  of  the  Day,  by  using  his  influence 
with  his  Colleagues  in  order  that  they 
might  obtain  official  information  as  to 
the  real  state  of  matters  in  the  High- 
lands and  Islands  of  Scotland.  The 
existence  of  distress  there  was  a  matter 
of  notoriety.  Every  Scottish  paper  was 
fuU  of  reports  on  the  subject.  Sub- 
scriptions had  been  opened  by  Uie  CSiief 
Ua^trates  of  Edinburgh  and  QIasgow 
for  its  relief,  and  he  behoved  a  similar 
movement  had  taken  place  in  London, 
and  yet  he  understood  the  Government 
was  without  any  ofi&oial  information 
upon  the  subject.  He  did  not  wish  to 
trespass  on  the  time  of  the  House  in 
a  mattw  of  this  kind ;  but  in  a  case  of 
such  great  u»enoy,  it  waa  very  desir- 
able that  the  Government  shoiud  take 
immediate  steps  to  obtain  official  infor- 
mation which  would  guide  them  as  to 
their  course  of  action. 

Tan  Uabqitbbs  of  HABTINCKTON  : 
I  can  only  say,  in  reply  to  the  hon. 
Member,  that  I  will  ^lace  myself  ia 


communication  with  my  right  faon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Lord  Advocate,  and 
with  my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department.  I  am  not  aware  what  in- 
formation they  have  or  have  not ;  but  I 
will  communicate  with  them  to  see  what 
it  is  possible  to  do,  or  whether  it  is  pos* 
sible  to  make  any  communication  to  the 
House  or  the  hon.  Gentleman  upon  the 
subject. 

Motion  agrMd  to, 

Onlgrcd.  That  tha  first  four  Ord^  of  the  Day 
be  postponed  until  after  the  Order  of  the  Dqr 
for  resuming  tho  Adjourned  Debate  on  an 
Amendment  to  the  Address  to  Her  Majesty. 

0£D£M  OF  THE  DAT, 


ADDRESS  m  ANSWER  TO  HER 
MAJESTY'S  MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 

[asjoubkzd  dxbatx.]  [fifth  hioht.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  [20th  Februanr] 
proposed  to  Main  Question  [I6th  Feb- 
ruary.]— [See  page  98.] 

And  which  Amendment  was, 
In  paragraph  10,  lino  4,  to  leave  oat  from 
tb«  word  "  upoeld,"  to  the  end  of  the  paragraph, 
in  order  to  insert  the  woMb  < '  and  we  Tentaie  to 
QxtnreM  our  earnest  hope  that  the  change  of 
policy  whioh  has  produced  those  resulta  wul  be 
maintained,  and  that  no  further  attempts  will  be 
made  to  purchase  the  support  of  persons  disaf- 
fected to  Her  Majesty's  Rule,  by  concessions  to 
lawless  agitation;  and  that  the  existence  of 
dangerous  aecnt  aocieties  in  Dublin  and  other 
parMof  iheOoantrywillcontiniieto'benwtby 
unremitting  energy  and  vi^lanoe  on  the  part 
of  the  Execn^Te,^*— (ifr.  Gont,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  the 
words  proposed  to  oe  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question." 

Debate  rnumei. 

Sib  HBBBKBT  MAXWELL  said, 
he  oonfeesed  that  he  had  some  difficulty 
in  picking  up,  with  becoming  vivacity, 
the  threals  of  ailments  wnicfa  were 
abandoned  a  few  hours  ago.  Neverthe- 
less, however  inadequate  nis  comprehen- 
sion of  the  grave  questions  before  them, 
and  however  halting  the  sentences  in 
which  he  would  express  it,  he  would 
not  shrink  from  calling  attention  to 
some  aspects  of  the  case  to  which  he 
thought  sufficient  attention  had  not  been 
^ven;  and,  in  doin^  so,  he  assured 
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the  noble  Uarquees  that  he  would  en- 
deavour to  merit  tho  encomium  he  had 
passed  on  him  last  night,  when  he  said 
he  was  not  in  the  ht^it  of  addressing 
the  House  at  undue  length.  He  had 
yesterday  put  on  the  Paper  a  Question 
relatire  to  one  of  the  approreni  who  had 
been'placed  in  the  box  during  the  recent 
azamination  at  Ejlmainham.  He  had 
pat  it  ftom  no  ^rate  motireSf  and  as 
certunly  he  had  put  it  from  no  Party 
motiTeB.  He  behered  that  in  putting 
that  Question  on  the  Paper  he  was  the 
motUhpiece— the  humble  instrument — 
of  the  entire  intelligence  and  sense  of 
the  country.  He  believed  the  question 
waa  one  on  the  lips  of  everyone  that 
morning,  however  the  responsible  Minis- 
ters of  the  Grown  allowed  themselves 
to  be  led  into  an  unworthy  trafficking 
with  Buoh  doubtful  and  discreditable  in- 
struments. The  information  which  he 
asked  for  was  politely  refused  by  the 
Chief  Secretary,  who  referred  him  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  and 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Pamell)  for  the  infbrmatioa  he 
aenred.  He  did  not  go  to  these  sources, 
because  he  looked  to  uiis  debate  to  elicit 
Ihe  information  which  was  so  urgently 
required  and  so  widely  asked  for.  When 
he  looked  at  the  nature  of  the  defence 
put  forward  on  behalf  of  the  Gtovern< 
ment  last  night,  he  conld  not  help  being 
struck  with  the  entire  absence  of  any 
sound  and  valid  argument  against  the 
Amendment  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr. 
QoTBt).  The  Home  Secretary  had  chal- 
lenged the  Amendment  as  involving  an 
indirect  Yote  of  Want  of  Confidence  in 
the  QoTemment ;  but  if  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  did  not  see  in 
the  feeble  and  etiolated  applause  with 
which  his  somewhat  windy  periods  and 
affected  peroration  were  reoeired  by.  the 
Bupporters  of  the  Qorersment  an  in- 
direct Vote  of  Want  of  Confidence,  he 
could  not  congratulate  him  upon  the 
keenness  of  his  perception.  The  gist 
of  the  speech  of^  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  if  they  threw  off  the 
flowers  of  oratory  by  which  it  was  orna- 
mented, was— let  bygones  be  bygones. 
Surely  that  exhortation  was  a  very 
strange  one,  coming  from  one  whose 
disquiaitiona  upon  political  subjects  most 
of  them  in  former  days  had  read  under 
the  paeadooym  of  "  Historious ; "  be- 


cause  if  bygones  were  to  be  bygones, 
if  the  past  was  to  be  made  a  blank, 
the  only  history  they  would  have  to  deal 
with  would  be  the  history  which  the 
Irish  "  Invincibles "  created.  It  was 
said  that  it  would  be  very  inconvenient 
to  the  GoTemment  to  discuss  this  ques- 
tion at  present.  He  was  very  unwilling 
to  be  a  party  to  anything  that  would 
embarrass  the  GoTonment,  although  he 
apprehended  it  was  no  part  of  the  duty 
of  an  Opposition  to  select  the  mode  and 
moment  most  convenient  to  the  Govern- 
ment  in  which  to  pass  their  criticisms ; 
but  he  had  hoped  that,  however  earnest 
might  be  the  refusal  of  the  Government 
to  enter  into  this  question  at  the  present 
time,  they  would,  at  least,  have  availed 
themselves  of  the  opportunitr  so  earn- 
estly hoped  for  and  looked  for  on  the 
part  of  the  country,  of  making  a  decla- 
ration— First,  with  regard  to  their  future 
policy,  that  no  concessions  would  be 
made  to  violent  agitation ;  and,  secondly, 
with  regard  to  the  past,  that  they  should 
have  had  a  nott  ^«  auxilio — that,  in 
other  words^  there  was  no  intention  to 
employ,  or  to  contem^te  employing, 
the  assistance  of  men  like  T.  !P.  Sheri- 
dan. How  did  they  seize  tiiat  opportu- 
nity? How  did  the  Home  Secretary 
seize  it  ?  Why,  he  avoided  it.  He 
avoided  it  in  three  ways.  He  avoided 
it,  first  of  all,  by  what  he  cotdd  only 
characterize — and  he  did  not  mean  any- 
thing offensive  in  saying  so — as  a  legal 
qiubole.  He  taunted  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Chatham  with  hav- 
ing accepted  the  evidence  of  the  witness 
examined  at  Kilmainham  Court  as  hav- 
ing been  proved.  But  that  evidence 
was  of  a  very  remarkable  character; 
it  was  not  evidence  in  the  common  ac- 
ceptation of  the'  term ;  it  was  the  con- 
fession of  one  of  the  participators  in  the 
crime.  Now,  he  had  not  had  the  advan- 
tage, of  which  the  Home  Secretary  had  so 
largely  availed  himself,  of  a  legal  edu- 
cation ;  but  he  was  thankful  rather  than 
otherwise  that  his  mind  had  been  pene- 
trated by  no  sophistries  that  would  pre- 
vent  his  accepting  that  which  commended 
itself  to  Ills  common  sense,  and  to 
the  common  sense  of  the  great  ma- 
jority of  the  country — namely,  that  how- 
ever that  evidence  might  be  shaken  in 
detail  hereafter,  in  the  main,  on  the  face 
of  it,  it  was  true. 

Sir  H.  DBUMMOND  WOLFF :  And 
the  Government  believe  it. 

IFifth  Ififfht} 
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Sib  HERBERT  MAXWELL  said, 
the  second  meansof  evasion  sought  bj  the 
Home  Secretary  was  byimputation  so  sin- 
gularly disinsenuoiiB,  ao  wanting  in  that 
manlytonewhichth^vere  accustomed  to 
expect  from  him,  and  so  siDgnlarly  nu' 
VOTthy  of  the  chief  Representative  of  the 
<nTil  power  in  this  country,  that  he  had 
to  look  at  the  newspaper  that  morning, 
in  order  to  be  sure  that  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  really  said 
what  he  understood  him  to  say.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  cast 
an  impatation  on  a  body  of  men  who, 
he  believed,  all  who  were  acquainted 
with  them  would  admit  had  in  times 
and  circumstances  of  singular  difficulty 
and  danger  conducted  thenuelves  to  the 
admiration  of  the  whole  of  this  country ; 
he  meant  the  police  of  Ireland.  Throw- 
ing that  blame  on  the  class  who  main- 
tained order  in  Ireland  was  all  of  a 
piece  with  what  the  Prime  Minister  did 
at  Leeds  when  he  taunted  Ute  loyal 
people  of  Ireland  with  not  having  got  up 
a  counter  agitation  to  that  whim  was 
desolating  that  part  of  the  Kingdom. 
He  was  glad  that  in  reply  to  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson)  the  Home 
Secretary  did  enter  a  sort  of  disclaimer 
of  any  intention  to  cast  an  imputation  on 
the  courage  and  fidelity  of  the  police. 
His  explanation  was  that  it  was  the  fault 
of  their  organisation.  Wliat  did  that 
mean  ?  Why,  surely  very  much  the  same 
as  what  used  to  be  said  of  the  Turkish 
Army  in  the  late  war — that  the  men  were 
gallant  fellcrws,  but  that  the  officers 
were  no  bettor  than  they  should  be.  If 
the  Home  Secretary  did  not  take  an 
early  opportunity  of  making  more  full 
amends  to  that  gallant  body  of  men — 
without  whose  assistance  Ireland  would 
at  the  present  momontbe  an  independent 
Bepublio — then  he  feared  the  conse- 
quences would  be  grave  indeed.  The 
third  excuse  was  hardly  worth  alluding 
to ;  it  was  the  threadbare  one  of  the 
difficulty  and  the  disorganization  of  the 
police  being  a  legacy  from  the  former 
Government.  That  recalled  to  his  mind 
the  somewhat  vulgar  anecdote  of  the 
cook  who  was  allowed  no  followers,  and 
whose  mistress  on  going  down  into  the 
kitehen  foond  the  legs  of  a  tall  life- 
guardsman  sticking  out  of  the  cupboard ; 
whereupon  the  cook  excused  herself  by 
saying  that  Uie  soldier  was  no  follower 
of  hon,  but  a  legacy  from  the  last  oook. 


Even  the  Home  Secretary  gave  an  account 
which  it  was  difficult  to '  reconcile  with 
the  facts  of  the  differences  he  had  had 
with  the  lato  Ohief  Seoretai^  for  Ireland ; 
but  as  that  had  been  fully  dealt  with  last 
night  he  would  not  go  into  it.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  oalled  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Chatham  an  indirect  Vote 
of  Censure.  There  might  be  a  certain 
implied  censure,  as  was  pointed  out  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Mayo 
(Mr.  O'Connor  Power)  in  the  use  of  tho 
word  "  further."  He  was  not  authorized 
to  speak  on  behalf  of  the  Mover  of  the 
Amendment;  but  he  believed  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  would  be  will- 
ing  to  eliminate  the  word  "further," 
and  so  far  let  bygones  be  bygones,  if  he 
could  only  induce  the  Gtovernment  to 
give  him  such  an  assurance  as  was 
wanted.  What  they  wanted  waa  that 
there  should  be  no  more  government  by 
concession.  They  had  had  a  tasto  of 
that  already  this  Sesrion.  They  had 
had  the  Affirmation  Bill  bronght  io,  in 
response  not  to  legitimato  agitation,  but 
to  the  threat  by  the  junior  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  that  he 
would  oome  down  in  his  thousands  and 
storm  the  House  of  Commons.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  had  not  the  effrontery 
to  yield  to  that  threat  in  the  Speecli 
from  the  Throne;  but  they  had  so  far 
given  way  to  it  that  they  had  introduced 
the  Affirmation  Bill  at  the  earliest  pos- 
sible moment,  and  he  supposed  that  they 
were  prepared  to  carry  it  forward  with 
all  possible  despatch.  It  was  not  until 
they  had  that  specimen  of  the  Impe- 
rial policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers, 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Chatham  pnt  his  Amendment  on  the 
Paper.  The  Amendment  was  not  entirely 
limited  in  its  soo^  to  Ireland.  Already 
things  were  beginning  to  take  place  in 
Scotland — a  country  whose  people  for 
more  than  a  century  had  been  singularly 
orderly  and  law-abiding — which  caused 
thorn  to  demand  from  Her  Majesty's 
Government  an  assurance  that  they 
would  abide  by  their  recent  change  of 
policy.  On  theWest  Coast  of  Scotland  and 
among  the  Islands  there  was  a  population 
similar  in  many  respects  to  the  Irish  cot- 
tiers. Their  circumstances  wore  not  much 
more  attractive.  They  were  engaged  in 
the  hopeless  task  of  trying  to  lire  on 
soil  that  would  not  support  them — an 
attempt  that  had  always  ended,  and 
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would  always  end,  in  the  Tecnmnoe  of 
bad  seasons,  and,  in  consequence,  misery 
and  starration.  But  the  movement  of 
which  they  had  lately  heard  was  never 
dreamed  of  until  after  what  had  occurred 
in  Ireland.  He  knew  a  good  deal  of 
what  had  lately  been  going  on  in  the 
Highlands  and  Islands  of  Scotland ;  and 
if  that  were  a  auitable  occasion  he  could 
tell  hon.  Members  some  things  which 
might  surprise  them.  Meanwhile,  he 
rimply  wanted  to  say  that  if  there  was . 
any  prospect  of  future  concessions  to 
agitation  in  Ireland,  then  they  might 
depend  on  it  they  would  soon  hare 
nearer  home,  and  among  peo^de — he 
spoke  for  himself,  and  for  many  around 
liun — infinitely  dearer  to  Ihem  than  the 
Iridi  peasant]^,  an  agitation  which  oould 
only  bring  disaster  and  misery  in  its 
train.  He  oould  not  forget  the  crowning 
xeaeon  which  the  Prime  Minister  gave 
for  introducing  the  Land  Bill  of  1881. 
Thai  right  hon.  Gentleman  said — if  he 
(Sir  Herbert  Maxwell)  recollected  his 
words  aright— thst  but  for  the  iron 
necessity  of  public  affairs  the  Govern- 
ment had  not  a  shred  of  a  title  to  inter- 
fere between  landlord  and  tenant  in 
Ireland.  Well,  how  was  that  iron  neces- 
sity  created — that  iron  necessity  which 
oould  have  had  no  existence  in  the 
Prime  Minister's  knowledge  during  the 
autumn  of  1879  and  the  spring  of  1880, 
when  he  entered  into  his  voluminous 
dieqnisitiona  on  public  affairs  in  Mid 
Lottiian?  Ithad^wn  up  in  Uie  in- 
terval sinee  then,  being  welded  by  leaden 
bullets  and  steel  knives.  First  the  chapel 
bell  was  rung,  and  then  the  knives  were 
sharpened.  That  was  how  the  "iron 
necessities  '*  were  got  up.  What  assur- 
ance had  the  House  that  an  iron  necessity 
would  not  be  again  set  on  foot  this  year, 
next  year,  or  any  year,  if  the  policy 
of  concession  was  not  strenuously  and 
emphatically  repudiated  on  the  present 
oooasion?  The  other  main  defence  set 
up  by  the  Government  last  night  was  in 
the  person  of  the  right  hon.  GenUeman 
the  Member  for  Bipon  (Mr.  Goschen), 
whose  manly,  though  somewhat  spas- 
modie  independence  they  were  accus- 
tomed to  find  expressed  in  eloquent  and 
teUinff  words.  He  had  listened  to  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  with 
interest ;  but  had  scnght  in  vain  for  a 
shed,  for  a  single  molecule,  of  an  ai^u- 
moit  against  the  adoption  of  the  Amend- 
ment.  Whereas  the  Home  Secretary 


said — "  Why  do  you  bring  forward  this 
Motion  now  ?  why  did  you  not  do  so  10 
months  ago?"  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Bipon  said — "Why 
do  you  bring  it  forward  now,  why  not 
in  10  months  hence  ?  "  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  this  was  a  moment  of 
great  embarrassment  to  the  Govern- 
ment ;  how  did  that  agree  with  what  the 
Chief  Secretary  said  at  Hawick  7  The 
Chief  Secretary  spoke  in  tones  of  hope- 
fulness, almost  of  satisfaction,  in  regard 
to  the  state  of  things  in  Ireland.  [Mr. 
TiUEVEtTAW  diBsented.l  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  shook  his  head ;  he  did  not 
wish  to  misrepresent  him  ;  but  he,  at  all 
events,  had  drawn  from  that  speech  a 
certain  amount  of  hope  for  the  future, 
and  of  something  like  satisfaction  with 
the  present.  He  was  sorry  to  learn  now 
txom  the  Chief  Secretary  that  he  was 
not  justified  in  doing  so.  But  in  any 
case  he  could  not  look  at  this  particular 
moment  as  one  of  great  embarrassment. 
Why  should  it  be  ?  The  Government 
were  armed  with  greater  power  than  any 
previous  Government  ever  had  in  deal- 
ing with  Ireland.  Agitation — the  crimi- 
nid  agitation— if  it  was  not  killed  was 
surely  scotched  ;  and  the  other  day  they 
had  a  cartoon  in  Punch  representing  the 
Prime  Minister  on  a  heroic  scale,  and 
scantily  clad,  as  was  becoming  a  man  in 
a  warm  climate,  struggling  with  a  very 
under-sized  Hydra  laoellM.  "Treason, 
anarchy,  and  murder."  That  was,  at 
att  events,  an  encouraging  view  of  the 
situation,  and  one  which  he  certainly 
hoped  was  not  a  misleading  one.  When, 
he  would  ask,  were  they  to  bring  for- 
ward this  Modon  ?  If  the  Home  Secre- 
tary thought  10  months  ago,  and  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Bipon  thought 
1 0  months  hence,  surely  they  could  not 
err  between  these  two  pieces  of  advice 
if  they  took  a  middle  course  and  brought 
it  forward  now.  He  had  expressed  re- 
gret that  the  Government  had  not  ac- 
cepted the  invitation  that  had  been 
extended  to  them.  But  almost  a  graver 
source  of  regret  remained.  If  they 
looked  for  a  disclaimer  in  regard  to  the 
past,  and  for  encouragement  in  regard 
to  the  future,  was  there  not  a  third  Party 
in  the  House  from  whom  they  might 
reasonably  expect  some  expression  of 
opinion  7  The  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  (Mr.  Famell)  was  intimately 
connected  with  the  subject  <^  this  do- 
bate.   His  name  had  ansen  freqnmtiy ; 
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he  did  not  ivish  to  make  or  to  imply 
any  imputation  upon  the  conduct  of 
the  hon.  Member ;  bat  when  they  had 
his  accredited  instrumeat,  Mr.  Sheridan, 
unveiled  before  them  in  the  way  that 
ho  had  been,  eurely  it  was  not  too 
much  to  expect  that  an  hon.  Member 
sitting  in  the  British  House  of  Commons 
woi^d  rise  in  his  place  to  say  that  he 
knew  nothing  about  the  matter.  Nay, 
more ;  if  he  was  not  mistaken,  the  hon. 
Member  fbr  Malbw  (Mr.  O'Brien]  was 
the  Gentleman  who  nominated  James 
Qbxbj  as  Town  Councillor.  Had  he  no- 
thing to  say  with  regard  to  this  self- 
oonoemned  murderer  ?  Had  he  no  ex- 
pressions of  regret  for  having  ever  taken 
this  man  under  his  <:^it?  That  was  a 
fair  question  to  ask,  and  he  should  be 
much  disappointed  if  this  debate  con- 
tinued without  eliciting  some  explana- 
tion of  these  most  mysterious  circum- 
stances. He  was  absent  last  night  during 
the  greater  part  of  the  debate ;  but  when 
he  took  up  the  paper  in  the  morning  he 
looked  to  see  if  any  Iri^h  Member  had 
not  been  brave  enough  to  get  up  and  ex- 
press, in  mmly  and  unmiatakable  tones, 
his  opinion  on  these  matters ;  but,  on  the 
contrary,  found  the  hon.  Member  for 
Westmeath,  so  far  from  condemning  this 
con^iracy,  actually  offered  a  palliation 
and  an  excuse  for  James  Carey.  [Mr. 
T.  D.  Sullivan:  What  was  it  I  said?] 
He  would  read  the  words  of  the  hon. 
Member,  as  reported  in  The  Timet  of 
that  morning — 

*'  lie  asked  the  Houbo  and  the  people  of  thU 
country  to  give  car  to  the  weighty  words 
apoken  by  James  Carey  in  KilmainhKra  Court 
Uoose  vhen  he  said  that  ha  joined  the  Awasei- 
naiion  Committee  when  the  country  was  in  a 
had  state,  when  coercion  was  in  full  force,  when 
the  poptdar  leaders  were  in  prison,  and  anyono 
tn^ht  DO  put  into  prison,  at  a  moment  when  he 
despaired  of  obtaining  redress  by  constitutional 
means ;  and,  he  added,  but  for  that  the  com- 
mittee would  not  have  had  so  many  reoruita. 
These  words  bore  the  stamp  of  truth,  and  proved 
that  it  was  misrule  which  had  driven  men  into 
tiioee  confederacies." 

This  was  the  passage  on  which  he  based 
his  statement  that  the  hon.  Member  had 
offered  palliation  and  excuse.  The  Home 
Bute  Party  in  that  House  had  been  dis- 
credited before  ;  let  them  be  careful  they 
did  not  bring  infamy  upon  themselves  in 
the  future.  In  endeavouring  to  form 
some  estimation  of  the  course  which  the 
Government  intended  to  pursue  with  re- 
gard to  Ireland,  they  must  bear  in  mind 
the  words — almost  the  parting  words — 
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with  which  the  Prime  Minister  startled 
the  House  at  the  end  of  the  Autumn 
Session — when  he  said  that  the  wish 
nearest  his  heart  was  to  establish  popu- 
larly-elected bodies  in  every  county  in 
Ireland.  Surely  a  scheme  of  that  sort, 
undertaken  at  the  present  moment,  was 
fraught  with  danger,  not  only  to  Ire- 
land, but  to  the  whole  United  Kingdom. 
They  wanted  to  have  some  encourage- 
ment from  the  Government,  to  look  to 
the  grave  and  measured  utterances  of 
the  noble  Marquess  at  the  head  of  the 
War  Office,  rather  than  to  the  pro- 
fligate promises  of  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  or  the  somewhat  acade- 
mical utterances  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Leeds  (Mr.  Herbert  Gladstone).  He 
would  remind  the  Government  that  the 
ephemeral  Jingo  popularity  which  they 
had  gained  by  their  appeal  to  arma  last 
autumn,  and  by  the  brilliancy  of  the  ex- 
ploits of  our  troops  in  that  campaign, 
was  passing  away ;  and  he  urged  them 
to  gain  for  themselves  a  more  lasting 
confidence  by  the  adoption  of  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend. 
He  believed  that  nothing  short  of  this 
W0UI4,  suffice  to  give  a  sense  of  returning 
confidence  and  security  to  the  law-abid- 
ing classes,  not  only  of  Ireland,  but  also 
of  England  and  Scotland;  and  he  be- 
lieved it  was  impossible  to  exaggerate 
the  gratitude  with  which  it  would  be 
received  by  the  entire  nation. 

Me.  O'BRIEN :  I  regret  to  begin 
what  I  have  to  say  with  some  words 
personal  to  myself  with  reference  to  a 
remark  which  fell  from  the  hon.  Baronet 
The  National  Party  contested  and  won  a 
great  number  of  wards  at  the  last  muni- 
cipal elections  in  Dublin.  Amongst 
others,  I  received  an  invitation  from  the 
burgesses  of  Trinity  Ward  in  Dublin, 
asking  me  to  attend  a  meeting  in  favour 
of  the  candidature  of  Mr.  James  Carey. 
Up  to  that  time,  as  it  happened,  I  had 
never  Ifud  my  eyes  on  Mr.  Oarey ;  but 
I  had  heard  of  him  as  an  old  Nation- 
alist and  a  working-man's  candidate, 
who  had  displayed  a  very  active  and 
intelligent  interest  in  municipal  affairs. 
I  wrote  a  letter  stating  that  I  had  not  a 
vote  for  Trinity  Ward,  and  that  I,  there- 
fore, had  no  right  to  intrude  my  opinion 
on  the  burgesses;  but  if  I  had  any 
influence  with  them  I  would  be  very 
glad,  indeed,  from  all  I  had  heard  oE 
Mr.  Carey,  to  exert  myself  in  h-is  favour. 
That  was  the  full  extent  of  my  interfcr- 
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ence  with  the  election  to  whioh'the  hon. 
Baronethas  referred.  It  was  onlythree 
weelts  after  the  election  that  I  firot  met 
Mr.  Carey,  when  he  came  and  intro- 
duced himself,  and  thanked  me  for  what 
I  had  done.  All  I  can  say  is  this— that 
loohing  back  now  upon  all  the  circum- 
stances oi  tho  time,  I  wish  it  to  be 
thoroughly  understood  that  I  make  this 
explanation  in  no  apologetio  sense,  for  I 
hare  no  doubt  if  the  same  state  of 
things  mitato  TtomiM  were  to  arise  in  the 
morning,  that  I  would  take  the  same 
course  of  action;  and  my  only  regret 
would  be  that  I  had  not  a  vote  to  give. 
With  regard  to  some  topics  that  hare 
been  introduced  iu  the  course  of  the 
debate,  it  seems  to  bo  now  pretty  gene- 
rally agreed  that  while  men's  Uvea  are 
trembliDg  in  the  balance  this  House 
should  not  make  an  attempt  to  condemn 
and  sentence  men  here  before  they  are 
tried  in  Dublin,  and  for  one  I  will  be 
no  party  to  it.  As  to  the  larger  ques- 
tion which  is  involved — the  question  of 
whether  the  crimes  in,  Dublin  justified 
the  administration  of  the  Crimes  Act, 
or  whether  the  administration  of  the 
Crimes  Act  has  produced  the  crimes  in 
Dublin,  I  would  like  to  offer  some  re- 
marks to  the  House.  The  noble  Lord 
tiie  Member  for  Woodstook  (Lord 
Bandolph  Churchill^  6xed  the  6th  of 
May  as  the  date  of  the  change  of  policy 
which  ia  referred  to  in  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Chatham  (Mr.  Gorat).  I  think  it  can 
be  shown  that,  though,  no  doubt,  the 
events  of  the  6th  of  May  are  the  events 
which  determined  the  Government  to 
secure  a  cruel  Cloercion  Act,  that  it  was 
a  Bubae(^uent  and  more  sinister  influence 
in  Dublin  Castle  which  determined  the 
Ooremment  to  make  the  cruel  use  they 
have  made  of  it.  The  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  in  the  speech  which  has 
earned  for  him,  and  fairly  earned  for 
him,  the  ill-omened  praises  of  the  Front 
Opposition  Bench  last  night,  told  us 
that  agrarian  offences  in  Ireland  had 
dropped  from  1,010  for  the  first  nx 
monuis  in  1882 — the  six  months  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster) 
• — to  365  for  the  six  months  after  "  we 
came  over  to  Ireland ; "  and  he  would 
have  us  to  infer  that  all  that  came 
about  from  a  wave  of  bis  enchanter's 
wand.  At  all  events,  that  w6  owe  it,  if 
not  to  him,  to  Judge  Lawson's  juries, 
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the  hangman's  rope,  the  Press  pro&ecu* 
tions,  and  the  rest  of  it.  What  is  the 
fact  ?  The  month  of  June  was  the  month 
following  the  retirement  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Brad- 
ford. Judge  Lftwson's  juries  were  never 
dreamed  of  at  the  time.  This  Legisla- 
ture had  not  even  settled  the  maohmery 
by  which  they  were  to  be  manufactured; 
the  gallows  was  not  yet  set  up  as  the 
form  of  government  in  Ireland.  On  the 
contrary,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
only  just  come  over  with  sugared  words 
of  conciliation,  and  although  this  House 
was  engaged  in  passing  the  Grimes  Act, 
Ministers  w.ere  almost  fulsome  in  assur- 
ances tliat  the  measure  was  never  to  be 
put  to  any  desperate  uses.  What  do  we 
find  ?  In  June  the  number  of  agrarian 
offences  fell -to  283,  of  which  155  were 
of  the  nature  of  threatening  letters,  as 
contrasted  with  462  in  April,  when  the 
policy  of  tho  right  hon,  Gentiemau  was 
in  its  heyday.  In  July,  the  mouth  be- 
fore Judge  Lawson's  juries  began  tiieir 
work,  the  number  of  agrarian  offencea 
had  dwindled  down  to  231,  showing 
plainly  that  the  reign  of  violence,  begun 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  was  fairly 
abandoned  by  both  sides.  The  Arrears 
Act  offered,  both  to  tenants  and  land- 
lords, a  welcome  escape  from  the  ^{^t- 
ful  struggle  of  the  previous  winter.  The 
country  was  settling  down  honestly  and 
Heartily,  not,  indeed,  into  political  in- 
anition—not into  the  ways  of  English 
Whiggery,  and  that  is  the  rub  —  but 
tbey  were  settling  down  to  a  leisurely 
re-organization  of  their  lawful  forces  for 
further  and  perfectly  lawful  political 
reforms  in  the  future.  Take  the  county 
of  Clare,  for  instance.  That  is  a  county 
in  which,  perhaps,  as  desperate  things 
were  done,  both  on  the  landlords*  side 
and  on  the  tenants*  side,  as  in  any  couoty 
in  Ireland.  In  Glare,  in  January,  1882, 
tliere  were,  unhappily,  the  highest  num- 
ber of  outrages  for  any  county  in  Ire- 
Und — 41.  Again,  in  February,  Clare 
headed  the  unhappy  Ust  with  42  out- 
rages. Contemporaneously  with  this 
state  of  disturbance,  and  as  we  say  the 
cause  and  explanation  of  it,  52  fiamiUes, 
of  299  souls,  were  evicted  during  that 
quarter,  and  only  seven  families  were 
re-admitted.  lu  July,  in  Clare,  under 
the  more  benignant  influence  which 
began  then  to  operate  wtien  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Brad- 
ford was  gone,  and  when  Mr.  Clifford 
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liloyd  paid  a  good  deal  of  attention  to 
that  quarter,  being  clipped  of  a  good 
many  of  his  terrors,  the  number  of 
famuies  evicted  had  fallen  to  seven,  and 
the  number  of  agrarian  offences  gone 
down  to  nine,  tluee  of-them  cases  of 
writing  threatening  letters.  What  was 
happtming  in  Glare  was  happening  all 
over  the  conntiT.  The  one  terrible  ex- 
ception— l&e  Fhosaix  Park  assassina- 
tions— only  emphasized  the  fact  that 
men  of  all  partios  were  embracing  the 
prospect  of  ending  the  reign  of  violence 
and  bloodshed  of  which  the  assassina- 
tions were  the  last  terrible  outcome. 
Tahe  the  way  in  which  the  intelligence 
of  these  assassinations  was  received 
through  the  conntry.  The  very  men 
whose  votes  at  the  Poor  Law  elections 
in  March  had  sealed  the  fate  of  the 
policy  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bradford — for  it'  was  that 
revolution  at  the  Poor  Law  Boards  which 
made  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  realize 
that  he  was  warring  with  a  nation  and 
not  with  asaassins — but  X  say  these  very 
men  whose  votes  hurled  the  ri^t  hon. 
Gentleman  from  power,  hailed  those  aa- 
sasinations  with  a  chorus  of  execration, 
which  went  from  the  leader  of  the  Irish 
people  fiirough  every  popular  Board- 
room in  the  country.  It  was  an  oppor- 
tunity that  may  not  soon  return  to 
statesmen.  How  did  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  use  that  opportunity  ? 
Was  the  spirit  displayed  by  the  Irish 
people  loyally  reciprocated  ?  What  is  it 
that  has  changed  the  Ireland  of  June 
and  July  last,  then  settling  down  in  a 
spirit  of  amnesty  and  kindly  human 
sympathy  ?  What  is  it  that  has  trans- 
formed her  into  the  outraged,  snllen, 
and  exasperated  Ireland  that  to-day  and 
for  many  a  day  to  come  will  trouble  the 
peace  of  England  ?  I  do  not  care  what 
was  the  motive.  I  do  not  care  whether 
it  was  to  give  the  people  of  England 
vengeance  for  the  butchery  of  an  un- 
happy English  14'obleman.  I  do  not 
know  whewer  it  was  the  mere  ignorance 
of  political  doetrinairet,  or  whidther  it 
was  the  mephitic  air  of  Dublin  Castle, 
which,  like  the  underground  palace  in 
the  Arabian  Ntghtt^  stories,  seems  to 
turn  into  stone  the  heart  of  every  Eng- 
lish statesman  who  enters  it.  I  do  not 
know  whether  it  was  that  the  greatest 
of  all  Irish  crimes  in  the  eyes  of  Eng- 
lish Ministers  was  that  the  Irish  people 
should  still  believe  in,  and  still  follow, 
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my  hon.  Friend  and  Leader  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell). 
I  do  not  know  what  it  was  that  trans- 
formed the  right  hon.  Gentleman  from 
the  genUeness  of  July  last  to  the  fury 
and  desperation  of  Hawick.  But  this  I  do 
know— that  every  act  of  his  administra- 
tion' since  July  has  been  to  wreck  and 
dissipate  every  hope  of  peace  and  om- 
ciliation  in  Ireland,  to  destroy  the  seeds 
of  confidence  in,  and  sympathy  with, 
the  law,  and  to  plant  deep  in  the  hearts 
of  the  Irish  people  a  sense  of  anger  and 
resentment  and  of  burning  wrong  which 
it  will  take  many  a  day  of  wiser  states- 
manship to  eradicate.  What  has  been 
the  history  of  the  laat  six  months  in  Ire- 
land ?  A  history  of  vengeance  for  the 
officials  of  Dublin  ,Castle,  a  history  of 
license  and  domination  and  revenge  for 
the  class  whom  the  Land  Lea^e,  aye, 
and  whom  this  House  found  it  neces- 
sary for  the  public  good  to  disarm  of 
a  portion  of  its  power.  Aud  what  is  all 
the  noble  indignation  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Uie  University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson) 
against  the  Land  League  but  a  plea  to 
have  that  daas  kept  a  Tittle  longer  in  the 
pay  of  Enghuid  ?  What  lesson  has  been 
taught  the  Irish  people  during  the  laat 
six  months  ?  What,  except  the  old  and 
bitter  lesson  that  public  justice  is  a  mere 
weapon  in  the  hands  of  a  class,  and  that 
whatever  can  be  accomplished  for  .  Ire- 
land must  be  accomplished  by  secrecy 
and  stealth  P  What  sort  of  outrage  was 
ever  perpetrated  upon  a  free  people, 
which  ever  drove  a  free  people  to  mad- 
ness, that  has  been  left  unperpetrated  in 
Ireland  ?  Free  speech  ?  Where  is  it  ? 
Public  speakers,  as  the  County  Court 
Judge  for  Cork  put  it  the  other  day, 
would  require  a  law  adviser  at  their 
elbows  to  consult  with  them  about  every 
sentence  they  utter,  so  much  so  that  Uie 
only  remedy  which  the  learned  Judge 
could  suggest  was  tiiatin  mercy  to  them 
public  spwcers  slwuld  not  be  allowed  to 
open  their  lips  at  all.  A  Member  of 
this  House  cannot  address  hie  consti- 
tuents in  Ireland  without  knowing  that 
he  will  have  a  police  spy  beside  him,  if 
he  has  not  a  file  of  bayonets  before  him, 
to  cut  short  the  debate.  The  landlord 
Press  is  permitted  to  pour  out  every  day 
torrents  of  calumnies  and  abuse  upon  the 
Irish  people  ;  they  are  free  to  do  it.  But 
when  an  Irish  popular  journalist  ven- 
tures even  to  print  the  report  of  a  looal 
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branch  meeting  of  the  Land  Leagne,  he 
has  to  wear  the  faandcnfib  and  the  con- 
Tut*8  dreas — ^unleas,  indeed,  the  Orown 
oflSoiala  are  indiscreet  enough  to  submit 
hun  to  a  jury  of  his  fellow-countrymen 
— even  to  a  packed  jury  in  Qreen  Street. 
There  is  but  one  other  topic  left  upon 
which  I  shall  speak,  and  that  is  the 
ghastly  mockery  of  justice  that  was  set 
up  in  Ireland  last  winter.  I  have  already 
mentioned  elsewhe^  in  plain  English 
what  I  thought  of  that  in  fi-eland.  I  re- 
peat hare  that  the  jury  panels  prescribed 
by  the  Crimes  Act,  and,  God  knows, 
they  were  select  and  ezdueive  enough  if 
tiiey  wffle  fairly  and  indifferently  taken  ; 
those  jury  panels  were  i-ansacked  for 
men  of  one  creed  and  of  one  dass,  whose 
prejudices  and  whose  interests  were 
worked  upon  to  take  vengeance  for  the 
privilegeB  and  the  powers  and  the  money 
they  had  lost.  It  is  notorious  that 
dals  and  leaders  of  the  Iiandlord  lioague 
were  sworn  upon  those  juries,  t^at  the 
trials  at  two  OommissionB  were  conducted 
by  Judges  whose  ferocions  partieanahip 
disgusted  and  revolted  public  feeling.  I 
repeat  that  these  proceedings  ended  on 
gallows  after  gallows  with  dying  cries  of 
innocence;  and  I  say  that  the  only  an- 
swer Her  Majesty's  present  Advisers  in 
Ireland  have  attempted  to  give  to  those 
charges,  plainly  made  and  openly  re- 
peated, is  the  answer  of  silence,  and 
suppression,  and  erosion,  and  persecu- 
tion. You  can  study  the  results  in  the 
flvidence-of  James  Carey.  If,  as  history 
and  as  the  Irish  debates  of  last  Sesnon 
ought  to  have  warned  you,  outrages  and 
wrongs  of  that  kind  have  produced  de- 
pkraole  and  awful  crimes  in  Dublin  at 
the  hands  of  desperate  men,  then  I  call 
upon  this  House,  and,  whatever  this 
House  may  do,  I  call  upon  the  Irish 
people,  to  lay  at  the  doors  of  the  admi- 
nistrators of  the  Crimes  Act,  not  the 
credit  of  having  detected  the  perpetrators 
of  those  orimes,  but  the  folly,  the  wicked- 
ness, and  tile  guilt  of  having  caused 
them. 

Mk.  STEWAET  MACLIVER  said, 
the  House  must  have  been  deeply 
pained  as  it  listened  to  the  eiti-aor- 
oina^  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  who 
had  just  spoken.  There  wais,  however, 
a  view  of  that  speech  which  he  would 
oommend  to  hon.  Members  on  the  Front 
Oppootion  Bench.  It  was  to  recollect 
that  it  eame  from  a  Member  whose 
Pn^-^-the  Hinne  Bulm — had  pro- 


mised to  support  the  Conservative  can- 
didate now  oonteeting  the  borough  of 
Newoastle-on-IVne.  While  so  much  had 
been  said  of  the  Kilmainham  Treaty, 
what  was  to  be  said  of  the  little  Treaty 
just  concluded  on  the  banks  of  the 
Tyne  by  which  the  Irish  vote  was  to  be 
given  to  ^e  Conservative  candidate  ? 
["  No  !"]  Hon.  Members  on  the  other 
side  might  cry  *'  No  !  "  but  the  fact  he 
had  stated  was  notorious,  and  he  should 
like  to  hear  what  the  bid  had  been  . 
which  was  to  secure  for  the  Conser- 
vatives this  strange  support  ?  He  men- 
tioned it  in  no  offensive  spirit  to  Irish- 
men, who  had  a  right  to  choose  their 
friends ;  but  it  showed  that  the  Tories, 
while  they  deprecated  such  an  alliance 
by  the  Liberals,  were  ready  enough  to 
adopt  it  when  it  suited  their  own  pur- 
poses. There  were,  he  said,  two  rea- 
sons why  the  Opposition  Members 
should  be  grateful  for  the  present  state 
of  affairs  in  Lreland,  instead  of  blaming 
the  Ghivernment  for  it.  One  was  that 
it  would  enable  them  to  prolong  the 
threadbare  subject  of  the  so-called  Kil- 
mainham Treaty,  of  which  they  had 
made  so  much  at  their  meetings  all  over 
the  country.  The  second  reason,  taken 
in  another  sense,  was  one  which  would 
enable  them  to  rejoice  in  the  success 
which  had  attended  the  efforts  to  track 
and  punish  crime  in  Ireland.  Did  the 
Opposition  regret  this  success,  or  did 
they  really  lend  to  it  their  approval  and 
sanction  ?  The  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  Wigton  (,Sir  Herbert  Maxwell) 
had  called  upon  the  Government  for  a 
definite  statement  of  its  foture  policy  in 
Ireland.  No  such  statement  was  re- 
quired. The  Government  was  no  more 
responsible  £or  the  "suspect"  Sheridan 
than .  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst).  whose  Amend- 
ment was  now  under  discussion.  He 
challenged  Members  on  the  other  side 
to  show  that  the  Irish  Executive  ever 
had  the  least  connection  with  this  man. 
Instead  of  indulging  in  carping  cri- 
ticism upon  its  past  policy,  it  was  the 
duty  of  all  Parties  to  support  the  Qro- 
vemment  in  its  efforts  to  put  down  crime 
in  Ireland,  and  to  restore  peace  and 
prosperity  to  that  unhappy  country. 

Sib  JOHN  HAY  said,  the  Home  Se- 
cretary last  night,  had  called  attention  to 
a  Notice  of  his,  last  Session,  in  terms  so 
imperfect  that  he  ventured  to  express 
his  dissent  at  the  time ;  but  the  ordinary 
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channels  of  information  did  not  give  his 
interpolation  uorreetlj,  and,  therefore, 
he  deaired  to  express  again  his  dissent 
from  the  statement  tiiat  he  had  at  anpr 
time,  with  or  wifchont  the  consent  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  Stafford  North- 
oote),  desired  the  Irish  "  auspeots  " 
should  be  released,  purely  and  simply. 
The  Home  Secretary  referred  to  him 
as  the  pwson  who  put  down  the  Motion 
for  the  release  of  the  "  suspects,"  and 
he  (Sir  John  Hay),  according  to  the  re- 
port in  the  newapapers,  was  reported  to 
have  said  ' '  and  the  sui^ension  of  trial  b  j 
-jury."  The  insertion  of  the  copulative 
"  and  "  made  it  appear  that  he  assented 
to  the  proposition  that  he  had  ever  sug- 
gested the  release  of  the  "suspects" 
without  trial.  The  terms  of  his  Motion 
were  as  follows 

' '  That  the  detention  of  large  n ambers  of  Her 
HajMty's  Bnbjectsin  solitary  confinement,  with- 
out caose  aasif^ed,  and  without  trial,  ia  repug- 
nant to  the  spirit  of  the  Constitution ;  and  that, 
to  enable  them  to  be  brought  to  trial,  jury  trials 
lAouId,  for  a  Hmitcd  time  in  Ireland  and  in  re> 
gard  to  crimes  of  a  well-defined  character,  be 
replaced  by  some  fcvm  of  trial  less  liable  to 
abuse." 

Thos,  by  his  Notice,  he  did  not  propose 
that  the  800  "suspects"  then  in  prison 
without  charge  assigned  should  be  un- 
conditionally released.  The  wisdom  of 
his  Motion  was  shown  by  what  hap- 
pened. The  Notice  which  he  had  given 
stood  for  consideration  at  9  o'clock  ;  and 
though  it  was  not  right,  in  the  absence 
of  the  Prime  Minister,  that  he  should 
report  a  private  conversation,  yet  he 
might  state,  what  the  House  knew  per- 
fectly well,  that  the  Prime  Minister  in- 
vited him  to  a  oonferenoe  behind  the 
Speaker's  Ohair,  and  the  result  was 
that  he  did  not  go  on.  with  the  Motitm 
at  9  o'clock,  and  the  next  day  or  the 
day  after  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Fcnster)  redgnad.  Further,  he  was  jos* 
tified  in  wiuiing  to  advise  the  House 
to  take  the  course  he  indicated  because 
Lord  Lansdowne,  who  had  been  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Government,  but  afterwards 
left  themi  was  appointed,  as  represent- 
ing the  Government,  Chairman  of  a 
Oommission,  which  reoommended  the 
very  course  he  would  have  himsedf  pro- 
posed in  his  Notice  of  Motion.  He 
thought  it  ri^ht  to  explain  to  the  House 
and  to  his  Friends  that  the  intention  at- 
tributed to  him  by  the  Home  Secretary 
was  entirely  inaccurate;  and  whatever 
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might  have  been  the  wisdom  or  other- 
wise of  the  Notice  of  Motion  which  he 
bad  intimated,  and  which  be  had  de- 
layed to  introduce  by  the  su^estion  of 
the  Prime  Minister,  it  had  certainly  not 
contained  any  of  the  suggesUons  which 
the  Home  Secretary  hu  yesterday  en- 
deavoured to  attribute  to  him.  He  was 
prepared  to  support,  either  with  or  with- 
out  the  word  "further,"  the  Amend- 
meot  of  bia  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorat).  But 
though  he  most  heartily  congratulated 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  upon 
his  providential  escape  from  a  most 
abominable  crime— they  had  heard  from 
the  new  Member  (Mr.  O'Brien)  who  had 
lately  spoken  that  it  was  the  condition 
of  society  in  Ireland  which  led  to  such 
crimes — he  could  not  recognize  that  con- 
tinuity which  the  Home  Secretary  had 
suggested  in  the  policy  pursued  by  the 
late  Lord  Lieutenant  and  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford  and  the  bold  and 
manly  policy  of  the  present  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant and  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Hawick  (Mr.  Trevelyan). 
His  sympathy  for  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bradford,  and  the  respect  which 
he  always  felt  for  the  right  hon.  Gentla- 
mao,  did  not  blind  him  to  the  fact  that, 
though  he  went  to  Ireland  warned  of  the 
state  of  things  by  Lord  Beac-ons6eld  and 
the  Duke  of  Marlborough,  who  had  been 
the  late  Lord  Lieutenant,  he  neglected 
to  renew  the  Peace  Preaervation  Act,  and 
having  by  an  unreasoning  confidence  al- 
lowed Ireland  to  go  from  bad  to  woree, 
the  Protection  of  Life  and  Property  Act 
was  introduced,  a  measure  far  too  mild 
for  the  state  of  Ireland.  He  knew  no- 
thing of  the  secrets  of  the  Cabinet ; 
but  this  he  did  know — that  until  the 
Oime  and  Outrage  Act  was  passed,  in 
consequence  of  those  terrible  disasters 
in  the  Phoenix  Park,  and  until  the  ri^^ht 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  forHawiok 
went  to  Ireland,  the  condition  of  that 
country  was  going  from  bad  to  worse. 
Since  his  ri^ht  hon.  Friend  had  gone 
there  as  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,  he  had  been  happy  to  re- 
cognize in  the  manly  and  brave  con- 
duct of  Earl  Spencer  and  himself,  with 
which  they  had  dared  all  the  terrible 
disasters  which  wero  impending  over 
them,  and  of  which  they  must  have 
been  aware,  that  they  had  done  their 
duty  like  Eaglishmeu,  and  repressed, 
and  kept  down,  and  at  last  mitigated 
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the  evils  from  vhich.  Treland  was  sufier- 
ing.  But  after  the  speech  to  which  they 
had  listened  a  very  short  time  ago,  they 
were  not  to  suppose  that  their  task  was 
ended.  They  knew  that  here  in  this 
House — and  in  the  right  place,  too,  for 
it  to  be  said — they  had  heard  speeches, 
he  would  not  say  of  disloyalty,  but 
wbi<^  showed  a  desire  to  separate  the 
GoTemment  of  Ireland  from  that  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  They  had  heard 
threats  that  unless  a  dmerent  course 
was  pursued,  this  terrible  condition  of 
affairs  would  be  perpetuated.  They 
had  heard  that  stated ;  and  he  trusted 
the  House  would  hear  from,  his  ri^ht 
hoa.  Priend  the  Member  for  Hawiok 
that  he  was  determined,  and  that  the 
Lord  Iiieatenant  of  Ireluid,  who  was 
one  of  the  Members  of  the  Cabinet, 
who,  at  least,  he  supposed,  was  not 
spoken  for  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
LtDeds  (Mr.  Herbert  Gladstone),  that  he 
at  least  differed  from  those  Colleaguea 
of  his  in  the  Cabinet,  who,  as  in  the 
speech  at  Leeds,  had  views  for  the 
amelioration  of  Ireland  which  really 
were  old  wives'  fables.  Though  the 
Crime  and  Outrage  Bill,  with  various 
Amendments,  might  have  been  prepared 
before  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Brad- 
ford left  Office,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  unable  to  obtain  by  Judge  or 
}yay  the  conviction  of  a  single  offender 
in  prison.  But  since  the  Crime  and  Out- 
rage Bill  became  law,  and  the  more  able 
policy  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Hawick  had  been  adopted,  tiiey  had 
seen  crimes  punished,  and  he  trusted 
thej  should  see  stilt  more.  His  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Wigton  (Sir 
Herbert  Maxwell)  had  made  a  most 
excellent  speech,  and  had  referred  to 
the  condition  of  the  Western  Highlands. 
He  would  say  that  the  same  remedy 
which  was  necessary  there,  was  the 
remedy  which  was  necessary  in  Ireland ; 
and  he  was  glad  to  see,  although  with- 
oat  much  enthusiasm,  that  that  change 
of  policy  had  been  adopted  by  the  present 
Insb  Government — that  policy  of  assist- 
ing emigration,  and  of  reducing  the 
numbers  of  the  starring  population,  from 
whom  crime  was  always  to  be  expected. 
He  thanked  the  House  for  permitting 
him  to  say  these  few  words.  He  thought 
it  doe  to  the  House,  and  to  himself, 
to  explain  truly  the  nature  of  the  No- 
tice of  Motion  which  he  had  given  last 
May.  ■ 


Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  it  was  high 
time  that  an  answer  should  have  been 
given  by  the  Irish  Party  to  the  policy 
of  deliberate  defamation  with  which  the 
organs  of  English  opinion  were  pursuing 
that  Party,  apparently  owing  to  some 
superior  inspiration;  and  he  was  glad 
that  explanation  came  from  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Mallow  (Mr. 
O'Brien),  who  had  recently  driven  a 
Bepresentative  of  the  promoters  and 
abettors  of  coercion  and  defamation  with 
ignominy  from  that  old  borough.  It 
would  be  well  to  deal  with  the  (Mama- 
tion  spirit  in  a  calm  and  dignified  man- 
ner. Demands  had  been  made  for  ex* 
planations  from  the  Irish  For^.  He 
did  not  know  what  course,  in  his  tried 
wisdom,  his  hon.  Friend  and  Leader  tiie 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamell)  might  choose  to  adopt  in  an- 
swer to  those  demands ;  but,  as  far  as 
his  humble  opinion  would  go,  he  would 
say  Jthat  if  any  honest  and  kindly 
Englishman  —  and,  thank  God,  there 
were  yet  plenty  of  the  breed,  notwith- 
standing so  much  evidence  to  the  con- 
trary just  at  present — wished  to  know 
from  any  Irish  Member  his  opinion  of 
the  fonl  deed  done  in  the  Phosnix  Park, 
then,  certainly,  his  advice  and  hie  opi- 
nion were  this — that  that  honest  and 
kindly  Englishman  should  be  treated 
with  that  candour  and  that  consideration 
that  their  good  feelings  dnerved.  Bat 
if  the  demand  for  explanation  same  from 
men — he  did  not  ei^e  who  tiiey  were, 
or  in  what  condition  they  carried  on 
their  miserable  policy— who  asked  for  it 
only  for  the  purpose  of  conveying  a 
despicable  insult ;  if  the  demand  was 
made  only  for  the  purpose  of  conveying 
a  cowardly  and  infamous  calumny ;  if  it 
was  meant  to  cover  a  mean  attack,  not 
only  upon  the  Irish  Party,  but  upon  the 
Leaders  opposite,  by  some  peope  who 
would  like  to  be  in  Office  instead  of  the 
present  occupants ;  if  this  hideous  and 
terrible  event  was  to  be  made  the  stalk- 
ing-horse for  the  miserable  political  am- 
bition of  miserable  English  politicians, 
then  his  advice  and  opinion  were  that 
the  demand  for  explanation,  coming 
from  such  quarters  and  animated  by- 
such  designs,  should  be  treated  wiui 
indifferraice  and  contempt.  He  did  not 
happen  to  be  enumerated  nsna%  among 
the  admirers-  of  the  policy  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's present  Qoramment;  butheoonld 
say  honestly  that  the  proceedings  of  the 
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last  couple  of  days  had  revealed  to  hie 
eyes,  at  any  rate*  that  whaterer  might 
be  the  depths  into  which  the  policy  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  fallen, 
thero  was  a  deeper  depth  atill.  When 
he  saw  English  Noblemen  and  Gentle- 
men,  for  the  purposes  of  their  political 
coDvictions,  endeavouriog  to  bespatter 
the  present  occupants  of  the  Treasury 
Bench  with  the  blood  that  was  shed  in 
the  PhoBoix  Park,  he  said  "thank  God  " 
—or  at  least  he  would  be  made  to  say 
it  if  these  represented  the  class — "  thank 
God  I  am  not  an  English  Nobleman  nor 
an  English  Gentldman!"  However,  he 
repudiated  the  idea  that  these  trading 
politicians  represented  the  feeling  of 
England.  He  had  heard  plain  men  in 
railway  carriages  and  in  omnibuses  give 
plain  appreciation  of  the  sort  of  ptMioy 
which  had  been  pursued  in  the  course 
of  that  debate'  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  sat  upon  the  Front  Oppontion 
Bench.  His  appreciation  of  the  policy 
of  the  Opposition  on  the  present  oc- 
casion need  not  be  interpreted  to  sig- 
nify any  admiration  on  his  part  for  the 
policy  of  Her  Majesty's  present  Govern- 
ment in  Ireland.  However,  the  Govern- 
ment might  derive  a  useful  lesson  from 
the  treatment  they  were  receiving  &om 
the  English  Opposition  Benches.  They 
could  now  perceive  what  thanks  and 
what  reward  were  in  store  for  them 
when  they  became  the  dupes  of  the 
Ooercionist  Party.  There  was  a  demand 
for  exi^anation,  and  if  he  did  not  an- 
swer some  of  the  persons  who  had 
been  apparently  inspired  to  forward  that 
demand,  he  addresaed  himself  to  repre- 
sentative  honest  men,  whetiier  on  the 
Idberal  or  Conservatire  'aide.  It  was 
asked  that  there  should  be  an  expla- 
nation of  how  the  Land  League's  funds 
were  expended.  Would  the  most  care- 
ful audit,  conducted  by  the  most  emi- 
nent accountants  in  the  City  of  London, 
satisfy  the  promoters  of  the  policy  of 
defamation  ?  There  had  been  a  sum  of 
£200,000  or  £260,000  received  by  the 
Land  League  for  the  purpose  of  sup- 
porting the  agrarian  policy  of  the  Irish 
nation.  Soppose  a  balance  sheet,  passed 
by  the  most  skilful  auditors,  and  ac- 
counting for  every  imaginable  item  of 
money  to  the  full  amount  of  £250,000 
—aye,  or  oven  £300,000— was  presented 
beforetheprofessorsof  defamation,  would 
that  sheet  shut  their  mouth?  Would  it 
not  be  said—*-  Yes,  it  does  not  require 
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did  the  Phoenix  Park  busineBs ;  it  does 
not  require  £100,000  to  pay  the  travel- 
ling expenses,  whatever  thOT  might  have 
been,  of  *  No.  1 '  and  Mr.  James  Carey. 
Probably  all  the  expenses  of  the  ma- 
chinery of  murder  do  not  amonnt  to 
more  than  £200  or  £300.  Who  could 
detect  the  absence  of  £200  or  £300  an 
Buoh  an  amount  ?  How  easily  could 
£200  or  £300  be  accounted  for  in  such 
a  sum  under  some  innocent  head,  al- 
though it  had  really  been  applied  for 
the  promotion  of  assassination  in  Ire- 
land ?  "  Would  not  that  be  the  answer 
given  by  English  defamers  and  their 
Irish  allies  to  the  most  perfect  audit  of 
Land  League  accounts  which  it  would 
be  possible  to  make  7  The  demand  for 
the  production  of  the  accounts  of  the 
Land  League  waa  made  by  Memben  of 
that  House  from,  he  was  bound  to  as- 
sume, the  purest  and  the  loftiest  motives ; 
but  the  language  in  which  that  demand 
was  couched  oorrespoaded  very  doaely 
with  that  used  by  a  class  of  persons 
who  could  not  be  suspected  of  honesdy 
making  it— the  literary  Thugs  of  the 
Coercion  Press.  But  there  was  an  ex- 
planation which  the  Irish  Party  might 
well  demand,  and  it  was  high  time  that 
reference  should  be  made  to  it  in  the 
oourse  of  these  debates.  Where  now 
were  the  references  to  Uiose  organiza- 
tions which  were  so  continually  in  the 
mouths  of  hon.  Members  a  couple  of 
years  ago— aye,  and  even  a  year  ago  ? 
They  were  then  told  that  there  was  a 
Skirmishing  Fund  collected  for  ^Mciol 
criminal  purposes.  They  were  toM,  till 
on  both  sides  of  the  House  they  were 
sick  of  the  repetitions,  of  the  appeals  Oi 
desperadoes  in  newspapers  across  the 
Atlantic  for  the  supply  of  money  and 
the  supply  of  men  to  carry  out  a  policy 
which  certainly  appeared  to  be  a  policy 
of  the  knife  and  of  dynamite.  Where 
now  were  the  refwences  to  these  bands 
of  desperadoes  that  worked,  not  only 
outside  of,  but  also  against,  the  Constitu 
tional  movement  of  the  Irish  people? 
Why  were  all  references  to  the  Skir- 
mishing Fund,  to  Assassination  Leagues, 
omitted  from  the  speeches  of  those 
English  Members  who  had  addressed 
the  House,  and  of  those  Irishmen  who 
were  always  ready  to  attack  their  conn- 
try— such  Irishmen,  for  instance,  as  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Member  who 
represented  the  University  of  Dublin 
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(Ifr.  Qibflon)  ?  An  explanation  on  that 
point  ^raa  dne  to  the  Irish  National 
Leaders.  When  the  present  defamers 
wanted  to  create  the  impression  that 
there  were  movements  outside  the  Con- 
Btitntional  movenient  in  Ireland,  their 
mouths  rose  fall  of  skirmishing  funds 
mod  assissination  leagues ;  but  to-day 
when  they  affected  to  recognize  the  pro- 
fitableness of  convineing  the  English 
irablie  that  time  vas  only  one  Na- 
ttonal  moTement  in  Irdand,  and  that  that 
was  represented  by  James  Carey,  they 
droppw  all  irefereaoe  to  what  would  be 
a  complete  explanation  of  the  deplor- 
able state  of  affairs  in  Ireland.  The 
Irish  Members  were  asked  to  repudiate 
the  policy  of  assasaination.  Well,  as  a 
Catholic,  he  was  opposed  to  political 
assassioation  in  the  case  of  British  offi- 
eials  in  Ireland  or  Continental  So- 
vereigns, and  he  should  be  very  glad  to 
belioTO  that  there  were  no  longer  any 
pfditioians  in  England  who  were  pre- 
pared to  palliate  assassination,  in  the 
Latter  case  at  any  rate.  He  should  be 
^■d  to  hear  that  there  were  no  longer 
any  poHtimna  in  England  who  feasted 
and  honoured  the  oompaaions  and 
foundem  of  the  poUey  of  the  dag^r  in 
Italy,  and  the  foanders  of  the  policy  of 
dynamite  inKiueia.  It  was  not  long 
nnce  that  a  darling  of  English  poli- 
ticians was  a  companion  and  a  friend  of 
the  Italian  Mazzini,  and  of  the  Hus- 
coTite  Herzen  ;  and  these  men  had  left 
disciples  and  followers  behind  them. 
Bnppoeing  the  Irish  Members  were  to 
make  the  strongest  repudiation  of  assas- 
sination, would  that  satisfy  the  leaders 
and  the  agents  of  the  policy  of  deli- 
berate defamation  with  whom  they  had 
to  contend  f  Would  not  they  in  their 
speedies,  and  their  allies  in  their  lead- 
ing articles,  point  ont  how  admirably 
the  thing  was  done — how  the  sound  and 
terms  of  a  gennine  repudiation  were 
mimicked  byuie  Land  League  Leaders? 
Would  that  satisfy  them  P  Mo ;  it  would 
only  give  them  cause  for  furtiier  insult. 
The  representative  organs  of  the  defa- 
mation puty  plainly  declared  what  their 
darling  wish  and  design  were.  On  the 
very  morning  following  the  revelations 
of  the  chief  organizer  of  the  assassi- 
nation plot  in  Dublin,  whom  the  Qo- 
vemmmt  had  received  into  their  mercy 
in  consideration  of  political  services 
promised  or  expected,  the  Dublin  Daily 
£xfr0$9  —  which  might  be  called  the 


Irish  edition  of  the  London  TVowf,  be- 
cause its  editor  was  the  Timet  corres- 
pondent in  Dublin — openly  expressed 
in  its  columns  that  policy  of  deliberate 
defamation  which  was  more  insidiously 
insinuated  in  Th«  Timet  correspondence 
from  Dublin  day  after  day.  The  I^Mly 
Eiprett,  the  day  after  the  revelations, 
adjured  the  Orown  counsel  above  all 
things  they  should  not  lose  ei^ht  of.  the 
main  object  they  should  have  m  view— 
namely,  to  use  every  effort  to  connect 
the  Land  League  with  the  usassination 
plot.  "If  counsel  for  the  Crown,"  eon- 
tinned  The  Daily  Exprett,  can  succeed 
in  this,  it  will  strike  a  mortal  blow  at 
Irish  National  agitation.  This  was  an 
open  declaration  of  the  policy  of  the 
defamation  party.  On  Monday,  The 
Evening  Standard  of  London  expressly 
stated  that  Mr.  James  Carey,  notwith- 
standing his  horrible  end  detestable 
criminality,  was  received  into  the  good 
graces  of  the  Qovemment,  because  it 
was  "  hoped  "  that  his  revelations  would 
implicate  certain  leading  political  per- 
sonages. Putting  together  tiie  reve- 
lations of  The  Daily  Joepreet  and  of  the 
London  paper,  if  there  was  one  atom  of 
truth  in  the  statements  of  these  ap- 
parently well  -  accredited  oi^ans,  they 
were  in  the  presence  of  an  assasonatiou 
conspiracy  and  a  conspiracy  of  moral 
assassins,  in  no  iota  yielding  in  infamy 
to  Mr.  James  Carey  and  his  select  con- 
federates themselves.  They  had  heard 
a  good  many  taunts  from  the  Front  Op- 
position Bench  as  to  the  alleged  alliance 
between  the  CK)vemment  and  Mr. 
Sheridan.  The  Government  had  been 
accused  by  the  Leading  Members  of 
the  Conservative  Party  of  making  Mr. 
Sheridan  their  instrument ;  but  it  seemed 
to  him  that  the  virtuous  abhorrence  of 
these  Conservatives  at  this  Uuot  in  no 
way  indisposed  them  from  taking  Mr. 
James  Oar^  to  their  arms  as  th«r 
riUued  ally  and  their  trusted,  infallible 
authority.  This  double-dyed  Tillain, 
swearing  against  his  assooiates  to  save 
his  own  neck — such  was  the  ally  for 
their  political  campaign  against  Iheir 
political  opponents — he  said  it  before  all 
England — of  the  English  Conservative 
Party.  Notwithstanding  the  absurdity 
of  the  demand  for  the  production  of  an 
item  by  item  statement  of  the  Land 
League  funds,  he,  for  his  part,  would 
certainly  be  delighted  to  see  such  a 
statement  given  to  the  public  if  they 
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(Cot  in  return  an  item  by  item  explana- 
tion of  the  manner  in  which  the  Crown 
offloials  in  Dublin  had  employed  the 
•ecret  serrioe  money  for  the  last  two 
years.  He  felt  certain  that  it  would  be 
imposeible  for  certain  officials  to  keep 
tbeir  position  if  such  a  statement  were 
given  to  the  public.  They  had  nothing 
to  be  ashamed  of  in  the  application  of 
the  Land  League  funds ;  and  they  should 
have  no  objection  to  showing  how  they 
were  applied  if  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment and  Her  Majesty's  Opposition 
agreed  to  give  them  a  look  at  the  appli- 
eation  of  the  Secret  Service  Fund.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Mallow  j  ustly  attributed 
the  desperate  crimes  which  had  shocked 
all  men,  except,  apparently,  the  party  of 
deliberate  duamation,  to  the  operation 
of  the  policy  of  ooeMion.  He  ventured 
to  say  that  if  Ireland  waa  any  other 
country  in  the  world  there  would  be 
no  hesitation  whatever  in  connecting 
tyranny  with  assassination,  and  derootic 
government  with  popular  crime.  From 
the  speeches  during  this  debate  it  might 
be  fiittcied  that  Iceland  waa  the  only 
country  whose  soil  bad  been  stained  by 
political  assassination.  The  commission 
of  crime  elsewhere  was  no  palliation  of 
crime  in  Ireland ;  but  this  hypocrisy 
must  not  be  pushed  too  for.  No  one  had 
declared  that,  on  account  of  the  murder 
of  the  Csar,  Bussia  should  be  deprived 
of  its  nationality,  or  that  Spain  should 
be  similarly  punished  for  the  murder  of 
Prim,  or  that  the  bloodshed  which  had 
occurred  in  France  should  disentitle  the 
present  Qovemmmt  to  the  deference 
and  oecasional  adulation  of  the  British 
Government.  The  United  States  had 
been  stained  with  poUtioal  assasdnation. 
Even  in  England  norrible  tyranny  had 
producedhorrible  crime.  [The hon. Mem- 
ber tlien  referred  to' the  foroibie  disper- 
sion of  the  meeting  held  at  St.  Peter's 
Field,  near  Manchester,  in  1819,  and  ta 
the  fact  that,  although  Coercion  Laws 
of  the  most  stringent  character  were 
passed  by  the  Government,  a  formidable 
conspiracy  grew  up  in  a  few  months 
afterwards.]  At  the  time  of  the  Peterloo 
Massacre  there  had  been  promises  for 
the  more  speedy  execution  of  justice, 
for  stamping  out  seditious  meetings, 
and  for  seizing  arms.  On  February  22, 
1820,  only  a  »w  months  after  the  cul- 
mination of  the  Government  by  tyranny, 
the  Gato  Street  conspiracy,  in  evffly 
particular  as  infamous  as  the  Phosnix 
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Park  assasnnation  plot,  bad  come  to 
a  head  in  the  midst  of  advanced  and 
civilised  England.  The  object  of  the 
Oato  Street  conspiracy  was  tlie  mur- 
der of  all  the  Members  of  the  Cabinet, 
which  even  exceeded  the  modest  enter- 

?rize  of  the  Government  witness,  Mr. 
ames  Oarey  ;  and  farther,  to  seise  the 
Bank  and  set  fire  to  several  places  in 
London.  Mr.  James  Care;  seemed  to 
be  an  outcast  beside  the  devisers  of 
those  crimes.  For  that  crime  Thistle- 
wood  and  four  of  bis  associates  were 
found  guilty  and  executed.  The  Govern- 
ment  of  that  day  would,  he  thought, 
probably  be  puazled  to  account  for  the 
immunity  which  was  to  be  extended  to 
Mr.  James  Carey,  In  the  peiiodioal 
literature  of  the  day  there  was  to  be 
found  the  very  same  class  of  charges 
brought  by  the  party  of  English  co- 
ercion against  the  puty  of  English  re- 
form, ti'yin|(  to  amiroh  the  nformers 
with  the  crime  of  Thistiewood,  as  wwa 
to  be  seen,  to  their  sheune  and  disgrace, 
a  certain  sort  of  organs  of  public  mu- 
nion  in  England  trying  to  smirch  tne 
leaders  of  the  Nationu  movement  in 
Ireland  with  the  crime  of  the  Phoenix 
Park  conspiracy.  Would  hon.  and  right 
hon.  Members  declare  or  suggest  that  an 
outrage  of  that  description  in  Ireland 
should  be  punished  by  the  permanent  re- 
duction of  the  Irish  nation  to  political 
helotry  ?  Tb^  should  oommenoe  with 
the  application  of  their  principles  in 
their  own  English  home,  for  if  it  were 
even  possible  that  Ireland  must  bear  the 
shame  of  the  i^ot  of  James  Carey  and 
his  confederate^  England  had  been 
stained  with  a  vaster  and  mote  oompre- 
haisive  crime.  He  could  quote  seatM 
and  scores  of  oases  of  the  most  h(»rible 
popular  crimes  in  England,  followioff 
upon  a  policy  of  mere  coercion  on  the 
part  of  the  Government ;  and  if  he  had 
been  an  Englishman  he  would  not  have 
been  aocused  of  palliating  assassinations 
if  he  were  to  say  with  regard  to  those 
crimes  that  mere  coercion  was  more  cal- 
culated to  breed  crime  than  to  dissemi- 
nate loyalty.  He  did  not  intend  to  go 
into  even  such  details  as  the  history  of 
the  Ludditen  risings,  and  the  wholesale 
massacre  and  murders  in  England.  He 
wanted  to  deal  direotiy  with  the  state- 
ment that  the  policy  of  the  Government, 
hounded  on  and  stimulated  by  the  par^ 
of  coeroioai,  which  only  thanked  the 
Government  by  seeking  to  smirch  it  in 
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tarn  vith  evcrj  odious  crime— he  wished 
to  say  he  was  entirely  of  opinion  that 
orime  in  Ireland  had  been  fostered, 
stiimilated,  enconraged,  and  developed 
Utrough  the  operation  of  the  unhealthy 
infinence  bred  by  the  riyim*  of  brutal 
ooereien.  When  the  Assassination  Oon- 
nnracy  had  been  foonded,  according  to 
the  atatementa  tA  the  Government  Grown 
witness,  ICr.  James  Oarey,  popular  agi- 
tation in  Ireland  had  been  suppressed 
by  the  strong  hand  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bradford. 
In  the  sweeping  of  his  net  all  over  the 
country  amongst  the  hundreds  and  hun- 
dreds of  innocent  and  honourable  men 
whom  he  had  gathered  into  his  gaols, 
dcmbtiess  by  a  sort  of  chance,  he  had 
brought  in  a  few  dozen  of  disreputable 
^araeters  and  probable  criminals.  Bat 
fur  the  one  possible  or  probable  crimi- 
nal whom  he  had  incarcerated  he 
had  incarcerated  50  law-abiding  and 
enrne-condemning  leaden  of  the  people. 
It  wns  in  the  absence  of  the  popular 
leaders,  who  had  been  oast  into  prison 
as  "snspects,"  .that  the  assassination 
plot  of  Mr.  Oarey  had  taken  its  origin, 
and  had  oome  to  a  head.  Perhaps  the 
party  of  defemation  would  eoggest  that, 
owing  to  the  liberality  of  the  right  hon. 
GenUeman  the  Member  for  Bradford, 
erery  opportunity  had  been  given  to 
those  popular  leaders,  even  within  their 
gaols,  to  conduct  and  guide  the  popular 
agitation.  Would  any  hon.  Member 
move  for  a  Betum  of  the  number  of 
Letters  dealing  with  poKtioal  or  agrarian 
sabjeeta  which  the  right  hon.  Member 
tat  Bradford  had  allowed  to  enter  the 
priflOB  walls  of  Ireland  during  all  that 
time  f  No  one  ooold  make  the  slightest 
mggestion  in  any  letter  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Oity  of  Oork,  or  any  of 
his  Oolleagnes,  touching  in  the  slightest 
degree  on  politics  or  agrarian  reform, 
wiuiont  the  letter  being  confiscated  or 
the  passage  rubbed  out  by  a  process 
known  to  the  eensorship  of  Continental 
tftmAM.  It  had  been  while  the  jtopnlar 
leaden  were  imprisoned,  and  while 
every  possible  exertion  of  their  influence 
over  the  people  had  been  sedulously  pre- 
vented by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford,  that  the  conspiracy  had  been 
organised ;  but  had  the  incarceration  of 
the  popular  leaders  been  the  only  step 
takm  to  prepare  the  ground  for  the 
^nting  of  criminal  organizations  ? 
Would  any  hon;  Uembw  move  for  a 


Beturn  of  the  number  of  peaceable 
and  well-conducted  men,  women,  and 
children,  whose  wounds,  received  from 
the  b&tons  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Bradford's  policemen,  were  attended 
to  in  the  Dublin  hospitals  during  the 
three  or  four  days  following  the  arrest 
of  the  "  suspects  f  "  He  himself,  while 
standing  at  the  door  of  his  hotel  in 
Sackville  Street,  saw  a  constable,  264  0, 
kicking  and  beating  two  children — a 
boy  and  a  girl.  He  said  to  the  ser- 
geant— "  What  is  the  number  of  that 
scoundrel?"  "I  will  show  you  what 
his  number  is,"  was  the  reply ;  and 
thereupon  the  sergeant  made  a  charge 
with  20  or  30  of  his  comrades  at  the 
crowded  hotel  entrance,  intending,  no 
doubt,  to  charge  him  (Mr.  O'Donnell) 
with  taking  part  in  the  riot,  A  number 
of  people  standing  there  were  beaten, 
and  the  proprietor  of  the  hotel  was 
struck  down  bleeding  in  his  own  house. 
When  the  Corporation  of  Dublin  waited 
on  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford 
and  complained  of  those  scenes  of  vio- 
lence, they  only  received  the  retort, 
which  was  worthy  of  Warsaw—"  Clear- 
ing the  streets  can  be  no  milk-and-watw 
business."  The  right  hon.  Member  for 
Br^fOTdf  1^  his  administration  of  the 
Oofflvion  Act,  effectually  prevented  milk- 
and-water  agitation  in  Ireland.  He 
gave  a  watchword  to  discontent ;  he 
gave  a  stimulus  and  incentive  to  all 
those  classes  whom  he  was  bludgeoning 
and  brutalizing  throughout  Ireland.  The 
right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  was 
leading  the  police  into  frequent  colli- 
sions with  the  people ;  and  not  only 
men,  but  women  and  children,  fell  be- 
neath the  buckshot  cartridges  and  the 
stabbing  bayonets  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford's  police.  This 
was  the  thing  which  went  home  to  the 
popular  heart  and  sensibility ;  this  was 
the  thing  which,  beyond  a  doubt,  aided 
the  incendiary  and  uie  murderous  coun- 
sels of  the  promoters  of  desperate  crimes* 
The  Government  refused  even  a  legal 
inquiry  into  the  murders  perpetrated 
by  the  police — at  the  expense  of  the 
people.  In  case  after  case  Coroner's 
Juries  returned  verdicts  of  murder,  and 
.in  not  one  case  would  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford  allow  the  mur- 
derers to  be  placed  on  trial  before  the 
country.  Not  even  when  Ellen  Mac- 
donough  was  stabbed  through  the  breast 
by  a  constable  at  BelmuUet  was  there 
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a  trial  for  murder.  He  believed  that 
even  the  murder  of  the  children  at  Bal- 
lina,  which  preceded  by  a  few  hours 
the  mnrders  in  the  Phoenix  Park,  was 
never  brought  to  the  cognizance  of 
any  jury.  "Would  the  Government, 
even  now,  undertake  to  make  up  for 
the  past?  They  had  the  Grimes  Act 
andthepowerof selectingjnries.  Would 
they,  even  now,  bring  the  policemen 
against  whom  stood  the  .  verdicts  of 
Ooroner'a  Juries  for  murder  to  trial 
before  any  jury  that  covdd  be  selected 
or  packed?  That  miserable  creature 
Carey  bad  too  ready  and  too  plansible 
an  excuse  for  his  horrible  desperation, 
for  he  himself  said — 

"When  I  joined  the  Assassination  Com- 
mittee the  popular  leaders  were  in  prison ;  the 
oouatry  was  in  a  fearful  state ;  there  was  no 
hope  of  justice;  and  there  was  no  longer  any 
scope  for  Constitutional  agitation." 

Could  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  4;he 
Member  for  Bradford  say  that  the 
defence  which  the  miserable  Carey  im- 
pudently arrogated  to  himself  was  not 
the  honest  conviction  of  millions  of  the 

Eeople  of  Ireland?  Under  that  right 
on.  Gentleman's  rule  the  people  had 
lost  all  faith  in  redress  by  justice,  and 
all  faith  in  the  effloaoy  of  Oonstitntional 
a^tation.  On  scores  of  occasions  he 
himself,  when  addressing  public  meet- 
ings and  telling  the  people  to  bold 
fast  to  the  principles  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  and 
his  Colleagues,  he  heard  voices  among 
the  audience  saying  something  like 
this  —  "Ob  yes;  much  goodwill  it 
do  us !  There  is  no  use  in  Constitu- 
tional agitation ;  ask  Forster  !  "  That 
was  the  manner  in  which  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford  carried  out  the 
law.  It  was  made  a  reproach  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork,  that 
among  these  Land  Leagne  societies  were 
a  few  Fenians.  Yes,  there  where  men 
who  had  been  Fenians,  not  a  few,  but 
thousands,  brought  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  into  the  ranks 
of  Constitutional  agitation.  He  him- 
self knew  many  men  in  Ireland  who 
were  Fenians  from  the  origination  of 
the  Fenian  Association ;  men  who 
scorned  all  relations  with  the  Home. 
Bule  Party,  and  scbmed  the  very  idea 
of  Constitutional  agitation  until  they 
saw  a  determined  Party  arise  which 
strove  to  make  use  of  the  Constitution 
for  the  good  of  Ireland.    The  hon. 
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Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  led 
hundreds  and  thoasands  of  these  Fenians 
into  the  ranks  of  the  Land  League  ;  but 
when  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Brad- 
ford had  been  for  some  months  at  work 
the  labour  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  was  largely  undone,  and, 
not  units,  but  thoasands  of  men  whom 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
had  rescued  from  Fenianism,  were 
driven  back  into  Fenianism  and  some- 
thing infinitely  worse,  by  the  horrible 
policy  of  coercion,  which  would  be  far 
ever-  associated  with  the  name  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford.  0^ 
tain  critics  might  pretend  to  believe 
that  there  was  proof  of  complicity  with 
crime  on  the  part  of  the  Land  League 
in  the  fact  that  men  who  had  been 
Fenians  were  latterly  members  of  the 
Land  League.  They  imagined  that  this 
was  a  condemnation  of  the  Irish  Na- 
tional movement ;  but  that  was  a  most 
telling  reproach  to  the  English  Govern- 
ment. All  the  good  which  the  Land 
Lctague  endeavoured  to  do,  coercion  had 
undone.  There  were  in  the  ranks  of 
Fenianism  thousands  of  men  as  shapely 
as  ever  marched  under  the  flag  of  Eng- 
land, or  Miy  other  nation ;  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  succeeded 
in  enlisting  thCnsands  of  these  in  Con- 
stitutional agitation,  in  the  hope  that  by 
showing  resolution,  and  by  appealing  to 
the  manly  instincts  of  nreedom-loving 
Englishmen,  they  could  at  length  do 
something  for  Ireland.  It  was  not  on 
an  occasion  like  this  that  he  was  going 
to  lay  stress  upon  the  minor  differences 
which  separated  him  from  the  Leaders 
of  the  Land  League — on  the  main  and 
essential  points  he  was  still  at  one  with 
the  Leaders  of  the  Irish  people.  From 
being  Bevoluttonists,  they  bad  brought 
these  men  to  become  advocates  of  Ke- 
form ;  but  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford  and  his  adherents  and  eggers- 
on  sitting  upon  the  Front  Opposition 
Bench  had  driven  hundreds  of  these 
men  back  again  into  the  ranks  of  banded 
insurrection.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  ITniveruty  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Flnnket)  would  probabW  follow 
him  in  this  debate.  That  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  who  did  not  dis- 
tinguish himself  in  any  attack  upon  the 
foreign  policy  of  the  Government,  was 
always  equal  to  the  task  of  leading  a 
charge  against  the  liberties  of  his  native 
land.   He  did  not  think  the  right  hon. 
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and  learned  Gtentleman,  would  disown 
this  uttrepretatioD  of  the  Amendment— 
that  it  was  a  dedaration  against  ad- 
mitting Ireland  to  the  ordinary  priTi> 
leges  of  English  freeman.  The  noble 
ICarqness  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington) 
had  declared  that  until  there  was  an  im- 
provement in  the  condition  of  Ireland 
there  would  be  no  improTement  in  the 
English  rule  of  Ireland.  That  was  an 
ai^oment  worthy  of  a  noble  Lord  who 
had  acquired  his  present  exalted  position 
so  completely  unaided  by  accidental 
oircomstanoes  of  birth  or  faTouritiem. 
In  reply  to  the  noble  Uarquess's  de- 
idarataon,  that  until  Ireland  became 
ooatented  there  would  be  nothing  done 
to  remore  her  discontent  —  by  the 
way,  what  a  crashing  argument  that 
-was  for  the  snperior  capacities  of 
British  LegislatorB— -the  Irish  Members 
might  tell  the  House  that  most 
assuredly  Ireland  would  grow  more 
and  more  discontented,  and  more  and 
more  resolred  to  get  rid  of  the 
interference  in  Irish  internal  affaire 
of  such  L^slatorB  as  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr. 
Gorst)  and  the  noble  Marquess  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War.  So  far  from 
regarding  addresses  like  that  of  the 
noble  Marquess  as  calculated  to  intimi- 
date Irish  Nationalists,  they  hailed  them 
and  rejoiced  over  them  as  being  power- 
ful stimulants.  They  would  brace  up 
those  persons  who  might  be  tempted  to 
fall  away  into  any  form  of  Whiggeiy. 
So  far  from  the  Irish  nation  having  ex- 
hansted  one-fiftieth  part  of  the  Oonsti- 
tutional  agencies  already  at  its  disposal, 
they  were  only  at  the  beginning  of  the 
formation  and  the  organization  of  the 
resources  and  power  of  the  Irish  race. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
the  tJniverBity  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson) 
last  evening  thought  to  make  capital  out 
of  some  extracts  which  be  read  from 
what  purported  to  be  a  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork,  de- 
livered in  America,  in  which  that  hon. 
Member  was  alleged  to  have  said  that 
tha  prvHuoters  of  the  Irish  National 
movement  would  .never  rest  satisfied  as 
long  aa  a  siogle  connectmg  link  remained 
between  the  Ctovemment  of  this  country 
and  that  of  Ireland.  He  himself  had 
been  acensed  by  some  warm  Irish  Na- 
tionalists of  being  too  Imperial  in  his 
views  ;  and  he  confessed  that  he  would 
wiUingl;  make  that  House  u£  Commons 
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an  Imperial  Chamber,  and  the  repre- 
sentative of  not  only  England,  Scotland, 
and  Ireland,  but  of  Australia,  of  Canada, 
of  misgoverned  India,  and  of  every  one 
of  the  Dependencies  of  the  British  Em- 
pire. But  as  regarded  local,  internal, 
and  national  matters,  he  would  re-echo 
the  declarations  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork,  that  Irishmen  would 
never  be  satisfied  until  the  last  shred  of 
English  interference  in  the  national 
afifairs  of  Ireland  had  been  put  a  stop 
to,  and  until  the  last  link  in  the  chain  of 
slavery  had  been  broken.  Irishmen 
would  be  content  that  England  should 
be  Ireland's  sister,  but  they  would  not 
permit  Ireland  to  be  England's  slave. 
The  Irish  people  were  content  to  unite 
with  the  Engliui  people,  against  whom 
they  were  anxious  to  bear  no  grudge, 
on  all  questions  of  Imperial  interest. 
They  did  not  desire  to  interfere  in  Eng- 
lish national  legislation,  and  they  refused 
the  right  to  anyone  beyond  the  elected 
Representatives  of  the  Irish  people  to 
legislate  on  the  internal  and  national 
affairs  of  Ireland.  Let  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Members  for  the  University 
of  Dublin  say  what  they  pleased  of  the 
declaration.  By  that  declaration  the 
Irish  race  would  stand.  Let,  however, 
England  give  Ireland  three  years  of  her 
coercion,  or  SO  years,  for  that  matter. 
Irishmen  would  withstand  it,  as  they 
had  withstood  it  for  the  last  800  years, 
although  the  foundation  of  the  British 
and  CHonial  Empire  was  not  more  than 
150  years  old. 

Mb.  H.  S.  NOETHCOTE  said,  that 
he  should  like  to  hear  from  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  an  answer  to  one 
of  the  charges  made  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Chatham.  That 
charge  was  one  made  against  the  Liberal 
Party  as  a  whole,  that  in  the  first  place 
the  history  of  Liberal  administration  in 
Ireland  showed  that  outrages  were  more 
prevalent  under  Liberal  than  under 
Conservative  rule;  and,  secondly,  that 
the  history  of  Liberal  administration  in- 
variably followed  one  uniform  course — 
namely,  that  the  powers  of  the  ordinary 
law  were  first  unduly  relaxed,  to  be  fol- 
lowed at  a  short  interval  by  severe  re- 
pression. The  Home  Secretary  Itad 
taken  up  the  ground  that  the  language 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  was  of 
an  offensive  kind,  and  he  had  evaded 
giving  any  answer  to  the  case  made  out. 
He  trusted  that  the  Chief  Secretary 
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would  gird  a  definite  answer  to  the 

ohargee  raised.  They  might  be  told 
that  the  present  decrease  of  orime  in 
Ireland  was  due  not  to  the  operation 
of  the  Peace  Preservation  Act  or  the 
Grimes  Act,  hot  to  the  good  working  of 
remedial  legislation  in  the  shape  of  the 
Land  Act  and  the  Arrears  Act.  That 
the  Oonserrative  Party  entirely  denied, 
and  they  founded  their  denial  on  the 
past  experience  of  the  Liberal  Party, 
which  proved  that  it  was  not  the  de- 
struction of  the  Irish  Church  and  the 
remedial  legislation  of  1869  and  1870 
which  diminished  the  crop  of  outrages, 
but  the  Westmeath  Act  for  the  proteo* 
tion  of  life  and  property  which  alone 

S reduced  tranquillity.  They  also  said 
lat  at  the  present  time  the  improve- 
ment in  the  state  of  Ireland  waa  not 
owing  to  the  alleged  benefidal  working 
of  the  Arrears  Act  or  the  Land  Act,  but 
solely  to  the  vigoroua  enforcement  of  the 
Crimes  Act.  As  he  read  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentlemen,  it 
did  not  in  any  way  imply  a  sanction  to 
the  course  of  policy  adopted  by  the  Go* 
vemment  towards  Ir^nd  when  they 
first  came  into  Office,  and  carried  out  by 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster).  The  Amendment 
only  dealt  with  the  state  of  affairs  after 
the  resignation  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. There  was  much  to  criticize  in 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  eariy  admi- 
nistration of  Irish  affairs;  but  he  ceased 
to  be  responsible  for  them  in  April  last. 
At  that  time  the  pontion  was  that  the 
right  hon.  GmtlanBn  would  consent  to 
remain  at  his  post  on  three  ocmditions, 
and  the  third  condition  was  that  the  Go- 
vernment should  obtain  further  powers 
for  maintaining  law  and  order  in  Ire- 
land. The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Home  Secretary  said  that 
the  existing  Crimea  Bill  was  actually 
drafted  when  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford  left  the  Cabinet.  It  seemed 
to  him  there  was  but  one  inference  to  be 
drawn  from  that — namely,  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  no  intention  of  pressing  on 
the  Bill,  had  it  not  been  for  the  Fhcsnix 
Park  murders,  or  surely  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford  would  have  re- 
mained, his  third  condition  being  thus 
complied  with.  That  was  a  point  which 
ought  to  be  eleared  up.  Then  the  Home 
Sewetary  said  that  the  Goremment  were 
not  idone  to  blame  if  thttr  legislation 
liiilfld,  for  no  one  proposed  anything 
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better.   To  that  he  answered  that  the 

Opposition  did  propose,  by  their  protest 
against  the  Government  relaxing  the 
mild  existing  Peace  Preservation  Aot, 
something  better ;  and,  secondly,  that 
the  Government  were  in  a  different 
position,  as  regards  initiating  legislation, 
&om  irresponsible  private  Members.  It 
could  not  be  denied  that  practically  the 
retirement  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford  was  oonsidered  throughout  the 
country  as  a  triumph  of  concesoion  Ofot 
coercion  principles,  the  more  so  because 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  avowedly  re* 
signed  Office  rather  than  adopt  to  their 
full  ext«it1he  oonoessions  Her  Majesty's 
Government  wvn  ready  to  make  to  men 
who  were  actually  under  lot^  and  key 
for  treasonable  practices.  Hie  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself  and  the  Viceroy 
— the  two  special  Irish  Members  of  the 
Government — resigned  rather  than  ac- 
cept this  new  departure,  and  carry  out 
this  new  policy.  And  when  the  Govern- 
ment charged  the  Opposition  with  having 
attacked  them  because  their  policy  failed, 
they  must  remember  that  only  one  thing 
justified  that  polioy,  and  that  was  com- 
plete success.  That  policy  had,  how- 
ever, failed,  and  therefore  the  Govern- 
ment deserved  and  must  expect  sever* 
censure.  The  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr. 
Gorst)  was  intended  to  prevent  the  Go- 
vernment from  repeating  the  mistaken 
polii^of  trafficking  with  agitation,  which 
wd  them  to  entor  into  negotiations  witii 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Gitv  of  Cork, 
rather  than  to  accept  and  follow  the 
advice  of  their  own  Viceroy  and  tiie 
Chief  Secretary.  This  was  the  sole 
object  of  the  Amendment,  and  there- 
fore it  was  an  Amendment  which  the 
Opposition  were  free  to  support.  He 
did  not  wish  to  be  merely  critical ;  but 
the  Home  Secretary  had  admitted  that 
the  Irish  policy  of  the  Government  had 
not  been  a  success  both  on  legislative 
and  administrative  grounds.  The  GK}- 
vemment  would  admit  that  much  of  the 
failure  of  their  polioy  and  much  of  the 
terrible  orime  in  Ireland  rwulted  from 
the  wretched  physical  condition  of  the 
population— that  crime  grew  out  of 
poverty  and  ignorance.  Some  means 
should  be  provided  to  enable  and  to 
eaoonrage  the  poor  tenants  of  Ireland 
to  better  their  eondition  by  emigration. 
He  believed  that  that  was  the  only 
possible  remedy.  So  long  as  the  oountij 
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was  in  such  an  nttsettled  condition  it 
conld  not  be  expected  that  capital  for 
derelopin^  manu&cture  would  be  at- 
tracted to  it.  He  believed  it  was  possible 
to  devise  a  reasonable  scheme  which 
would  have  the  effect  of  encouraging 
emigration,  and  he  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  be  able  to  give  the  House 
some  assurance  upon  the  subject.  This 
seemed  the  only  mode  of  providing  a 
remedy  for  the  present  state  of  things ; 
and  he  bdieved  that  if  it  were  adopted 
the  standard  of  living  among  thoee  who 
remained  in  the  country  would  be  raised 
so  high  and  bring  such  contentment  that 
the  country  would  never  again  fall 
under  the  inflnenoe  of  dangerous  agi- 
tators to  whose  influence  crime  was  so 
largely  due. 

Mb.  GEORGE  BU8SELL  said,  he 
had  to  complain  of  the  want  of  reality 
which  had  characterized  the  discnssion 
of  the  Amendment  by  hon.  Members 
opposite.  He  could  not  help  feeling 
that,  under  all  the  apparent  difference  of 
opinion,  there  had  been  from  first  to  last 
a  very  substantial  agreement  between 
hon.  Members  on  ^th  sides  <3i  the 
House  who  had  addressed  ^onirives  to 
the  question  of  the  present  administoa- 
ttonoftheGtovemment  in  Ireland.  Hon. 
Members  were  in  the  main  highly  satis- 
fied with  the  dexterity  and  firmness 
evinced  by  Lord  Spencer  and  the  Chief 
Secretary  in  their  arduous  duties  in  Ire- 
land, and  lie  was  quite  ready  to  trust  to 
those  officials  abeolutely  the  powers  that 
they  thought  necessary  for  the  discharge 
of  Uieir  duty.  He  thought  they  deserved 
the  Aillest  confidence  as  a  reward  forthe 
readiness 'with  which  they  had  under- 
taken those  duties  under  oircumstanoes 
of  imminent  peril  to  themsoLves.  They 
would  see  in  a  short  time  whether  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamell)  would  persevere  with  the  con- 
demnatory Motion  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice,  and  he  fully  aoknowled^d  the 
difficulties  of  the  p(^tion  in  which  that 
hon.  Member  found  himsdf  with  resjpeot 
to  ih&t  Motion.  It  was  quite  possible 
that  the  exigencies  of  his  position  would 
compel  the  hon.  Member  to  move  it,  for 
if  ever  there  was  a  man  situated  between 
the  Devil  and  the  deep  sea  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  was  now 
in  that  unenviable  position.  By  moving 
his  Amendment  he  ran  the  risk — which 
he  (Mr.  George  Bussell)  was  sure  was 
abh<nTent  to  his  nature— of  seeming  to 
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idraitify  himself  with  the  dreadful  crimes 
that  had  been  committed  in  Ireland ; 
while,  on  the  other  hand,  if  he  abandoned 
it  he  would  incur  the  hardly  less  hateful 
risk  losing  his  influence  with  the  law- 
less classes  in  Ireland,  and  lay  himself 
open  to  the  charge  of  having  disoon- 
nectod  himself  &om  the  pohof  with 
which  his  name  was  identified.  At  all 
events,  what  he  wished  to  say  was  that 
a  great  part  of  the  diiousuon  which  had 
taken  place  would  have  been  more  ap- 
propriate on  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Membw  for  the  City  of  Ooik ;  but  he 
would  not  anticipate  the  disclosures  that 
might  take  place  to-morrow,  or  during 
the  remaining  nights  of  the  debate. 
They  were  all  agreed  in  being  thankful 
that  they  had  at  last  done  witii  the  old 
Coercion  Act.  He  did  not  think  that  the 
Home  Secretary  intended  by  his  speech 
last  night  to  convey  that  Uie  responsi- 
bility of  the  old  Ooerdon  Act  rested  on  tiie 
whole  HoQse  merely  beeause  it  gave  its 
consent  to  it.  If  the  Government  on  its 
own  responsibiUty  introduced  a  measure 
of  that  kind,  asserting  that  the  measure 
was  neoessary  for  the  maintenance  of 
law  and  order,  the  Government  was 
surely  more  responnble  for  the  effect  of 
that  legislation  than  hem.  Members  on 
that  side  of  the  House  who  voted  in  its 
favour  at  their  bidding.  Though  the 
old  Coercion  Act  might  have  bcMi  a 
necessity  for  the  moment,  bedoubtedthe 
wisdom  of  it.  It  had  been  rumoured 
that  the  Prime  Minister,  if  his  oounsels 
had  prevailed,  would  have  introduced  in 
January,  1881,  a  Bill  framed  on  other 
lines  than  those  of  arbitrary  arrest.  It 
was  found  impossible  to  put  in  foroe  the 
law  ot  arbitrary  arrest,  and  it  was  not 
long  before  the  administration  of  the  old 
Coercion  Bill  passed  into  a  phase  cha? 
raotoriaed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Ghdway  as  "  a  huge  joke."  It  lost  its 
terrors,  and  seoiued  the  maximum  of 
popular  irritation  with  the  minimum  of 
detffirent  efibct.  It  be<»me  palpable 
that  under  it  murder  and  crimes  umilar 
to  murder  advanced  with  alarming 
strides.  The  increase  of  crime  in  Ireland 
had  required  the  introduction  of  some 
further  measure ;  and  they  all  remem- 
bered what  had  been  called  ^e  "Kilmain- 
ham  arrangement.  It  had  been  made 
dear  ia  that  disciission  that  it  was  not 
&om  the  principle  of  an  arrangement 
forthe  release  of  the  "auspeote"  that 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  had 
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dissented,  but  ham  the  tenns  of  that  I 
arrangement.  The  right  hon.  Member  I 
for  Bradford  stated  three  oonditions,  the 
obtainment  of  an;f  one  of  which  would 
hare  induced  him  to  remain  in  Office 
and  consent  to  the  r^ease  of  the  "  bus-  : 
pects."  And  the  rery  mention  of  con- 
ditions invoWed  a  willingness  to  ne- 
gotiate. The  first  condition  was  that 
they  should  not  be  released  until  Ire- 
land was  quiet;  the  second  was  that  they 
should  not  be  released  until  they  gave 
a  pledge  that  they  would  abandon  their 
former  action;  and  the  third  that 
they  should  not  be  released  until  some 
measure  was  brought  in  to  strengthen 
the  law  against  crime  and  outrage.  The 
first  of  those  conditions — that  of  keeping 
them  in  prison  until  Ireland  was  restored 
to  peace  and  order — was  much  the  same 
as  tu  keep  them  there  until  the  Qreek 
Kalends,  or  until,  as  the  old  saying 
went,  a  nian  might  go  to  Borne  and 
back  in  three  days.  Again,  the  demand 
from  them  of  a  pledge  for  their  good 
behaviour  argued  great  ignoranoe  of 
human  nature.  It  was  idle  to  expect  a 
body  of  men — most  of  them  young  men 
— who  had  been,  as  they  conceived,  to  a 
great  extent  suoceseful  in  their  agita- 
tion, to  abandon,  for  the  sake  of  regain- 
ing their  liberty,  that  agitation  when  it 
seemed  to  them  to  be  within  a  measur- 
able distance  of  attaining  its  ends,  and 
when,  in  many  cases,  as  he  understood, 
its  cessation  would  have  deprived  them 
of  the  means  of  subsistence.  The  third 
condition  was,  he  thonght,  a  more  rea- 
sonable one— namely,  that  they  should 
not  be  released  until  some  such  measure 
as  the  Crimes  Act  was  introduced.  He 
was  disposed  to  think  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  have  done  wisely  if  they 
had  complied  with  that  last  condition  of 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford, 
and  so  have  retained  his  services. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  That  last 
oondition  was  the  important  point. 

Ur.  GKOBGE  BUSSELL  said,  he  was 
glad  to  hearthat  it  was  not  any  truckling 
to  persons  suspected  of  crime;  but  it  was 
raUier  his  oonviotion  that  an  unwise  de- 
ciuon  was  arrived  at  when  it  was  decided 
to  liberate  the  "suspects"  which  had 
influenced  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford. 

Mk.  OALLAK:  It  was  not  stated  at 
the  time. 

Me.  W.  E.  FOBSTBR  :  Yes,  it 
was. 

2lr.  Q9org«  Suutll 


Mr.  GEORGE  RUSSELL  said,  he  was 
glad  that  he  had  drawn  that  admission 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  It  was 
important  to  emphasize  the  fact  that  the 
determination  to  bring  in  a  measure 
for  dealing  more  eflfectuaUy  with  the 
murders  which  had,  up  till  that  time, 
gone  on  increasing  was  arrived  at  by 
the  Government  before  the  assaennations 
in  Fhcenix  Park.  The  Bill,  in  nearly 
the  exact  shape  in  which  it  was  even- 
tually proposed,  had  been  announced  on 
the  very  day  that  Mr.  Forster  left  the 
Cabinet.  Therefore,  the  horrible  charge 
against  the  Liberal  Party,  that  they  had 
been  actuated  by  passion  and  revenge, 
fell  to  the  ground.  All  the  Membwrs  on 
that  side  of  the  House,  and  on  the 
Conservative  Benches,  seemed  to  agree 
that  Lord  Spencer  and  the  present  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  had  administered 
with  firmness,  ability,  and  courage  the 
great  powers  confided  to  them  in  May. 
The  new  policy  pursued  had  been,  in 
some  respects,  a  marked  success.  They 
were  asked  in  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chatham 
(Mr.  Gorst)  to  express  a  hope  that  no 
further  oonceseionB  would  be  made  to 
lawless  agitation.  That  seemed  to  imply 
a  doctrine  to  which  none  of  those  sitting 
on  his  side  would  ever  subscribe— namely, 
that  the  Land  Act  and  the  Arrears  Act, 
to  which  they  had  rendered  as  hearty 
and  a  more  pleasurable  support  than 
they  had  given  to  the  Crimes  Act,  were 
extorted  from  Parliament  by  lawless 
agitation.  As  far  as  Irish  agitation 
was  directed  solely  to  the  attainment 
of  the  ends  conceded  in  the  Land  Act 
and  the  Arrears  Act,  it  was  a  Consti- 
tutional and  reasonable  agitation.  He 
made  no  apology  for  threatoning  lan- 
guage. He  had  in  view  merely  that 
demand  for  reform  which  did  not  desire 
to  be  stereotyped  as  lawless  agitetion. 
He  thought  that  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  the  University  of 
Dublin  (Mr.  CKbson)  and  others  had 
shown  rather  leu  than  justice  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  liceds  (Mr.  Herbnrt 
Gladstone)  in  the  way  they  had  called 
him  so  sharply  to  account  for  his  lan- 
guage in  regard  to  local  self-govern- 
ment in  Ireland.  It  might  be  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Leeds  had  no  right  to 
lend  the  authority  of  his  place  in  the 
Government  to  his  utterance  on  that 
subject ;  but  he  thought  they  might 
I  apply  the  Old  Testament  extenuation, 
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aad,  speaking  of  his  Office,  say  in  the 
words  used  by  Lot,  in  reference  to  Zoar, 
"  Is  it  not  a  little  one  ?  "  and  consider 
that  the  speech  was  made  rather  in 
the  ohaiacter  of  an  independent  Mem- 
ber than  aa  one  of  the  Goranment. 
He  thoufffat  that,  as  a  prirate  indi- 
vidual, the  hon.  Member  was  right 
in  expreesing  a  desbe  that  institutions 
of  lowl  self-gormiment  might  be  de- 
veloped and  strengthened  in  Ireland. 
The  time,  however,  for  that  kind  of 
refcmn,  in  his  opinion,  was  not  yet. 
What  had  been  lately  seen  ia  connection 
with  certain  local  bodies  in  Ireland  did 
not  affi>rd  a  very  good  augury  for  the 
extension  of  local  self-government  in 
that  country.  But  he  looked  forward  to 
the  time  when  a  new  generation  should 
have  grown  up  in  Ireland  under  the 
wholesome  influences  of  the  Land  Act. 
When  they  had  had  SOyears  of  the  opera- 
tion of  that  Act,  they  might  then  apply 
themadves  to  the  deraopment  in  Ireluid 
of  exactly  the  same  institutions  of  local 
self-government  as  existed  ia  England. 
To  the  Chief  Secretary  fat  Breland  and 
his  Oolleagaest  his  humble  words  of 
counsel  would  be  that  they  should  con- 
tinue as  they  had  begun  ;  and  they 
mig^t  depend  upon  it  that  in  the  ful- 
ness of  time,  not  by  closing  their  ears 
to  the  cry  of  acknowledged  gricTancea, 
bat  foy  dealing  out  mercy  where  it  was 
needed,  and  justice  without  sparing 
where  that  was  required,  the  Irish  diffi- 
colty  would  pass  away,  and  the  pro- 
phecies of  to-day  become  the  history  of 
to-morrow. 

Mb.  FLTTNKET  said,  he  demred  only 
for  a  short  time  to  occupy  the  attention 
of  the  House  in  support  of  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
'Member  for  Chatiiam  (Mr.  Oorst).  He 
could  assure  his  hon.  Friend  who  had 

i'ust  sat  down  (Mr.  George  Russell),  that 
le  was  not  at  all  disposed  to  quarrel 
with  some  of  his  statements  with  refer- 
ence to  those  dangerous  and  mischievous 
expectaticms  which  were  being  enter- 
tained by  a  certain  number  of  people  in 
this  House  and  in  Ireland.  The  hon. 
Member  had  referred  to  the  remarks  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Leeds  (Mr.  Herbert 
Qladstone),  and  had  disposed  of  them  in 
what  appeared  to  him  (Mr.  Flunket)  to 
be  rather  a  patronizing  manner.  But 
although  it  might  be  true,  as  was  sug- 
gested by  his  hon.  Friend,  that  the  in<u- 
vidual  who  made  tbe  obs^ations  was 


himself  a  very  small  personage,  he  must 
remember  that  even  Parvtu  Julm  derived' 
some  importance  &om  his  relations  with 
pitu  ^uat ;  and  he  would  like  to  im- 
press upon  the  House  that  words  like 
those  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Leeds  and 
others  had  an  effect  in  Ireland  of  which 
the  ntterera  were  often  little  conscioas. 
He  would  like  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  what  appeared  in  The  Jfaivm 
on  February  5,  a  paper  very  well  written, 
and  by  no  means  one  of  the  most  ex- 
treme.   It  was  as  follows: — 

"  Another  class  of  testimony  to  the  advance 
of  the  Home  Rule  idea  has  become  pretty  plen- 
tiful of  lAt«.  It  haa  been  furnished  ctuofly  by 
EngUflh  poUtidans  who  from  one  oauso  or  an- 
other have  obtuned  promiDent  poaitions  in  the 
eye  of  the  British  public.  Wo  nave  the  son  of 
the  Prime  Minister  denouncing  the  Oaatle  and 
declaiing  it  the  worst  Government  in  the  world. 
We  have  Mr.  Chamberlain  pronounoinff  against 
'  separation,'  but  cautiously  avoidiog  all  mcutum 
of  a  less  pronounced  form  of  national  self- 
government.  We  have  Mr.  Goschen  admit^g 
that  he  sees  strange  ngns  in  many  quarters  <^  a 
growing  belief  that  Home  Kule  moat  he  granted, 
and  making  frantio  appeals  to  the  English  con- 
Btituencios  to  eiT  out  tl^t  it  shall  never  be.  And, 
again,  we  have  Mr.  Ijeonard  Courtney,  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury,  sharing  Hr.  Gkisehen's  feeling 
about  those  rigns,  while  declaring  that  at  pre- 
sent he  refuses  to  aec^  the  poasi  nlity  of  grant- 
ing the  concession." 

He  merely  wished  to  point  out  the  sort 
of  commentary  that  was  made  upon  the 
speeches  which  had  been  uttered  in  this 
country  by  hon.  Members,  who,  he  be- 
lieved, had  used  those  expressions  with- 
out the  least  intention  of  encouraging 
such  expectations  as  they  had  engen- 
dered in  the  so-called  National  Party  in 
Ireland.  Indeed,  one  of  the  reasons  why 
he  thought  that  that  Amendment  had 
been  well  brought  forward  by  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  was  that  it  gave  him, 
and  gave  the  House,  an  opportunity  of 
putting  on  record  tbdr  views  with  regard 
to  this  very  class  of  politioianB.  Although 
he  did  believe  they  were  not  a  large 
section  of  the  I/iberal  Party,  yet  they 
were  still  a  well-defined  class,  and  knew 
their  own  minds.  Many  of  them  had 
reasons  of  their  own,  owing  to  the  fact 
of  there  being  Irish  constituents  amongst 
those  whom  thoy  represented.  But,  for 
some  time  past,  they  had  been  pressing 
forward  this  Home  Bule  movement  in  a 
manner  which  was  doing  more  harm  in 
Ireland  than  they  could  imagine.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  in  Ireland 
(Mr.  Trevelyan)  had  made  a  protest  in 
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his  speech  the  other  day,  at  Hawick, 
against  this  very  thing,  wbtoh,  be  said, 
was  leading  on  the  people  of  Ireland  to 
ruin.    He  said — 

*'  Tk«  Qovemmant  will  not  permit  Ireland  to 
be  orgaQised,  and  drilled,  and  excited  for  the 
purpose  of  eSectiog  obiecta  which  would  be 
Ire&nd'fl  ruin  if  obtained,  and  which  conld  only 
be  obtained  by  civil  war.  That  is  the  plnin 
fact.  Ab  to  the  peril  to  which  this  pt^icy  ex- 
poses QB,  we  have  no  illusion  whaterer.  I  do  not 
speak  of  the  puional  danger.  That  is  a  con- 
sideration which  has  never  taflucnced  the  public 
conduct  of  men  of  our  nation.  But  there  is  a 
danger  much  more  formidable  in  my  eyes— that 
of  beinK  charged  witii  deserting  the  principles 
of  our  Partj.  The  pcBistent  and  im^acable 
hostility  of  speakers  and  writers  in  Ireland,  who 
give  ns  no  quarter  on  principle,  because  we  are 
the  representatiTe  of  Uie  Central  GoTcmment, 
has  begun  to  commanicate  itself  to  some  Liberal 
news|iMers  in  this  island  ;  and  we  are  told  that 
no  lAbersl  ought  to  govern  Ireland  as  we  are 
goveraing  it  now." 

He,  therefore  wished,  as  far  as  he  was 
concerned,  to  make  a  very  short  but 
serious  appeal  to  hon.  Members  who, 
perhaps,  did  not  agree  with  him  in  other 
respects,  and  to  ask  them  to  take  care 
lest,  when  making  those  speeches,  they 
might  be  causing  a  mischief,  and  incur- 
ring a  danger  in  Ireland,  the  gravity  of 
which  they  could  not  estimate.  He  would 
ask  the  House  also,  whether,  after  the 
speeches  they  had  listened  to  that  day 
from  the  Iriah  Ifembers  below  the  Gang- 
way, were  they  prepared  to  intrust  the 
GoTemment  of  Ireland — the  most  deli- 
cate and  difficult  task  that  he  supposed 
existed  in  the  control  of  aoy  country 
~to  politicians  whose  views  of  serious 
affairs  of  State  were  such  as  they  had 
heard  then  ?  He  did  not  intend  to  accept 
the  not  very  courteous  chaUeuge  thrown 
down  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Dun- 
garran  (Mr.  O'Donnell) ;  but  he  wished 
to  say  one  word  as  to  the  ^eech  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Mallow  (Mr. 
O'Brien),  whose  coming  into  that  House 
was  certainly  a  very  important  event, 
because  the^  all  knew  the  circumstances 
connected  with  the  contest  between  him 
and  one  of  the  Iaw  Officers  of  the  Crown, 
and  he  would  fain  hope  that  the  words 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  spoken  had 
been  used  inadvertently  and  unadvisedly. 
He  trusted  th«iy  were  due  to  the  fact 
that  he  was  apeaking  for  the  first  time 
in  that  House,  uid  that  they  were  not 
the  deliberate  expressions  of  his  opinion. 
He  did  not  know  whether  the  hon. 
Member  was  in  the  House ;  hut  if  he 
was,  he  should  be  glad  that  he  should 
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have  an  opportunity  of  withdrawing  or 
modifying  the  words  which  be  (Mr. 
Flunket)  had  taken  down.  He  had  un- 
derstood the  hon.  Member  to  say,  wiUi 
regard  to  the  candidature  of  James 
Carey  for  the  poet  of  Town  Councillor 
of  Dublin,  that  he  did  not  know  him 

Eersonally,  but  that  he  had  known  him 
y  reputation  and  character  aa  an  old 
Nationalist  and  a  hardworking  man;  and 
the  hon.  Member  then  went  on  to  say 
that,  knowing  all  the  circumstances,  his 
only  regret  was  that  he  had  not  a  rote 
to  give  him. 

Mb.  O'BBIEN:  What  I  did  aay 
I  Uiink  was  that  if  a  similar  state  « 
thin^  imduUt  ftmm*,  were  to  ariae  to- 
mortow— that  is,  if  a  man  who  from  all 
I  saw  and  heard  of  him  was  a  staunch 
Nationalist  and  a  working-man  were  to 
be  a  candidate,  I  should  be  very  glad 
indeed  to  repeat  my  support  ol  him, 
and  should  regret  very  mnch  if  I  had 
not  a  vote. 

Mb.  flunket  said,  he  was  sony 
that  the  hon.  Member  had  not  thought 
fit  to  qualify  that  statement  by  any  fur- 
ther expression  of  opinion  in  the  way  of 
regret;  but  he  would  say  no  more  on 
the  subject.  As  regarded  the  charges 
that  had  been  made  against  not  only 
the  Fress  of  both  countries,  but  against 
both  Farties  in  the  House,  and  against 
the  English  and  the  Scotch  people,  they 
were  wild  charges ;  but  when  it  came 
to  the  attack  upcm  the  respansible  autho- 
rities in  Ireland — upon  Dablin  Castle, 
because  it  was  the  representative  of  law 
and  order  in  Irelaud— he  said  it  must 
require  a  stem  heart  to  bring  them  for- 
ward now  in  the  light  of  the  revelations 
that  had  been  lately  made.  He  there- 
fore entreated  hon.  Members  opposite, 
who  plunged  into  the  subject  of  local  go- 
vernment in  Ireland  with  a  light  heart, 
to  pause  before  they  intrusted  it  to  the 
so-called  Irish  Farty.  In  that  respect,  at 
least,  he  thought  the  debate  which  had 
been  raised  by  the  Motion  of  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  would  have  done 
much  good.  There  was  another  point 
on  which  he  asked  for  the  support  of 
hon.  Members  to  the  Amendment.  That 
portion  of  the  Queen's  Speech  which 
alluded  to  the  diminntion  of  outn^ 
and  the  continued  and  increasing  soaal 
improvement  in  the  state  of  Irelaud  he 
was  thankful  to  see,  but  that  senteaee 
should  not  stand  alone.  If  it  did,  it  mi^t 
perhaps  lead  to  oyer  sanguine  expectap 
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tumSf  for  in  his  opioionf  aoiwithstand- 
iog  ih9  decrease  of  agrarian  crime,  the 
cone  try  was  in  a  more  critical  condition 
than  be  had  ever  before  known  it  within 
bis  own  experience ;  and,  therefore,  be 
thought  it  was  not  nntimely,  but  right, 
that  they  should  put  on  record  their 
protert  against  the  course  of  policy  which 
for  two  years  and  a-half  bad  done  more 
baxm  to  the  best  interests  of  Ireland 
than  bod  been  done  in  any  20  or  30 
years  preceding.  He  wished  to  ^ve  fall 
credit  to  those  who  were  now  respon- 
aible  for  the  conduct  of  affairs  in  Ire- 
land. No  task  could  be  more  disagree- 
able than  that  which  had  fallen  to  tbeir 
lot,  and  he  must  say  of  Lord  Spencer 
and  the  preeeat  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land that  they  had  laboured  strenuously, 
and  that  they  bad  acted  not  only  witJt 
firmness,  but  with  patience  and  clemency, 
to  restore  peace  and  order  to  Ireland. 
But,  knowing  as  he  did  the  danger 
which  there  always  was  of  a  relapse  into 
the  ifferions  policy,  because  the  same 
causes  that  existed  before  were  there 
still,  he  Utought  tbey  were  justified  in 
supporting  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Ghatbam.  He 
would  recall  to  Uie  Honse  the  words 
addressed  by  .  the  Ohief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  the  oUier  day  to  bis  constttocoits 
at  Hawidc  in  Tindicating  the  character 
of  Judge  LawsoD.  That  was  all  very 
well ;  but  the  House  must  remember 
what  had  happened  on  a  previous  occa- 
sion, in  last  August  in  this  House,  when 
the  same  Judgewasbitterlyand furiously 
aaaailed,  and  not  a  word  bad  been  ut- 
tered in  bis  behalf  from  the  Treasury 
Bench.  Who  could  say  whether  the 
conduct  of  the  Gorermnent  then  might 
not>  however  indirectly,  have  bad  some 
effeot  upon  the  attempt  made  on  that 

fentleman's  life  ?  However  that  might 
e,  the  course  at  the  time  taken  by  the 
Fzime  Minister  had,  at  least,  left  the 
imtoesaion  on  many  minds  that  the  Law 
of  Oootempt  of  Ooart  in  this  country  was 
to  be  altered  on  aoeount  of  the  conduct 
of  that  learned  Judge,  though  he  (Mr. 
Plaoket)  had  good  reason  to  beUere  that 
Buoh  a  propowd  change  was  suggested 
to  the  Government  by  the  ciroumstanoes 
of  a  wholly  different  case,  which  had 
occurred  some  time  previously  in  Eng- 
land. The  effect  had  been  tliat  a  gtjd 
medal  bad  actually  been  struck  to  com- 
memorate the  fact  that  a  Member  of 
that  House  had  triumphed  over  the 

TOL.  GCIXXYI.  [thuid  axiiiBa.] 


Judge  ;  and  the  medal  was,  in  obedience 
to  a  vote  of  a  majority  of  the  Dublin 
Corporation,  to  be  added  to  the  Sheriff's 
chain  to  commemorate  that  event.  Pub- 
lic feeling  at  present  ran  high,  by  reason 
of  the  recent  revelations,  against  the 
terrible  state  of  things  which  was  shown 
to  exist  in  Ireland.  They  must  not,  how- 
ever, be  too  confident  that  the  old  evil 
influences  might  not  be  brought  to 
work  again,  that  they  might  not  see  a 
fresh  change  of  policy,  ana  further  sur- 
renders on  the  part  of  the  Gbvemment. 
When  Her  Majesty's  Government  came 
into  Office,  tbey  found  Ireland,  as  tbey 
all  knew,  in  a  state  of  comparative  tran- 
quillity and  prosperity.  ["Oh, oh!"]  On 
the  surface,  at  all  events,  things  were 
smooth.   The  Government  were  warned 
by  the  outgoing  Ministers  of  the  dangers 
beneath  the  surface,  and  of  the  neces- 
sity for  6rm  action ;  but  tbey  chose  to 
adopt  the  optimist  theories  of  that  dis- 
astrous Mid  Lothian  campugn,  and  to 
cling  to  them  for  months,  despite  the 
protest  of  tbeir  old  and  tried  Irish  offi- 
cials, and  of  the  Judges  in  Ireland  who 
were  brought  every  day  face  to  face  with 
agrarian  offences  and  the  dangers  exist- 
ing in  oonneotion  with  them ;  in  spite  of 
alf  that,  the  Government  had  left  the 
oonntxy  without  any  of  those  preven- 
tive measures  which  hi^,  unfortunately, 
at  all  former  times,  been  found  abso- 
lutely necessary  for  the  efficient  conduct 
of  the  government  of  Ireland.  And 
when  the  tide  of  outrage,  of  violence, 
and  of  bloodshed  bad  swelled  to  such  a 
fearful  extent  that  it  was  impossible  that 
it  should  be  tolerated  any  longer,  and 
when  the  Government  bad  bad  to  admit 
by  the  mouth  of  their  Home  Secretary 
that  their  reckless  experiment  had  failed, 
then,  when  at  last  tbey  got  the  Protec- 
tion of  Person  and  Property  Act,  they 
found  that  it  had  come  too  late,  beoMise 
the  conspiracy  and  organization  for  crime 
and  murder  had  grown  so  strong  that  it 
waa  possible  for  it  to  be  carried  on  vrith 
vigour  and  auooess  even  aftm  some  of  the 
prominent  members  of  it  had  been  turdily 
arrested.   He  was  sorry  that  he  felt  it 
necessary  to  add  tbat  uie  management 
of  the  Protection  of  Person  and  Property 
Act,  when  it  was  obtained,  was  of  a 
fluctuating  and  uncertain  type — of  a  type 
calculated  to  produce  a  great  amount 
of  irritation  in  comparison  with  the  good 
that  it  did.    He  finnly  believed  that  if 
that  Act  had  been  obtained  in  the 

Digitized  by  Google 


547  Aidrm  »n 

ttutamn  of  1B81,  instead  of  the  spring 
of  1882,  and  if  it  had  been  vigorously 
enforced  at  once  against  the  leaders  of 
the  agitation,  it  wotild  hare  been  effec- 
tual for  the  purpose  for  which  it  was 
intended.    Bat  now  it  was  admitted 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Bepartment  that  a  time  came 
when  it  was  absolutely  necessary  that 
a  change  of  policy  should  take  place. 
There  had  been  nothing  but  failure  in 
the  government  of  Ireland  for  two  years 
and  a-half,  and  the  state  of  affairs  was 
intolerable.    Now,  what  they  wanted  to 
put  on  record  by  that  Amendment  was, 
that  the  policy  proposed  to  be  adopted  at 
that  time  by  the  Government,  and  from 
which  they  were  only  saved  by  an  acci- 
dent, would  have  proved  a  fatal  mistake. 
What  was  the  policy  ?   To  release  the 
imprisoned  Members  and  others,  and  to 
abandon  the  Protection  of  Person  and 
Property  Act.    And  here  came  a  point 
which  he  was  glad  they  had  now  clearly 
on  record.  The  contest  between  the  right 
Uon.  Oentleman  the  Member  for  Brad- 
ford CUr.  W.  E.  Forster)  and  the  Oo- 
Temment  at  the  time  when  he  left 
Office  was,  that  he  conld  not  consent 
to  the  postponement  of  the  introduction 
of  the  necessary  Bill  which  was  to 
take  the  place  of  the  old  Protection 
of  Person  and  Property  Act  until  such 
time  as  the  Bules  of  the  House  had 
been  passed  and  the  Financial  Busi- 
ness of  the  country  got  through.  Every- 
body knew  what  that  meant.  The 
Government  were  saved  on  that  occasion 
from  this  terrible  state  of  affairs,  when 
the  people  of  Ireland  would  have  seen 
the  powerlessness  of  the  Government  to 
carry  out  tiie  law  without  the  assistance 
of  the  law-breakers.    That  was  the 
policy  against  which  they  protested, 
and  which  they  trusted  might  never 
again  be  resumed.   It  was  a  curious 
irony  of  fate  that  the  sad  end  of  that 
gallant  and  chivalrous  Gentleman— who 
fireely  laid  down  hia  life,  as  many  an- 
other Englishman  had  done  before  him 
for  his  country  (Lord  Frederick  Caven- 
dish), on  the  day  of  that  terrible  assaasi- 
nation — it  waa  a  curious  irony  of  fate 
that  that  should  be  the  very  circum- 
stance which  led  to  the  reversal  of  the 
policy  of  the  Qovemment.    The  right 
hon.  Oentleman  the  Member  for  Brad- 
ford had  left  the  Cabinet,  and  those  who 
drove  him  out  had  enjoyed  their  viotoiy ; 
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but  the  principles  for  which  he  sacrificed 
himself  had  triumphed  and  survived. 
The  Crimes  Bill  was  re-introduoed  at 
once,  and  that  was  the  justification  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bradford.  The  Queen's  Speech  con- 
^atulated  the  country  upon  the  steady 
improvement  in  the  social  condition  m 
Ireland.    As  he  had  already  said,  he 
hailed  with  satisfhction,  and  he  gave  fhll 
credit  to  those  to  whom  it  was  due,  the 
diminution  of  agrarian  crime ;  but  there 
were  other  matters  to  be  considered. 
Just  let  them  realize  what  was  the  pre- 
sent state  of  that  country,  and  let  them 
remember  that  three  years  ago  it  was  in 
a  condition  tolerably  satisfactory.  At 
that  moment  the  Government  was  en- 
gaged in  a  desperate  struggle  with  law- 
lessness and  disaffection;  and  how  was 
that  struggle  regarded  by  large  num- 
bers of  the  Irish  people?   He  was  not 
now  referring  to  the  cheers  which  greeted 
the  prisoners  at   Kilmainham,  but  to 
the  election  at  Mallow.    The  Govern- 
ment had  sent  their  Solicitor  General 
to  contest  the  borough,  and  he  was  de- 
feated.  He  referred,  also,  to  Uie  action 
of  those  representative  institutions  in 
Ireland,  such  as  Corporations,  Muni- 
oipal  Councils,  and  Poor  Law  Guardians, 
who  vied   with  each  other  in  doin^ 
honour  to  the  men  whom  the  Govern- 
ment had  been  obliged   to  send  to 
gaol.     Ho  said  those  were  grave  and 
serious  matters  when  they  considered 
the   social   condition   in  which  they 
found  Ireland.    But  there  was  more 
than  that.    During  the  last  three  years 
a  most  remarkable  change  had  come 
over  the  public  Press  of  the  country. 
He  was  not  speaking  now  of  the  ex~ 
treme  newspapers ;  but  there  were  in- 
fluential journals  in  Ireland,  ably  ma- 
naged, and  having  a  large  circulation, 
which  at  first  tried  to  arrest  the  agita- 
tion, and  even  refused  to  publish  its 
proceedings  at  all,  but  who  were  com- 
pelled, as  the  movement  grew  in  strength 
and  was  permitted  to  overhear  all  other 
forces,  to  throw  in  their  lots  with  it. 
The  Boman  Catholic  Church,  too,  in 
Ireland,  had,  of  course,  always  possessed 
an  enormous  influence  with  the  people  ; 
and  when  these  men  began  their  agita- 
tion  many  excellent  clergymen  and 
many  high  ecclesiastics  of  that  Church 
came  forward  and  opposed  them  as 
much  as  they  could  ;  but  now  their  atti- 
tude had  in  many  places  been  altered.  In 
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eonsequenoe  of  the  raecesa  of  the  a»ta- 
tioD  they  had  become  identifled  with  it, 
so  that  it  waa  imposBtble  for  these  (dergj- 
meo  and  these  ecoleaiaetios  to  help  the 
Gh)vernmemt  to  oontrol  lawlessness.  He 
did  not  know  whether  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Oort  (Mr.  Pamell)  in- 
tended to  speak  in  this  debate  or  not. 
His  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr. 
Gibson)  had  asked  the  hon.  Member 
where  the  money  had  come  from  which 
bad  subsidized  the  perpetrators  of  the 
crimes  which  had  disgraced  Ireland. 
He  (Mr.  Plunket)  joined  with  his  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  in  making  that 
request,  for  it  waa  not  sufficient  to  die- 
olaim  the  imputation  in  the  high  and 
mighty  manner  in  which  it  had  been 
done  by  hon.  Uembere  who  had  already 
spoken ;  and  he  tmated  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Oity  of  Cork  would  soon 
address  the  House.  He  would  now  fur- 
ther oall  that  hon.  Member's  attention 
to  an  extract  from  a  speech  delivered 
by  the  hon.  Member  in  Apnl,  1880, 
soon  after  his  return  from  America,  at  a 
meeting  held  in  the  Rotunda  ;  and,  for 
fear  of  any  mistake,  he  might  say  that 
the  speech  was  reported  in  7%e  FVe«man^» 
Journal  on  April  the  30th.  After  alluding 
to  the  determination  of  America  to  sup- 
port Ireland  in  the  struggle  with  land- 
lordism, the  hon.  Member  said — 

"  I  have  worltod  hard  to  do  my  duty  for  this 
eotmtry,  and  I  shall  endeavour  to  work  for  it  as 
long  as  I  live ;  and  now,  before  I  go,  I  will  tell 
you  a  littls  incident  that  happened  at  one  of 
OUT  meetings  in  America.  A  eentleman  camo 
OD  to  the  platfortu  and  haod&d  me  25  dollars, 
and  Mud,  *  Here  are  five  dollars  for  Lresd  and  20 
for  lead.'" 

Xhe  proceedings  terminated  there.  After 
that,  on  May  30,  Mr.  Boyton,  who  was 
tbe  paid  organizer  of  the  Land  League, 
need  the  following  words  at  Danman- 
way — 

"  Tkere  was  a  little  story  told  by  Ur.  Paraell, 
at  a  meetiag  in  the  Botanda,  at  the  ooncIusioD 
of  hia  address,  to  the  effect  that  a  certain 
American  gentleman  camo  upon  the  platform 
and  said, '  Pamell,  there  is  25  dollars— five  for 
bread  and  20  for  lead.*  Now,  that  nmple  little 
bit  of  hnmoor  haapat  vonr  hereditary  enem^  in 
a  great  flutter.  Therefore,  I  am  not  authorized 
by  the  prendent  of  the  Irish  National  Land 
League  to  tell  yon  that  waa  a  bond  fide  transac- 
tion, that  the  man  gave  him  25  dollars.  I  am 
aothorized  to  tell  you  here— and  I  camo  all  the 
way  down  to  Dunmanway — that  thow  20  dollara 
are  perfectly  tafe,  and  that  as  Mr.  Forater,  in 
the  Souse  of  Commons  on  Friday  night,  ro- 
fosed  to  tdl  your  Kepresentatires  what  he  was 
gCMSg  to  d«  witli  the  480,000  <rf  secret  serrice 


money,  and  that  he  has  displayed  sdmizable  re< 

tiuence  in  doing  bo.  we,  in  like  nutnner,  are  not 
going  to  tell  Mr.  Forater  what  we  are  goii^  to 
do  with  the  20  dollars  that  haa  since  awelled 
into  20,000.  The  money  givoB  4  or  5  per  cent 
internet  on  it,  and  we  are  taming  it  into  good 
round  sovereigns,  with  the  iii^nt  of  Her  Host 
Qracious  Majesty  upon  them.  Therefore,  I  ask 
you  in  the  name  of  God,  in  the  name  of  every 
honest  Irishman,  In  the  name  of  your  long- 
BuETering  country,  to  stick  together  like  brothers, 
one  and  all." 

Thus  S20,000  were  accumlaUng  for  the 
purpose  of  procuring,  not  "bread,"  but 
"  lead."  There  was  yet  another  matter  to 
which  be  (Mr.  Plunket)  should  like  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House.  He  wanted  to 
know,  and  he  thought  the  House  and  the 
country  would  also  like  to  know,  what 
were  the  relations  of  the  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway,  most  of  whom  be- 
longed to  the  National  Iiei^e,  the  sue- 
cessor  of  the  Irish  Land  League,  wiUi 
the  promoters  of  the  Irish  Press  agency 
which  was  thus  mentioned  in  Tk9  Iritk 
Nation — an  American  newspaper  owned 
by  John  Devoy  (Fenian) — 

"The  promoters  of  the  Irish  Press  Agency 
wilt  primarily  attempt  to  counteract  thia  evil 
(the  want  of  accurate  information  about  Ire- 
land). For  the  present  they  will  send  a  cable- 
gram weekly.  The  cablegram  will  be  intended 
as  a  summary  of  the  chief  events  that  make  up 
the  Irish  history  of  the  week.  The  Agency 
will  be  in  direct  and  constant  communication 
with  the  leaders  of  the  Irish  movement,  and 
any  statements  it  may  make  with  regard  to 
their  policy  may  be  accepted  as  authoritative.'' 

He  should  be  glad  to  know  from  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  whe- 
ther that  was  correct  or  not,  especiallj 
as  the  name  of  Mr.  John  Deroy  was 
coupled  with  the  announcement  in  Th 
Irish  Naiian.  The  leaders  of  the  Irish 
Party  in  this  country  were  in  communi- 
cation with  the  'Peaty  in  America,  and 
how  were  the  Dublin  rerelationa  dealt 
with  in  this  paper?  Here  were  some 
of  the  headings  that  appeared  in  a  re- 
cent number: — "  Mockery  of  Justice;" 
"  Dublin  Citizens  Undergoing  the  Tor- 
tures of  a  Sham  Trial;"  "The  Old, 
Old  Story,"  "  Hired  Informers Sweai-- 
ing  Away  the  Lives  of  Innocent  Men  ;  " 
"  Manufactured  Evidence ;  "  "  The  Most 
Glaring  Inventions  Accepted  as  Genuine 
Evidence  ;  "  "  Medical  Approvers ; " 
"  Knives  Secreted  by  a  Police  Spy  and 
Found  when  Wanted  ; "  "  Star  Chamber 
Terrors ;  "  "  Bribery  and  Intimidation 
at  Work  in  Dublin  Castle."  He  (Mr. 
Plunket)  should  like  to  know  whether 
it  was  true  that  that  Agency  waa  sup- 
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plied  with  news  from  the  leaders  of 
the  Irish  National  League  in  this 
country?  In  conclusion,  he  would  say, 
it  had  been  his  unfortunate  task  that 
day,  as  it  had  often  been  of  late  years, 
to  draw  a  rather  gloomy  picture  of 
the  state  of  Ireland.  At  the  same 
time,  he  did  not  altogether  despair,  any 
more  than  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  his  Colleague  (Mr.  Gibson) 
did,  of  the  future  of  that  country.  His 
hopes  were  founded  on  very  simple  mat- 
ters, one  of  which  was  the  immense 
material  improvement  which  had  oc- 
curred in  the  condition  of  the  country 
within  his  own  recollection.  Except  in 
that  unhappy  and  desolate  portion  of 
the  land  which  was  washed  by  the 
Atlantic,  the  progress  of  Ireland  in 
prosperity,  in  education,  and  in  other 
respects  had  been  very  rapid  of  late 
years.  But  now  he  asserted  there  were 
agencies  at  work  which  were  undoing 
all  that  had  been  done  to  improve  the 
condition  of  the  people.  Numbers  of 
men  whom  he  knew  before  the  exercise 
upon  them  of  the  influence  of  the  Land 
League  to  be  honest,  contented,  and  un- 
witting of  disloyalty,  had  been  wmrked 
upon  for  two  yeara  and  a-half  by  tho 
tremendous  influences  of  bribery  and 
terror  alternately  applied.  They  had 
yielded  more  quickly,  perhaps,  than  men 
of  other  countries  would  have  done ; 
but,  on  the  other  hand,  few  people 
would  more  quickly  recognize  the  exist- 
ence of  a  Government  bent  on  adminis- 
tering the  law  with  firmness.  There- 
fore, it  was  all  the  more  necessary  now 
that  the  Government  ehould  let  them 
understand  that  they  meant  to  be  firm. 
He  would  tell  hon.  Members  opposite, 
who  formed  the  extreme  section  of  the 
Liberal  Party — men  who  fancied  they 
sympathized  with  the  Irish  people — that 
they  could  do  no  more  cmei  thing  than 
to  subject  them  alternately  to  the  in- 
fluence of  a  great  relaxation  of  disci- 
pline and  then  to  the  rigour  of  aevere 
Coercion  Acts.  That  was  the  shortest 
and  surest  way  to  evoke  their  worst  pas- 
sions, and  to  cause  hatred  of  England. 
It  would  be  far  kinder,  if  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  did  not  intend  that  Ireland 
should  remain  an  integral  portion  of 
the  TTnited  Kingdom,  to  say  so  at  once 
and  act  up  to  that  declaration.  But  the 
cruellest  course  of  all  which  could  be 
pursued  would  be  to  profess  an  intention 
of  governing  Ireland  under  the  laws  of 

Mr.  Ffunht 


Anncer  to  Str  65i 

the  Queen,  and  to  lack  the  courage  and 
the  capacity  to  enforce  those  laws. 

Mb.  JE«SE  C0LLING8  said,  th« 
speeches  from  tiie  Conservative  ude 
seemed  to  contain  a  negative  and  a  pori- 
tiveproposition.  Thenegativepropositimi 
was  thatallremedialmeasures  for  Ireland 
should  be  postponed  for  an  indefinite 
period.  The  positive  proposition  was  to 
continue  the  policy  of  force  alone.  Ab 
regarded  the  question  of  extending  local 
government  in  Ireland,  he  maintained 
that  almost  all  the  constituencies  in  the 
Kingdom — certainly  those  which  con- 
tained a  large  number  of  voters  of  the 
industrial  class — were  slowly,  but  surely, 
coming  to  the  conclusion  that  extensive 
powers  of  local  government,  always 
within  the  limit  of  sustaining  the  unity 
of  the  Empire,  must  be,  as  soon  as 
possible,  if  not  immediately,  given  to 
the  people  of  Ireland.  He  regretted 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Aylesbury 
(Mr.  George  Eussell)  should  have  de- 
scribed the  advocacy  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Leeds  (Mr.  Herbert  Gladstone) 
of  the  institution  of  a  system  of  exten- 
sive local  government  in  Ireland  as  an 
offence.  The  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Leeds,  to  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Aylesbury  had  referred,  had 
been  much  misrepresented ;  but  he  (Mr. 
Collings)  contended  that  there  was  more 
loyalty,  or  at  least  as  much,  and  far 
more  statesmanship,  in  that  speech  than 
in  almost  any  that  had  come  from  the 
other  side  of  the  House.  The  present 
debate  had  made  plain  the  fact  that  the 
absolute  failure  of  the  Coercion  Act  had 
been  acknowledged  on  all  sides  of  .  the 
House.  It  had  been  admitted  by  the 
Opposition,  by  many  on  that  (the 
Ministerial)  side  who  had  supported 
it,  and,  he  believed,  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster)  himself.  Yet,  in  the  face  of 
that  acknowledgment,  they  had  heard 
little  more  than  speeches  in  favour  of 
more  coercion.  When  the  first  Coercion 
Act  of  the  present  Administration  wan 
proposed,  some  hon.  Members  on  the 
Liberal  Benches  were  against  it,  not 
only  because  they  considered  it  wOuld 
be  useless,  but  because  of  the  mischief 
they  thought  it  would  lead  to.  For  his 
part,  if  he  (Mr.  Collings)  thought  that 
Act  would  have  been  merely  useless,  he 
should  not  have  opposed  it  so  strongly 
as  he  did ;  but  all  history  told  them 
that,  while  there  were  wrongs  to  be 
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remedied,  Coereioa  Acts  were  worse 
than  aaeless — they  were  full  of  mischief, 
and  produced  results  which,  too  late, 
they  all  deprecated.    Still  they  con- 
tinued to  hear  the  same  line  of  argu- 
ment pursued  in  favour  of  other  and 
MTOrer  Ooercion  Acta.     The  recent 
xerelationa  at  the  Kilmunham  Oonrt 
House  enabled  them  to  conclude  that 
the  fruit  of  the  Ooercion  Act  had  been 
realized.   It  had  been  the  direct  cause 
of  the  formation  of  secret  societies. 
['•Oh,  oh!"]   The  evidence  that  had 
been  paraded  in  that  House  showed 
that  it  needed  no  great  power  of  argu- 
ment to  show  that  if  they  closed  every 
means  of  legitimate  agitation  secret 
Bocieties  would  assuredly  be  formed. 
Carey  himself  had  declared  at  Kilmain- 
ham  that  the  "  inner  circle"  was  formed 
because  the  country  was  under  coercion, 
and  its  leaders  were  in  prison,  all  con- 
stitutional action  being  denied,  and  that, 
therefore,  recruits  for  the  infamous  work 
vere  easily  obtained.    That  point  should 
be  accentuated,  because  it  would  dispose 
of  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
GUndeman  the  Mover  of  the  Amend- 
ment  (Ux.  Gorst).   That  Amendment, 
and  that  suggeation,  read  by  the  liffht 
of  the  roeechee  of  other  hon.  OenUe- 
men  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House, 
was  designed  to  fasten  on  the  Govem- 
ment  complicity  with  assassination,  and 
fellowship  with  those  who  were  charged 
with  crime.    But  that  was  a  dangerous 
suggestion  to  send  down  to  the  un- 
thinking portion  of  the  constituencies. 
It  was  also  attempted  to  connect  the 
boa.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Fomell),  and  other  Irish  Members,  with 
the  recent  entries;  but  a  companson  of 
dates  would  show  that  they  were  under 
lock  and  key  at  Ktlmainham  when  the 
conspiracy  was  concocted.   It  had  been 
admitted  that  Ireland  was  in  a  bad 
state  before  May  laat,  and  that  it  had 
improved  since.    Did  hon.  Gentlemen 
regret  that  the  assassina  had  been  un- 
earthed?   He  asked  the  question  be- 
cause he  had  not  heard  a  single  word  of 
commendation  from  the  other  side  for 
what  the  Government  had  succeeded  in 
doing.    It  was  not  at  all  too  soon  in  May 
lost  to  change  the  policy  up  to  that  time 
pursued,  and  to  set  free  the  Members  of 
Parliament  who  were  in  prison.  The 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant, 
on  the  4th  of  August,  three  months 
^ter  their  liberation,  said  that  the  Go- 


vernment had  been  firmly  convinced 
that  there  would  be  no  disadvantage  in 
releasing  the  Members  of  Parliament, 
and  that  their  decision  had  been  justified 
by  the  result ;  that  there  were  255  "  sus- 
pects "  in  prison  when  Lord  Spenoer 
.went  over,  and  in  the  course  of  three 
months  200  of  them  were  released, 
while  crime  had  diminished  as  rapidly 
as  could  have  been  hoped,  and  was 
stilt  diminishing.   The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson)  let 
out  yesterday  the  real  meaning  of  the 
Amendment,  which  was,  if  possible,  to 
create  a  panic  in  the  minds  of  the  people 
of  Kngland  and  of  the  Government,  so 
as  to  make  any  further  remedial  legisla- 
tion for  Ireland  impossible.    But  the 
unfairness  of  bringing  forward  such  an 
Amendment  for  such  a  purpose  at  that 
moment  had  been  pointed  out  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bipon  (Mr.  Goschen).    The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  showed  what 
was  in  his  mind  when  he  said  that  he 
trusted  that  legi^tion  of  an  experi- 
mental oharaeter  should  be  postponed, 
and  -when  he  only  discussea  the  rela- 
tive value  of  different  kinds  and  quali- 
ties of  force  and  coercive  measures, 
and  went  on  to  explain  the  original 
cause  of  the  prevailing  discontent  in 
Ireland.   But  that  cause  was  getting 
more  and  more  understood  in  Bug- 
land — it  was  clearly  a  laud  system 
which  had  destroyed  all  sense  of  secu- 
rity on  the  part  of  the  tenant,  and  had 
made  many  of  the  people  of  Ireland, 
through  the  poverty  it  inflicted,  despair 
of  improvement,  thereby  engendering 
in  their  hearts  a  hatred  of  England. 
The  result  of  that  was  the  state  of  mingi 
they  had  seen.    The  history  of  the  last 
50  years  showed  that  nearly  all  reme- 
dial measures  for  Ireland  had,  in  that 
House  or  in  "another  place,"  been 
either  kioked  out  or  so  mutihtted  by 
Amendments  as  to  be  rendered  use- 
less.   When  the  present  GK)remment 
came  in,  their  first  remedifd  measure 
—  the  Disturbance  Bill  —  was  thrown 
out  by  the  House  of  Lords,  and  a  feel- 
ing of  despair  took  possession  of  Ire- 
land.   Then  came  the  Coercion  Act, 
which,  operating  on  the  minds  of  a  people 
convulsed  with  passion,  produced  bad 
effects,  which  were  intensified  when  it 
was  perceived  that  that  Act  was  a  mere 
rent-collecting  measure,  or  one  to  super-  - 
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intend  evictione.  At  first  the  people  of 
Ireland  reffarded  the  Liberal  GoTern- 
ment  with  hope,  but  they  failed  to  un- 
derstand that  the  Goremment  might 
not  bo  able  to  carry  out  their  vishea.  It 
would  be  folly — folly  almost  amounting 
ta  crime— to  presume  to  be  surprised  at 
the  dreadful  state  of  affairs  recently 
existing  in  Ireland.  The  reasons  for 
their  discontent  were  well  known,  and 
had  led  to  a  state  of  things  in  which  he 
was  now  glad  to  acknowledge  an  im- 
proTement,  from  whaterer  cause.  If 
the  situation  in  Ir^and  had  really  im- 
proTed,  as  he  believed  it  had,  it  was 
important  to  discover  the  cause  of  the 
diange  and  keep  it  in  operation.  Many 
hon.  Members  thought  the  change  due 
to  the  careful  enforcement  of  the  Grimes 
Act ;  but  that  he  entirely  denied.  The 
condition  of  Ireland  had  lately  been 
better,  not  by  reason  of,  but  in  spite  of, 
the  Crimes  Act,  and  it  was  a  fatal  thing 
for  the  present  Gtovemment  that  they 
never  brought  in  a  remedial  measure 
but  they  acoompanied  it  with  an  irri< 
tatingand  repressive  measure  which  de- 
stroyed all  the  grace,  and  venr  often  the 
effect,  of  the  intended  remray.  In  his 
opinion,  the  credit  of  the  improvement 
belonged  to  the  remedial  legislation  of 
the  Prime  Minister,  to  the  general  re- 
duction of  rent  by  about  20  per  cent, 
and  to  tiie  grantins'  of  fixity  of  tenure. 
Th«r  effect  had  been  to  turn  many 
anffning  tenants  from  the  ranks  of  active 
difloontnit.  The  noble  liord  the  Mem- 
ber Ibr  Woodstock  (Iiord  Bandolph 
Ghnrohill)  had  said  that  the  Amendment 
rdated  to  the  future  ;  and  the  question 
no  doubt  was,  what  was  to  be  the  future 
of  Ireland  ?  The  Irish  Members  them- 
selves proposed  Home  Bule,  the  Opposi- 
tion wished  to  keep  the  country  in  order 
by  bayonets  and  police  ;  but  neither  of 
these  remedies  would  snit  a  Liberal  Go- 
vernment ;  for  on  that  side  of  the  House 
the  problem  was  so  perplexing  as  ac- 
tually to  undermine,  in  the  cases  of  a  few 
hon.  Members,  the  prindples  of  Liberal- 
ism itself.  Bepression  could  be  no  cure 
for  the  evils  of  Ireland;  and,  if  he 
might  give  advice  to  the  Liberal  Gk>- 
Tetnment,  it  was  to  seise  a  tame  of 
peace,  when  Ireland  was  better,  when 
ODtrage  had  ceased,  when  there  was 
nothing  but  a  Oonstitutional  demand, 
without  any  of  those  terrible  doings,  to 
bring  in  measures  of  reform  for  Ireland, 
wtd  bring  them  in  quickly.  Otherwise 
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there  would  be  too  much  foundation  for 
the  charge  that  was  abroad  that  the 
English  Government  gave  nothing  to  the 
sense  of  justice,  but  only  to  agitation. 
Ask  her  only  peacefully  for  reform,  and 
the  reply  was,  "  There  is  no  demand  for 
it,  and  we  shall  not  grant  it."  A^tate, 
and  the  reply  was,  We  cannot  give  in 
to  tumult."  So  that,  unfortunately,  if 
these  two  doctrines  were  to  obtain,  there 
were  too  many  who  would  pay  no  atten- 
tion to  peaceful  demands  and  who  after- 
wards would  say  they  could  not  give  in 
to  vi<denoe,  so  mat  between  the  two  they 
would  never  yield  anything  at  all,  and 
th»e  would  be  no  chance  of  men  getting 
their  rights.  He  oonfessed  himself  an 
advocate  of  the  widest  self-governmrati 
in  Ireland  that  was  coiuistent  with  the 
unity  of  the  Empire.  The  taunt  that 
he  was  advocating  this  concession  to  win 
Irish  support  did  not  apply,  because  he 
had  not  one  Irishman,  he  thought,  in 
his  constituency.  Suppose  they  sent  a 
message  to  the  Mayor  and  Corporation 
of  some  Irish  city  that  from  the  let 
January,  1884,  they  should  have  the 
full  management  of  their  own  affairs 
and  be  responsible  for  the  peace  of  the 
city,  he  considered  they  would,  in  doing 
80,  be  making  an  advance  towards  the 
maintenance  of  law  and  order  in  Ire- 
land which  they  could  never  make  by 
Coercion  Acts.  If  Birmingham  or  Man- 
chester had  to  snbniut  to  a  military 
man  sent  from  Paris  to  govern  thton 
there  would  soon  be  riots  and  uproar. 
The  only  hope  for  the  future  of  Ireland 
was  that  they  should  continue  on  the 
lines  of  remedial  legislation.  He  had 
risen  to  speak,  because  he  feared  the  ter- 
rific speeches  which  had  been  delivered 
from  the  Opposition  might  frighten 
the  Government  into  abandoning  fur- 
ther remedial  legislation.  They  should 
not,  as  Englishmen,  grudge  two  or  three, 
or  more,  Sessions  to  lenslate  for  Ire- 
land ;  because  they  had  to  repair  the 
terrible  wrongdoings,  not  mM«ly  of 
generations,  but  of  almost  of  centuries 
of  English  Qovemmenta.  Th&t  would 
be  a  difficult  task,  inasmuch  as  there 
were  two  Irelands  to  be  legislated  for, 
though  not  in  the  sense  in  which  one 
hon.  Member  had  spoken  of  two  Ire- 
lands.  Th««  was  the  greater  Ireland 
of  the  masses  of  the  people,  whieh  it 
was  not  judimous  to  nde  by  eowoion. 
The  Conservative  Party  might  adopt 
that  policy ;  for  it  wm  ooe  which  they 
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alone  ooold  cannetently  carry  out.  No 
Government  ooold  govern  by  coercion 
unless  it  resolved  to  carry  it  out  as 
in  Poland.  The  Irish  people  had 
kept  along,"  although  there  had  been 
soffioient  coercion  to  have  extirpated 
them  long  ago,  and  he  supposed  tiiey 
would  still  "  keep  along."  They  must 
Instate  Tsmedially,  until  every  man  in 
Xreland  should  feel  that  he  vas  a  self- 

foveming  man.  They  had  another 
reland,  represented  by  the  territorial 
dasses.  They  formed  a  small  Party, 
which  was  steady  in  its  demands  for 
ooracion  to  snstain  laws  which  they 
themselves  made.  It  was  for  the  Go- 
Ternment  to  decide  which  Ireland  they 
would  choose.  If  they  went  on  the 
lines  of  remedial  legislation  they  would 
have  the  opposition  of  the  territorial 
Party  in  England  and  Ireland — a  Party 
with  such  runifieations  throughout  so- 
ciefy  as  gave '  them  immenae  power, 
and  having  ample  means  of  making 
that  power  felt.  That  was  the  problem 
before  the  English  Qovemment.  The 
presentOovemment  could  perhaps  hardly 
solve  it,  but  the  time  could  not  be  far 
distant.  Irisbmen  had  spread  through 
the  English  oonstitneneies.  At  no  dis- 
tant date  they  would  hear  at  the  poll- 
ing boothsEoglish  candidates  questioned 
as  to  remedial  measures  for  Ireland. 
Then  they  would  have  to  stmggJe  with 
the  territorial  classes,  fighting  Tor  dear 
life ;  but  if  they  proceeded  on  the  lines 
of  sslf-govemment,  they  would  have 
Ir^and  as  peaceful  a  part  the  British 
Empire  as  Devonshire. 

Ihb  ATTORNEY  GENEBAL  job 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Pobtbb)  said,  he  had 
waited  partly  in  expectation  that  the 
bon.  Member  for  the  Oitv  of  Oork  (Mr. 
Farnell)  would  have  had  something  to 
aay  upon  this  Ameadmoit,  seeing  that 
other  Jiish  Hembets  had  addressed  the 
House  upon  matters  that  were  germane 
to  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Mem< 
Xmoc,  and  more  partioularlj  did  he  ex- 
pect that  would  be  the  case  after  the 
appeal  made  to  him  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson) ; 
but,  as  he  had  not  done  so,  it  must  be 
assumed  that  he  was  reserving  his  re- 
marks until  his  own  Amendment  came 
before  the  House.  He  must  say  his 
expectation  was  not  mainly  founded  on 
the  appeal  made  by  the  right  hon.  and 
jMrnm  GentlenuMi  the  Memberfbr  Dub- 


lin University  (Mr.  Gibson),  beoause, 
although  the  appeal  appeared  to  have 
the  sympathy  of  the  House,  it  was  quite 
withui  the  discretion  of  the  hon.  Member 
to  yield  to,  or  disregard  it.  It  was  a 
matter  which  concerned  the  hon.  Mem- 
bmr,  his  associates,  and  his  Party,  with 
which  he  (the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land) could  not  suppose  the  oonsoienoe 
of  the  House  or  of  tbe  oountry  was  im- 
mediately concerned.  He  did  not  intend 
to  enter  into  matters  which  ■  had  been 
dealt  with  by  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  as  it  would  be  especially  unbe- 
coming in  him  to  enter  into  the  discus- 
sion of  matters  in  reference  to  whioh  the 
public  mind,  however  excited,  oould  not 
have  been  thoroughly  informed.  It  was 
entirely  a  matter  for  the  consideration 
of  hon.  Members  opposite  whether  they 
should  observe  a  different  rule,  and  he 
presumed  that  they  took  their  own  time 
and  opportunity.  He  had  listened  to  a 
considerable  portion  of  the  debate  that 
day  with  some  anxiety  to  endeavour  to 
ascertain  what  was  tbe  precise  object 
with  which  those  who  supported  the 
Amendment  had  brought  it  mfore  the 
House,  and  he  thought  it  was  idle  to 
suppose  it  was  an3rthing  but  a  Vote 
of  (jensnre  upon  the  (Government.  The 
bon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chatham 
(Mr.  Gx>rst),  who  introduced  it,  had 
passed  a  high  eulogium  upon  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Brad- 
ford (Mr.  Forster)  and  his  Administra- 
tion in  Ireland,  as  well  aa  upon  Lord 
Spencer  and  tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  preeent  Chief  Secretary.  But  there 
appeared,  according  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  (jentieman's  statement,  to  be  an 
interregnum  between  those  two  Ad- 
ministrations, during  which  a  change 
had  taken  place  in  the  Government 
policy.  He  (the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland)  oould  only  roeak  of  a  pnortion  of^ 
tiien^Mitf  of  his  right  hem.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Bradford;  but,  so  for  as 
he  had  had  an  opportuni^  of  becoming 
acquainted  with  the  motives  and  objects 
which  had  regulated  the  conduct  of  ootii 
right  hon.  Oentlemm,  there  had  been  no 
change  whatever.  The  poli(^  of  both 
had  been  related  by  an  anxious  desire 
to  do  two  things — to  remove  abuses  and 
causes  of  complaint,  and  at  the  same 
time,  by  firm  determination,  to  assert  aa 
far  as  possible  the  authority  of  the  law. 
The  right  hon.Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford  had  not  at  hia  disposal  those 
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weapons  whtoh  had  since  heen  placed  in 
thehandsof  thelrishGorernment.  How- 
ever unsatisfaotory  and  incomplete  might 
haro  been  the  working  of  the  Act  which 
he  was  then  administering,  it  should  be 
borne  in  mind  that  the  GoTemment,  at 
the  time,  had  no  other  means  of  grap- 
pling with  the  state  of  affairs  which  un- 
happily existed.  If  the  present  Amend- 
ment were  intended  merely  to  point  ont 
the  insufficiency  and  incompleteness  of 
the  machinery  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Goremment  to  grapple  with  crime,  prior 
to  the  passing  of  the  Crimes  Act,  the 
diaonsrion  merely  resolved  itself  into  one 
upon  the  merits  of  two  different  Acts  of 
rarliament,  one  lA.  which  was  passed  in 
1681,  and  the  other  last  year,  though  he 
hardier  thought  that  could  have  been  the 
intention  of  the  hon.  and  learned  ICem- 
ber,  and  he  declined  to  enter  into  snob  a 
discussion.  The  charge  which  had  been 
made  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
was  one  solely  in  reference  to  the  conduct 
of  the  Government  in  not  having  intro- 
duced the  Crimes  Act  at  an  earlier  date, 
and  in  having  ordered  the  release  from 
prison  of  certain  hon.  Members  of  the 
House.  This  latter  had  been  discussed 
over  and  over  again  in  the  course  of  the 
preeent  debate ;  but  he  had  not  beard 
one  single  atatement,  fact,  or  argument 
which  had  not  been  addressed  to  the 
House  in  the  course  of  last  Session.  No 
new  materials  had  been  produced,  be- 
oaoH  none  existed ;  therefcwe  the  diseus- 
■ion  in  the  Session  of  1883,  so  far  as 
Hie  Amendment  to  the  Address  was  oon- 
oemed,  was  merely  a  repetition  of  the 
discussions  of  1881  and  1882.  The  re- 
lease of  the  "Buapecte"  was  a  mere 
question  of  public  order,  and  was  regu- 
lated solely  oy  considerations  of  public 
safety.  It  should  be  remembered  that 
in  any  case  those  prisoners  would  have 
been  released  in  September  ;  and  no  one 
oould  contend  that  it  was  not  the  duty 
of  the  Qt>vemment  to  release,  not  only 
the  Members  of  Parliament,  but  any 
"  suspects,"  if  there  were  reasonable 
grounds  for  thinking  that  it  could  be 
done  with  safety.  No  evidence  had  been 
forthcoming  that  any  evil  had  accrued 
from  the  release  of  the  imprisoned  Mem- 
bers ;  and,  so  £u  as  he  was  aware,  no  fact 
or  azifument  had  been  addnoed  to  show 
ttiat  the  Ghnernment  were  in  error  in 
taking  the  course  they  had  taken,  or 
that  any  mischievous  consequences  had 
resulted  from  their  action.  It  had  been 
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stated  that  tiie  ontoige  in  the  Phcs- 
nix  Park  was  to  some  extent  a  conse- 
quence of  the  release  of  the  suspects ; 
but  anyone  who  had  read  the  evidence 
recently  given  in  Dublin  could  not  fail 
to  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
secret  societies  were  in  existence,  and 
that  there  was,  long  prior  to  the  outrage, 
a  state  of  affairs  wnioh  would  not  un- 
naturally lead  to  the  commission  of 
crime.  But  it  had  also  been  said  that 
there  was  a  change  of  pdicy  on  the  part 
of  the  Government,  Moaiise,  after  the 
6th  of  May,  a  Bill  was  introduced  which 
was  of  tiie  utmost  value  to  the  Execnttve 
of  Ireland.  He  oould  infiwm  the  House 
that  such  a  measure  was  not  Only  in  eon- 
templation,  but  in  course  actual  pre- 
paration, prior  to  the  6th  of  May ;  and 
idthough  it  was  quite  true  that  the  in- 
troduction of  that  Bill  would  not  have 
taken  place  at  so  early  a  period  as  it  did 
but  for  the  fatal  events  of  that  day,  it 
must  be  borne  in  mind  that  its  introduc- 
tion was  dependent  only  on  the  passing 
of  the  Pnxiedure  Bnles.  Had  those 
Bules  been  passed  they  would  have  con- 
siderably facilitated  tike  passing  of  the 
Crimes  Act,  which  would  have  come  into 
force  at  the  conclusion  of  the  Session ; 
and  although  the  assassinatiraa  in  tlte 
Phoenix  Park  had  doubtiess  accelerated 
the  passing  of  the  measure,  the  poliey 
whi<uk  dictated  it  was  identiod  with  that 
previously  pursued.  The  right  hon.  and 
warned  Gfoitleman  opposite  (Hr.  Gibson) 
had  advanced  an  ailment  that  the 
change  of  policy  was  a  change  from  the 
remedial  land  legislation  to  a  policy  of 
non-intervention  in  such  matters.  That 
was  entirely  a  different  line  of  argu- 
ment, but  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  also  gone  further.  He 
blamed  the  Government  for  not  having, 
in  1880,  renewed  legislation  which,  would 
have  had  the  effect  of  altering  the  state 
of  things  in  Ireland.  In  order  to  be 
logical,  and  if  they  were  to  go  back  to 
that  period,  would  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  be  good  enough  tit 
inform  the  House  what  the  course  of  the 
last  Government  was  in  1879*60,  in  re- 
ference to  the  agitation  which  he  con- 
demned? Because  he  (the  Attorney 
Gteneral  fin-  Ireland)  assarted — and  any- 
one acquainted  with  the  facts  would 
admit— that  tihe  agitation  which  he  so 
much  condemned  was  one  which,  under 
the  Conservative  Government,  was  al- 
lowed to  attain  daogeroue  and  nn- 
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manageftble  proportioin.  It  was  not 
nappled  with  by  the  late  GoTemment. 
There  was,  to  be  sure,  a  sham  proseon- 
tion,  which  was  never  intended  to  be 
gone  on  with,  and  whiofa  was  allowed  to 
drop.  Even  the  ordinary  powers  of  the 
law  were  not  put  into  foroe  nntil  the 
powers  of  the  Land  League  had  been 
dereloped— until  the  organization  had 
been  completed,  until  the  country  had 
been  excited,  and  the  misohief  had  been 
done.  Qovemment,  he  admitted,  were 
bound,  when  they  found  the  powers  con- 
fenred  upon  them  inadequate  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  law,  to  apply  to  Par- 
liament for  further  powers.  That  they 
had  done,  and  it  seemed  to  him  idle,  in 
the  faee  of  the  absolute  unanimity  as  to 
the  conduct  of  the  Government  in  Ire^ 
land,  to  bring  forward  suoh  an  Amend- 
ment as  that  they  were  discussing.  He 
r^retted  the  tone  of  the  remarks  made 
by  his  hon.  Friend  who  had  just  spoken 
(Sfr.  Collings).  Such  remarks  might  be 
Tery  well  fitted  for  the  study,  and  little 
objection  might  be  taken  to  them  on 
philosophical  grounds;  bat  it  was  a 
dangerous  thins  to  say  that  the  crimes 
and  ontragee  miioh  bad  disgraced  Ire- 
land were  the  natural  outcome  of  the 
state  of  things  which  had  so  long  existed 
in  that  country.  Such  observations 
would  appear  to  some  persons  to  be  a 
justification  of  crime  and  outrage.  He 
did  not  impute  to  his  hon.  Friend  for 
one  moment  that  he  ever  contemplated 
raoh  a  result  of  his  remarks ;  and  he  was 
■are  that  his  hon.  Friend  would  agree 
with  himself  and  with  the  Government 
that  the  first  duty  of  a  Qovemment  was 
to  protect  the  sanctity  of  human  life — 
to  protect  persons  and  to  keep  property 
in  safety.  When  that  task  was  accom- 
plished, then  the  other  wants  of  the 
community  might  be  attended  to.  His 
hon.  Friend  \aA  reiened  to  the  Crimes 
Act  as  an  irritating  measure.  No  doubt 
it  had  proved  irritating,  and  more  than 
irritating,  to  the  criminal  olasaes ;  but, 
as  administered  by  his  right  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Trevelyan),  it  had  not  been  a  source 
of  irritation  to.  anyone  else.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Mallow  -  (Mr.  O'Brien) 
had  said  that  the  Grimes  Act  had  pro- 
dnoed  the  crimes  in  Dublin  about  which 
so  much  had  been  heard ;  but  when  it 
was  remembered  that  the  crimes  in  Dub- 
lin occurred  on  the  6th  of  May,  and  that 
the  Grimes  Act  was  not  passed  until  the 
13th  of  July,  the  House  could  hardly 


agree  with  the  deductions  of  the  hon. 
Member,  who,  he  supposed,  referred  not 
to  the  Crimes  Act,  but  to  the  Frotectidn 
of  Person  and  Property  Act. 

Mb.  O'BKIEN:  I  referred  to  the 
crimes  that  have  occurred  shioe  the 
Crimes  Act  was  passed.   

Thb  ATTOBNST  general  vob 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Pobtbk]  said,  there 
was  no  doubt  that  it  was  the  Crimes  Act 
that  was  referred  to,  for  the  ehai^ee 
brought  against  the  Administration  in 
Ireland  were  charges  against  the  Ad- 
ministration by  Judge  and  jury  in  Green 
Street.  [An  hon.  Member  :  Packed 
juries.]  He  absolntely  and  emphatically 
denied  it,  for  every  person  knew  exactly 
that  the  contrary  hod  been  the  case. 
Until  the  power  was  obtained  of  trying 
persons  at  a  distance  from  the  scene  and 
the  surroundings  of  their  crime — until 
the  power  was  obtained  of  having  them 
tried  by  a  jury  unconnected  with  them, 
there  was  no  {wssibility  of  getting  oon- 
viotions.  But  the  moment  those  powers 
were  given  and  vigorously  applied,  the 
result  was  that  the  law  was  vrndioated 
in  many  cases  that  otherwise  must  havo 
gone  unpunished;  and,  as  a  neosesary 
consequence,  that  which  was  foreseen 
and  told  to  this  House  followed,  and 
with  the  punishment  of  crime  the  occur- 
rence of  crime  itself  had  almost  ceased. 
He  believed  he  could  say  that  since  the 
Maamtrasna  outrage,  which  occurred  in 
August,  and  could  have  had  no  connec- 
tion with  the  Crimes  Act,  the  country 
had  been  almost  free  from  the  crime  of 
murder.  He  believed  one  murder  had 
occurred  in  that  time.  Let  them  com- 
pare that  with  the  three  preceding  years, 
during  which  upwards  of  60  undetected 
murders  were  committed.  They  had 
heard  that  freedom  of  speech  and  free- 
dom of  writing  had  been  interfered  with 
in  Ireland.  That  he  admitted  to  be  the 
truth ;  but  of  what  kind  of  writing  and 
speaking  was  that  spoken  f  There  were 
suoh  speeches  and  suoh  writing  as, 
owing  to  the  otrcumstances  of  the  people 
and  the  neighbourhood,  actually  led  to 
the  commission  of  crime,  and  those  he 
trusted  would  always  be  prevented  when 
necessary  to  the  public  service.  It  was 
not  true  that  freedom  of  any  other  kind 
in  speaking  and  writing  was  interfered 
with.  The  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvau 
(Mr.  O'Donnell)  had  congratulated  the 
House  on  the  acquisition  it  had  gained 
by  the  arrival  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
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Hallow,  and  had  said  that  from  the  Irish 
everywhere — from  the  Islands  of  the  Pa- 
cific to  the  man  on  the  omnibtts — would 
come  the  cry — "  Well  done,  Mallow  !  " 
He  had  also  drawn  a  picture  of  the  state 
of  Ireland  both  before  and  after  the 
rigime  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Bradford  ;  and  he  had  the 
courage,  standing  in  that  House  and 
among  persons  who  knew  the  facts,  to 
describe  the  agitation  of  the  Land  League 
as  a  Constitutional  agitation.  No  doubt 
it  resembled  a  Constitutional  agitation  in 
this — that  it  was  carried  on  ostensibly 
on  public  platforms ;  but  it  was  an  agita- 
tion illegal  in  itself,  illegal  in  its  objects, 
working  by  illegal  means ;  the  effect  of 
which,  wherever  it  was  applied,  eren  in 
those  modes  which  were  thought  to  be 
least*  illegal,  aimed  at  effecting  its  ends 
by  depriving  everyone  opposed  to  it  of 
the  smallest  shred  of  personal  liberty. 
They  heard  a  great  deal  of  the  liberty 
of  Constitutional  agitation  and  personal 
freedom.  Would  any  person  picture 
to  himself  the  position  of   the  Irish 

feasant,  of  the  Irish  merchant,  of  the 
rish  agent,  or  of  the  Irish  landlord,  who 
came  under  the  ban  of  the  Land  League 
at  the  time  when  it  was  in  a  position 
and  power?  He  had  no  liberty  to 
oontract;  he  had  no  liberty  to  act. 
Hia  liberty  was  to  be  at  the  mercy 
of  the  community,  which  had  been 
drilled  and  taught,  and  in  many  cases 
coerced,  to  deprive  him  of  every  civil 
right.  But  it  was  known  that  it  did  not 
atop  there ;  and  wheUier  it  was  intended 
or  not,  wherever  it  went,  as  had  been 
demonstrated  in  that  House  over  and 
over  again,  its  steps  had  been  traced  by 
crime  and  outrage.  The  Land  League 
was  suppressed  in  the  days  of  the  right 
hon.  C^entleman  the  Member  for  Brad- 
ford, and  that  without  exceptional 
powers.  The  organization  was  put 
down,  and  the  Land  League  was  driven 
out  of  existence  by  powers  whidi  were 
the  ordinary  powers  of  the  Common 
Law  of  the  land.  He  knew  from  per- 
sonal association  with  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  late  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster),  with  whom  it 
was  a  source  of  pride  to  him  to  have 
been  associated,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  desire  was  to  act,  in  every 
case,  in  tiie  spirit  of  the  law,  and  never 
to  interfere  where  it  was  possible  to 
avoid  interference  with  personal  liberty. 
ThexQ  was  a  very  remarkable  fact  that 
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these  recent  revelations  had  brought  to 
light.  Ho  did  not  allude  to  recent 
matters  in  Dublin,  but  to  what  had  been 
brought  to  light  in  the  course  of  many 
trials  which  had  taken  place  since  August 
last.  These  revelations  had  shown  now 
just  and  how  true  and  precise  were  the 
knowledge  and  the  information  on  which 
his  right  hon.  Friend  had  acted,  because 
there  had  been  very  few  cases  in  which 
the  principal  agents  in  proved  crime 
had  not  been  among  the  persons  who 
had  been  arrested  during  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  rigimt  under  the  Protection 
ofPenwn  and  Property  Act.  Withrefw- 
ence  to  the  last  speech  to  which  the 
Honae  had  just  listened,  while  he  would 
allow  that  it  had  been  delivered  in  a 
philosophic  and  calm  manner,  yet  he 
greatly  questioned  its  prudence.  It  was 
a  dangerous  thing  to  tell  the  inhabitants 
of  a  country  convulsed  with  a  spasm  of 
crime  that  that  state  of  things  was  just 
what,  under  the  circumstances,  was  to 
be  expected.  That  a  philosopher  in  his 
study  might  understand  ;  but  to  say  that 
crime  was  only  what  was  to  be  expected 
might  very  possibly  be  construed  into 
this — that,  under  the  circumstances,  it 
might  not  be  so  very  reprehensible  after 
all.  The  present  Government  had  shown 
that  while  they  could  be  firm,  in  repres- 
sive measures,  it  could  also  have  sym- 
pathy, it  could  also  have  a  regard  to  the 
social  wants  of  the  community  it  was 
called  upon  to  govern.  He,  for  one, 
looked  not  to  so  remote  a  future  aa  that 
6gured  out  by  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Aylesbury  (Mr.  George  Bns- 
eell).  He  looked  forward  to  the  effect 
of  the  Land  Act  and  other  measures  of 
the  present  Government  operating  in  a 
very  much  shorter  time;  and  he  hoped 
in  a  very  few  years  to  find  peace,  order, 
loyalty,  and  happiness  restored  to  Ire- 
land. He  had  only  to  submit,  in  con- 
clusion, that  ih»  Amendment  before  the 
House  could  be  productive  of  nothin|f 
but  mischief. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  tho  Debate  be  now  adjourned," 
— (Jfr,  Lowther.) 

Motion  agreti  io. 

Debate  fwr0ur  adjottriud  till  ^- 
morrow. 
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TKSrSTUAL  T.TBABUff  BILL. 

Oa  Motion  mt  Ur.  Bakcl&t,  Bill  to  enable 
CorporaticniB  and  limited  owners  to  grant  per- 
petnsl  keaea  of  lAnd,  erOered  to  be  brooght  in 
by  Mr.  Babolay,  ISi.  ^vaxd^  and  Dr.  Fibqit- 

KABIOH. 

Bmpramtedj  and  read  the  first  lime.  [Bill  97.] 

nrCOKB  TAX  ADMINISTRATION  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hcbbard,  Bill  to  amend 
administration  of  the  Income'  Tax,  ordered 
to  be  brooght  in  by  Mr.  Uusbard,  Mr.  Warr- 
UT,  Sir  CuABUB  FoBiTZB,  aivd  Mr.  Edward 

IjEATHAIC. 

Bill preunted,aad  read  the  iirst  time.  [Bill  98.] 

PATENTS  Foa  INTENTIONS  (NO.  3)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Akdbhsos,  Bill  for  the 
amendment  of  the  Laws  relating  to  Patents  for 
InvantionB,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
AxDBusoN,  Mr.  BaowK,  Mr.  BitoADuuusT,  Mr. 
Jackson,  and  Mr.  Hinde  Pauieb. 

Bill prtttnitd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bin  99.] 

Honae  adjoomed  at  ten  minntefl 
before  &x  o'clock. 


H0T7SE  OF  LOBDSi 
Thursday,  22nd  February,  1883. 


MINUTES.]  — Sblbct  Committee  — Office  of 
the  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments  and  OfBce  of 
the  Gentleman  Usher  of  the  Black  Rod,  ap- 
pointed and  nominated;  Standing  Orders  Com' 
mittoe,  appointed  tni  nominated;  Committee 
of  Seleeticm,  appointed  and  tvminated. 

FiTBLic  BiLt— JVr#<  Reading—'LoctA.  Gh>vem- 
ment  (Ireland}  Provisional  Order  (limoick 
WatarworkB}»(3). 

oTSvm  or  thb  olibe  of  xhb  pa&zu- 

MBRTB  AND  OTFIOB  OF  THB  ailNTIiBHAir 
IISUEU  OF  TBX  BLACK  BOD. 


Select  Committee  a 
Rwing  were  named 

lid.  Chancellor. 
Ijd.  President. 
lA.  Privy  Seal 
D.  Bichmoud. 

D.  Saint  Albans. 
M.  Lansdowne. 
M.  Saliabory. 
ILBath.  4 

M.  Hertford. 
Ld.  Steward. 
£.  Devon. 

E.  Doncastcr. 
£.  TankervUle. 
JL  Ouaarvoq. 


nted :  The  Lords  fol. 
the  Committte : 

£.  Bradford. 

E.  QranviUo. 

E.  Kimberley. 

E.  Redesdale. 

E.  Latfaom. 

V.  Hawarden. 

V.  Hardinge. 

v.  Eversley. 

Ld.  Chamberlain. 

L.  ColviUe  of  Oolroas. 

L.  Monson. 

L.  Colchestor. 

L.  Aveland. 


STANDtNO  ORDEBS  COMMITTEB. 

Appointed:  The  Lords  following,  with  the 
Chairman  of  Coounittees,  were  named  at  the 

Committee : 


D.  Someraet. 
M.  Winchester. 
M.  Lansdowne. 
M.Bath. 

H.  Hertford. 
Ld.  Steward. 

E.  Devon. 

E.  Carnarvon. 
E.  Cadogan. 
E.  Belmore. 
E.  Chidiester. 
E.  Powia. 
E.  Verulam. 
E.  Morley. 
E.  Strodbroke. 
E.  Amherst. 
E.  CamperdovQ. 
E.  Lathom. 
V,  Hawarden. 
y.  Hntohinson. 


v.  Hardinge. 

V.  Eversley. 

y.  Halifax. 

L.  Saye  and  Sole. 

L.  Balfoor  of  Burleigh. 

L.  ColviUe  of  Oulroa. 

L.  Boyle. 

L.  MoDBon. 

L,  Digby. 

L.  Carrington. 

L.  Colchester. 

L.  Silchestor. 

L.  De  Tabley. 

L.  Sadeley. 

L.  Belper. 

L.  Ebury. 

L.  Hartiamere. 

I*.  Penrhyn. 

L.  WolvOTton. 


FBITATE  BILLS. 
All  Petitions  relating  to  Standing  Orders 
which  shall  be  presrated  during  the  present 
Session  referred  to  the  Standing  Orders  Com* 
mittee  unless  otherwise  ordered. 

COUUITTEB  OF  6ELE0TI0N. 
The  Lords  following ;  viz., 

M.  Lansdowne.  *  L.  ColviUe  of  Colross. 
E,  Lathom.  L.  Boyle. 

were  appointed,  with  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees, a  Committee  to  select  and  propose  to 
the  House  the  names  of  the  five  Iiorda  to  form 
a  Select  Committee  for  the  oon«deration  of 
each  opposed  Private  Bill. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— THE  TBANSyAAL 
BOERS. 

QTTEernoiir.  obsebyations. 

LoED  BEABOTJENE,  in  rising  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
Whether  the  report  is  correct  that  the 
TransTaal  Boers  have  been  employing 
dynamite  against  the  native  tribes ;  and 
wbetherHer  Majesty's  Government  hare 
taken  any  steps  to  prevent  the  persecu- 
tion of  those  tribes  which  remained  faith- 
ful to  Her  Uigesty  during  the  British, 
administration  ?  said  his  Question  re- 
quired  a  little  explanation.  Their  Ix>rd- 
ships  would  remember  that  upon  the 
accession  of  Her  Majesty's  present  Go- 
vernment to  power  the  rising  of  tho 
Transvaal  Boers  against  Her  Majesty's 
authority  was  at  its  commencement,  and 
there  was  a  very  noisy  clamour  from  a 
Party  in  this  country  in  favour  of  re- 
storing the  Transvtuu  to  the  Boeis.  On 
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that  occasion  he  thought  it  hia  datj  to 
lay  before  their  Lordships  an  account  of 
the  past  doings  of  the  Boers  and  their 
uniformly  bad  treatment  of  the  Native 
Tribes.  The  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
Kimberley),  who  then  held  the  Beals  of 
the  Colonial  Office,  replied  that  he  hoped 
that  this  charge  against  the  Boera  was 
of  particular  rather  than  unirersal  ap- 

Slication,  and  things  would  improve, 
'he  Boers  at  the  time  to  which  he 
referred  were  generally  oonsidend  to  be 
rebels;  bnt  ukving  waylaid  and  shot 
down  a  detachment  of  one  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's regiments,  without  any  declara- 
tion of  war,  and  obtained  two  or  three 
successes  orer  small  bodies  of  our  troops, 
they  received  the  brevet  rank  of  patriots 
at  the  hands  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. He  would  not  dwell  upon  those 
incidents  and  events,  constituting,  as 
they  did,  in  his  opinion,  one  of  the 
darkest,  the  most  painful,  and  humi- 
liating chapters  in  our  Oolonial  history. 
But  there  was  one  bright  spot  in  that 
darkness  and  in  the  transactions  which 
followed,  and  that  was  to  be  found  in 
the  solicitude  expressed  by  Her  Ua- 
j  mtf%  Government  that  the  Native 
IMbee  should  notsuffer  &om  the  transfer 
of  Her  Majesty's  Gfbvemment  to  the 
authority  of  the  Boere.  Their  Lord- 
ships would  be  prepared  to  admit  that, 
if  the  Boers  were  entitled  to  the  name 
of  patriots,  the  Katave  Tribes  who  were 
there  before  them  had  at  least  an  equally 
legitimate  claim  to  the  title.  He  had 
noticed  in  some  of  the  papers  state- 
ments that  the  Boers  had  employed 
the  resources  of  civilization  against  the 
Native  Tribes,  and  on  further  investiga- 
tion he  found  that  the  employment  of 
the  resources  of  civilization  in  this  in- 
stance signified  the  employment  of  dyna- 
mite for  the  purposes  of  blowing  up  those 
who  were  opposed  to  them.  He  wished 
to  know  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment could  give  any  authentic  informa- 
tion upon  the  snbjeot,  and  whether  they 
had  thought  it  right  to  remonstrate 
with  the  Boers  for  urns  blowing  up  the 
NattTes,  many  of  whom  had  ustin* 
guished  themselves  by  dieir  loyalty  to 
this  country  ?  He  would  like  to  Icnow 
whether  those  people  would  he  protected 
by  this  country  ?  He  was  quite  aware 
that  by  giving  up  the  Transvaal  this 
country  got  rid  of  certain  responsibili- 
ties ;  but  when  a  g^eat  country  attempted 
to  get  rid  of  responsibilities^  such  tnfles 
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as  character  and  reputation  were  some- 
times got  rid  of  at  the  same  time.  This 
country  had  always  preserved  a  cha- 
racter and  reputation  for  humanity  and 
justice  in  her  dealings  with  Native 
Tribes,  and  we  were  bound  to  prevent 
those  trom  being  sacrificed,  whose  chief 
offence  had  been  loyalty  to  our  autho- 
rity and  confidence  in  our  goodwill  and 
ability  to  protect  them.  He  hoped  that 
the  noble  Earl  who  now  held  the  Seals 
of  the  Colonial  Office  would  give  their 
Lordships  some  assurance  that  dynamite 
had  not  bem  used,  and  that  it  was  nn- 
tme  t3iat  the  Natives  had  been  pene- 
cuted  and  destroyed  because  of  their 
loyalty  to  this  country. 

The  Ea&l  of  DERBY :  In  answer  to 
the  Question  that  has  been  put  to  me  by 
my  noble  Friend,  I  have  to  say  that  I 
have  looked  carefully  through  the  de- 
spatches relating  to  Transvaal  affairs, 
and  I  cannot  find  any  mention  in  them  of 
the  statement  to  which  my  noble  Friend 
refers — namely,  that  dynamite  has  heea 
used  in  military  operations  against  the 
Natives.  I  confess  I  do  not  attach  quite 
the  importance  which  my  noble  Friend 
does  to  the  circumstance.  It  may  or 
may  not  be  right  that  military  opera- 
tiona  should  be  carried  on ;  but  if  they 
are  carried  on,  I  do  not  thatthwe  is 
necessarily  more  inhumanity  in  the  em- 
ployment of  dynamite  than  in  the  em< 
ployment  of  gunpowder.  The  only  case 
in  which  I  have  seen  it  publicly  stated 
that  dynamite  has  been  used  was  in 
certain  operations  against  a  Ohief  of  the 
name  of  Mapooh,  who  owns,  or  at  least 
claims  to  own,  a  territory  of  more  than 
3,000  square  miles  situated  in  the  in- 
terior of  the  Transvaal  country,  and 
claims  the  position  of  an  independent 
Buler.  This  Chief  can  hardly  be  said 
to  have  been  one  of  those  who  remained 
faithful  to  the  British  GoTemment,  as 
the  only  record  of  him  which  I  can  find 
is  this — that  during  the  whole  time  that 
the  Transvaal  was  administered  by  Bri- 
tish authorities  he  steadily  and  persist- 
ently  refused  payment  of  taxes,  and  he 
never  did  pay  any,  but  maintained  a 

Jtosition  of  independence.  In  October 
ast  Mr.  Hudson,  our  Agent  at  Pre- 
toria, wrote  that  the  Transvaal  Govern- 
ment were  anxious,  if  possible,  to  avoid 
a  war  upon  this  Chief;  but  it  ap- 
pears that  it  has  not  been  possible  to 
avoid  it,  and  some  military  operations 
are  going  on.   In  answw  to  the  more 
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ffeneral  Qnestion  of  my  noble  Friend,  I 
BaTB  not  seen  any  evidence  of  that  to 
which  he  refers — namely,  that  a  eyste- 
matio  persecution  has  been  directed 
against  the  Native  Tribes  who  remained 
faithiU  to  the  British  Qovnnment.  Un- 
fortunately, there  has  been  a  great  deal 
of  filibustering  outside  Uie  borders  of 
the  Transvaal  State.  That  has  been 
carried  on  by  irresponsible  adventurers, 
Twxtly  Boers,  and  partly,  I  am  afraid, 
KigHshmm;  and  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
TemjnMit  are  now  in  oommanioation 
with  tiie  local  authorities  at  tiie  Cape, 
with  a  view  to  take  such  measures  as 
may  be  possible  to  check  proceedings  in 
the  country.  I  am  bound  to  say  that  I 
do  not  feel  very  sanguine  because  of  the 
difBculties  in  the  way.  We  have  to  deal 
with  a  savage  country,  where  there  are 
no  roads,  and  which  lies  far  beyond  the 
borders  of  the  British  Empire.  Under 
theee  circumstances,  unless  we  establish 
a  Protectorate  over  the  country,  which  I 
do  not  think  anybody  would  desire, 
I  do  not  tliink  it  will  be  easy  to  pre- 
Tont  disorder ;  but  we  shall  do  what  we 
oan;  and,  as  I  have  said,  we  are  in  com- 
munication with  the  Oape  Government 
on  theauUect.  I  do  not  believe  that  the 
motives  of  these  filibusters  hare  been  of 
a  political  character ;  it  rathw  seems  to 
methatthe  disturbances  have  arisen  from 
a  desire  to  acquire  land  without  paying 
for  it.  It  is  impossible  to  deny  that  the 
Government  of  the  Transvaal  have  not 
done  all  that  they  might  have  been 
oaUed  on  to  do,  in  order  effectually  to 
TOpress  these  disorders.  But  it  is  diffi- 
cult to  give  a  general  account  of  the 
state  of  matters  in  a  brief  answer  to  a 
Question  ;  and  perhaps  the  best  answer 
I  can  give  my  noble  Friend  is,  that  the 
whole  of  the  Papers  on  this  subject  are 
in  the  hands  of  the  printers,  and  will  be 
delivered  in  the  course  of  the  next  few 
days ;  and  when  he  has  read  them,  he 
ana  your  Lordships  will  be  in  a  position 
to  know  as  mutm  as  I  know  what  is 
taldng  place  in  tiiat  countiy. 

HIGHWAYS-LEGISLATION. 
.    QITBSnOK.  OBSSBTATIONS. 

Earl  DE  LA  "WABE,  in  asking, 
Whether  Her  Majesty's  Government 
propose  to  introduce  any  measure  this 
Bmeion  on  the  eutgect  of  highways,  or 
in  any  other  manner  to  afford  relief  to 
ratepayers  in  oonaequeaoe  of  the  heavy 


burdens  with  which  they  were  charged 
to  maintain  them  ?  said,  their  Lordships 
would  remember  that  a  Select  Committee 
was  appointed  last  Session  to  inquire 
into  ail  questions  affecting  highways 
and  the  working  of  the  Highway  Acts. 
A  large  amount  of  evidence  was  given^ 
showing  that  amendments  in  those  Acts 
were  much  needed,  and  that  burdens 
upon  the  ratepayers  had  considerably 
increwed,  owing,  in  a  ^eat  meaaure,  to 
the  chaiges  for  the  mamtanance  of  main 
roads,  since  the  abolition  of  turnpikes, 
and  idso  in  consequence  of  expenses  in 
the  working  of  H^rhway  Boards.  Last 
year  assistance  was  given  in  the  shape 
of  a  payment  from  the  Treasury ;  but, 
as  there  must  be  imoertainty  about  this 
in  the  future,  there  was  naturally  some 
anxiety  as  to  what  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment proposed  to  do.  There  was, 
no  doubt,  an  increasing  -feeling  in  the 
country  that  main  roads,  which  were  so 
mnoh  used  by  the  public,  should  be 
made  a  national  charge,  or  that  some 
alteration  should  be  made  in  that  direc- 
tion. He  be^ed  to  ask  the  Question 
of  which  be  had  given  Notice. 

The  Maaqukbs  op  HKBTFOBD  said, 
tiiat,  befcffe  the  noble  Lord  answered 
the  Question,  he  should  like  to  say  that 
he  could  endorse  all  that  the  noble  Earl 
had  advanced  in  r^ard  to  highway 
rates.  The  noble  Earl's  Question  was 
asked  in  the  interests  of  the  farmers, 
whose  prospects,  he  feared,  were  more 
depressed  than  most  people  were  aware. 
Judging  &om  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne,  he  doubted  whether  the  Go- 
vernment sufficiently  realized  the  terri- 
ble straits  to  which  the  agricultural  in- 
terest had  been  reduced.  Had  the  Go- 
vernment been  alive  to  all  the  sad  facts 
of  the  case,  they  would  hare  regarded 
the  relief  of  agriculture  as  a  question 
deserving  of  a  prominent  place  in  their 
list  of  proposed  measures ;  whereas,  in 
fact,  they  had  mentioned  no  Bills  affect- 
ing the  farmers,  except  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Bill,  the  Bill  for  the  Conser- 
vancy of  Bivers  cmd  the  Prevention  of 
Floods,  and  the  proposal  more  effectually 
to  secure  to  tenants  compensation  for 
improvements.  Most  of  these  measures 
were  unquestionably  necessary ;  and  if 
they  were  brought  forward  without  any 
Party  spirit,  and  with  a  sincere  desire  to 
benefit  both  landlords  and  tenants,  would 
be  well  received  on  that  side  of  the 
House.  Those  proposals,  however,  good 
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as  they  were,  would  not  give  any  real 
help  to  the  impoveriBhed  farmers.  The 
depresaon  had,  in  many  cases,  been 
moat  severe  where  the  tenants  were 
already  in  a  good  position  as  regarded 
tiieir  landlords,  and  for  efficient  relief  it 
waa  necessary  to  look  to  Uie  removal  of 
local  -burdens.  Barely  it  was  a  mon- 
strous injustice  that  on  the  abolition  of 
the  turnpikes  the  whole  of  the  charges 
of  the  highways  should  be  borne  by  the 
land.  Personal  property  paid  nothing 
whatever  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
roads,  which,  nevertheless,  were  freely 
used  and  out  up  by  the  carts  of  brewers, 
coal  merchants,  and  timber  merchants. 
The  desired  change  might  be  difficult  of 
acoomplishment,  but  could  not  be  impos- 
sible. Again,  there  was  the  question  of 
heavy  education  rates,  especially  where 
there  are  board  schools,  and  he  would 
point  out  how  landed  proper^  was  taxed 
to  the  relief  of  the  rest  of  the  community. 
He  hoped  to  have  an  early  opportunity 
of  discassing  this,  and  the  other  unjust 
burdens  at  present  imposed  on  the  land. 
He  trusted  that  better  seasons  would 
come,  and  that  farmers  would,  with  re- 
newed and  increased  energy,  apply 
themselves  to  the  cultivation  of  the  soil, 
and  not  be  led  astray  by  agitators  who 
were  simply  tr3ring  to  set  class  against 
elasB.  He  hoped  that  the  Government 
would  put  aside  all  Party  feelings,  and 
do  their  best  to  pass  good  measures 
which  would  be  a  relief  to  the  agricul- 
turists, who  were  as  hard  working,  law- 
abiding,  and  loyal  a  olass  as  any  in  the 
Kingdom. 

LoBD  CABRINGTON,  in  reply,  said, 
that  £-250,000  was  voted  by  Parliament 
last  year  in  relief  of  the  highway  rates, 
and  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  propose  to  continue  the  arrange- 
ment on  the  same  basis,  though,  from 
more  accurate  knowledge  of  the  sums 
required,  there  might  be  some  slight 
difference  in  tiie  amount. 

LOOAL  QOTEEinmrr   (Ireland)  froti- 

SIONAI.  ORDER  (UMXRIOK  WATXBWORKs) 

mix  [h.l.] 

A  Bill  to  confirm  a  ProTisional  Order  of  the 
Local  Uovemmeat  Board  for  Irdaod  roktisg 
to  Watanrorks  in  City  of  limerick — ^Was 
pnetHted  by  Tbo  Lobd  Pritt  Bkal  i  read  I* ; 
and  referrei  to  the  Ezaminers.    (No.  3.) 

Home  adjourned  at  Vive  o'clocb,  till 
To-morrow,  a  quarter  past 
Ten  o'clock. 

TitiMarquM  oj  Mertford 


HOUSE   OF  OOMUONS. 
Thurtday,  22nd  February^  1888. 


MINUTES.  1—Selbct  Comkittes— Canals, -ip- 

pointtd ;  VnaMu^,  appointtd  AoA  nominated; 

Pablio  AccountSf  nominated. 
PcBLtc  Bills — Retolution  in  Committee — Ordered 

—  Firit  Reading  —  lale  of  Man  (Hnrboure) 

[101]. 

Ordered— First  .Sc(i<fiMjr— Parliamentary  Elec- 
tions (Closing  of  Public  Honeea)  *  [102j ; 
County  Courts  •  [103]. 

QUESTIONS. 


POST  OFFICE— MAILS  TO  THE  UNITED 

STATES. 

Mr.  BAXTER  asked  the  Acting  Post- 
master General,  with  reference  to  the  in- 
creasing  complaints  made  by  the  mercan- 
tile community  that  letters  to  the  United 
States  are  frequently  sent  by  slow 
steamers,  If  any  arrangements  are  being 
made  for  the  regular  transmission  of  the 
mails  by  the  fastest  boats  on  the  Atlantic 
to  whatever  Company  they  may  happen 
to  belong  ? 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVEE :  -  Sir,  that 
service  is  performed  by  three  of  the  hnt 
Companies  running  steamers  across  the 
Atlantic  —  namely,  the  White  Star, 
Inman,  and  Cunard  Companies,  and 
the  average  of  their  X)as6ages  compares 
favourably  with  those  of  other  lines. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Postmaster 
QeneraJ,  in  re^y  to  a  similar  Question 
addressed  to  him  last  November,  stated 
that  there  are  other  elements  besides 
speed  to  be  considered  in  arranging  mail 
contracts,  it  being  very  important  to 
secure  as  much  regularity  as  possible  in 
the  arrival  and  departure  of  mails.  This 
would  not  be  attained  by  em^oying  one 
or  two  exceptionally  fast  steamers  in 
rotation  with  others  of  average  speed; 
and  for  the  present  there  seems  to  oe  no 
advantage  in  upsetting  the  existing  mail 
contract,  which  secures  both  regularity 
and  efficiency. 

TREATY  OF  TIENTSIN— THE  OPIUH 
DUTIES. 

Sib  JOSEPH  PEASE  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  he  can  give  the  House  any  in- 
fin-maiion  as  to  the  revision  of  that  por- 


Digitized  by 


673  Tie  Kgypttan 

tion  of  the  Treaty  of  Tientsin  which 
relates  to  the  Duty  on  Opium,  or  as  to 
the  ratification  of  that  portion  of  the 
Ohefoo  Oonrention  relating  to  the  same 
subject? 

Iard  EDUOND  FITZUAUBICE: 
Sir,  no  arrangement  has  yet  been  oon- 
dnded  between  the  Gh>Temment8  of  Qreat 
Britain  and  China  respecting  opium; 
but  negotiations  on  the  subject  are 
about  to  take  place  with  the  Obinese 
Minister,  who  hasjust  arrived  in  London 
for  the  purpose,  and  it  is  hoped  that 
they  will  result  in  a  satisfactory  settle- 
ment of  the  questions  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  Baronet. 

COOUE  (INDIAN)  LABOUR  —  QTIEENS- 
LAND. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies, Whether  the  Colonial  Office  sanc- 
tioned the  arrangements  under  which 
Ceyloneae  and  Indians  have  been  ex- 
ported from  Ceylon  to  Queensland ;  whe- 
ther, before  these  people  were  exported, 
under  indentures  binding  them  down  to 
labour  for  a  term  of  years,  enforced  by  a 
highly  penal  Law,  an  Ordinance  was 
passed  in  Ceylon  providing  for  their 
protection,  in  the  same  way  as  they  are 

Erotecled  in  India ;  whether  the  Penal 
laws  enforcing  contracts  of  service,  now 
existing  in  Queensland,  apply  equally 
to  whites  and  blacks;  whether  it  is  true 
that  many  of  the  Coolies  imported  from 
Oeylon  were  sent  to  prison  for  alleged 
breach  of  contracts  of  service  by  benches 
of  magistrates  themselves  sugar  planters 
and  employers  of  labour ;  whether  the 
immigration  of  Chinese  into  Queensland 
ia  now  free,  and  not  hindered  by  any 
special  taxation  or  special  Laws  against 
them ;  and,  whether  the  Colonial  Office 
permits  the  recruiting  of  coloured  labour, 
undw  indenture,  for  any  Colony  which 
restricts  the  immigration  of  free  Chinese 
labour  f 

Me.  EVELYN  ASHLEY:  Sir,  the 
Colonial  Office  did  not  sanction  the 
arrangements  under  which  Singalese 
have  on  a  recent  occasion  been  exported 
to  Queensland.  There  was  at  the  time 
no  Ordinance  in  force  which  empowered 
the  Governor  to  detain  them  ;  but  since 
then  an  Ordinance  has  been  passed 
under  which  the  Governor  is  instructed 
to  prevent  the  exportation  of  Singalese 
labourers  to  any  place  where  the  regu- 
lations in  force  for  their  protection  hare 
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not  been  previously  approved  by  the 
Government.  The  Acts  regulating  the 
relations  of  master  and  servant  in 
Queensland  apply  equally  to  Whites 
and  Blacks,  except  that  there  are  some 
special  laws  as  to  labourers  brought 
from  Polynesia.  We  know  nothing 
about  the  newspaper  statements  as  to 
the  magistrates  in  tihe  case  under  inquiry 
being  all  sugar  planters.  The  immi- 
gration of  Chinese  into  Queensland  is 
not  prohibited ;  but  there  is  a  special 
tax  of  £10  a  head  on  each  Chinaman, 
payable  on  landing.  The  Colonial  Office 
consider  these  two  questions  of  Chinese 
free  immigration  and  of  indentured 
labour  as  distinct,  and  has  never  made 
the  allowance  of  one  to  depend  on  that 
of  the  other. 

IRISH  CHURCH  ACT,  1869— THE  PUR- 
CHASERS-FAIR  RENTS. 

Mb.  T.  a.  DICKSON  asked  tiie  Chief 
Beoretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether,  having  regard  to  the 
ascertainment  of  fair  rents  by  the  Land 
Commission  in  Irdand,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  prepared  to  consider 
the  claims  of  tenants  and  other  persons 
who  purchased  their  holdings  under  the 
Irish  Church  Act  of  1869  on  a  rental 
greatly  in  excess  of  what  has  been  ascer- 
tained to  be  fair  and  reasonable,  to 
relief,  either  by  a  reduction  of  the  inte- 
rest to  which  they  are  liable,  or  of  the 
capital  sum  for  which  they  purchased 
their  holdings  and  still  remaining  un- 
paid, or  by  extending  the  period  for  the 
repayment  of  the  purchase  money  by 
reduced  instalments? 

Me.  TEEVELYAN:  Sir,  the  Land 
Commissioners  have  at  present  in  course 
of  preparation  a  Bepoit  on  the  position 
of  the  class  of  persona  mentioned. 
When  completed  it  will  be  considered 
by  the  Government ;  but,  of  course,  this 
answer  must  not  be  taken  as  giTing  wy 
indication  of  the  views  held  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government. 

THE  EGYPTIAN  SLAVE  TRADE. 
Me.  W.  E.  FOESTER  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  he  can  inform  the 
House  what  progress  has  been  made  in 
the  negotiation  with  the  Khedive  for 
the  abolition  of  Egyptian  Slave  Trade 
and  Slavery  since  l^e  Despatch  of  Lord 
Granville  to  Lord  Duflferin  on  November 
3rd,  1882? 
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LoED  EDMOND  FITZMAtTEIOE : 

The  despatch  from  Lord  Dufferin,  to 
which  I  have  already  had  occasion  to 
refer,  contains  a  Eeport  on  the  question 
of  slavery  and  the  slave  trade  in  Egypt. 
No  decision  has  yet  been  arrived  at 
upon  the  subject  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, who  are  considering  Lord 
Dufferin's  recommendations.  The  De- 
spatch, as  was  stated  by  my  noble  Friend 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  will  be 
presented  to  Farliament  at  as  early  a 
date  as  possible. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— 
8E0.  31— APPLICATIONS  FOR  LOANS. 

OoLoiTEi.  OOLTHITBST  asked  the 
Secretary  to  &e  Treasury,  Whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  a  letter  in 
the  '*  Freeman's  Journal "  of  the  1 3th 
instant,  from  six  occupiers  of  land  in 
Boscommon,  complaining  of  the  delay 
in  issuing  the  preliminary  forms  requi- 
site in  am)lications  for  loans  under  sec- 
tion 31,  Land  Act  (Ireland),  1881  ;  whe- 
ther these  forms  can  be  deposited  with 
the  local  postmaster  or  others  so  as  to 
facilitate  the  working  of  the  system ; 
and  whether  there  is  now  an  adequate 
staff  of  inspectors,  with  their  work  so 
arranged  as  to  avoid  all  needless  delay 
in  sending  in  their  reports  ? 

Mb.  COTJETNEY  :  Sir,  I  have  read 
the  letter  to  which  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  refers,  and  have  also  seen  the 
explanation  in  the  same  paper  on  the 
1 6th,  which  shows  that  the  iarmer  letter 
must  hare  been  written  under  a  mis- 
apprehension. In  another  case  I  find 
there  was  really  a  delay  of  a  week,  which 
I  regret,  but  believe  it  is  not  likely  to 
occur  again,  as  the  office  staff  has  been 
increased.  There  are  now  18  Inspectors 
at  work,  so  distributed  as  to  do  their 
work  with  the  minimum  of  delay  ;  and 
as  these  officers  are  supplied  with  forms 
for  distribution  in  addition  to  those  which 
can  bo  obtained  on  application  to  the 
Dublin  Office,  I  do  not  tmnk  it  at  present 
necessary  to  enter  upon  the  difficulties 
which  mstribution  through  post  offices 
would  involve? 

INDLl— COOPER'S  HILL  COLLEGE. 

Mb.  B.  SAMUELSON  asked  the 
TTnder  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  he  is  aware  that,  by  a  Memo- 
randum of  the  Indian  Engineering 
College  at  Cooper's  Hill,  the  Professor 
of  Physics  is  required  to  be  a  Pro- 


testant, and  is  required  "to  attend 
morning  Ohapel  and  Sunday  Service  with, 
reasonable  regularity;"  whether  it  ia 
true  that,  whilst  these  conditions  are 
attached  to  the  appointment,  no  mention 
was  made  of  the  ract  in  a  recent  adver- 
tisement announcing  the  vacancy  of  the 
Professorship  ;  whether  similar  condi- 
tions are  attached  to  the  appointment  of 
other  Professors  in  the  College;  and,  whe- 
ther they  have  been  brought  under  the 
notice  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  and  have 
not  been  disallowed  by  him  ? 

Ma.  J.  K.  CROSS :  Sir,  I  am  sorry 
to  say  that  the  facts  of  the  case  are  cor- 
rectly represented  by  my  hon.  Friend. 
The  Memorandum  in  qaestion  was 
brought  to  the  notice  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  before  any  appointment  had 
been  sanctioned ;  and  an  advertisement 
was  at  once  issued  from  the  India  Office 
inviting  further  applications  for  the  post 
up  to  the  31st  of  March,  and  stating  that 
"  the  appointment  will  not  be  subject  to 
any  requirements  in  respect  of  reBgioua 
tenets  or  observances."  No  conditions 
as  to  religious  requirements  have  been 
required  of  any  of  the  Professors  in  the 
College. 

SCOTLAND-DEPOPULATION  OP  LAND 
IN  ORDER  TO  MAKE  DEER  FORESTS 
—EXTENSION  OF  THE  PRACTICE. 
Mb.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  asked  the  Lord 
Advocate,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  system  of  depopu- 
lating large  tracts  of  land  in  Scotland  for 
the  purpose  of  maVing  deer  forests, 
which  has  so  extensivMy  prevailed  in 
recent  years  ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
a  Mr.  Winans  has  an  area  of  over  150 
square  miles  exclusively  devoted  to  deer ; 
whether  there  has  been  a  case  before  the 
Supreme  Court  in  Scotland,  at  the  in- 
stance of  Mr.  Winans,  to  procure  the 
eviction  of  crofters  for  the  purpose  of 
further  extending  his  deer  forest ;  and, 
whether  the  Government  contemplate 
any  measure  for  preventing  the  further 
depopulation  of  the  Highumds  for  thie 
purpose  ? 

Thb  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoxtb)  :  It  is  the  fact,  Sir,  that  Urge 
tracts  of  land  in  Sootlfuid  have  been 
made  into  deer  forests  in  recent  years, 
and  it  has  been  asserted  that  these  tracts 
have  been  depopulated  for  that  jturpose. 
On  the  other  hand,  this  assertion  has 
been  denied  ;  and  it  has  been  stated  that 
the  tracts  of  land  in  question  had  pre- 
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vioasly,  in  so  far  as  occupied  at  all,  been 
under  i^eep,  and  that  as  many  persona 
are  employed  in  the  care  of  the  deer 
forests  as  were  engaged  in  tending  the 
eftieep.  I  am  not  in  possession  of  evi- 
dence to  show  which  of  these  opposing 
allegations  is  correct.  I  am  aware  that 
Mr.  W^inans  has  a  very  large  area — I 
might  fdmost  say  an  enormous  area — 
devoted  to  deer,  and  that  he  is  atpresent 
suing  an  action  in  the  Supreme  Cfourt  oi 
Scotland  for  the  purpose  of  having  Mr. 
Mackenzie,  of  Kintail,  ordained  to  re- 
move the  tenants  and  other  occupants 
from  certain  parts  of  Kintail  let  to  Mr. 
Winans  as  a  deer  forest.  This  action  is 
resisted  by  Mr.  Mackenzie,  who  asserts 
that  it  never  was  intended  that  the 
crofters  should  be  removed  ;  and  he  has 
obtained  a  judgment  in  bis  favour  from 
the  Lord  Ordinary,  who  has  refused  to 
decree  specific  jperformance  of  what  Mr. 
Winans  maintains  to  be  Mr.  Mackenzie's 
obligation.  That  judgment  is  at  present 
under  appeal.  I  am  not  in  a  position  to 
promise  legislation  on  the  subject  of  this 
question. 

EDTTOATION-SCIENOE  AKD  ART— 1^ 
KATIOXAL  GALLERY— IN8TTP- 
FICIENCY"  OF  SPACE. 

Mb.  COOPE  asked  the  First  Commis- 
sioner of  "Works,  Whether,  regarding 
th0  present  inadequate  accommodation 
for  the  pictures  (tho  property  of  the 
Nation)  in  the  National  Gallery,  as  well 
as  for  such  works  of  art  as  may  be  pre- 
sented or  bequeathed,  he  is  now  prepared 
to  sanction  a  considerable  enlargement 
of  the  building  at  the  rear  of  the  present 
Gallery,  on  property  already  in  the  hands 
of  the  Qovernment;  and,  pending  this 
extension,  whether  he  is  willing  to  sanc- 
tion the  lighting  of  the  Gallery  by  elec- 
tricity, so  as  to  give  increased  facilities 
to  those  desiring  to  visit  the  Gallery,  and 
especially  to  those  who,  owing  to  their 
arocations,  can  only  do  so  in  the  even- 
ings, after  their  day*s  work  ? 

Me.  SHAW  LEFEVRE :  Sir,  the 
hon.  Member  will  be  glad  to  hear  that 
the  Government  recognizes  the  necessity 
of  adding  to  the  buildings  of  the  National 
Gallery ;  and  I  shall  submit  a  Vote  in 
the  Estimates  of  this  yoar  for  commenc- 
ing these  buildings,  and  I  am  now  in 
communication  with  the  Trustees  of  the 
National  Gallery.  With  respect  to  the 
lighting  of  the  Gallery  by  the  electric 
light,  i  can  only  repeat  what  I  said  last 

TOL.  GCLXXVI.   [thibd  bsbies.] 


year,  that  the  responsibility  for  lighting 
the  Gallery  at  night  rests  with  the  Trus- 
tees ;  but  that,  apart  from  other  objec- 
tions, I  could  not,  with  reference  to  the 
little  experience  we  have  of  the  decbrio 
light,  especially  as  regards  its  safety, 
advise  tliem  to  adopt  it. 

UETBOFOLITAN  FIRE  BRIGADE. 

Mb.  OOOPE  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther, with  a  view  to  the  greater  protection 
of  life  and  property  in  the  Metropolis 
from  fire,  he  is  disposed  to  take  steps 
whereby  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  may  be  empowered  to  increase 
the  force  of  the  Fire  Brigade  to  such  an 
extent  as  may  ensure  the  much  needed 
security  to  life  and  property,  and  avert 
from  the  Metropolis  the  calamity  of  a 
great  conflagration  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  :  I  am 
informed,  Sir,  that  the  Metropolitan 
Board,  who  have  already  largely  in- 
creased the  force  of  the  Fire  Brigade, 
intend  this  year,  in  a  Money  Bui,  to 
makeapplication  to  Parliament  to  remove 
certain  limits  which  restrain  them  from 
extending  that  force  as  desired.  This 
seems  to  be  a  proper  application  on  the 
part  of  the  Metropolitan  Board. 

CHANNEL  TUNNEL  SCHEME. 

Lo?D  EUSTACE  CECIL  asked  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whe- 
ther the  Government  have  as  yet  arrived 
at  any  decision  with  regard  to  the  ques* 
tion  of  the  Channel  Tunnel  ? 

Mb.  CHAMBEBLAIN  :  Sir,  the  deci- 
sion of  the  Government  upon  tiie  present 
state  of  this  question  was  announced  in 
the  last  Session  in  the  month  of  August, 
when  I  said,  in  moving  that  the  Order 
for  the  Second  Heading  of  the  Channel 
Tunnel  Bill  should  be  dischai^ed,  that 
the  Government  had  felt  it  their  duty  to 
appoint  early  next  Sesnon  a  Joint  Com- 
mittee of  both  Houses  to  consider  the 
question.  In  accordance  with  that  deci- 
sion the  Government  intend  shortly  to 
propose  the  appointment  of  a  Committee 
to  inquire  and  report  whether  it  is  expe- 
dient that  Parliamentary  sEmction  should 
be  given  to  a  submarine  communication 
between  England  and  France ;  and,  if 
so,  on  what  conditions.  It  will  probably 
be  expedient  that  the  second  reading 
of  the  two  Bills  now  before  the  House 
should  be  postponed  until  that  Committee 
has  reported.   The  proposal  is  that  the 
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Joint  Committee  shall  consist  of  fire 
Members  of  this  House  and  of  five  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  of  Lords. 

—  RE-OEGANTZ  ATION  —  REPRE- 
SENTATIVE GOVERNMENT. 

SiE  H.  DETJMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther Her  Majesty's  Government  will  in- 
struct Lord  Dufferin  and  Sir  Edvrard 
Malet  not  to  assent  to  any  scheme  for  the 
future  government  of  Egypt  which  does 
not  secure  to  the  people  oi  that  oounlay, 
witibin  the  limits  of  intematiohal  obliga- 
tion^  a  ihue  of  control  over  tiieir  own 
interests,  financial  or  otherwise,  by 
means  of  representatives,  yearly  elected 
by  the  people  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMATJRICE  : 
Sir,  the  proposals  of  liord  Dufferin  for 
securing  the  objects  indicated  by  the 
htm.  Member  are  contained  in  the  de- 
spatch from  his  I^cellency  to  which  I 
have  already  referred  in  this  House, 
which  is  now  under  the  consideration  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  which 
will  be  laid  before  Parliament  at  en 
early  date;  but  neither  Lord  Dufferin  or 
Sir  Edward  Malet  are  empowered  to 
assent  to  any  scheme  for  the  future 
government  of  Egypt  without  instruc- 
tions from  Her  Majesty's  Qovemment. 

MAIN  ROADS  (ENGLAND)- GRANT  FOR 
MAINTENANCfE. 

Mb.  E.  W.  HAECOTJRT  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  What  as- 
sistance it  is  in  contemplation  of  the 
Government  to  give  this  year  to  rate- 
payers in  the  matter  of  the  maintenance 
of  main  roads? 

Thb  OHANOELLOB  op  the  EXOHE- 
QUEH  (Mr.  Ohildbbs)  :  Sir,  in  reply  to 
the  hon.  Member,  I  need  only  state  now 
that  he  will  see  in  the  Giril  Service 
Estimates  for  1883-4  that  the  arrange- 
ment made  for  the  current  year  is  provi- 
sionally continued  on  the  same  basis, 
although  there  will  be  a  slight  difference 
in  the  amount  arising  from  more  exact 
knowledge  of  the  sums  required. 

Mb.  E.  W.  HABCOUET  asked  whe- 
tber  the  snm  would  be  more  or  leas  than 
befcm? 

The  OH&NOELLOB  of  tbeEXCHE- 
QUEB  (Mr.  0Hm>EBs)  said,  bethought 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  bettor  wait  till 
ke  saw  the  Estimates. 

2ir.  Ciauibfrlain 


EGYPT— REBELLION  IN  THE  SOUDAN- 
Lobd  EUSTACE  CECIL  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  the  Government  have 
any  reason  to  beliere  the  alarming  re- 
ports of  the  progress  of  the  rebellion  in 
the  Soudan  and  the  imminent  danger  of 
Khartoum  ;  and,  if  so,  what  steps  they 
have  advised  the  Egyptian  Government 
to  take  to  replace  the  raw  conscripts  who 
are  represented  as  being  chained  in 
batches  and  driven  like  elaves  to  join 
the  headquarters  of  their  r^menbi  at 
the  front  r 

LoBD  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE 
Sir,  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
received  information  that  Obeid  and,  it 
is  believed,  Bara  have  faUen  into  the 
handa  of  the  rebels,  but  that  there  is  no 
reason  to  appr^end  danger  to  Khar- 
toum. The  suppression  of  the  rebellion, 
in  the  Soudan  is  a  matter  which  has 
been  left  entirely  to  the  Egyptian  Go- 
vernment, as  has  been  stated  by  my 
noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  and  neither  Lord  Dufferin  nor  Sir 
Edward  Malet  has  been  concerned  in 
any  of  the  arrangements  made.  No  in- 
formation of  Bu^  a  treatment  of  con- 
scripts as  is  referred  to  by  the  noble 
Lord  has  been  received  at  the  Foreign 
Office  ;  but,  as  the  recruits  are  said  to  be 
under  misapprehension  as  to  the  condi1;^oa 
of  the  recruitment,  the  Khedive  haa  pw- 
mitted  some  English  officers  to  be  pre> 
sent  at  the  places  of  enlistment. 

Me.  O'DONNELL  asked  whether, 
looking  to  the  fact  that  the  Soudan  was 
only  a  recent  conquest  of  Egypt,  and 
had  been  the  scene  of  massacre,  Her 
Majesty's  Government  would  instruct 
Lora  Dufferin  to  use  his  influence— 
which  was  considerable— with  the  Egyp- 
tian Government  to  prevent  the  further 
invasion  of  thatPnmnce  by  theEgyptian 
Forces? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE 
requested  that  Notice  should  be  given 
of  that  Question. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— THE  TRANSVAAL— 
KEPAYMENT  OF  ADVANCES. 

Babon  HENRY  DE  WOBMS  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Oolonies,  With  reference  to  a  statemeot 
in  the  "  Tolksstem,"  the  orgwi  of  the 
Government  of  the  TransvMl,  on  the 
16th  of  December  last,  that  there  was 
in  the  Transvaal  Treasnry  "on  the 
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30th  September  laat  a  favourable  cash 
balance  of  over  £15,000,"  and  that 
*'  £30,000  beaides  have  been  put  aside 
Ibr  future  payments,"  what  is  the  amount 
thai  the  Transvaal  Oovtimment  engaged 
to  repay  to  the  British  Treasury  vithin 
the  year  1S82-3  on  account  of  the  sums 
paid  out  of  British  funds  in  settlemmt 
of  eompeoeation  daims,  and  what »  Uie 
ram  that  it  has  actn^ly  repaid  on  this 
account? 

Mb.  EVELYN  ASHLEY :  Whether 
that  balance  was  in  the  Transvaal  Trea- 
sury or  not  in  September  last,  I  would 
remind  the  hon.  Member  that  by  the 
Convention  the  British  Debt  is  only  a 
seoond  charge  on  the  Transraal  Beve- 
nuee ;  so  there  were  other  demands  to 
be  met  first.  Apart  from  the  interest 
payable  on  die  whole  British  Debt, 
irhich  has  been  hitherto  paid,  the  only 
capital  sum  which  the  Transvaal  Qo- 
Temment  engaged  to  pay  within  the 
year  1882-3  was  £100,000,  in  terms  of 
the  Oonvention,  since  reduced,  with  the 
consent  of  the  (>:)lonial  Office,  to  £50,000. 
Of  this  they  have  paid  as  yet  nothing. 

THE  INSTITUTE  OF  SUBVEYOES. 

Mb.  BEOA'dHTJBST  asked  the  Tice 
Prendent  of  the  Privy  Oounoil,  To  ex- 
plain under  what  oiroumstances,  or  under 
what  powers,  a  Boyal  Oharter  oame  to 
be  granted  to  a  body  calling  itsdf  the 
lastitute  of  Surveyors,  in  restraint  of 
Trade,  and  tending  to  establish  a  privi- 
l^ed  monopoly  ? 

Me.  MTJNDELLA  ;  Sir,  a  Charter 
was  granted  in  1681  by  Her  Majesty, 
with  the  advice  of  Her  Privy  Council, 
to  the  Institute  of  Surveyors  on  the 
petition  of  that  Society.  The  effect  of 
that  Charter  is  to  incorporate  a  very  im- 
portant and  useful  body,  whose  position 
has  been  specially  recognized  bjr  Par- 
liament. The  hon.  Member  is  mistaken 
in  Bappodng  that  the  Charter  ctmfers 
any  monopoly,  or  interferes  in  any  way 
in  restraint  of  trade. 

THE  CHARITY  C0MUIS8IONEB3- 

CHHIST'S  HOSPITAL. 

Mb.  BBOADHUEST  asked  the  Vice 
IVesident  of  the  Privy  Council,  The 
canaa  of  the  delay  by  the  Charity  Com* 
misaionen  in  laying  before  the  House 
the  new  soheme  for  tiie  administration 
of  Christ's  Hospital;  and,  whether  he 
will  promiae  lus  assiataaoe  that  the  in- 


tentions of  the  Founder,  King  Edward 
the  Sixth,  shall  be  sorupulously  carried 

out? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  Sir,  in  reply  to 
the  hon.  Member's  Question,  I  have 
received  the  following  answer  to  my 
inquiries  from  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners : — 

'*  The  acheme  which  ve  publlsh«d  som*  time 
rince  for  the  great  foondaiiou  of  Christ's 
Hospital  in  the  City  of  Lonfton,  and  to  vhidi 
objeotions  bo  Tolamtoous  have  been  taken  as  to 
call  for  minute  and  protracted  lavestigatioa  on 
the  part  of  one  of  our  Assistant  Commis^ners 
and  of  ourselves,  is  still  under  our  uudons  oon- 
sideration," 

In  reply  to  the  second  branch  of  t^e 
hon.  Member's  Question,  I  can  only 
promise  to  be  guided  by  the  Acts  of 
Parliament  under  which  theee  adkemes 
are  framed.  A  good  deal  has  happened 
since  the  days  of  Edward  YI. 

THE  CITY  LTVERY  COMPANIES— THE 

ROYAL  COMMISSION. 

Mb.  BROADHUEST  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, The  cause  of  the  delay  in  the 
presentation  of  the  Heport  of  the  BoyiU 
Commission  on  the  City  Livery  Com- 
panies, when  such  Commission  will 
resume  its  sittings,  and  when  the  Be- 
port  may  be  expected  to  be  laid  npon 
the  Table  of  the  House? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HABCOUBT  said, 
that  the  Oommisuon  had  resumed  its 
sittings,  and  he  understood  that  it  was 
expected  to  make  its  Boport  in  the 
course  of  the  present  Session. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)-EXA. 
UINATION  OF  WITNESSES. 

Mb.  O'BBIEN  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  an  offidal  shotihand 
writor  was  present  at  the  whole  or  any 
part  of  the  examinations  of  witnesses  in 
Dublin  Castle  by  Mr.  J.  A.  Curran, 
Q.C.,  under  the  sixteenth  Clause  of  the 
Crimes  Act;  and,  if  so,  whether  he 
will  lay  upon  the  Table  a  transcript 
of  Uie  shorthand  writer's  notes;  and, 
whether  he  will  state  the  length  of  time 
during  which  such  witnesses  were  under 
examination,  and  whether  it  is  true  that 
they  or  any  of  them  wereprofiFered  intoxi- 
cating drmk  during  their  detention  at 
the  Castle,  or  that  they  or  any  of  them 
were  suljeoted  to  threats  or  improper 
inducements  by  the  presiding  magis* 
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trate,  or  bj  any  police  officer  in  Lis 
presence  ? 

He.  T£EV£LTAN  :  Sir,  an  official 
shorthand  miter  vas  present  durinf? 
the  greater  part  of  the  inquiry^  but  I 
oazinot  nnd^ake  to  hiy  a  transcript  of 
his  notes  upon  the  Table  of  the  House. 
The  length  of  time  daring  which  the 
witnesses  were  under  examination  can- 
not be  given.  Tbej  were  not  sabjected 
to  threats  or  improper  inducements 
during  the  inquiry,  which  was,  I  am 
assured  by  those  responsible,  conducted 
with  propriety.  No  intoxicating  drink 
was  proffered  them.  The  coneequencee 
of  connecting  the  notion  of  intoxication 
with  a  judicial  inquiry  have  already 
proved  so  dangerous  to  life  that  I  trust 
notiiing  more  will  be  heard  <A  tiiis 
Diteriy  unfounded  suggestion. 

EELIEP  OP  DISTRESS  (lEELAND) 
ACT— SEED  LOANS. 

Me.  O'CONNOE  POWER  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment has  fully  considered  the  represen- 
tations made  by  the  Castlebar  Board  of 
Ouardians  and  the  Boards  of  other 
Unions  as  to  their  inability  to  pay  the 
remaining  portions  of  the  seeds  loans 
advanced  under  the  Belief  of  Distress 
Act ;  and,  whether,  in  view  of  the  dis- 
tressed condition  of  the  Unions  referred 
to,  he  will  introduce  a  short  Bill  for  the 
remisnon  of  the  loans? 

Kb.  TEtETELYAN:  Sir,  the  repn- 
sentations  referred  to  have  been  fully 
considered.  The  purchasers  of  seed  in  the 
Castlebar  and  many  other  Unions  have 
already  been  granted  much  indulgence 
in  respect  of  the  repayment ;  and  the 
Guardians  of  the  Union  named  have  been 
informed  that  the  Government  does  not 
contemplate  the  introduction  of  any  fur- 
ther legislation  on  the  subject.  I  cannot 
hold  out  any  prospect  of  that  decision 
being  altered. 

LAND  LAV  (IBELAin>)  ACT,  1881— 
SEC.  31— APPLICATION  FOE  LOANS. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR  POWER  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  K  he  can  now 
inform  the  House  what  steps  the  Trea- 
sury propose  to  take  so  as  to  allow 
tenants  to  make  joint  applications  for 
loans  on  the  joint  security  of  their  tenant 
right,  in  accordance  with  the  thirty-first 
section  of  the  Land  Law  Act  ? 

Mr.  O'Srien 


Mb.  COURTNEY:  The  suggestion 
which  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
makes  has  been  carefully  considered  by 
the  Irish  Government  and  the  Treasury ; 
buti  am  eonytb  say  we  are  not  yet  in  a 
position  to  announce  a  decision. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— DISTBESS  IN  THE 
WEST— THE  DEPUTATION  OP 

CATHOLIC  BISHOPS. 

Me.  O'CONNOR  POWER  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  What  decision  has  been  ar- 
rived at  in  reference  to  the  proposals  laid 
before  His  Excellency  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant byadeputation  of  the  IrishRoman 
Catholic  Bishops  on  the  9th  of  Januaiy 
last,  and  whieE  relate  to  the  distress  in 
the  West  of  Ireland,  and  the  condition 
of  the  small  farmers  in  that  part  of  the 
Country  ? 

Mr.  TREVELTAN  said,  that  this 
question  had  interested  the  Irish  Office 
very  much  ;  but  the  answer  to  it  would, 
he  thought,  come  in  official  form  from 
tho  Treasury,  with  whom  the  decision. 

Mr.'  O'CONNOR  POWER  said,  he 
hoped  that  if  tho  hon.  Member  for  Longf- 
ford  (Mr.  Justin  M'Carthy)  moved  the 
Amendment  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice,  the  Chief  Secretary  would  take 
the  opportunity,  in  the  further  stages  of 
the  debate  on  the  Addreasj  to  give  tho 
House  some  iuformatioa  on  tSis  sub- 
ject. 

COREA-TREATIES  WITH  GREAT 
BRITAIN  AND  THE  UNITED 
STATES. 

SiB  EDWARD  REED  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Aifairs,  Whether  it  is  true  that  the 
United  States  Senate  has  ratified  the 
Treaty  with  Corea;  and,  whether  the 
Treaty  between  that  Country  and  Great 
Britain  has  been  ratified ;  and,  if  not, 
whether  he  will  state  the  grounds  upon 
which  the  ratificatiou  is  delayed? 

LoBD  EDMOND  FITZMAURIOE  : 
Sir,  the  American  Treaty  with  Corea  has 
been  ratiGed  by  the  United  States  Senate, 
but  it  is  understood  that  the  text  will 
not  be  published  until  promulgated  by 
the  President.  The  Treaty  between  this 
countiy  and  Corea  has  not  yet  benn 
ratified,  and  is  still  under  the  considera* 
tion  of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  who 
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aTe,atthepresenttime^  incommnnioation 
with  TariouB  Ohambers  of  Oommeroe  on 
the  Bubjeot. 

EDTJOATIOlff  (SCOTLAND)  ACTS— THE 
COMPULSOET  CLAUSES. 

Mr.  J.  A.  OAUPBELL  asked  the  Vice 
I^wdent  of  the  Council,  Whether  his 
attention  has  been  oalled  to  certain  re- 
cent decisions  of  Sheriff  Lamond,  one  of 
the  Sheriff  Substitutes  of  the  county  of 
Fife,  to  the  effect  that  the  requirements 
of  the  Compulsory  Clauses  of  the  Scotch 
Education  Acts  would  be  sufficiently 
satisfied  by  children  being  sent  to  school 
at  twelve  years  of  age,  as  the  necessary 
amount  of  education  might  be  given  in 
the  twelve  months  before  the  age  of 
thirteen  years  was  reached ;  and,  whe- 
ther, if  the  Law  is  correctly  laid  down  in 
these  deciadons,  he  is  prepared  to  amend 
the  Act,  so  as  to  prevent  the  intenUon  of 
the  Legislature  uom  being  virtually  die- 
r^arded? 

Ma.  FBESTON  BBUCE  asked  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  Whether  the 
School  Boards  affected  by  these  decisions 
had  any  right  of  appeal ;  and,  if  not, 
what  means  they  had  of  testing,  by 
reference  to  a  higher  Court,  Sheriff 
Lamond's  interpretation  of  the  Educa- 
tion Act  7 

Mb.  MT7NDELLA :  Sir,  with  regard 
to  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Fifeshire  (Mr.  Preston  Bruce),  I  may 
■ay  that  I  believe  the  School  Boards  had 
the  right  of  appeal,  but  they  did  not 
exercise  it  within  the  presoribed  time. 
In  answer  to  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
UniveniW  of  Glasgow  (Mr.  J.  A.  Camp- 
bell), I  have  to  say  that  I  have  read 
witih  same  surprise  the  deeieion  to  which 
the  hon.  Homber  refers,  wluch,  if  cor- 
ned Toported,  is  distinctly  at  variance 
with  what  I  understand  to  be  the  correct 
XBtwpretation  of  the  law.  But  there 
has  been  a  great  variety  of  couflioting 
opinions  as  to  what  constitutes  **  gross 
negleet  "  on  tJie  part  of  a  parent  in 
providing  elementary  education.  This 
has  seriously  interfered  with  the  en- 
foic«nent  of  the  compulsory  clauses  of 
the  Bdncation  Actin  Scotland  ;  and  we, 
thoefore,  propose  to  introduce  a  short 
measure  which  will  remove  ^1  doubts 
on  the  subject,  and  thus  facilitate  the 
work  of  School  Boards  in  the  discharge 
of  their  xeaponsiblo  and  important 
duties* 


TKEATY  WITH  MADAaASOAR- 
ARTICLE  fi. 

Mb.  a.  M'ABTHUB  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  A^airs, 
Whether,  before  the  departure  of  the 
Malagasy  Envoys  to  the  United  States, 
Her  Majesty's  Cevemment  made  any 
progress  wiUi  the  revision  of  the  Treaty 
between  Englaod  and  Madagascar,  and, 
in  particular,  whether  he  can  confirm 
the  statement  that  Article  5,  relative  to 
the  occupanov  of  leasing  land  by  British 
subjects,  in  tne  amended  form,  has  been 
signed  on  behalf  of  the  respective  Go- 
vernments by  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  and  the  Envoys  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURIOE: 
Sir,  a^  agreement  has  been  come  to 
with  regard  to  Article  5,  and  the  decla- 
ration embodying  it  is  already  in  the 
hands  of  hon.  Members.  The  other 
points  which  have  been  the  subject  of 
negotiation  are  reserved  for  decision 
until  the  return  of  the  Ambassadors 
from  the  United  States. 

JUDICATURE  AMENDMENT  ACT,  1876 
—THE  JUDGES'  RULES- JUBl  SDIO- 
TION  OF  ENGLISH  HIGH  COURTS 
OVER  DOMICILED  SCOTCHMEN. 
Ma.  BUCHANAN  asked  the  Lord 
Advocate,  What  steps  have  been  taken 
for  the  removal  of  the  hardship  inflicted 
upon  domiciled  Scotchmen,  in  being 
summoned  to  the  English  High  Courts, 
under  Bules  framed  by  the  English 
Judges  under  the  Engush  Judicature 
Act  of  1875? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  :  Sir,  representations  have 
been  made  in  the  proper  quarter  for  the 
purpose  of  having  the  Bules  in  ques- 
tion altered,  and  futerations  intended  to 
remove  the  grievance  are  now  in  draft. 

arm;— THE  AUXILIARY  FORCES— 
THE  IRISH  MXLniA. 

Mb.  GBEEB  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  it  is  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government  to  call  out  the 
Irish  Militia  for  training  this  year  ? 

Thb  Mabquess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
It  is  intended,  Sir,  to  make  provisions 
in  the  Army  Estimates  for  the  ensuing 
year  for  the  training  of  the  Iri^  Militia, 
and  orders  have  been  issued  to  re*open 
recruiting.  Of  course,  the  actual  train- 
ing will  denend  upon  the  state  of  til* 
country  at  tne  time. 
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EGYPT— NEUTRAtlZATION  OF  THE 
SUEZ  CANAL. 
Mr.  GOTOLEY  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Aflfairs, 
If  the  proposals  of  the  GoTemment  rela- 
tiTO-  to  the  neutralization  of  the  Suez 
Oanal  are  likely  to  be  accepted  by  the 
Enropean  Fowers  and  the  praprietore  of 
the  property ;  and,  whether,  if  the  pro- 
posals are  ratified,  negotiations  are  to  fae 
opened  with  the  Forte  for  the  purpose 
of  purchasing  the  suzerain  rights  of  the 
Sultan  on  lines  similar  to  those  agreed 
to  with  Denmark  for  the  abolition  of 
her  pecuniary  rights  in  the  navigation 
of  the  Straits  of  Elsinore  ? 

LoED  EDMOND  FITZMAXTEIOE : 
Sir,  the  answers  as  far  as  they  have 
been  received  are,  in  general  terms, 
each  of  a  favourable  character.  The 
Saltan  has  no^  direct  pecunian^  interest 
in  the  navigation  of  the  Suez  Oanal. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND) —  MB 
BOLTON,  CROWN  80LI0IT0B  FOR 
TIPPBRART  CO. 

Mb.  JUSTIN  M'CABTHT  (for  Mr. 
Sextoh)  asked  the  Ohief  Secretary  to 
the  Lora  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther Mr.  George  Bolton,  Crown  Solicitor 
for  the  county  of  Tipperary,  and  Solici- 
tor to  the  Valuation  Office  in  Ireland,  is 
the  same  person  who  was  concerned  as 
a  defendant  in  the  case  of  MacDermott 
and  King  «.  Bolton  and  others,  lately 
heard  before  the  Fresideni.  of  the  Fro- 
bate  and  Divorce  Division,  London ; 
whether  Mr.  Bolton,  being  examined  as 
a  witness  in  the  case,  admitted  that  he 
had  acted  as  a  solicitor  in  drawing  up 
his  own  marriage  settlement ;  that  his 
wife  instituted  against  him  a  suit  in  the 
(^uioery  Division  in  respect  of  the  said 
marriage  settlement;  that  she  charged 
him  on  the  pleadings  with  unprofes- 
sional and  fraudulent  oonduet ;  that  she 
swore  his  reply  to  her  statement  of 
claim  was  untoie ;  that  he  had  induced 
his  wife  to  agree  to  the  sale  of  shares  to 
the  amount  of  over  £16,000  to  pay  for 
a  property  which  cost  only  £15,000; 
and  that  he  instructed  his  counsel  in  the 
Chancery  euit  to  submit  to  a  decree 
against  him;  whether  he  further  ad- 
mitted that  Mr.  Justice  Fry,  the  judge 
who  tried  the  suit  in  the  Chancery 
Division,  had  written  respecting  his  con- 
duct in  the  matter  to  the  Lord  Chan- 


cellor  of  Ireland ;  whether  the  President 
of  the  Probate  and  Divorce  Division  de- 
clared, in  his  charge  to  the  jury,  that, 
apart  irom  the  question,  of  ^ud,  the 
marriage  settlement  drawn  up  by  Mr, 
Bolton,  on  his  own  behalf,  was  a  most 
aetonishine  settlement,  and  how  any 
man,  whewer  solicitor  or  no  eolidtor, 
could  have  thought  otherwise  it  was  not 
easy  to  see,  since  it  was  the  A.B.O.  of 
marriage  settlements  that  a  woman 
should  have  the  firet  interest  in  the  pro- 
perty which  she  brought  into  settlement, 
whilst  the  effect  of  the  settlement  drawn 
up  by  Mr.  Bolton  was  to  denude  the 
woman  (the  wife)  of  the  great  portion 
of  her  property ;  whether  the  jury  found, 
against  Mr.  Bolton,  and  the  judge  gave 
costs  against  him ;  and,  whether  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  retain 
him  in  the  public  service  in  Ireland? 

Mb.  TBEYBLYAK  :  Sir,  Mr.  Boltoa, 
Crown  Solicitor  for  Tipperuy,  is  the 
same  person  who  was  oonoemed  as  de> 
fendant  in  the  probate  suit  mentifmed  in 
tiie  Question .  As  to  the  alleged  matters 
of  fact  referred  to  in  the  second  part  of 
tilie  Question,  the  case  stsncb  urns:— 
Mr.  Bolton  was  defendant  in  a  Chancon' 
suit  brought  tome  years  ago  by  his  wife 
for  the  purpose  of  setting  aside  the  mar- 
riage settlement.  In  that  case  a  decree 
was  pronounced  against  Mr.  Bolton,  but 
with  his  consent,  after  negotiating  with 
his  wife,  and  before  the  defendant's  evi- 
dence was  heard  ;  and  the  truth  of  some 
of  the  allegations  which  had  been  made 
could  not  be  established  without  re-hear- 
ing the  cause.  It  is  a  fact  that  Mr. 
Justice  Fry,  before  whom  the  Chancery 
suit  was  heard,  did  make  a  communica- 
tion to  the  then  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ire- 
land under  the  late  Government,  the 
Bight  Hon.  John  T.  Ball,  who,  in  con- 
junction with  the  Law  Officers,  fully 
considered  the  matter,  and  they  dlcame 
to  the  conclusion  that  it  was  not  a  case 
calling  for  the  interference  of  the  £*xe- 
cutive.  In  the  probate  suit  recrattly 
heard,  no  additional  facts  appeared  in 
reference  to  the  Chancery  litigation,  and 
the  Government  cannot  go  back  on  the 
decision  arrived  at  some  years  ago  on  the 
same  state  of  facts  after  mature  official 
consideration, 

THE  DIPLOMATIC  SERVTCE-H.M. 

MISSION  IN  PEHSIA. 
Mr.  WAETON  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
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What  is  the  cost'of  Her  Majesty's  Mis- 
sion to  Persia ;  and,  what  portion  of  that 
cost  is  home  by  the  Imperial  and  Indian 
Bevenues  respectively? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE: 
Sir,  the  average  annual  cost  of  the  Fer- 
nan  Mission,  includinff  interest  on  the 
capital,  oatlay  on  buildings,  and  their 
maintenance  and  repairs,  is  £15,000. 
The  ^bidian  Qoremment  contributes 
£10,000  per  annum  towards  this  amount. 

PRISONS   (ENQLAND  AND  WA.LES)- 
WARDBRS  IN  CONVICT  PRISONS. 

Ms.  B.  N.  FOWLEB  asked  the  Seore- 
taryof  State  ios  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  he  will  shortly  announce  the 
measures  of  relief  which  he  is  prepared 
to  grant  to  the  warders  of  Her  Majesty's 
ConTiot  Prisons,  in  response  to  the  nearly 
nine  hundred  petitions  which  they  have 
ren&fly  sent  to  the  Home  Offioe,  praying 
tat  amelioration  as  to  their  scales  of 
payment  and  hours  of  duty  ? 

SmWIIiLIAMHABOOUBT:  There 
is  a  Oommittee  sitting  on  this  question, 
and  we  shall  be  idioruy  able  to  come  to 
a  deoiaion  upon  it. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE— THE  TRUCK  ACT. 

Mb.  M'XiAilEN  ashed  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whe^or  he  is  able  to  take  any  stops  to 
check  the  contraventions  of  tiie  Iruok 
Aet  which  are  habitually  taking  place  in 
Staffordshire  and  East  Worcestershire, 
among  the  nailmakers,  ohainmakers, 
and  boltmakers  there;  and,  whether  he 
will  cause  an  inquiry  to  be  made  re- 
specting the  defective  inspection  of 
workshop  in  those  districts,  with  the 
view  of  ameliorating  the  condition  of 
boys  and  girls  of  tender  yeais  now 
employed  in  those  trades  ? 

1^  WILLIAM  HABCOXJET :  Yes, 
Sir;  I  will  make  inquiries  into  the 
matter. 

THE  DIPLOBIATIC  PENSION  UST. 

MB.LABOUOHEBS  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affaira, 
Whether  no  unnecessary  addition  will 
be  made  to  the  Diplomatic  Pension  List , 
until  the  House  has  had  an  opportunity 
of  deciding  upon  the  Kesolution  standing 
in  his  name,  that  sndi  additions  are  in- , 
expedient  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE: 
Sir,  no  appointment  which,  in  the  opi- 


nion of  the  Secretary  of  State,  will 
cause  an  unnecessary  addition  to  the 
Diplomatic  Pension  List  will  be  ;nade, 
but  his  discretion  will  be  exercised  under 
the  ordinary  conditions  of  Ministerial 
responsibility.  . 

EGYPT— OMAR  SUFEI  PASHA. 

Mr.  LABOUOHEEE  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  Omar  Sufki  Pacha,  now  Egyp- 
tian Minister  of  War,  is  the  same  Pacha 
who  was  Governor  of  Alexandria  when 
the  maBaacreB  occurred  in  that  town,  and 
who  took  no  steps  to  hinder  them  until 
the  Foreign  Consuls  had  telegraphed  to 
the  Khedive  and  to  Derviah  Pacha,  in- 
forming them  of  what  was  transpiring  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE: 
The  present  E^ptian  Minister  for  War, 
Omar  Sufki  Pasha,  was  Qovemor  of 
Alexandria  at  the  time  of  the-riots.  Her 
Majesty's  Oovemment  have  no  informa- 
tion connecting  him  with  the  massacres, 
but  my  hon.  Friend  will  find  all  infor- 
mation on  the  subject  in  the  Fariiamen- 
tary  Paper,  "  Egypt,"  No.  16,  pages  6, 
6,  9,  and  11,  whioh  was  laid  before 
Parliament  at  l^e  dose  of  last  Session. 

EGyPT—SALE  OP  DOMAIN  LANDS. 

Mk.  OTONNELL  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  If 
he  has  been  informed  that  seven  lots  of 
I^ptian  domain  land  were  sold  on 
the  16th  inst.  to  Baron  Menasoe  ftn 
£84,000 ;  what  was  the  extent  of  land 
comprised ;  and,  whether  any  conditions 
of  resale  to  Egyptian  cultivators  were 
attached  to  the  purchase ;  and,  if  not, 
whether  Lord  Dufferin  has  been  in- 
structed to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Khedive's  Oovemment  to  the  matter  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE: 
Sir,  this  question  was  answered  in  the 
last  paragraph  of  the  reply  whioh  I  gave 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Kilmarnock 
Burghs  (Mr.  Diok-Peddie)  on  Monday. 
I  may,  however,  add  that  it  is  believed 
that  the  sales  referred  to  were  confined 
to  house  property  in  Alexandria,  of  which 
the  extent  is  not  known,  and  were  in 
accordance  with  the  Decree  whieh  I 
quoted, 

ABHT  (INDIA)— THE  NATIVE  INDIAN 
ARMY. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Under 
Sewetary  of  State  for  India,  Whether  it 
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is  tTue  that  soldiers  in  the  Native  Indian 
Army  are  required  to  serve  for  thirty  and 
forly  years,  and  that  no  pension  is  due 
until  after  some  thirty  years  of  service ; 
whether  the  duration  of  the  service  of 
Native  Officers  in  the  ranks,  previous  to 
promotions  to  Commissions,  varies  from 
twenty  to  thirty  and  forty  years  ;  whe- 
ther it  is  true,  ae  stated  in  the  "Bombay 
Gazette,"  that  the  pay  and  service  are  so 
unpopular  in  Bombay  that  "  only  the 
Boum  of  the  Dekkan  "  enter  the  Native 
Army;  and,  whether  it  is  proposed  to 
introduce  any  reform  ? 

Ms.  J.  K.  GBOSS :  Sir,  soldiers  in  the 
Native  Indian  Army  are  not  required  to 
serve  for  30  and  40  years.  In  time  of 
peace  they  may  take  their  discharge,  at 
their  own  pleasure,  at  any  time  after 
three  years*  service,  provided  that  their 
troop  or  company  is  not  10  per  cent 
below  established  strength.  They  are 
entitled  to  pension  after  32  years  in  the 
Line  or  40  in  a  local  corps ;  and,  if  in- 
valided, they  are  entitled  to  pension  or 
gratuity  according  to  their  leng^  of 
service.  The  duration  of  the  service  of 
Native  officers  in  the  ranks,  previous  to 
their  promotion  to  commissions,  varies 
from  short  periods  up  to  30  years.  Oc- 
casionally Native  gentlemen  are  ap- 
pointed to  oommissions  without  serving 
in  the  ranks,  but  such  appointments  are 
made  on  probation.  The  proportion  of 
soldiers  from  the  Deccan  in  the  Bombay 
Native  Army  is  less  than  one-fourth.  I 
have  no  reason  to  suppose  that  these  men 
are  the  "  scum  of  the  Deccan.*'  It  is  not 
proposed  to  introduce  any  special  re- 
forms on  this  Bubjeot. 

INDIA  (MADRAS)— GOLD  MINING  COM- 
PANIES AND  GOVERNMENT 
OFFICIALS. 

Me.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  The  result 
of  the  inquiries  promised  in  answer  to 
Question  of  the  33rd  November  regard- 
ing the  connection,  in  1880,  of  the  offi- 
ciating Deputy  Adjutant  General  of  the 
Madras  Army,  and  certain  Secretaries 
to  Government,  with  the  promotion  of 
certain  Joint  Stock  Gold  Mining  Com- 
panies, having  a  capital  of  one  million 
sterling ;  and,  Betum  of  Lands  alienated 
in  the  Native  State  of  Mysore,  asked 
for  in  the  same  Question  ? 

Mb.  J.  K.  GROSS :  Sir,  the  late  Se- 
oretary  of  State  requested  the  Madras 
Government  to  furnish  the  information 

Ur.  O'Donneil 


asked  for  by  the  hon.  Member,  and  the 
reply  of  tiiat  Government  was  received 
by  last  mail.  If  the  hon.  Member  will 
move  for  an  Address  for  Copies  or  ex- 
tracts of  this  Correspondence,  the  Papwa 
will  be  presented. 

INDIA— NATIVE  STATES— MYSORE. 

Ms.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  When  it  is 
intended  to  carry  out  the  engagement  of 
the  Imperial  Government  to  allow  self- 
(^ovemment  to  the  Sajah  and  People  of 
Mysore  ? 

Mr.  J.  K.  GBOSS :  Sir,  the  Ffovince 
of  Mysore  was  transferred  to  the  rule  of 
the  present  Maluirajah  on  the  2dth  of 
March,  1881. 

PUBLIC  HEALTH  (IRELAND)— WATER 
SUPPLY  TO  CARDONAQH, 
DONEGAL. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, What  pro^ss,  if  an^,  has  been 
made  by  the  sanitary  authorities  of  Car- 
donagh,  Donegal,  towards  procuring  a 
pure  water  supply  for  that  town  ? 

Me.  TEEVELYAN  :  It  appears,  by 
a  resolution  adopted  by  the  Board  of 
Guardians  on  the  19th  instant,  thatthey 
have  given  attentioii  to  this  matter,  and 
expect  the  steps  tiiey  are  taking  will 
meet  the  requirements  of  the  town. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE— CASE  OF  ELIZA- 
BETH  WHEELEB. 

Mb.  bust  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  If  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  an  inquiry 
recently  held  at  the  House  of  Correc- 
tion, Tothill  Fields,  Westminster,  touch- 
ing the  death  of  Elizabeth  Wheeler ; 
if  he  can  state  whether  it  is  true  that  the 
woman  was  sentenced,  when  in  a  dying 
state,  to  three  months'  imprisonment  with 
hard  labour,  her  offence,  as  specified  in 
the  warrant,  being  that 

"  she  was  foand  lodging  in  an  cmthonse,  not 
having  any  visible  means  of  sabsiatenc^  and 
not  giving  a  good  account  of  hfliaelf ;  ** 

whether,  when  seriously  ill,  she  was  re- 
movedduriiigsevere  weather  from  Guild- 
ford  to  Lon^n ;  whether  Dr.  Lewis,-  the 
medical  officer  of  the  prison,  declared 
at  the  inquiry  that  her  conveyance  to 
London  was  most  injudicious,  and  that 
he  had  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  her 
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death  was  aooelerated  by  her  removal ; 
and,  whether,  if  the  faots  be  as  al- 
leged, he  can  take  any  steps  to  punish 
the  responsible  parties  for  their  eon- 
duct  ? 

SiE  WILLIAM  HABCOUBT:  This 
Question  of  the  hon.  Member  seems  to 
iLave  been  founded  on  a  report  of  the 
first  dfl^'s  inquiry,  when  there  seems 
to  hare  been  some  impression  that  the 
polioe  at  Guildford  had  injudiciously  re- 
moved the  woman.  I  do  not  know  why 
that  impression  prevailed ;  but  I  should 
lihe  to  call  the  attention  of  the  hon. 
Member  to  the  fact  that  the  foreman  of 
the  jury,  at  the  conclusion  of  the  in- 
quiry, expressed  an  opinion  to  that  effect, 
but  two  or  three  jurymen  then  remarked 
that  they  did  not  agree  with  that  opi- 
nion, and  thought  the  authorities  were 
not  to  blame.  I  think,  therefore,  the 
further  proceedings  removed  the  former 
impression  that  prevailed. 

Mb.  MAGFABLAKE  asked  if  the 
ri^ht  hon.  Qentleman  hi^  commnnicated 
with  the  magistrates  in  regard  to  the 
sentence  of  three  months'  imprisonment 
passed  on  this  woman  for  sleeping  in  an 
outhouse,  a  sentence  generally  passed 
upon  men  who  had  almost  killea  their 
-wives? 

Sin  WILLIAM  HABCOTTBT:  Sir, 
the  question  of  the  grounds  of  the  sen- 
tence has  not  come  before  me ;  but  if 
the  hon.  Member  thinks  that  an  inquiry 
should  be  made,  perhaps  he  will  give 
me  Notice  to  that  effect. 

EAILWATS  (RATES  Ai?D  FARES)— THE 
SELECT  COMMITTEE. 

Mb.  TOMLINSON  asked  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether 
the  Board  of  Trade  is  the  proper  public 
authority  to  carry  out  the  reoommen- 
dations,  nnmberea  4,  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee on  Bailways  (Bates  and  Fares) ; 
whether  the  Board  of  Trade,  or  any 
other  pubHo  authorily,  will  provide  that, 
daring  this  Session,  attention  will  be 
directed,  on  the  application  by  a  Bail- 
way  undertaking  for  Parliamentary 
powers  to  the  proposed,  and,  in  the 
case  of  an  existing  Company,  to  the 
existing  rates  or  fares,  with  a  view  to 
their  oonsideration  by  the  Committee ; 
and,  whether  any  provision  has  been 
made,  or  will  be  made,  for  giving  per- 
sons afTeoted  by  such  rates  or  fares  a 
locos  standi  bejbre  such  Oommittee  ? 


Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN:  Sir,  this  mat- 
ter  is  regulated  by  Standing  Order  No. 
90  of  the  House  of  Lords,  whieh  pro* 
vides  that  no  Bill  under  the  powers  of 
which  maximum  rates  for  the  convey- 
ance of  passengero,  goods,  and  animals 
are  inoreased  shall  be  read  a  second 
time  until  a  Report  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  in  reference  to  it  has  been  laid 
on  the  Table  of  that  House.  In  ac- 
cordance with  that  Standing  Order,  it  is 
the  practice  of  the  Board  of  Trade  to 
make  a  Beport  to  the  House  of  Lords ; 
but  I  am  not  aware  that  any  practical 
consequences  have  resulted  from  such 
Beport.  There  is  no  such  Standing 
Order  in  this  House.  As  regards  the 
latter  part  of  the  Question,  that  is  rather 
a  matter|for  the  Authorities  of  the  House, 
and  I  am  not  able  to  give  the  hon. 
Member  the  information  he  dedres. 

THE  IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION- 
PAYMENT  OF  ARREARS. 

Colonel  OOLTHUBST  asked  the 
Chief  Secret^r  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Wnen  the  payments  <m  ac- 
count of  arrears  -mU.  be  made  to  land- 
lords or  others  interested  ? 

Mb.  TBEVELTAN:  I  am  informed. 
Sir,  by  the  Land  Commissioners  that 
orders  hare  been  made  for  payments  to 
the  extent  of  about  £70,000,  and  Uiat 
payments  in  these  cases  await  the  appli- 
cation of  the  landlords  entitled.  Up  to 
this  date  payments  hare  been  actually 
made  to  the  amount  of  £80,000,  in  the 
case  of  4,259  holdings.  It  is  expected 
that  by  the  end  of  May  orders  for  pay- 
ment will  have  been  made  in  all  joint 
applications. 

PARLIAMENT— THE  NEW  RULES  OP 
PROCEDURE— STANDING 
COMMITTEES. 

Hb.  BAIKES  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  he  will  under- 
take to  afford  famlities  for  the  proposal 

and  diseussion  by  private  Members  of 
Besolutions  for  the  regulation  of  Proce- 
dure in  Standing  Committees ;  and,  whe- 
ther Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
now  reconsider  their  intention  to  refer 
to  those  bodies  important  Bills  without 
any  direction  as  to  the  order  of  bnainess 
in  dealing  with  them  ? 

Thb  Marquess  of  HABTINGTON  : 
It  has  already  been  pointed  out  by  you, 
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Sir,  that  the  Standing  Order  relating  to 
Standing  Committees  provides  that  the 
procedure  in  such  Oommittees  shall  be 
the  same  ae  in  Select  Committees  unless 
the  House  shall  otherwise  order.  I  have 
no  reason  to  suppose  at  present  that  any 
important  modification  in  that  particular 
wiU  be  required  in  the  case  of  Standing 
Oommittees ;  but  I  may  point  out  that 
Standing  Order  220  0.  provides  thai  on 
the  appointment  and  nominalaon  by  the 
Oommittee  of  Selection  of  the  Chair- 
man's panel,  that  panel  shall  appoint 
from  amone  themselves  the  Chairman  of 
each  Sending  Oommittee.  It  is  very 
evident  that  when  that  Committee  shall 
]^ave  heea  nominated,  the  appointment 
of  the  Ohairmea  of  the  Stancung  Com- 
mittees will  be  an  important  appoint- 
ment ;  but  until  the  Oommittee  of  Seleo- 
tion  have  been  nominated  it  is  not  de- 
sirable, even  if  it  were  iu  the  power  of 
the  Gk>vemment,  to  give  facilities  for 
the  proposal  and  discussion  by  private 
Members  of  Kesolutions  for  the  regula- 
tion of  procedure  in  Standing  C(Hnmit- 
tees. 

1£b.  BATKKS  :  I  beg  to  give  Notice, 
in  consequence  of  the  answer  of  the 
noble  Marquess,  that  in  the  event  of  no 
mieh  oourse  being  taken,  on  the  first 
oooancm  wlien  it  is  proposed  to  refer  a 
Bill  to  a  Standing  Committee  I  will 
move — 

*'  That,  in  the  absenoe  of  any  definite  regala- 
tion  for  tiie  procedoTe  of  auoh  Oommittee,  it  is 
inexpedient  to  traiufer  to  suoh  bodies  the  juris- 
diotion  over  Public  Bills  hitherto  exercised  by 
1^  House." 

MERCANTILE  MATIINE-SIGNAL 
STATIONS. 

LaxD  OLATTD  HAMILTON  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  Whether 
the  Committee  of  Lloyd's  applied  to  the 
Admiralty  in  August  last  for  a  few  yards 
of  land  near  Dungeness  for  the  purpose 
of  establishing  a  signal  station  for  the 
benefit  of  the  shipping  and  mercantile 
community,  and  how  soon  a  decision  on 
the  subject  will  be  arrived  at  and  com- 
municated to  the  Committee  ? 

Me.  CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN: 
I  hope,  Sir,  we  shall  be  able  shortly  to 
send  an  answer  to  the  Committee  of 
Lloyd's.  There  has  been  some  delay  in 
the  matter,  partly  because  the  question 
of  signalling  duties  being  undwtaken 
by  the  Coastguard  was  inrolred,  and 
partly  beoaase  the  piece  of  land  refwred 
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to  is  the  property  of  the  War  Depart- 
ment, ana,  therefore,  correapoiLaenee 
between  the  two  Offices  was  necessary. 

ARMY— ARMY  PAY  DEPARTMENT- 
PAYMASTERS. 

OAPTAiNAYLMEBaskedthe  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  Whether,  seeing  that 
twenty-five  regiments  are  without  pay- 
masters owing  to  the  difficulty  in  indue- 
ing  Volunteers  to  serve  in  the  Army  Pay 
Department,  he  is  prepared,  with  a  view 
to  giving  confidence  to  those  qualified, 
to  place  that  department  on  the  same 
footing  as  other  departments— namely, 
with  one  of  its  own  officers  at  its  head 
to  represent  it  at  the  War  Ofiloe  ? 

Sib  AETHUR  HAYTER:  Sir,  in 
reply  to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Maidstone,  I  beg  to  say  that  the 
question  of  representing  the  Army  Pay 
Department  at  tiie  War  Office  by  one  of 
its  own  members  has  been,  wiw  other 
questions  affecting,  the  Pay  Department, 
under  the  consideration  of  a  Oommittee 
appointed  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War.  The  Report  of  the  Oommittee 
has  just  been  concluded,  and  will  shortly 
be  laid  before  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
his  decision.  It  would  be  premature  to 
anticipate  his  de<»sion  on  this  particular 
point. 

SPAIN  —  INTERNATIONAL  LAW— SUR- 
RENDER OP  CUBAN  REFUGEES. 

SiH  STAFFORD  NORXHCOTE  (for 
Sir  B.  AssHBTOK  Cbobs)  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
witili  reference  to  the  illegal  expiUaion  of 
certain  Oulum  refugees  £rom  Gibraltar, 
What  steps  have  been  taken  to  procure 
their  release  by  the  Spanish  Q-OTom- 
ment ;  and  when  any  further  Papers 
will  be  laid  upon  the  table  of  the 
House  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE: 
Sir,  a  despatch  has  been  addressed  to 
Her  Majesty's  Minister  at  Madrid,  for 
communication  to  the  Spanish  Govern- 
ment, stating  the  views  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  on  the  case,  and  the  grounds 
on  which  they  still  entertain  the  hope 
that  the  appeal  made  to  the  generosity 
of  the  Spanish  Government  on  behalf  of 
the  prisoners  will  meet  with  a  favourable 
response.  No  reply  from  the  Spanish 
Government  has  yet  been  received.  Fur- 
ther Papers  will  be  laid  on  the  Table  at 
as  early  a  date  a«  posaible. 
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ADDRESS  IN  ANSWER  TO  HER 
MAJESTY'S  MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 
^ADJOUBKBD  DEBATK.]    [siXTH  NIGHT.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  [20th  February] 
proposed  to  Main  Question  [IdthFeb- 
raaiy.J — [8ee  pi^  98.] 

And  wMch  Amendment  was, 

Tn  parmgrapb  10,  lice  4,  to  leave  oat  from 
the  word  "  upheld,"  to  the  end  of  the  paragraph, 
ia.  order  to  iaaert  the  words  *'  and  ve'vestureto 
expreu  our  earneet  hope  that  the  change  of 
policy  which  baa  prodaead  these  retolti  wul  he 
maintmnod,  and  that  no  further  attempts  will  he 
made  to  purchase  the  support  of  pereons  disaf- 
fected to  Hor  Majeety'a  Rule,  by  conceBBions  to 
l&wlen  agitation ;  and  that  the  existence  of 
dAngerouB  secret  societies  in  Duhlin  and  other 
puts  of  the  Country  will  cootiaue  to  be  met  by 
unremitting  energy  and  vigihuice  on  the  part 
of  the  EzecutiTe,''— (Jtfr.  Gortt,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  again  propoaed,  "That  the 
"wards  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question." 

Debate  returned. 

Mh.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  there  ap- 
peared to  be  some  misapprehension  on 
the  part  of  many  of  the  speakers  on  the 
opposite  side  with  regard  to  the  Ataend- 
ment  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst), 
wbioh  he  thought  it  was  desirable  should 
be  removed  from  the  mind  of  the  House, 
especially  as  those  misapprehensions  had 
found  their  way  into  the  speeches  of  the 
two  right  hon.  G^entlemen  who  had  ad- 
dressed the  House  from  the  Treasunr 
Bench.  The  misapprehensions  to  which 
be  referred  were  these : — First,  that  the 
Amendment  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
fUend  in  any  war  expressed  approral 
of  the  action  of  Her  Majesty's  Gorem- 
ment  prior  to  the  date  to  which  it  more 
particularly  called  attention.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary,  by  a  method  of  reasoning 
which  he  (Mr.  J.  LoWtber)  could  not 
follow,  attempted  to  fasten  upon  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  position 
that  he  approved  of  the  official  career  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster).  With 
regard  to  that,  he  would  simply  say 
thaty  baving  ceased  to  be  a  Hiiuster  of 
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the  Crown,  any  comments  upon  his 
official  acts  might  not  unfairly  be  oha- 
racterized,  as  some  others  had  ra&er 
unfairly  been  described,  as  partaking  of 
the  character  of  ancient  history.  At  the 
same  time,  he  knew  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  not  think  be  was  acting 
with  any  disconrte^  towuda  him  wbea 
he  said  that  the  Home  Secretary  having 
drawn  that  inference  from  the  statement 
of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  he  felt 
bound  to  disclaim  in  any  shape  or  form 
its  being  assumed  Arom  his  silence  as  to 
the  specific  acta  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's administration  that  he  endorsed 
his  official  procedure.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  not  expect  him  to  pass 
any  opinion  on  the  Disturbance  Bill,  or 
the  Land  Act,  or  on  the  appointment  of 
Land  Commissioners.  Those  matters  did 
not  come  within  the  purview  of  the 
Amendment;  and,  so  far  as  he  was  con- 
cerned, he  was  disposed  to  paaathem  by. 
But  Her  Majesty's  GoTemmeut,  at  the 
Home  Secretary  informed  the  House, 
would  continue  to  be  responsible  for 
every  action  performed  by  the  ri^^bt 
hon.  Gentleman's  administration  during 
his  existence  in  Office ;  and,  therefore, 
so  far  as  Her  Majesty's  Government 
was  concerned,  he  did  not  feel  equally 
at  liberty  to  allow  them  to  remain  under 
the  impression  that  their  official  acts 
during  the  first  two  years  had  been  for- 
gotten by  the  country  or  condoned  by 
those  on  that  side  of  the  House.  The 
other  misapprehension  to  which  he 
had  referred  had  found  its  way  into 
the  speech  of  the  Home  Secretary, 
and  more  notably  into  that  of  the  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland.  The  latter 
said  that  there  came  from  that  side  of 
the  House  nothing  but  encomiums  on 
the  administration  of  Lord  Spenoer ;  and, 
therefore,  as  they  were  erroneously  sup- 
posed to  endorse  tiie  proceedings  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  f6r 
Bradford,  and  bad  heaped  nothing  but 
encomiums  on  Lord  Spencer,  there  must 
be  very  little  indeed  open  to  their 
censure.  But  the  misapprehension  to 
which  he  had  now  drawn  attention  was 
as  gross  a  one  as  that  of  which  he  had 
previously  spoken.  Now,  the  adminis- 
tration of  Lord  Spencer  had  not  even 
been  referred  to  by  his  hon  and  learned 
Friend  (Mr.  Gorst),  with  one  exception — 
namely,  the  administration  of  the  Crimes 
Act.  With  the  other  proceedings  of  his 
administration  the  speech  of  his  hon. 
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and  learned  Friend  had  nothing  to  do. 
He  had  said  that  the  GoTernment  of 
Lord  Spencer,  so  long  as  it  persevered 
in  this  course  of  action,  would  have  the 
support  of  that  side  of  the  House.  But 
he  must  not  be  supposed  for  one  moment 
by  sayinff  that  to  express  an  opinion 
that  Lora  Spencer,  as  a  Member  of  the 
Oabinet,  responsible  for  the  eoTemment 
of  Ireland  during  the  last  uree  years, 
had  any  right  to  claim  the  gratitude  of 
his  countrymen  on  any  eroands  other 
than  those  to  which  he  had  just  now 
referred.  There  was  one  act  in  the 
official  career  of  the  right  hon.  If  ember 
for  Bradford  which  he  did  not  hesitate 
to  say  deserved  the  recognition  of  the 
country,  and  one  act  only,  and  that  was 
his  withdrawal  from  the  position  he 
occupied.  In  the  same  way  Ijord  Spencer 
would  upon  one  ground  alone  command 
the  confidence  of  those  who  sat  on  the 
Opposition  side  of  the  House ;  and  that 
was  as  long  as  his  Government  per- 
severed in  the  vigorous  coarse  of  action 
upon  which  it  had  recently  entered. 
Now,  he  did  not  like  to  make  invidious 
comparisons.  But  the  Home  Secretary 
■aid  the  other  night  that  he  would  ac- 
cept Uie  aaaistanoe  of  anybody,  whoever 
he  was,  provided  that  his  energies  were 
enlisted  in  the  maintenance  of  law  and 
order.  He  would  not  make  so  general  a 
statement  as  that  \  but  he  would  suppose 
the  case  of  a  person  offending  against 
the  ordinary  canons  of  domestic  life — 
let  him  say  in  being  guilty  of  the  im- 
prudence of  smoking  in  bed,  and  thus 
being  the  cause  of  setting  fire  to  his 
room;  and  then  saying  to  the  household — 
"  Do  not  raise  an  alarm ;  the  fire  engine 
will  be  of  no  service,  for  I  do  not  believe 
that  water  is  at  all  an  effectual  element 
with  which  to  subdue  fire.  I  have  got  a 
patent  extinguisher  in  my  possession ;  it 
IB  charged  with  the  produce  of  an  Ameri- 
can oil  well ;  it  commonly  passes  by  the 
name  of  petroleam;  and  though  there 
may  be  a  popular  snperstition  as  to  the 
hi^ly  inflammable  onaraoter  of  this  oil, 
yet,  if  you  trust  to  me,  and  not  call  the 
firemen,  I  will  put  out  the  fire."  He 
thou^t  that  that  was  very  much  whAt 
had  been  done  by  Her  Majesty's  Gtovem* 
ment,  including  Lord  Spencer,  up  to  a 
certaintime.  If,  however,  the  unfortun&te 
man  who  had  been  the  cause  of  the  fire, 
whose  remedy  had  failed  to  extinguish 
the  fire,  and,  on  the  contrary,  had  pro- 
moted its  growth,  had  in  the  last  resort 
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risked  his  own  life  with  great  personal 
bravery  in  assisting  to  rescue  the  in- 
mates of  the  adjoining  house,  they  would 
not  bo  justified  in  declining  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  aid  he  proffered  to 
those  who  suffered  from  the  calamity  he 
had  done  so  much  to  bring  about.  That 
was  the  position  of  the  Govcrament  and 
Lord  Spencer  with  regard  to  Ireland  at 
the  present  time.  Their  exertions  now 
in  the  cause  of  that  law  and  order  they 
had  dono  so  much  to  put  down  were 
gladly  accepted  by  the  Opposition,  and 
they  would  Btren|fUien  their  hands  in 
every  way  in  their  power.  On  Thurs- 
day, the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Home  Secretary — who  was  not 
now  in  bis  place — made  a  very  special 
appeal  to  him.  He  went  so  far  as  to 
intimate  that  he  (Hr.  J.  Lowther)  was 
in  honour  bound,  as  an  English  gentle- 
man, to  offer  an  apology  for  certain  ex- 
proesiotts  that  he  made  use  of  last  year 
with  reference  to  what  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman — taking  advan- 
tage of  the  absence  of  his  Chief — made 
bold  to  call  the  Kilmainham  negotia- 
tions." He  thought  it  rather  too  bad  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
to  so  describe  it.  He  should  remember 
that  the  Prime  Minister  said — "  It  is  an 
act  done  without  any  negotiation,  pro- 
mise,  or  engagement  whatever."  With- 
out playing  upon  words,  however,  he 
would  remind  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  and  the  House  that  on  a  pre- 
vious occasion  his  attention  had  been 
called  to  the  observation  referred  to. 
.He  remembered  very  well  what  took 
place,  because  the  incident  was  im- 
pressed on  his  mind  more  especially 
from  the  fact  that  during  the  time  that 
he  had  mixed  in  public  life  it  so  hap- 
pened that,  with  that  one  exception,  it 
never  fell  to  his  lot  to  apologize  for,  ex- 
plain, or  qualify  any  observation  that  he 
ever  made.  But  on  that  occasion  he  pur- 
sued a  course  which  was  peculiar,  as  he 
had  said,  in  his  pollfacd.  career.  He 
was  charged  by  tiie  Prime  Minister  wiUi 
having  used  what  he  oonudered  to  be 
strong  language  on  this  subject.  He 
was  fihai^d  with  having  said  that  the 
Kilmainham — the  right  hon.  aad  learned 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  having 
entered  the  Honse,  he  would  say  "  ar- 
rangement," came  within  "measurable 
distance  of  infamy,"  and  was  scarcely 
distinguishable  from  an  act  of  the 
grossest  political  oonuption.   Well,  ht 
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at  once,  vfaen  called  on,  offered  to  the 
Hoase  the  fuUeet  apology  in  his  power 
when  he  said—' '  I  must  rafer  my  apology 
for  the  extremely  inadequate  language 
in  which  I  referred  to  t^s  incident,  and 
the  exceedingly  mild  terms  which  I  ap- 
plied to  the  matter."  That  was  the 
apologr  he  offsied  at  the  time ;  and 
amoe  then  a  ^reat  deal  had  happened  in 
connection  witJi  tiiis  subject.  They  had 
had  conrersations,  explimations,  and  re- 
ferences to  it,  of  various  kinds ;  and  if 
what  had  since  taken  place  had  thrown 
any  materially  fresh  light  on  the  question 
— had.  enabled  him  to  form  an  opinion 
diffiarent  from  that  to  which  he  pre- 
▼ioosly  gave  expressioD,  he  would,  in 
the  interests  of  the  honourable  character 
of  public  life  in  this  country,  gladly 
withdraw  those  expressions,  and  r^et 
that  he  em  used  tiiem.  But  he  was 
Borry  to  say  that  the  more  consideration 
he  had  been  enabled  to  give  to  the 
matter  had  more  fully  confirmed  the  im- 
pression he  originally  formed.  Ohargea 
of  tliat  kind,  however,  in  his  minion, 
onght  not  to  be  freely  bandied  about 
between  Uie  opposing  sides  of  the 
House  of  Onnmons  wi^out  any  notice 
being  takm  of  them ;  and,  therefore,  he 
would  remind  the  (Joveroment  that  every 
opportunity  had  been  presented  to  them 
of  instituting  full  and  impartial  inquiry 
into  the  whole  of  the  eironmstances  con- 
nected with  this  incident,  but  that  that 
opportunity  had  not  been  availed  of  by 
them,  and  that  if  the  Gk)vemment  of  the 
Queen  did  not  think  it  consistent  with 
their  sense  of  honour  to  remain  under 
ohaq^  of  that  kind,  the  remedy  was  iu 
their  own  hands.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Qentleman  more  especially  drew 
attention  to  the  fact  that  he  (Kt.  J. 
IjOwthOT)said  that  the  prooeedinga  which 
eolidlnated  in  the  witiubrawal  of  ttie  right 
hon.  Member  Bradfbrd  (Hr.  W.  £. 
Vontear)  from  Office  were  set  in  moti(m 
by  a  etate  things  that  had  its  ramifi> 
cations  within  the  oinde  of  the  Cabinet. 
What  he  said  was,  be  thonght,  an  ex- 
pression of  an  <^inion  which  was  shared 
in  by  the  great  mass  of  people  in  all 
parts  of  the  country.  They  had  seen 
that  artides  had  constantly  appeared  in 
certain  jonmals  which  were  popularly 
beUeved  not  to  be  wholly  dissociated 
from  the  inflnence  of  the  Caucus.  And 
the  Home  Secretary  desired  a  with- 
drawal of  the  statement — why?  Be- 
cause it  was  denied  by  the  right  hon. 
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Member  for  Bradford.  He  would  re- 
mind the  Home  Secretary  that  they  had 
it  on  high  authority  that  "  in  vain  in 
a  net  spread  in  the  sight  of  any  bird." 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford 
was  the  last  man  to  be  aware  of  the 
machinations,  and  he  would  go  a  step 
farther,  and  acquit  the  Home  Secretary 
of  any  likelihood  to  possess  any  infor- 
mation for  precisely  similar  reasons,  for 
he  must  confess  to  having  a  not  very 
indistinct  suspicion  that  me  right  hon. 
Oentleman  himself  (Sir  William  Har- 
conrt)  was  marked  out  as  the  next 
victim.  It  had  bera  pointed  out  that 
the  G^ovemment  as  a  whole  were  respon- 
sible for  every  offieial  act  committed 
during  their  continuance  in  Office,  and 
it  was  a  principle  which  they  could  not 
ign(»re.  More  thaa  once  he  had  said  that 
the  present  Qovemmeut,  finding  in  Ire- 
land a  comparative  state  of  order,  had 
succeeded  in  producing  a  condition  of 
affairs  the  most  deplorable  that  ever 
existed  in  any  country  in  the  world.  He 
was  scaroeiy  an  imputial  authority ;  but 
what  did  the  Chief  Secretary  say  of  the 
state  of  things  when  he  took  Offloe? 
He  said  that  he  found  the  best  elements 
in  the  ooantry  depressed,  and  the  wwst 
elements  trinmpnant.  This  was  after 
rather  more  than  two  years  of  that 
benign  rule  which  they  were  told  was 
to  bring  peace,  happiness,  and  content- 
ment to  Ireland.  The  Chief  Secretary 
went  on  to  give  the  reason.    He  said — 

"When  we  went  to  Iroland  la«t  May,  we 
fonnd  sodety  profoundly  diaoTganized;  we  found 
the  best  elemeotB  in  it  depresHd,  and  the  wont 
elements  triumphant.  And  how  should  it  he 
otherwise,  whon,instead  of  the  law  heinga  terror 
to  evil-doers,  eviUdoerB  were  a  terror  to  the  law- 
abiding  and  industrious  P  There  ia  no  country 
in  the  world  which  would  not  go  from  bad  to 
worse  as  l(»)g  as  crime  was  unpunished  in  pro- 
portion as  it  was  grave,  and  that  was  the  case 
m  Ireland." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  not  alone 
in  thftt  opinion  of  the  result  of  his  Pre- 
decessor's policy ;  but  he  felt  a  natural 
delicacy  in  expressing  any  opinion  of 
his  own  tenure  of  Offioe.  However 
much  anyone  might  differ  from  him, 
no  one  would  accuse  the  right  hou. 
Gentleman  of  a  self-seeking  spirit.  But 
he  was  able  to  turn  to  another  impar- 
tial authority  for  a  dear  and  definite 
expression  of  opinion  as  to  the  net  result 
of  the  action  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment in  Ireland  from  their  accession  to 
Office  up  to  the  preseoi  time.   As  to 
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the  Tesults  of  the  mingled  policy  of  con- 
ciliation and  coercion,  the  Prpsident  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  speaking  on  the  1st 
of  Felnruary,  said — 

"Ireland  is  still  hostile  and  nnreconciled. 
Coercion  has  failed  to  extort  subrnission.  Con- 
cession has  heen  powerless  to  soften  her  ani- 
mosity. I  do  not  wonder  sometimeB  that  dis- 
appointment should  fill  the  minds  of  mon  when 
they  sc«  the  efforts,  the  unexampled  and  unre- 
mitting efTorts,  which  were  made  in  the  last  tirt) 
Sessions  bythe  English  Parliament  to  do  justice 
to  Ireland,  met  by  words  of  malice  and  insult, 
and  followed  by  worse  than  words,  by_  deeds,  by 
crime,  by  violence,  by  cowardly  assaBmnations.*' 

Fersonallj,  he  had  been  subjected  to  a 
certain  amount  of,  perhaps,  not  over 
scrupulous  criticism;  he  hadbeen  hunted 
out  of  Office  and  out  of  Parliament ;  he 
had  been  denounced  up  hill  and  down 
dale  all  over  the  countr; ;  but  he  was 
happy  to  think  that  no  one  was  ever 
able  to  pronounce  upon  his  official 
career  such  a  deliverance  as  he  had 
just  read.  In  the  Queen's  Speech  there 
was  a  return  to  the  old  optimist  delu- 
sions which  had  too  long  figured  in 
Boyal  Speeches  on  the  subject  of  Ire- 
land ;  there  was  still  the  old  fallacy  of 
material  improTement  in  the  state  of  the 
country.  He  was  perfectly  well  aware 
that  the  state  of  the  country  since  the 
praent  GoTemment  had  been  in  Office 
had  always  presented  this  one  feature, 
which  might  hold  out  the  promise  of 
rapid  improTement — that  it  was  in  swsh 
a  state  that  human  ingenuity  oould  not 
conceive  of  the  posaibility  of  its  being 
worse.  This  condition  of  things  pre- 
vailed last  year.  So  widely  did  the 
opinion  gain  ground  that  some  of  his 
own  Friends  were  disposed  to  concur 
with  the  Government  last  year  in  think- 
ing that  at  last  they  were  about  to  touch 
the  bottom  of  the  apparently  fathomless 
abyss,  and  that  they  might  expect  im- 
provement. He  was  unable  to  share 
these  optimist  delusions,  and,  at  the  risk 
<rf  being  denounced  as  a  peesimist,  he 
pointed  out  that  the  grounds  upon  which 
the  Government  based  their  hopeful  out- 
look were  misleading,  and  should  be  ex- 
eluded  from  the  considerations  of  prac- 
tical men.  One  reason  assigned  was  that 
at  the  then  recent  Winter  AasiKes  oon- 
victions  had  been  obtained  in  cases  of 
agrarian  outrage ;  but  he  pointed  out 
that  these  signs  were  delusive,  because 
the  jurors,  who  had  courageously  done 
^eir  duty  before  their  God  and  their 
country,  were  special  jurors,  and  did  not 
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represent  the  popular  opiuion  of  the 
country.  For  that  remark  he  brought 
down  upon  his  head  the  strong  denun- 
ciation  of  the  Prime  Ministeo-,  who  as- 
serted that  the  verdicts  indicated  an 
improved  state  of  public  feeling.  On 
the  contrary,  he  pointed  out  that  the 
jurors  in  question  were  drawn  from  a 
superior  class  of  society,  instead  of  from 
the  low  class  of  which  juries  were 
composed  under  that  most  mischievous 
of  measures.  Lord  O'Hagan's  Juries  Act. 
There  was,  as  he  had  before  remarked, 
a  reonrraoLce  of  the  old  &Uaoy  in  the 
present  Queen's  Speech.  It  was  said 
that  there  was  a  smuble  diminution  of 
agrarian  crime,  and  that  tiie  law  was 
upheld,  and  this  was  regarded  as  a  ngn 
of  improvement.  But  the  fact  was 
ignored  that  the  jurors  who  had  done 
^eir  duty  were  special  jurors,  and  in  no 
way  represented  the  masses  of  the  people. 
It  was  su^ested  that  popular  feeling 
had  been  acted  upon,  not  by  the  Grimes 
Act  or  by  the  vigorous  administration  of 
theCriminal  LaWibutbythosedisturbing 
elements  which  were  popularly  known 
in  the  mouths  of  Ministerial  speakers  ae 
remedial  meaaures.  No  one  pretended  or 
could  suppose  that  murderers  could  be 
reached  by  measures  of  that  kind.  If 
tiiere  was  an  improved  feeling  one  might 
expect  to  find  it  in  the  attitude  of  the 
peo]^  towards  criminals ;  and  yet  they 
found  tiiat  crowds  aasembled  daily  to 
cheer  ^onons  whom  Uie  Home  Secretary, 
withhisjudioialmindt termed  "culprits," 
but  whom  he  (Mr.  J.  Lowther)  preferred 
to  describe  as  men  charged  with  very 
grave  crimes.  That  brought  him  to  a 
point  upon  which  he  would  like  to  say 
a  word — namely,  the  popular  feeling  in 
Ireland  with  regard  to  British  rule.  He 
had  stated  on  many  occasions  that,  in 
his  opinion,  a  large  numerical  proportion 
of  the  people  of  Ireland  were  bitterly  hos- 
tile to  British  rule.  It  was  a  fact  which 
he  deeply  deplored ;  but,  in  his  opinron, 
no  one  deserved  the  name  of  a  statesman 
who  declined  to  leoogiiize  diaagrsealde 
facts  when  they  were  presented  nnnus- 
takably  to  his  view.  He  was  told  of 
someone  who  said  of  his  statement  to 
that  effect  last  vear— "It  is  perfectlv 
true,  bat  he  ahoiu^  nerer  have  said  so." 
On  the  contrary,  he  did  not  believe  in 
playiDgther(f2»  of  the  ostrich,  and,  bnry- 
ing  their  heads  in  the  sand,  decline  to 
recognize  palpable  and  unpleasant  facts. 
It  was  said  that  in  Ireland  Government 
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was  nndafy  eeatralized.  Nobodj  disap- 
pTored  more  than  he  did  of  undue  cen- 
tralization. He  looked  upon  the  judicious 
oo-operation  between  the  ordinary  ele- 
ments of  Bociefy  in  local  affairs  as  a  great 
national  boon.  He  had  always  considered 
Ae  action  of  the  unpaid  ma^^istrates 
in  Ir^nd,  the  «v  offish  Guardians,  the 
fiaeal  po  wars  ezmnrnd  by  country  gentle- 
men on  tiie  Grand  Juries,  amlihe  respect- 
able middle  classes  in  the  Municipal 
Coiporatioas  as  of  very  great  advantage 
in  Irdand.  What  was  the  state  of 
matters  now  f  Where  were  the  country 
gentlemen  ?  They  were  in  London  or 
Paris.  Where  were  the  unpaid  magis- 
trates ?  Their  lives  were  wreatened — 
and  in  too  many  cases  tiiey  had  been 
aetnally  taken — in  the  disehai^e  of  thnr 
dnty.  Where  were  the  ex  oficio  Guar- 
dians ?  They  were  hunted  out  of  the 
board  rooms.  That  was  the  centraliza- 
tion which  now  existed,  brought  about, 
he  ventured  to  say,  entirely  l)y  the  ac- 
tion of  the  Government.  What  was  the 
Tosnedy  Sot  this  centralisation  f  They 
heud  it  pmularj^  remarked  that  some 
Membm  of  tiia  Government  entertained 
OTotehets  retj  doeely  bearing  upon  the 
-wildaat  sohemes  propounded  %  tneParty 
of  Home  Bule ;  and  he  hoped  before 
the  dose  of  the  debate  to  near  some 
authentic  expression  of  opinion  from  the 
Ch>vemment  as  to  their  views  and  inten- 
tions  on  this  important  subject.  Scarcely 
any  criminal  was  indicted  for  an  offence 
who  cou^  not  quote  in  his  defence  argu- 
ments which  had  been  used  by  some 
Uinister  of  the  Grown.  He  noticed  the 
other  day  the  proceedings  in  the  Oourt 
of  Queen's  Bench  in  Ir^nd  in  the  case 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford  (Mr. 
Healy).  He  would  read  some  extracts 
firom  an  account  of  what  passed  on  that 
occasion.  This  was  not  ancient  history, 
but  what  occurred  only  the  other  day, 
and  it  conveyed  a  lesson  which  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  should  lay  to  heart 
as  a  warning  gainst  indulg^g  in  vague 
and  xeokless  language  in  the  fiitnre. 
This  was  what  uie  hon.  Member  for 
Wexford  said— 

"  Bat,  my  Lord,  I  would  ask  who  stated  that 
the  GoTsmment  we  hare  in  Ireland  is  the 
wont  form  of  GoTemment  in  EopopeP  If  I 
Bid  thst  I  can  imagioe  the  thandenog  deela- 
raatioo  that  wonld  m  hnrled  uainst  ma  by  the 
Attorney  General.  It  was  not  I  who  said  it ; 
it  is  the  statement  of  the  son  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  the  son  of  the  Gtentleman  at  the  head 
«C  ttw  OOTemment  irt»  is  Iningin;  forwaid 


this  proeecntioo.  *  The  principle  that  a  conn- 
try  has  a  rig:ht  to  regulate  the  affitirs  of  ae^h- 
boaring  countriea  for  ita  own  convenience  is  a 
lawless  and  revolutionary  principle,  and  no 
doctrine  more  utterly  and  intensely  evil  was 
ever  hatched  within  the  precincts  of  the  C«n- 
mone.'  It  was  not  I  who  uttered  that  state- 
ment. It  is  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Government." 

A^n,  the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford 
said — 

*' Who  told  the  Lancashire  eleotOTstbat.  .  .  . 
the  disestablishment  of  the  Irish  C!harch  had 
been  brought  about  by  the  intensity  of  Fenian- 
ism  P  Is  uiat  a  justification  of  Fenianism,  or  is 
it  not  P  .  .  .  .  That  expression  which  I  have 
qooted  is  entitled  to  be  used  at  theobarter  <d 
every  secret  society  in  the  country.  Who  said 
that  the  blowing  down  of  Clerlcenwell  Prison 
brought  the  disestablishment  of  the  Irish  Church 
within  the  range  of  practical  politics  P   If  it 

were  used  by  me  it  wonla  be  said  I  gave 

enooungement  to  secret  eon^orades  to  indoln 
in  rimiigr  blowings  np,  in  bnmings,  in  assaiw- 
nations." 

It  was  not  necessary  for  him  to  state 
who  the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford  in- 
formed the  Court  was  the  author  of  that 
most  mischievous  saying.  In  his  opi- 
nion, H«r  Majesty's  Government  having 
stamped  out  every  independmt  element 
that  stood  between  the  Executire  and 
the  masses  of  tibe  people,  having  de- 
prived themselves  ot  the  co-operation  of 
the  gentry  and  of  the  upper  and  the 
upper-middle  classes  in  Ireland,  now 
stood  face  to  face  with  a  hostile  and  dis- 
affected people.  It  was  right  that  the 
Government  should  clearly  realize  the 
position  in  which  they  were  placed.  If 
any  idea  were  entertained  that  the  sup- 
port of  the  people  could  be  purchased 
by  farther  instalments  of  the  property 
of  the  loyal  and  well-affected  classes — 
if  any,  indeed,  remained  for  furtiier  con- 
fiscation— such  an  idea  might  he  die- 
missed  as  illusory.  The  Government 
should  dearly  realize  the  fact  that  they 
had  to  face  the  task  of  governing  a 
ooantry  against  the  wishes  and  the  opi- 
nions of  we  g^eat  mass  of  the  people  of 
that  country.  This  was  not  a  pleasant 
task,  but  it  was  one  which  ootdd  not  be 
made  more  pleasant  by  an  ignorant 
and  an  arrogant  optimism,  and  by 
denying  the  existence  of  palpable  facts. 
He  did  not  say  that  the  great  mass 
of  the  people  of  Ireland  would  always 
remain  in  a  state  of  ferment.  Dis- 
content in  Ireland  was  always  seething 
more  or  leas  vehementiy,  and  although 
the  dragon  of  discontent  was  some- 
times scotched,  it  vas  never  killed. 

Digitized  by  Google 


(COMMONS)  Ansiter  to  Her  608 


607  Aidrett  in 

The  GoTernment,  by  a  wiae  administra- 
tion  of  the  law,  and  by  encouraging  the 
loyal  element  of  society,  might  succeed 
in  building  up  some  support  of  the 
British  Crown.  They  had  got  rid  of 
the  pillar  of  the  Church,  and  they  had 
got  rid  of  the  pillar  of  those  who  sup- 
ported law  and  order  among  the  owners 
of  property.  The  land,  under  the  aus- 
pices of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  had 
practically  been  handed  oyer  to  the  dis- 
afifected  elements  of  society ;  but,  never- 
theless, by  a  rigorous  administration  of 
the  law,  and  by  protecting  those  who 
were  in  faTour  of  the  maintenance  of  Bri- 
tish rule,  the  (Joremment  might  succeed 
even  now  in  proserring  some  form  of  so- 
ciety in  Lreland.  In  conclusion,  he  ex- 
pressed a  wish  that  in  the  discussion  of 
the  Amendment  of  hie  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Chatham,  the 
House  would  realize  the  fact  that  there 
was  an  intention  on  the  part  of  Mem- 
bers on  that  side  of  the  House  to  sup- 
port the  Government  in  the  maintenance 
of  law  and  order,  without  for  a  moment 
withdrawing  the  opinion  they  had  always 
consistently  held,  that  the  greatest  evil 
which  had  hitherto  befallen  Ireland  was 
the  legislation  introduced  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government. 

Mr.  W.  E.  F0E3TER:  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  J.  Low- 
ther)  b^an  his  remarks  by  kindly 
saying  that  he  should  pass  by  all  my 
adbions  in  the  Office  in  which  I  succeeded 
him.  Perhaps  he  will  not  be  surorised 
if  I  think  I  may  return  the  compliment 
by  saying  that  I  can,  without  much  in- 
terference with  the  arguments  which 
ought  to  be  brought  forward  this  even- 
ing, pass  by  his  speech.  Only  one 
remark  I  will  make  with  regard  to 
it.  I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  really  produced  the  best  defence 
of  hon.  Members  who  sit  below  the 
Gangway  from  Ireland,  and  whom  I 
shall  have  further  to  allude  to  before  I 
sit  down.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman's, 
speech  is  the  strongest  defence  ever 
made  for  them,  and  far  stronger,  I 
think,  than  any  they  made  for  them- 
selres.  Considering  the  deplorable  £aota 
we  have  to  contend  with,  of  magis- 
trates being  murdered,  of  »x  o0eio 
Qnaidians  bmng  hunted  ont  of  Boude, 
what  did  he  say  ?  Not  that  it  was  owing 
to  what  we  considered  to  be  unscrupulous 
and  rookless  agitation,- but  that  it  was 
brought  about  by  the  action  of  Her  Ma- 
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jesty^B  Govemment.   There  could  not 
be  a  greater  apology  for  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway.    But  I  would  re- 
mind him  that  we  found  that  the  agita- 
tion was  already  b^^n,  and  in  striving 
to  put  it  down  we  had  no  assistance 
from  what  had  been  done  under  his  ad- 
ministration.    There  was  one  remark- 
able omission  in  the  qE>eech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.   He  had  before  him  a 
very  important  Amendment — an  Amend- 
ment which  is  really  a  Yote  of  Censure  ; 
and  he,  perhaps,  of  all  Members  of 
the  Opposition,  is  the  one  who  would 
be  expe^ed  to  give  their  reasons  for 
Uiat  vote  of  Censure,  as  it  ccmoenis 
that  administration  which  he  hinudf 
at  one  time  conducted.   Not  one  word 
has  he  said  in  support  of  the  Amend- 
ment.   He  never  alluded  to  it,  except 
just  at  the  very  end,  when  he  said  that 
he  hoped  some  result  would  oome  from  its 
discussion.   I  think  he  mnst  have  oome 
to  the  opinion  which,  I  imagine,  is  felt 
a  good  deal  on  the  other  side,  that 
althongh  there  is  an  advantage  in  the 
discussion,  it  was  a  mistake  to  have 
brought  forward  the  Amendment.  The 
Amendment,  if  carried,  will  hare  the 
effect  of  destroying  the  Govemment  at 
a  critical-time.   No  one  can  doubt  that. 
It  must  be  intended  for  the  purpose  of 
weakening  the  Govemment.    If  it  was 
considered  necessaiy  to  bring  it  forward, 
no  argument  has  been  shown  or  proof 
addurad  in  favour  of  tiuit  necessity; 
because  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber who  brought  it  forward,  and  those 
who  supported  him,  say  they  wish  to 
secure  that  there  should  be  firm  ad- 
ministration of  the  law  in  Ireland  ;  and, 
at  the  same  time,  they  have  said  that 
they  fully  approve  of  the  policy  as  re- 
gards law  and  order  since  my  noble 
Friend  (Earl  Spencer]  assisted  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary, 
and  with  the  Cabinet  supporting  them, 
assumed  Office,  and  that  they  really  can 
find  no  fault  with  that  policy.  That 
being  so,  there  can  be  no  necessity  for  the 
Amendment.    It  may  be  said — "  Oh, 
this  is  only  a  mode  of  raising  a  dis- 
cussion, and  bringing  forward  in  strong 
language  a  Vote  of  Censure;  bat  we 
know  it  cannot  be  carried,  and  we  mean 
it  to  be  a  sham  Motion."  But  1  must 
be  allowed  to  say  this  matter  is  too 
serious  to  be  treated  in  this  way.  I 
really  do  not  know  that  there  is  more 
to  be  said  regarding  the  Amendment 
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itaelf;  but  I  suppose  some  remarks 
must  be  made  on  we  discussion  which 
has  followed  the  introduction  of  the 
Amendment.  Sereral  allusions  have 
been  made  to  myself,  and  to  the  differ- 
ence •  which  I  was  forced  to  realize 
between  myself  and  my  Colleagues.  I 
wish  the  House  to  understand  that  I 
should  not  have  referred  to  that  matter 
vnlese  it  had  been  thus  brought  forwiurd ; 
and  I  do  not  know  that  I  should  hare 
referred  to  it  now,  but  that  there  are 
one  or  two  mistaken  impressions  which 
I  feel  it  is  due  to  myself,  as  well  as  to 
the  House,  that  I  should  endearour  to 
remove.  Just  before  I  allude  to  them, 
may  I  make  one  statement  with  regard 
to  what  the  right  boa.  Gentleman  has 
said,  and  what  other  Gentlemen  bare 
said.  All  difference  with  my  Colleagues 
was  confined  to  that  point  upon  which 
I  resigned.  I  am  responsible  for  all  that 
was  done  before  my  resignation.  I  joined 
Tith  thraa  in  this  responsibility,  and — I 
wish  to  make  this  statement— I  received 
from  them  loyal  support.  Allusions 
bare  been  made  to  newspapers.  It  has 
not  been  my  habit  in  this  House  to  make 
any  allusions  or  reference  to  articles  in 
newspapers,  and  can  it  be  that  I  am 
supposed  to  have  been  driven  out  of 
Office  by  articles  in  newspapers?  Is 
there  any  Member  on  either  Fi-ont 
Bench  at  this  moment  who  would  be 
hounded  out  of  Office  by  articles  in 
newspapers?  We  hare  to  deal  with 
articles  in  newspapers  often  enough, 
and  we  take  those  personal  articles 
for  what  they  are  worth,  knowing 
very  well  the  country  is  not  misled,  or 
even  very  much  led  by  them.  I  am 
wrry  to  hare  to  malce  any  reference  to 
this,  because  there  are  questions  of  infi- 
nitely more  importance  than  the  compa- 
ratively pwsonal  one  whether  I  was 
light  or  wrong.  I  think  Uiat  my  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Home  8e- 
cretary,  in  his  speech,  produced  two  im- 
pressions— I  do  not  know  whether  the 
House  felt  them-— but  I  think  I  must, 
to  some  extent,  allude  to  them.  I  think 
the  impression  was  given  that  I  origi- 
nated—I do  not  like  to  use  tbo  word 
*•  negotiation  " — correspondence  or  com- 
munication   

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOUBT :  I  did 
not  say  that ;  I  said  you  promoted  it. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  My  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  said  I  promoted 
it.   That  is  hardly  the  case.   This  com- 
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munication  had  begun,  and  the  result 
was  that  I  stated  tl^t  I  should  take  the 
same  course  with  regard  to  the  three 
Members  of  Parliament  who  had  been 
arrested  as  "  suspects  "  as  I  should  take 
with  any  other  "suspects;"  that  if  I 
had  reason  to  believe  that  from  any  pub* 
Ho  promise  they  had  given  it  would  be 
safe  to  let  them  out,  l  should  let  them 
out.  I  did  not  ask  for  such  a  promise 
— I  should  never  have  thought  of  ask- 
ing for  it — but  if  it  had  been  offered,  I 
should  have  undoubtedly  thought  it  ad- 
visable to  accept  it.  Why  should  I  have 
accepted  it?  Mainly  on  this  account- 
that  this  public  promise  would  have  de- 
prived those  hon.  Members  of  what  I 
conceived  to  be  their  power  for  evil 
which  they  had  been  using.  I  may  add 
that  directly  that  promise  had  been 
made,  all  the  American  subsidies  to  the 
Land  League  would  have  disappeared. 
What  has  since  happened  has  caused  a 
very  great  disappearance  of  those  subsi- 
dies. I  must  say  that  I  did  not  expect 
this  promise.  My  hon.  Friead  the 
Member  for  Aylesbury  (Mr.  George 
Russell)  is  right  in  that  supposition.  I 
thought  it  was  just  possible  that  the 
promise  might  be  made.  I  thought  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Oity  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Pamell)  might  have  found  out 
whither  the  course  he  was  following  was 
leading.  But  I  was  not  sanguine  in 
that  matter.  My  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  mentioned  some  woi'ds  that  I 
used  with  reference  to  the  visit  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Glare  (Mr.  O'Shea),  in 
which  I  said  there  was  hope  and  expec- 
tation. But  he  did  not  give  the  words 
which  immediately  followed.  The  words 
were — "  I  must  say  I  was  not  sanguine 
as  to  the  result  of  the  visit  of  the  hon. 
Member."  The  next  impression  which 
I  wish  to  remove  is  this.  My  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  seemed  to  suppose, 
and  perhaps  the  House  would  suppose, 
that  it  was  solely  because  the  assurances 
were  not  satisfactory  to  me,  but  were- 
satisfactory  to  him  and  the  rest  of  my 
Colleagues,  that  I  left  the  Cabinet.  That 
is  not  the  way  in  which  I  should  put  it. 
It  was  because,  not  receiving  assurances 
which  I  repeat  I  did  not  expect,  I  did 
not  get  the  fresh  powers  which  I  thought 
absolutely  necessary.  It  is  true  the 
assurances  were  not  satisfactory  to  me 
because  they  were  conditional  upon 
the  Arrears  Bill,  and  because  I  did 
not  want  assistance  from  Mr.  Bheiidan, 
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or  from  an;  other  organizer  of  the 
Land  League.  I  must  admit  that  I 
thought  these  asaarances  were  not  only 
not  satisflietory,  but  I  did  not  desire  anj 
priTate  communications  with  the  "  sus- 
pects." I  felt  that  it  would  do  more  harm 
than  good — that  it  would  give  the  impres- 
aion  in  Ireland  that  we  could  not  govern 
without  the  assistance  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  OitT  of  Oork.  I  may  also 
mention  that  tiie  name  of  Sheridan 
shocked  me.  I  am  quite  sure  that,  had 
my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had 
my  experience,  it  would  have  shocked 
him  also.  Nothing  can  be  more  mis- 
taken than  the  eupposition  which  has 
been  made,  that  Sheridan  has  been  made 
use  of  by  the  Government.  That  is  an 
absolutely  unfounded  supposition.  From 
the  moment  that  the  Crimes  Act  was 
brought  forward,  or  Notice  given  of  it, 
Sheridan,  I  believe,  took  very  good  care 
not  to  be  in  Ireland.  It  was  perfectly 
true  the  warrant  under  the  Protection 
Act  was  not  cancelled,  and  even  when 
that  Act  Expired  Sheridan  did  not  return. 
The  chief  and  main  reason  why  I  could 
not,  under  the  oiroumstances,  assent  to 
the  release,  was  that  we  had  obtained  no 
fresh  powers.  What  was  our  position  ? 
It  was  dear  that  we  wanted  those  fresh 
powers.  I  am  not  going  to  &ght  the 
battle  over  again  with  regard  to  the 
Protection  Act.  I  do  not  propose  now 
to  defend  my  administration  of  it.  [Mr. 
Callan  :  Hear,  hear  !]  I  am  ready  to 
answer  any  detailed  charges  with  regard 
to  our  policy  if  anyone  makes  them. 

Mh.    O'KELLY:    Mr.  Speaker, 

before  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  

["Order!"] 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  right  hon. 
Oentieman  is  in  possession  of  the  House. 
He  is  entitled  to  proceed  without  inter- 
ruption. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB  :  I  do  not  sup- 
pose that  the  hon.  Member  was  going 
to  make  the  charge  that  I  have  hear^ 
that  I  was  too  lenient  in  the  administra- 
tion .  Undoubtedly  that  Act  would  have 
been  more  efficient  if  we  had  had  it  two 
months  earlier.  It  was  stated  that  it 
would  have  been  more  efficient  if  a  larger 
number  of  arrests  had  been  made  at 
first,  or  if  the  leaders  of  the  agitation  had 
been  then  arrested.  I  would  ask  those 
hon.  Members  who  entertain  that  opi- 
nion to  consider  what  would  have  been 
the  feeling  of  the  country,  or  of  the 
House,  if  that  course  had  been  taken. 

JTr.  v.  K  FvrtUr 


You  must  judge  by  what  was  the  state 
of  things  at  the  time— by  the  knowledge 
of  the  country  generally  of  the  agita- 
tion, and  not  by  my  own  knowledge,  t 
had  to  consider,  from  time  to  time,  what 
could  be  done,  and  I  had  to  sacrifice — 
as  I  believe  any  man  in  my  position  who 
attempted  to  do  his  duty  would  have 
sacrificed — sometimes  my  own  opinion, 
and  sometimes,  as  I  well  knew,  my  own 
reputation,  for  the  good  of  the  country. 
It  would  have  been  no  advantage  to  the 
cause  of  law  and  order  in  Ireland  to 
have  brought  forward  measures  which 
we  knew  would  be  contrary  to  the 
public  opinion  of  the  country,  and 
could  not  be  passed.  Nothing  would 
have  been  a  greater  success  to  those  who 
were  opposed  to  law  and  order  than  for 
us  to  have  taken  such  a  course.  With 
regard  to  the  Protection  Act,  I  must  say 
this.  It  would  have  been  very  much 
more  efficient  if  we  had  combined  with 
it  some  of  the  powers  now  possessed  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Trevelyan) 
and  the  Lord  Lieutenant.  But  I  do  not 
believe  that  the  House  would  have 
granted  the  powers  at  that  time.  I  mast 
say,  in  addition,  that  at  that  time  it  would 
not  have  been  safe  to  rely  solely  upon 
even  such  an  Act  as  that  which  has  been 
passed.  ThatAct  depends  upon  witnesses 
giving  their  evidence  ;  andwithoutsome- 
thing  like  the  Protection  Act  that  I 
brought  forward  those  witnesses  would 
not  have  been  so  ready  to  appear.  While 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Oork 
was  in  the  full  power  of  his  agitation,  I 
do  not  know  that  even  the  Crimes  Act 
would  have  stopped  the  agitation.  While 
he  was  in  full  power  witnesses  were 
afraid  to  come  forvard  ;  and  this,  at  any 
rate,  the  Protection  Act  did  do — it  struck 
from  him  his  principal  weapon  to  a  great 
extent— the  weapon  of  "  Boycotting." 
Bespectable  Bo^cottors  did  not  like  ml- 
mainham,  and  it  enabled  me  to  depose 
the  "uncrowned  Eling  of  Ireland,"  as  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  called  htm. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL :  I  never  said  any- 
thing of  the  kind. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  It  enabled 
me  to  depose  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork.  It  also  enabled 
me  to  break  up  the  Land  League  ; 
and,  undoubtedly,  by  the  help  of  that 
Act,  we  were  beginning  to  produce 
a  somewhat  better  state  of  things.  It 
is  not  true  that  there  were  more  mur- 
ders.  The  murders  were  dimiDishiug. 
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April  vas  a  hopeful  month ;  and  if  Eil- 
mainham  was  rery  tittle  terror  to  the 
nrarderer,  it  certunly  prevented  hia 
oommittiog  murder.  Murders  were 
■topped  and  checked  in  many  districts 
of  Ireland.  No  wonder.  For  iostance, 
I  oould  mention  a  district  in  which  at 
one  time  I  had  shut  up  almost  every  pos- 
sible murderer.  Undoubtedly  we  wanted 
greater  power  against  secret  societies. 
The  Protection  Act  gave  us  little  power 
to  contend  with  secret  societies.  I  dare- 
say we  shall  be  told—"  Does  not  that 
show  what  a  great  mistake  you  have 
made.  It  was  you  who  caused  the  secret 
aocieties."  \Loud  Iruh  cheers].  Those 
(^ntlemen  cheered  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  (Mr.  Lowther],  I  wonder 
he  does  not  cheer  them  in  return.  What 
does  that  oheer  mean  ?  It  means  that 
tiie  (Government  shonld  allow  an  open 
defiance  oi  the  law— should  allow  a 
^stem  of  terrorism  to  take  advantage  of 
laws  which  have  been  made  for  a  per- 
fectly different  state  of  things,  and  not 
dealing  with  such  an  agitation  as  we  have 
had  to  deal  with — that  they  should  allow 
that  terrorism  to  continueunchecked,and 
let  the  unwritten  law  replace  the  law  of 
the  land,  because,  if  those  trying  to  break 
the  law  were  defeated  in  that  object,  they 
might  resort  to  secret  societies.  It  is 
not  my  opinion  that  we  ought  to  take 
that  course.  We  were  bound  to  assert 
the  law  of  the  land  against  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  and  hia 
Friends.  And  if  secret  societies  fol- 
lowed from  our  so  doing,  the  blame 
lies  on  him  and  his  Friends ;  for  when 
action  at  their  instigation — "  Boycot- 
ting," for  instance — was  found  difficult, 
OT  impossible,  or  dangerous,  then  the 
men  who  were  following  their  advice 
took,  not  very  unnaturally,  to  secret 
societies,  to  outrage  and  murder.  I  must 
jnst  say  one  word  with  regard  to  the 
Grimes  Act,  which,  I  am  glad  to  say,  has 
heen  passed  and  firmly  acted  upon  since 
I  left  Office.  I  desire  to  correct  one  un- 
intentional misapprehension  with  regard 
to  that  Act.  I  should  not  have  mentioned 
the  matter  had  not  reference  been  made 
to  it  by  my  late  Oolleagues ;  but  it  is  not 
quite  correct  to  say  that  the  provisions 
of  the  Crimes  Act  had  been  accepted  by 
theCabinetbeforemyresignation.  Ihad 
let  my  Oolleagues  know  what  I  thought 
should  be  the  main  proTisiona  of  that 
Bill,  the  introduction  of  which  I  re- 
garded as  necessary  and  urgent,  and  I 
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had  had  a  draft  prepared ;  but,  in  point 
of  fact,  the  Oabtnet  had  come  to  no  actual 
decision  with  regard  to  those  provisions, 
although  it  was  admitted  by  all  of  us 
that  some  Bill  of  the  kind  was  abso- 
lutely necessary.  I  should  have  made 
no  allusion  to  anything  about  the 
Oafoinet  having  come  to  a  conclusion, 
had  it  not  been  for  the  remark  made 
by  my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
(Sir  William  Harcourt).  Let  not  the 
House  for  one  moment  suppose  that 
my  Colleagues  had  opposed  woee  pro< 
visions,  or  that  I  had  any  notion 
at  the  time  that  they  would  oppose 
them — all  I  say  is,  that  they  had 
not  agreed  to  them  before  m^  resigna- 
tioD.  That  was  the  condition  of  affairs 
when  the  question  of  the  release  of  the 
three  Members  of  Parliament  came  be- 
fore us.  Then  came  in  the  question  of 
time,  which,  to  my  mind,  was  a  venr 
serious  question.  I  do  not  know  that  I 
can  do  better  than  read  to  the  House 
what  I  stated  to  the  House  at  the  time 
of  my  resignation.  After  saying  that  I 
believed  that  since  that  battle  was 
begun — that  is,  the  battle  of  law  and 
order,  which  was  begun  in  the  time  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  my  Predecessor 
(Mr.  J.  Lowther) — there  never  was  a 
time  in  which  it  was  more  dangerous  to 
relax  the  authority  of  the  law,  I  went 
on  to  say  that — 

"There  was  a  third  condition,  and  that  was 
the  one  to  whidit  I  myself  looked  forward  as 
the  conditioa  upon  which  we  should  be  able  to 
opuu  the  prison  doors.  That  was  the  passing  of 
a  fresh  Act,  which  seemed  to  be  required  by 
the  special  cixctimstaiicea." 

I  then  said  that  I  did  not  think  that  if 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Prime  Minister 
had  been  in  Ireland  he  would  have  given . 
the  Bules  of  Procedure  the  preference. 
After  alluding  to  what  I  conceived 
should  be  the  chief  and  main  provisions 
of  the  Act— namely,  greater  certainty  of 
punishment  and  more  appeals  to  districts 
to  make  them  interested  in  the  preven- 
tion of  crime— I  went  on  to  say  Uiat — 

"  The  Act  ahoidd  be  passed,  and  then  T  bad 
fully  hoped  that  we  might,  at  any  rate,  have 
tried  the  ozperiment  not  merely  of  raleasing 
these  three  Gentlemen,  or  those  who  were  ar- 
rested on  similar  grounds,  but  of  releasing  all 
whom  we  had  detained  without  trial." 

This  matter  of  the  difference  of  time  of 
release  before  the  fresh  powers  were 
obtained  may  seem  unimportant ;  but 
I  had  to  consider  the  government  of 
Ireland,  and,  to  my  mind,  it  would  have 

X  2  ISixlh  Night.'] 
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made  all  the  difference.  I  believe  that 
if  these  terrible  murders  had  not  hap- 
pened— if  there  had  been  no  other 
immediate  outbreak,  somewhat  similar 
to  those  murders,  oblimiff  a  Orimes  Act 
to  be  pressed  forvara— ^vland  would 
speedily  have  become  almost  ungovem- 
able  ;  and  the  people  of  Ireland  would 
have  thought  that,  in  fact,  it  was  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
who  was  governing  Ireland.  Now,  I 
have  very  nearly  said  all  I  have  to 
say  upon  this  matter.  There  has  been 
a  great  deal  of  almost  grotesque  state- 
ment with  regard  to  it ;  but  I  will  give 
what  I  believe  was  the  simple  meaning. 
My  Colleagues  had  not  been  in  Ireland, 
and  I  had.  Had  I  been  in  their  place, 
I  might,  perhaps,  have  thought  as 
they  Old ;  but  if  they  had  been  in  mine 
I  believe  many  of  them  would  have  done 
as  I  did.  That  is  the  only  difference. 
We  agreed  upon  other  matters ;  and  I 
cannot  say  how  entirely  I  s^port  their 
action  ever  since  this  difference  of 
opinion  occurred.  I  was  delighted  to 
hear  how  hon.  Members  on  both  sides  of 
the  House  acknowledged  the  firmness, 
discretion,  and  ability  of  the  adminis- 
tration of  Lord  Spencer  and  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Trevelyan). 
One  word  I  must  say  with  regard 
to  the  administrative  changes  to  which 
my  right  hon,  and  learned  Friend 
the  Home  Secretary  alludes,  and  I 
simply  say  that  in  vindication  of  the 
police  both  in  Dublin  and  in  the 
country.  My  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  did  not,  I  am  sure,  intend  to 
make  a  charge  against  them  ;  but  natu- 
rally they  are  a  sensitive  body — they  can- 
not but  be  so,  with  their  dangers.  What 
has  happened  with  regard  to  the  police 
is  this.  I  am  not  aware — and  I  think 
my  right  hon.  Friend  my  Successor  will 
confirm  me  in  saying  that  I  am  not 
aware— of  any  admmistrative  change 
that  has  been  made.  There  has  been 
the  appointment  of  a  most  able  and 
courageous  gentleman  (Mr.  Jenkinaon). 
The  only  other  administrative  change,  so 
called,  was  one  which  I  myself  initiated, 
and  that  was  the  dividing  the  disordered 
parts  of  Ireland  into  districts,  which 
were  put  under  special  magistrates,  in 
whom  we  had  full  confidence,  and  which 
I  am  glad  to  find  lias  not  only  not  been 
discontinued,  but  has  been  continued 
and  further  developed  by  Xx>rd  Spencer. 
But  it  is  said  that  the  police  are  more 
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effective  now  than  ever  they  were.  Yea. 
But  why?  Because  they  have  more 
powers.  1  do  not  like  to  name  them 
individually,  because  I  do  not'  know 
how  far  they  would  be  aafe  were  I  to 
do  BO,  as  it  might  increase  their-  dan- 
gers ;  but  there  ere  men,  both  in  and 
out  of  Dublin,  whose  lives  I  knoVt 
and  they  themselves  knew,  were  in  th© 
greatest  possible  danger  from  day  to 
day,  owing  to  their  attempts  to  detect 
crime.  They  were  frequently  on  the 
right  clue;  but  they  were  unable  to 
follow  it  up  until  these  fresh  powers 
were  given  them.  Take,  for  example, 
one  clause  of  the  Act  to  which  boo. 
Members  opposite  below  the  Gangway 
objected — and  I  am  not  surprised  at  it — 
which  has  enabled  witnesses  to  be  pri- 
vately examined.  [Mr.  O'Kellt  :  The 
Inquisition.]  Inquiry  was  necessary  into 
the  murders  that  were  going  on.  That 
clause  has  undoubtedly  given  the  power 
by  which  men  who  murdered  innocent 
men  will,  in  all  probability,  be  brought 
to  punishment,  and  by  which  innocent 
men  are  made  safer  in  the  future. 
Under  that  clause  it  will  become  more 
difficult,  nay.  perhaps  almost  impossible, 
for  agitation  to  be  carried  on  by  the  fear 
of  those  innocent  men  that  they  may  be 
murdered  or  maimed.  That  has  become 
less  likely  on  account  of  this  inquiry, 
which  has  given  great  power  to  the 
police.  I  will  just  say  one  word  more 
about  the  Amendment.  May  I  make  an 
appeal  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Membw 
for  Chatham  (Mr.  Oorst),  or,  if  he  is  not 
very  accessible  to  it,  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  Oi^sition, 
whether  it  would  not  be  advisable,  at 
we  are  all  agreed,  with  very  slight  ex- 
ception, in  admiration  of  the  present 
government  of  Lord  Spencer,  and  as 
such  an  Amendment  as  this,  if  carried, 
would  destroy,  and  cannot  do  anything 
but  weaken  that  Government,  to  be  con- 
tent with  the  discussion  and  to  with- 
draw the  Amendment?  I  feel  I  cannot 
sit  down  without  making  some  other 
remarks.  Just  one  remark  on  a 
speech  that  was  made  yesterday.  I  am 
not  in  the  habit  generally  of  replying 
to  any  thing  that  is  said  by  the  faoa. 
Member  for  Dungarvan  (Mr.  O'Donnell). 
But  there  are  some  chaises  which  can- 
not b^  made  by  anyone  witliout  the 
necessity  of  some  reply  being  made  to 
them.  I  understood  him  to  say  that  I 
had  been  the  cause  of  frequent  ooUiaiona 
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vith  the  people,  and  of  nnmben  of 
women  And  ehildren  falling  before  buck- 
shot cartridges.  I  mast  just  state  what 
were  the  losses  of  life  during  my  term  of 
Office.  I  confess  that  I  do  look  back  with 
some  satisfaction  to  the  fact  that,  notwith- 
standing the  comparatiTely  powerful  re- 
nstance  to  the  law  at  the  time,  notwith- 
standing the  effiarts  to  stimulate  mis- 
g^ded  men  in  that  ranstance,  I  did 
inana|g;e  to  get  tiuough  with  so  little 
collision,  andthat  by  accumulating  large 
forces  where  collision  was  expected,  and 
by  giving  warning  that  that  force  would, 
if  necessary,  be  used,  I  did  manage  to 
prevent  loss  of  life  beyond  what  I  beliere 
was  expected  on  either  side.  There 
were  six  persons  killed  besides  police- 
men during  my  tenure  of  Office.  On  the 
let  of  June,  1861,  a  lai^  force  of  police 
were  assembled  at  Bodyke,  in  County 
Clare,  to  protect  a  process- serrer.  A 
riot  took  place ;  the  police  had  to  charge 
the  people,  and  one  man  was  kill^. 
Am  I  to  blame  for  that  ?  In  Kilkenny, 
at  a  Land  League  meeting  at  Ballyrag- 
get  on  the  9th  of  October,  1861,  a 
ooUieion  took  place  between  the  police 
and  the  people.  Twenty  police  were 
injured,  and  one  of  the  mob  was  killed 
by  a  bayonet  thrust.  Am  I  or  the  police 
to  blame  for  that?  In  County  Sligo, 
on  the  2nd  of  April,  1881,  four  police- 
men, protecting  prooess-serrers,  were 
attacked  by  a  mob,  and  one  of  them  was 
meet  brutaily  murdered  ;  the  police  fired, 
and  killed  two  men.  They  were  perfectly 
justified  in.  doing  so.  Nor  in  another 
ease — which  I  admit  was  a  sorrowful 
one — was  anyone  to  blame.  It  was  not 
a  case  of  protecting  servers  of  process  for 
rent,  hat  of  protecting  those  who  were 
serving  notioes  for  the  poor  rate.  On 
the  37th  of  October,  1681,  ^^  Qratnill, 
County  Mayo,  the  police  were  resisted, 
and  were  put  in  great  danger,  and  then 
thej  fired,  and  I  am  sorry  to  say  two 
women  received  wounds  resulting  in 
death.  [Mr.  O'Keixt:  From  bayonet 
woanda.!  Ko ;  I  satisfied  m^raelf  upon 
that  plant  They  were  not  bayonet 
wounoB. 

Mr.  O'KELLY:  Why  did  you  not 
allow  the  police  to  be  tried  ?  [  Crtn  of 
"Namel'n 

Ma.  SPEAKER  :  I  must  call  upon  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bosoommon  not^further 
to  interrupt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
If  he  does,  I  shall  have  to  Nsme  him  to 
tl»e  Qouse, 


Ms.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB :  I  am  well 
aware  of  what  was  stated  by  the 
Coroner's  Jury,  and  of  the  verdict  of 
the  Coroner's  Jury,  I  am  eony  to  saj 
that,  if  the  Coroners'  Juries  had  been 
left  alone,  many  legal  murders  would 
have  been  committed.  [Mr.  Callak: 
BaUina.]  I  have  nothing  to  do  with 
that.  It  took  place  after  I  left  Office. 
[Mr.  T.  P.  O'Corrob:  The  dav  after.] 
Now  I  will  say  nothing  more  about  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dungarran.  [Mr. 
Oall^:  Quite  enough.]  I  had  fully 
expected  that  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  would  have  spoken  in  this 
debate.  I  should  have  troubled  the 
House  earlier,  but  I  thought  he  would 
think  it  right  to  do  so.  It  is  quite  true 
that  the  recent  disclosures  are  not 
proofs ;  but  it  is  also  true  that  they 
have  increased,  not  merely  in  this  House, 
but  thronp;hout  the  country,  the  su8> 
picion  whioh  formerly  existed  that  the 
Land  League  organisation,  of  which 
the  hon.  Member  is  the  Chief,  was  oon- 
oemed  in  the  outrages  that  took  place. 
I  think  that  public  opinion  was  ex- 
presaed  in  this  House  and  the  Press — 
[Mr.  O'Kbllt  :  The  English  Press]— 
when  it  was  said  that  Members  of  this 
House  did  expect  that  the  hon.  Member, 
considering  wnat  the  oha:^  was,  would 
have  attempted  to  remove  that  suspicion. . 
[Mr.  Pabnwx  :  What  charge  ?1  That 
it  was  expected  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  would  have  done  se- 
at the  first  meeting  of  the  House  with- 
out this  Motion— ^Mr.  Biooab:  What 
is  the  charge  7]  —  at  any  rate,  that 
he  would  have  taken  the  opportunity 
afforded  him  by  this  Motion.  I  under- 
stand that  he  will  address  the  House 
either  in  this  debate  or  in  moving  his 
own  Amendment.  Now,  I  wish  to  state 
that,  in  my  opinion — and  I  believe  that 
it  will  be  the  opinion  of  many  others— 
no  mere  disclaimer  of  connection  with 
outrage  will  be  sufficient.  We  have  had 
disclaimers  before ;  I  am  told  that  James 
Carey  even  wrote  a  letter  of  conddenoe 
to  Miss  Burke  on  the  murder  of  her 
brother.  Do  not  let  the  hon.  Member 
suppose  that  I  charge  him  with  having 
planned  any  murder,  or  with  complici^ 
with  murder.  But  I  wish  there  to  be  no 
mistake  that  this  I  do  charge  the  hon. 
Member  and  his  Friends  with.  He  and 
they  allowed  themselves  to  continue  the 
leaders — he  the  avowed  Chief— of  an 
orgam»tioa  whioh  not  merely  ostenaiblj 
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advised  and  urged  the  ruin  of  those  who 
opposed  them,  and  avowed  that  doctrine 
of  "Boycotting,"  which  was  to  make 
life  almost  more  miserahle  than  death, 
but  which  set  on  foot  an  agitation,  which 
organized  or  promoted  outrage  and  in- 
cited to  murder,  of  which  the  natural 
result  and  outcome  was  murder,  and 
the  hon.  Member  ought  to  have  known 
this  to  be  the  natural  outoome.  It  is 
very  hard  for  me  to  understand  how  he 
did  not  know  it,  and  bow  he  did  not 
separate  himself  from  it  altogether,  and 
dtsarow  and  denounce  it.  Now,  let  me 
illustrate  my  meaning.  We  have  heard 
of  cases  in  which  Gentlemen  get  into 
this  House,  and  get  out  of  it,  by  bribery. 
Very  often  the  candidate  or  the  Member 
is  not  found  guilty  of  bribery  himself. 
What  happens  is  this — that  he  gives 
money,  but  takes  very  good  care  not  to 
know  what  are  the  acta  of  bribery.  But 
the  bribery  becomes  rampant ;  and  it  ia 
very  hard,  I  believe,  in  some  oases  to 
aay  that  these  candidates  have  not  known 
very  well  what  were  the  means  by  which 
th^  hoped  to  get  a  seat  in  the  House. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
was  not  merely  in  the  position  of  a  can- 
didate ;  he  was  also  in  the  position  of 
the  Ohairman  of  an  Election  Committee. 
He  was  the  man  who,  more  than  any 
.othw,  derived  advantage  and  power, 
until  we  took  it  from  him — power  by 
help  of  this  terrorism.  What  I  say  is — 
he  has  to  show  us  how  it  was  that  he  did 
not  find  out  that  this  terrorism  was  so 
uaed,  and  what  steps  he  took  to  find  it 
out,  or  what  steps  he  took  to  discourage 
it ;  but  we'  know  that  he  took  none,  and 
we  know  that  he  remained  content  to 
reap  the  advantages  of  this  agitation. 
The  hon.  Member,  I  have  no  doubt,  will 
make  a  full  epeech.  It  is  rather  difficult 
to  discover  waether  he  means  to  perse- 
vere in  his  Amendment.  All  I  have 
heard  was  that  we  should  get  a  few  re- 
marks to-night,  and  possibly  might  have 
the  Amendment  also.  I  should  like  to 
give  him  some  assistance  in  framing  his 
spaeoh  npon  the  Amendment.  There 
are  several  points,  and  detailed  points, 
upon  which  I  think  the  House  would 
expect  information,  and  the  country 
would  be  glad  to  get  information.  Ques- 
tions have  been  asked  about  the  funds 
of  the  Land  League.  The  hon.  Membet 
for  Dungarvan  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  was 
very  bold  with  regard  to  these  funds ; 
but  nobody  suspects  him  of  being  in  the 
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counsels  of  the  League.  I  cannot  con- 
ceive any  sane  men,  connected  or  bound 
t(^ether  for  any  purpose,  bad  or  good> 
admitting  the  hon.  Member  into  their 
counsels.  Now,  Sir,  what  I  want  to 
know  is  whether  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Oork,  either  before  hta 
arrest  or  since  his  release,  has  found 
ont  what  has  been  done  with  those 
funds  ?  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  will,  no  doubt,  eay  thai 
during  the  time  he  waa  in  Kilmainham 
he  knew  nothing.  Certainly  I  did  all  I 
could  to  prevent  communications  between 
him  and  hia  associates  outside.  X  earned 
opprobrium  by  sending  Mr.  Brennan 
away  and  isolating  him.  Supposing* 
however,  that  the  hon.  Member  was, 
as  I  hoped  he  was,  but  as  I  fear  he 
was  not,  shut  out  from  commuoication 
with  his  friends,  what  steps  did  he  take 
before  this  arrest  to  find  ont  how  these 
funds  were  used,  and  what  step  has  he 
taken  since  his  release  ?  I  have  two  or 
three  questions  perhaps  more  detailed  to 
ask,  and  they  shali  relate  to  the  period 
before  the  arrest,  so  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  not  be  able  to  plead  his  resi- 
dence at  £ilmainham  as  a  reason  for  not 
according  the  information.  I  will  first, 
however,  make  one  remark  withi  regard 
to  crime  before  and  after  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's release.  It  does  so  happen  that 
as  regards  the  moat  serious  offence,  mur- 
der— and  I  ask  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse  Oollings) 
to  pay  attention  to  this — that  for  Uie 
three  months  before  the  release  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  there 
were  five  agrarian  murders,  and  in  the 
three  months  afterwards  there  were  nine, 
not  including  the  murders  of  Lord  Frede- 
rick Cavendish  and  Mr.  Burke  aa  agrarian 
murders.  Now,  I  will  ask  questions 
relating  to  the  period  before  his  arrest, 
and  I  will  give  dates  and  particulars. 
I  ask  them  because  I  want  to  know  how 
far  the  hon.  Member  inquired  into  the 
actions  of  those  with  whom  he  was  asso- 
ciated ?  He  was,  and  ia,  res^nsible  for 
them ;  and  the  only  ground  upon  which 
he  can  escape  responsibility  is  utter 
ignorance  of  their  oonduot ;  and  if  there 
was  utter  ignorance,  it  was  a  oarelese 
and,  I  may  eay,  a  reckless  ignorance:  I 
cannot  believe  in  bis  absolute  ignorance. 
Did  the  hon.  Member,  for  instance,  in- 
quire into  the  actions  of  his  trusted  o(A' 
league,  Mr.  Brennan,  the  paid  Secretary 
of  the  Land  League  of  whidi  he  waa 
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Pr«eident?  [Mr.  Pabitbll  assented.] 
The  hon.  Member  aays  he  did  inquire.  I 
ask  whether  these  facts  came  before  him  7 
He  mast  recollect  that  in  the  winter  of 
1880-1  an  unfortunate  child  was  mur- 
dered at  Salford  by  an  explosion  of 
dynamite.  Keference  was  made  to  the 
subject  in  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
the  hon.  Member,  being  the  President 
of  the  Land  League,  then  expressed  him- 
■elf  thus— 

"The  only  reason  for  this  panic,"  said  the 
hoa.  Memtw,  '*  was  that  a  Xin  oontainiog  dyna- 
nnte  was  exploded  at  Sallord,  and  the  oironm- 
itanoes  pointed  to  its  boing  meant  as  a  practical 
joke." 

What  did  his  paid  Secretary,  the  man 
who  had  been  with  him  in  America— 
[**  No  ! "] — well,  with  him  at  the  same 
time  when  he  was  in  America?  ["No!"] 

Mb.  O'DONNELL:  The  well-in- 
formed  Chief  Secretary ! 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  We  are  now 
talking  of  what  he  did  while  he  was 
the  Swretary  vf  his  Land  league.  On 
that  veiy  day  tiiis  "  praotioaljoke"  was 
thus  spoken  of.  Hr.  Brennan  wrote  to 
The  Jrieh  World— 

"All  sorts  of  theoiie* are  afloat  oonceming 
this  explosion ;  but  the  truly  loyal  one  is  that 
Fenianiim  did  it." 

This  18  what  Mr.  Brennan,  writing  as  Se- 
cretary of  the  liand  Ifoague,  said  to  his 
friends  in  America,  in  order  to  keep  up 
the  flow  of  subscriptions.  This  is  the 
impression  he  gave — Dynamite  and  con- 
^iraey  are  succeeding ;  the  light  is  be- 
ginning to  spread ;  give  us  more  money. 
Did  the  hon.  Member  not  see  that  let- 
ter? [Bfr.  pABHSLL  dissented.]  Oh  I 
he  did  not.  Then  it  does  surprise  me 
that  the  hon.  Member  did  not  read  The 
Jruh  World.  Why,  his  agitation  was 
living  at  that  time  upon  The  frith  World  ; 
moA  I  will  Tentore  to  say  that  there 
was  one  oolunm.  in  Th«  Irish  World 
that  week  after  week  would  be  brought 
to  the  hon.  Member's  attention,  and 
that  was  the  subsoription  column.  [Mr. 
Fabxxll  dissented.]  The  hon.  Member 
shakes  his  head.  Plenty  is  said  about 
the  Iri«h  World  to  exeite  his  suspicion ; 
and  was  he  really  that  innocent  indivi- 
dual that  could  think  it  safe  or  right  to 
have  his  friends  supported  out  of  this 
money,  and  to  hare  these  charges  made 
against  this  paper,  and  never  look  to  see 
what  this  pi^r  was  doing?  There  is 
aaothw  of  his  oolloa^ues— Mr.  Sheridan, 


I  am  not  asking  what  Mr.  Sheridan  may 
have  done  lately,  with  respect  to  which 
there  is  only,  after  all,  the  statement  of 
Carey  ;  but  I  am  asking  what  the  hon. 
Member  must  hare  known  he  was  doing 
before  his  arrest.  He  called  him  the 
organizer  of  the  Land  League.  Well, 
I  refer  to  a  epeecb  on  August  I,  1880. 
Did  the  hon.  Member  read  that  speech? 
It  is  Twy  curious  if  he  has  not,  because 
it  is  a  speech  which  I  believe  was  pro- 
duced at  the  trial.  Mr.  Sheridan  in  that 
speech  said — 

"Orranize  yourselT**;  join  the  National 
Land  Leagne ;  and  by  this  means  you  will  see 
your  country  what  die  once  was — a  tree  and 

proflperoua  country." 

What  followed  ?— 

"  If  we  do  not  gat  these  things  through  our 
Members  of  Parliameat,  I  would  ask  yon  then 
to  ring  oat  your  Toioes  from  the  mozslea  of 
Minie  rifles,  as  well  as  from  many  platforms." 

Did  the  hon.  Member  approve  of  this  ? 
[Mr.  PAsmx:  Hear,  hear!]  Well, 
then,  he  did  approve  of  what  led  to  a 
great  deal  of  violence.  I  do  not  myself 
believe  he  did ;  but  he  was  content  that 
the  League  should  be  thus  organized, 
and  that  his  power  should  be  thus  in- 
creased. This  is  the  charge  I  make 
upon  him — that  he  was  reckless  of  the 
conduct  of  his  colleagues,  and  was  con- 
tent to  derive  advantages  fVom  their 
violence,  instead  of  doing  what  I  should 
have  thought  any  man  of  his  education 
and  position  would  have  done — that  is, 
that  he  would  have  declared,  "  This  is  a 
wicked  and  dangerous  matter,  and  I 
will  disavow  aU  connection  with  it." 
There  is  another  organizer  of  the  Land 
league — Mr.  Boyton.  On  the  6th  of 
March,  1881,  he  said — 

'  *  We  have  seen  plenty  of  landlords  and  agents 
that  deserre  to  be  shot  at  any  man's  bands.  I 
have  always  denounced  the  commisnon  of 
ootiages  by  night.  If  you  have  to  blow  oat  a 
man's  brains,  you  shoiUd  blow  them  out  by 
daylight." 

Mb.  PABNELL  :  With  regard  to  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
respecting  Ur.  Boyton,  I  think  it  right 
to  say  at  onoe  that  immediately  he  hwrd 
that  this  was  a  charge  on  which  he  was 
reasonably  euspeeted  of  inciting  to  mur- 
der, he  wrote  to  this  House  to  deny  it 
That  denial  was  published  in  this  House. 
He  denied  having  made  use  of  these 
words,  or  anything  like  them.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  aware  of  the  faot 
tlut  Mr.  Boyton  made  that  statement.  . 

[SiiBthilisM.-] 
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Mit.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  I  am  also 
aware  of  this  fact,  that  when  a  man  has 
incited  to  mnrder,  and  proof  has  been 
obtained  of  it,  he  is  verj  likely,  indeed, 
to  \rrtte  and  deny  it.  But  that  speech 
was  qntte  consistent  with  others  which 
he  made,  and  which  he  did  not  deny. 
What  I  wish  to  ask  the  ton.  Member  is 
this.  It  was  not  in  his  power  to  drive 
out  Mr.  Boyton  from  the  Land  League 
after  this  speech  was  made,  because  he 
was  arrested  and  ^ut  up  in  Kilmain- 
ham.  What  I  want  to  know  is  this — 
Bid  he  know  what  sort  of  man  Mr. 
Boyton  was,  who  was  his  organizer  ? 
He  had  giren  him  fair  warning  of  what 
he  was  likely  to  do.  Here  is  another 
speech,  delivered  on  June  13 — 

"  I  want  yon  to  lift  your  voices  and  hands  to 

fight  for  the  f^reen  soil  of  Erin  For  the 

short  time  this  moremeDt  has  been  on  foot  do 
leader  has  ever  gained  so  much  for  as  " — 

and  he  might  have  added  "for  him- 
self"— 

"  08  our  ninstrioiu  leader,  Pamell." 

Did  the  hon.  Member  for  the  0ty  of 
Cork  ever  inquire  into  the  action  of 
another  of  his  assistants — Bedpath — 
an  intimate  ally  of  the  Land  League 
leaders?  Redpath  spoke  at  the  Land 
League  Convention  in  Dublin — he  was 
Mr.  Sexton's  right  hand  man ;  and  at  a 
banquet  he  publicly  avowed  hia  inten- 
tions to  oommit  murder.  I  never  heard 
any  denunciation  of  Bedpath  afterwards. 
[Mr.  T.  P.  O'CowwoB  :  Read  the  words.l 
1  will— 

**  No  English  nobleman  vould  ever  cross  the 
Mianarippi,  or  fannt  deer  or  buffiiloes  on  the 
American  plains,  withoat  the  risk  fA  being  shot 
by  an  Irish  bullet." 

Did  the  hon.  Member  keep  himself  in 
ignorance  of  speeches  such  as  that  ? 
Can  we  imagine  that  he  did  not  know 
what  effect  they  would  have?  They 
had  two  effects — they  brought  money 
into  the  Land  Iieague  treasury,  and 
thereby  increased  his  power  —  they 
■ttmulated  to  murder,  and  incited  to 
outrage.  We  have  heard  John  Devoy 
alluded  to.  He  made  voy  strong  state- 
ments with  regard  to  an  extensiTe  sys- 
tern  of  firing  cities.  Has  the  hon. 
Uember  thought  it  worth  while  to  try 
and  find  out  what  sort  of  agitation  Devoy 
was  conducting?  He  ought  to  have 
done  BO  before  he  made  use  of  it.  It 
was  proved  in  evidence  that  the  printing 
manager  of  the  Land  League  printed 


5,000  copies  of  Devoy's  letters  for  dis- 
tribution. There  is  some  little  difference 
of  opinion  with  regard  to  this  Devoy. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Longford  (Mr. 
Justin  M'Cartby) — there  is  a  point  where 
he  began  to  show  some  symptoms  of  a 
desire  to  disavow  this  agitation,  though, 
he  was  always  overruled,  but  eventually 
this  Devoy  was  too  mnoh  for  him — tiie 
hon.  Member  declared  for  himself,  and 
those  with  wbom  he  acted  in  this  House 
— I  doubt,  however,  whether  he  spoke 
for  anybody  but  himself  at  that  time- 
that  he 

"utterly  repelled  the  charges  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  he  declared  d^berately 
that  they  had  no  more  to  do  irith  these  aehemea, 
plots,  and  plans  than  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 

himself." 

But  the  hon.  Glentleman  was  followed 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Tipperary  (Mr. 

Dillon),  who  said — 

'*  He,  for  one,  would  not  remain  silent  and 
hear  the  cowardly  and  miserable  attack  made  on 
his  absent  friend  Hr.  John  Devoy.  He  never 
in  his  experience  read  of  anything  more  cowardly 
or  contemptible  than  Uiat  a  man  with  the  ear 
of  the  worid" 

— that  is,  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Home  Secretary — 

"should  use  his  power  to  destroy  and  blast 
the  character  of  an  faoooarable  gentleman  whom 
he  (Mr.  Dillon)  had  the  honour  to  call  hia 
friend." 

Did  not  that  stimulate  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  to  find  out  for  him- 
self what  sort  of  a  man  Devoy  was  ? 
Has  he  taken  any  steps  to  find  out  ?  If 
so,  will  he  give  the  result  of  his  investi- 
gations ?  There  is  another  friend  of  the 
hon.  Member,  or  at  least  he  was  a  friend 
of  his— Patrick  Ford,  editor  of  Ih*  Jriik 
JForld.  He  was  a  powerful  and  help- 
ful friend  of  the  hon.  Member  fw 
months  before  his  incarceration.  There 
is  some  quarrel  now  as  to  how  the 
money  has  been  spent.  At  that  time 
he  was  the  main  pillar  of  the  Land 
League.  Did  the  hon.  Member  find  out 
how  the  money  which  came  to  him  from 
week  to  week  was  got  ?  I  must  i^e 
Iriih  World  as  the  reoosnixed  organ, 
of  the  Land  League  ?  Fauibll  ; 

No,  no.]  That  is  denied.  For  months 
the  special  Irish  Correspondent  of  TMt 
Iriih  W«rld  was  Mr.  Brennan,  the 
then  paid  oflicial  Secretary  of  the  Land 
League.  This  is  beyond  dispute.  His 
signed  oontrihutionB  appearod  weekly 
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imtil  die  time  of  his  arrest.  Here  ia 
vhat  appeared  in  a  letter  of  bis — 

"  No  copies  of  The  Irhh  World  have  been  re- 
oeiT«d  in  Ireland  daring  the  past  two  woelcB. 
It  it  thon^t  the  Oorernment  hare  intercepted 
tiiem.  IfSt  thoM  who  hare  so  generouBly  as- 
Bifited  ns  in  spreading  tha  light,  relax  not  in 
■  their  good  work ;  let  them  continue  to  aid  us  in 
the  holy  work  in  which  we  are  engaged.  Tht 
Irish  JTorlti  will  find  its  way  into  Ireland  in 
■pito  of  the  effbrta  that  are  made  to  keep  it  ont. 
— (iiiigned)  Tkoius  Bsbsnan." 

Again,  on  January  2,  1881,  I  find  these 
words— 

"In  the  name  of  tho  Land  Leagne,  I  beg 
to  tender  to  the  readers  of  Tht  Jriih  World, 
and  to  all  co-operaton,  its  sinoefe  and  most 
grateful  aclcoowledgmrat— (Sig^Md}  Thohab 
Bkekhan." 

It  was  not  only  Mr.  Brennan ;  but  bere 
ia  a  letter,  dated  January  26, 1881 — no, 
it  is  a  not  a  letter,  but  a  telegram ;  tbey 
oonld  not  wait  for  a  letter,  but  a  speoiai 
cablegram  was  despatobed  to  TAd  Irish 
JforU,  commencing  thus — 

"Tho  Land  League  has  scored  a  victory.  The 
t«n-to-two  disagreeineot  of  the  jury,  in  face  of 
the  tremendoaa  pressure  of  the  Court,  is  every- 
where accepted  as  baring  the  effect  of  an  ac- 
quittal." 

And  the  conclusion  ia  as  follows  : — 

"  Thanks  to  The  Irish  World  and  its  readers 
for  their  constant  cooperation  and  snbatantial 
support  in  oar  great  eaoae.  Let  them  have  no 
lear  for  its  ultimate  success." 

And  that  is  signed  "  Charles  Steward 
Pamell."  No  wonder  the  bon.  Mem' 
ber  at  that  particular  time  thanked 
Th0  Irish  World  ;  for  on  November  20, 
1880,  there  had  appeared  in  The  Irish 
W»rldj  immediately  before  the  opening 
of  the  trial,  the  following  threat;  and 
this,  bear  in  mind,  appeared  in  a  paper 
a  large  number  of  copies  of  which  were 
■ent  to  Ireland  and  circulated  from  the 
office  of  the  Land  League : — 

"I  dare  them  to  convict,"  says  the  writer,  "I 
•aj,  *dare'  advisedly.  Let  my  words  go  forth. 
Aocnrsed  be  the  juryman  irho  will  dare  to  find 
Uieae  men  (the  teavrasers)  guilty  of  any  orime 
against  the  people  of  Ireland." 

No  wonder,  then,  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  thanked  rA#/M"*AW^orW. 
Did  he  not  know  what  The  Irish  TForld 
was  then  doing  besides  helping  him  and 
trying  to  obtain  for  him  an  acquittal  ? 
On  July  31,  1880,  a  dreadful  agrarian 
ontrage  was  committed  in  Mayo,  in 
which  a  man  was  shot,  who,  after  long 
weeks  of  lingering,  at  last  died.  On 
tbii  Th«  Irish  W^trU  says— 


*'  Somebody  said  long  ago  that  it  made  no 
difliBreoce  among  neighbours  who  dies  first. 
Those  killings  on  both  sides  have  been  too  long 
continued  for  us  to -hope  that  they  will  be  dis- 
continued. But  every  pistol  shot  will  stimulate 
action  .  .  .  There  are  stirring  times  before  us. 
Awaken  your  neighbonrs.  It  will  soon  be  day- 
Ught." 

Is  not  that  an  incitement  to  murder  ? 
Another  foul  and  brutal  murder  was 
committed.  Did  the  hon.  Member  see 
this  ?  Who  was  it  took  pains  to  conceal 
from  him  this  paper  ?  Another  foul  and 
brutal  murder  was  committed,  and  this 
is  how  the  organ  of  the  Land  Leafue — 
the  unofficial  organ,  perhaps — heads  the 
paragraph — 
"  Another  Land  Thief  Execnted." 

Here,  again,  is  an  article  in  The  Irish 
World  of  June  20,  1880.  after  reading 
which  I  should  have  thought  the  hon. 
Member  would  have  said — "  Not  one 
penny  more  shall  come  to  any  Sociefy 
with  which  I  am  connected  from  such  a 
source  as  this."  Here  is  what  appeared 
in  a  paper  circulated  not  merely  in 
America,  but  in  Ireland— 

"  Some  think  it  an  open  qaeation  whether  the 
political  agent  called  '  dynamite  *  was  first  com- 
roisstoned  in  Russia  or  first  in  Ireland.  Well, 
it  id  not  of  much  consequence  which  of  the  two 
coantries  takes  precedence  in  this  onward  stop 
towards  civilization.  Still,  we  claim  the  merit 
for  Iruland.  True  the  introdtictory  blast  was 
blown  in  England,  and  in  the  very  centre  of  the 
enemy's  head-quarten.  Bat  the  work  itself 
was  no  doubt  done  by  one  or  two  Irish  hands, 
whi<^  settles  both  the  claim  and  the  priority. 

Again,  on  March  12,  1881,  Th»  Irish 
ly orld  says — 

"  London,  consisting  of  4,000,000  of  the 
wealthiest  people  in  tho  world,  ia  at  the  mercy 
of  its  criminal  classes,  who  number  250,000, 
guarded  by  only  2,d00  regular  troops,  10,000 
policemen,  and  10,000  men  in  Volunteer  com- 
panies—tho  latter  mere  holiday  soldiers.  If  ake 
a  note! 

Did  the  hon.  Member,  I  ask,  make  a 
note  ?  ^e  article  goes  on — 

*'  Spread  the  light  E  0,  spread  the  light ! 

No  wonder.  Sir,  we  have  murders  and 
outrages  when  we  have  a  man  of  the 
energy,  eloquence,  and  position  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  conde- 
scending to  carry  on  an  agitation  by  the 
helpof  suchmeans  as  this.and  which  could 
not  be  conducted  without  the  money 
which  was  obtained  by  this  ruffian  print. 
I  have  now  come  nearly  to  the  end  of 
the  questions  that  I  have  to  ask  the  hon. 
Member  in  order  to  help  him  in  hia 

ISixth  Night.'] 
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speech.    Has  he  read  the  articles  in 
United  Ireland* 

Mb.  PARNELL:  I  have. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTEB:  Does  he  ap- 
prove of  them  ? 

MB.FABNELL:  Yes. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB:  He  does. 
Does  the  hon.  Member  for  the  County 
of  Longford  approve  of  them  ? 

An  hon.  Meubeb:  He  is  part  pro- 
prietor of  the  paper. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  M'OARTHT:  I  do  not 
know  what  the  artioles  are  to  which  you 
refer. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  The  hon. 
Member  is  part  proprietor  of  The  United 
Ireland.  Does  he  approve  of  the  articles? 

Mr.  JUSTIN  M'CARTHY :  What  I 
have  aeon  and  read  I  do  approve  of. 

Me.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  I  suspect  the 
hon.  Member  has  been  very  careful  not 
to  read  the  articles  to  which  I  allude.  Is 
he  aware  that  murder,  arson,  robbery, 
insults  to  the  dead,  attacks  upon  women 
were  habitually  described  in  this  paper 
—which  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  approves  of,  and  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  County  of  Ix)ngford 
does  not  disapprove— as  "  Incidents  in 
the  Gampaif!^  ?  " 

Mr.  O'BRIEN :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  state  at  what  period  any 
such  paragraph  appeared  in  TMe  United 
Ireland  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  I  am  glad  to 
find  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  O'Brien) 
does  not  approve  of  them,  although  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  does ; 
and  he  is  one  of  the  largest  proprietors 
of  the  paper.  There  is  no  question  abont 
this — that  the  heading  is  "  Incidents  in 
the  Campaign." 

Mb.  O'BRIEN :  Excuse  me.  ["  Or- 
der ! "]_ 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  And  another 
heading  describes  these  atrocious  deeds 
as  "The  Spirit  of  the  Country."  Is 
that  the  way  in  which  to  put  these  mur- 
ders and  outrages  before  the  people  of 
Ireland  'i  I  am  not  now  making  a 
charge  on  the  hon.  Member  for  Mallow. 
I  am  not  perfectly  sure  whether  he  was 
in  Kilmainham  at  that  time  or  not. 

Mr.  O'BRIEN  :  Hear,  hear! 

Mb.  PARNELL :  You  know  it  very 
well. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER :  My  charge 
is  not  aeainst  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mallow,  Dut  against  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork.    It  is  this— that 

Jfr,  W.  B.  Fartttr 


he  remains  part  proprietor  of  this  paper ; 
and  I  have  not  heard  that  he  has  at- 
tempted to  disavow  all  concern  with  the 
articles  published  in  that  paper.  Welt, 
I  have  a  general  question  to  ask.  It  has 
been  often  enough  stated  and  shown 
by  statistics  that  murders  followed  the 
meetings  and  the  action  of  the  Land 
League.  Will  the  hon.  Member  deny 
and  disprove  that  statement?  I  will 
repeat  again  what  the  charge  is  whidi 
I  make  against  him.  Probably  a  more 
serious  charge  was  never  made  by  any 
Member  of  the  House  of  Commons 
against  another  Member.  It  is  not  that 
he  himself  directly  planned  or  perpetrated 
outrages  or  murders ;  but  that  he  either 
connived  at  them,  or  when  warned — 

Mb.  PARNELL  :  It  is  a  lie.  [Loud 
criee  of"  Order !  "  and  "  Name,  name !  '*] 

Ma. O'KELLY:  Itisalie.  ["Name!"] 
It  ia  a  lie.  ["  Order !  "]  It  is,  I  say,  a 
lie.  ["Name!"]  Itisalie.  ["Name'"] 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Member 
for  Roscommon  has  again  interposed, 
and  interrupted  the  right  hon.  Cfentle- 
man,  notwithstanding  my  caution  that 
he  should  not  interpose.  I  must  now 
carry  out  what  I  stated  would  be  the 
course  I  should  pursue,  and  I  hereby 
Name  Mr.  O'Kelly  to  the  House  as  dis- 
regarding the  authority  of  the  Chair. 

The  Marquess  op  HARTINGTON  : 
Mr.  Speaker,  as  you  have,  in  the  dis- 
charge of  your  duty.  Named  Mr.O'Kelly 
as  disregarding  the  authority  of  the 
Chair,  I  have  to  move  that  he  be  sus- 
pended from  the  service  of  the  House. 

Mr.  PARNELL  (ironically):  Hear, 
hear! 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  O'Kelly  be  suspended  from 
the  service  of  the  House." — (Tke  Mar- 
quets  of  Sartington.) 

Mb.  monk  :  I  rise  to  a  point  of 
Order.  The  hon.  Member  for  Bosoom- 
mon  addressed  to  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Bradford  these  words,  "You  lie," 
more  than  once.  The  question  I  wish 
to  ask  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  is  this — Ought 
not  the  hon.  Member  to  be  desired  by 
you  to  withdraw  those  words  before  the 
Motion  is  put  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER :  The  judgment  of 
House  in  r^ard  to  the  oonduct  of  the 
hon.  Member  will  be  expressed  by  its 
vote.  The  Question  I  have  to  put  is, 
"  That  Mr.  O'Kelly  be  suspended  from 
tiie  service  of  the  House." 
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Qaeation  put. 

The  Houee  divided : — Ajea  305  ;  Noes 
20:  Majority  285.— fDiv.  List,  No.  8.) 

Mi.  O'DONNELL :  I  nse  to  Order. 
At  the  moment  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Bosooramoa  gave  the  lie 
direct  to  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford,  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford  had  jast  eald,  "I  find  that 
some  Members  of  this  Houee  connived 
at  murder."  ['*  No,  no  !  "]  It  waa  in 
ibat  form  that  the  expression  reached 
this  aide  of  the  House ;  and  I  wish  to 
aak  you,  Sir,  as  a  point  of  Order,  whe- 
ther that  language  is  permissible ;  and 
vbethw  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bradford  should  not  be 
called  upon  for  an  explanation— an  ex- 
planation in  this  House— which  he  will 
probably  decline  to  give  outside  of 
It? 

Ma.  8FEAKEB :  No  notice  ean  now 
be  taken  <tf  Uie  words  stated  to  hare 
been  used  by  the  right  hon.  Gentlmnan. 
If  my  attention  bad  been  called  at  the 
time,  I  should  have  acted  as  I  thought 
right  in  the  matter ;  but  it  is  too  late 
now  to  raise  any  question.  Mr.  O'Kelly 
will  now  withdraw. 

Mr.  O'Kelly  left  the  House  after  the 
BiTieion  had  taken  place. 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question." 

Mb.  W.  B.  FORSTER:  What  I  in- 
tended  to  state  when  hon.  Members  did 
not  permit  me  to  finish  my  sentence  was, 
that  though  I  did  not  charge  upon  the 
hon.  MenMier  for  the  City  of  Cork  that  he 
himself  directly  planned  or  perpetrated 
outrages,  I  gave  him  an  alternative,  that 
either  he  connived  at  outrages,  or  when, 
warned  fay  facts  and  statements,  he  de- 
termined to  remain  in  ignorance ;  that 
he  took  no  trouble  to  test  the  truth  of 
whether  these  outrages  had  been  com- 
mitted or  not,  but  that  he  was  willing  to 
gain  the  advantage  of  them.  I  have 
only  one  other  question  to  ask  

Mb.  O'DONNELL:  On  a  point  of 
Order,  Sir,  as  the  measure  of  our  Ian* 
guage  on  a  future  occasion,  I  rise  to 
ask,  is  the  language  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford,  which  he  uses 
ttnder  the  Privilege  of  Parliament,  in 
Order  aooordmg  to  tiie  Bules  of  this 


Mb.  speaker  :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  not  out  of  Order. 

Mb.  W.  £.  FORSTEB:  I  have  only 
one  further  question  to  ask.  The  hon. 
Member  for  the  Oity  of  Cork  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mallow  purported  to 
show  that  they  felt  indignation  agiUnst 
the  perpetrators  of  the  Phoenix  Park 
murders.  Will  the  hon.  Member  fbr 
the  City  of  Cork,  when  he  makes  his 
speech,  give  us  the  terms  in  which  he 
expressed  indignation  against  previous 
murders  ?  I  will  not  detain  the  House 
more  than  a  few  minutes ;  but  I  must 
be  allowed  to  make  one  or  iwo  state- 
ments. I  dareeay  the  hon.  Membws 
will  tell  us  that  they  made  certun  a^  . 
tempts  to  discourage  assassination.  Let 
me  give  the  House  the  finrn  in  which 
these  attempts  to  discourage  assassination 
were  clothed.  Very  early  in  the  agita- 
tion, before  the  Protection  of  Life  and 
Property  Act  and  the  Grimes  Act  were 
passed,  long  befbre  the  hon.  Member 
was  sent  to  Kilmainham,  a  terrible 
murder  waa  committed  in  Kilkenny. 
The  hon.  Member  had  an  opportunity 
of  using  his  influence  to  prevent 
murder ;  he  had  an  opportunity  of 
showing  that  he  disapproved  it,  and  of 
imitating  the  example  of  O'Connell— an 
opportunity  of  showing  that  he  would 
not  gain  advantages  by  crime  and  out- 
rage. But  how  did  he  deal  with  this 
murder,  in  which  one  man  was  killed, 
another  wounded,  and  by  which  their 
father,  who  was  on  the  car,  was  made 
miserable  for  life  ?   He  said-— 

"  I  hare  wished,  in  referring  to  a  sad  occur- 
rence that  took  place  ben  of  shooting,  or  at- 
temptioff  to  shoot,  a  land  agent  in  this  neigh* 
boarhood,  that  recourse  had  not  been  had  to 
such  measures,  aa  it  ia  entirely  nnoeoosaary  " 

~that  is  the  way  in  which  the  hon. 

Member  discourages  assassination— > 

' '  and  abaolately  prqudioial,  where  thera  is  a 
■aitable  organization  amongst  the  toiant  them- 
selves." 

The  hon.  Member  knew  that  there  had 
been  agrarian  murders  before  in  Ire- 
land ;  he  knew  what  the  temptation 
would  be  to  commit  them^  he  had 
had  the  opportunity  of  showing  how  he 
would  head  what  he  called,  and  what  I 
think  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse  OollingsJ  called  ye»- 
terday,  a  Constitutional  agitation ;  and 
this  is  the  way  he  discountenanced  crime. 
Well,  I  must  give  onefurtherquotation. 
I  do  not  know  whether  the  hon.  Member 

{Sixth  Nisht.^ 

Digitized  by  Google 


631  Addrestin  (COMMONSJ  Aiuwer  io  JTer  632 


for  Cavan  (Mr,  Biggar)  is  in  his  place. 
I  am  sorry  he  has  gone.  I  dare  say 
the  hon.  Member  will  speak  in  the 
debate  on  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Oork,  by  vhich 
the  hon.  Member  would,  if  he  could, 
make  these  crimes  as  unlikely  to  receive 
punishment  now  as  before.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Gavan,  in  a  speech  at  Oastle- 
island,  on  October  1 0,  again  before  the 
Protection  Act  was  passed,  discouraged 
assassination  in  this  way.    He  said — 

"  There  ia  another  question  which  haa  been 
raised  vay  much.  The  Land  League  has  been 
nnfiirly  charged  with  duxttioff  landlorda.  It 
ia  no  part  of  the  duty  of  the  Land  League  to 
recommend  the  shooting  of  landlords,  for  a 
*  gnat  variety  of  reaaoni." 

This  is  no  new  quotation  ;  it  was  given 
at  the  trial  at  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  was  acquitted,  or, 
rather,  waa  not  found  guilty — thanks 
not  a  little  to  the  threats  of  which  I  have 
already  read  one  from  He  Irith  World, 
Then  the  hon.  Member  goes  on — 

"  I  never  gave  any  advice  of  the  sort.  Mr. 
Huaaey  may  be  a  very  bad  man,  but  there  are 
plenty  of  other  men  as  bad  as  Mr.  Hiissey  ;  and 
if  anyone  ia  charged  with  shooting  or  offering 
violence  to  the  landlord  or  his  agent,  it  is  the 
doty  of  the  Land  League  to  see  uat  the  person 
who  is  charged  shall  have  a  fair  teial." 

Home  Sule  ehferaj^  Oh,  exactly  !  We 
now  the  old  story  of  "Don't  nail  his 
ears  to  the  pump  !  "  Was  there  ever  a 
better  exemplification  ?  We  do  not  par- 
ticularly advise  the  shooting  of  Mr. 
Hussey;  he  is  aver}*  bad  man  ;  butifyou 
do  shoot  him,  you  will  be  well  defended. 
There  ia  another  iq»eeoh  in  the  same 
month — 

"  It  is  your  duty  to  give  your  assistance  in  a 
manner  which  yoo  can  easily  do.  We  do  not 
recommend  the  shooting  of  landlords ;  that  is 
an  extreme  measure,  and  ceiUinly  we  cannot 
recommend  it." 

[Mb.  BIQGAB  :  Hear,  hear !] 

"And  bettdes,  it  is  held  nndeunble  for  the 
interest  of  the  cause  that  it  should  be  done,  for 
this  reason— that  when  such  things  take  place 
they  are  blazoned  forth  in  all  the  English  news- 
papers, and  prejudice  is  excited  in  the  English 
mind  against  the  Iriah  Party,  which  ia  calcu- 
lated to  interfere  to  a  material  extent  with  the 
sdvocacT  of  my  friend  Hr.  Psnull  and  otlun 
on  hdialf  of  the  tenant  farmers." 

When  the  hon.  Member  talks  about  at- 
tempts to  disoourage  assassination,  what 
I  say  is  this — that  no  speech  could  have 
been  made  more  calculated  to  cause 
fresh  murders,  and  at  the  same  time 
to  keep  tbe  man  who  made  it  free  irom 


the  law  as  it  then  was,  than  this 
speech.  Well,  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Oity  of  Cork  had  a  substitute  for 
murder,  which  was  to  mako  murder  un- 
necessary. It  was  "  Boycotting."  I  do 
not  need  to  quote  again  the  speech  of 
the  hon;  Member  at  Ennis.  It  waa  not 
a  mere  outburst,  but  a  plain  proclama- 
tion of  the  mode  in  which  the  agitation 
was  to  be  carried  on — that  a  mao  should 
he  tabooed  in  his  shop,  in  his  family,  and 
even  in  his  church ;  that  liis  life  should 
be  made  a  perfect  misery  to  him;  not 
only  that  he  should  be  ruined,  but  that 
mere  pecuniary  ruin  should  be  nothing 
compared  with  the  suffering  he  was  to 
undergo  if  he  was  not  to  keep  the  un- 
written law  of  the  hon.  Member,  and 
obey  the  will  of  himself  and  his  myrmi- 
dons. That  is  the  mode  in  which  the 
hon.  Member  would  have  made  murder 
unnecessary.  My  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Prime  Minister,  in  a  powerful  speech 
made  last  year,  used  these  words  in  re- 
ference to  "  Boycotting,"  and  they  are 
very  true.    He  said — 

"The  creed  of  '  Boycotting,'  like  every  other 
creed,  re(|uirea  a  sanction,  and  the  sanction  of 
*  Boycotting  '—that  which  stands  in  the  rear  of 
'  Boycotting,'  by  which  alone  '  Boycotting '  can 
be  made  thoroughly  effective— is  the  murder 
which  ia  not  to  be  denouaced." 

Waa  the  hon.  Member  so  ignorant  of  the 
passions  of  his  fellow-countrymen  that 
he  did  not  know  that  this  must  be  the 
result?  What  was  the  efiect  ou  the 
minds  of  the  people  of  Ireland  ?  They 
did  not  draw  the  line.  Those  miserable 
wretches  who  planned  the  murders  in 
Dublin;  they  took  not,  indeed,  the  letter 
of  the  hon.  Member's  advice,  but  what 
seemed  to  them  its  spirit.  They  said— 
"  We  do  not  know  how  to  draw  the  line 
between  ruioing  a  man  and  killing  him ; 
we  find  killing  the  easier,  and  we  will 
cany  out  that  as  the  principle  which  has 
been  pointed  out  to  us."  And,  talk  about 
this  as  a  Constitutional  ^;itation  !  Some 
Members  yesterday  were  referring  to  it' 
as  such,  and  appealing  to  us  that  we 
should  not  allow  liberty  to  be  invadisd 
by  putting  down  a  Constitutional  agita- 
tion. There  never  was  such  an  attack 
on  liberty  as  waa  this  terrorism.  This 
is  the  first  time  in  the  history  of  either 
England  or  Ireland,  so  far  as  I  know, 
in  which  an  agitation  haa  been  con- 
ducted by  appeals  to  personal  injury  to 
individuds,  and  not  by  appeals  to  the 
voter  or  to  publio  opinion.    Th9r«  hM 
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lieen'  strong  laiig:aajfe,  there  has  eTen 
been  rebellion ;  but  it  is  a  new  experi- 
ment in  agitation*  of  which  the  aon. 
Uember  foT  the  Oity  of  Cork  may  claim 
the  great  credit  —  that  he  would  ea- 
deavour  to  succeed,  not  by  appeals  to 
constituenciea  and  publio  opinion,  but  by 
terrorism  and  iojory  of  individuals.  No 
wonder  that  from  such  an  agitation  as 
this  has  followed  the  first  political  as- 
saaeination  which  has  disgraced  our 
annals  for  hundreds  of  years.  Now,  at 
last,  ^e  meaning  of  this  agitation  has 
been  discovered,  and  there  is  an  abhor^ 
ironce  of  it  in  ^gland  and  Scotland.  I 
believe  there  are  many  hon.  Friends  of 
mine  who  have  considered  me  irre- 
conoileable  with  tibe  hon.  Member  for 
Cork;  hot  I  have  felt  that  until  he 
expressed  his  regret  and  repentance 
£br  having  set  on  foot  such  an  agitation 
as  this,  I  would  hold  no  communieation 
or  oonferenbe  with  him.  I  said  there 
was  abhorrence  in  England  and  Scot- 
land ;  but  there  is  also  abhorrence  in 
Ireland,  but  not  bo  much  as  there  ought 
to  be,  because  of  the  success  of  the 
efforts  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Oork  and  his  Friends  in  demoralizing 
the  Irish  people  by  intimidation  and  by 
terror.  But  they  are  beginning  to  find 
out  the  meaning.  [An  hon.  Member 
on  the  Irish  Benches  :  Mallow.]  Yes, 
the  constituency  of  Mallow  was  threat- 
ened. Bnt  they  are  beginning  to  find 
out  the  meaning,  even  although  the 
shopkeepers  of  Mallow  did  not  dare  to 
Tote  against  the  hon.  Member,  because 
of  the  threats  that  were  brought  to  bear 
vponthem.  There  are  many  grounds  for 
discour^ement  in  the  state  of  Ireland. 
It  is  not  for  any  man  who  has  been  con- 
nected with  its  government  to  deny 
them,ortobe  sanguine.  There  have  been 
illnsions,  and  they  have  disappeared. 
There  is,  however,  one  ground  for  hope 
—nay,  there  are  two  grounds  for  hope 
and  encouragement.  One  is  that  the 
Irish  Oovemment  has  now  the  power  to 
uphold  the  law,  and  will  use  it ;  and  the 
other  ground  is  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  and  his  fellow- 
chieffl  in  this  so-called  agitation  hare 
been  found  out,  and  that  the  hideous 
emelfgr  and  wickedness  of  this  agitation 
have  been  unveiled  and  unmasked  and 
exposed,  I  have  only  one  further  re- 
mark to  make.  I  repeat,  I  have  bo 
framed  my  questiona  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  find  that  he  cannot  plead  his 


residence  at  Kilmunham  as  a  reaaoa 
for  refusing  to  answer  them. 

Mb.  J.  B.  TOBiCE  said,  the  hon^ 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell)  was  no  doubt  the  best  judge  of 
what  was  required  from  him  in  regard 
to  his  honour  and  interest  in  this  matter. 
If  he  did  not  rise  on  the  moment  to  take 
up  the  challenge  which  had  been  thrown 
down  to  him,  he  preeumed  that  the  hon. 
Member  had  good  reason  for  it.  His 
silence,  however,  oould  not  be  long  pro- 
tracted, and  when  it  was  once  broken 
the  result  might  be  a  considerable  pro- 
longation of  the  debate.  He  differed 
with  those  who  had  thrown  doubt  on  the 
opportuneness  of  the  Amendment  before 
the  House,  believing  that,  as  thore  had 
been  so  many  changes  in  the  policy  of 
the  (}ovemment,  it  was  especially  im- 
portant at  the  present  moment  that  they 
should  record  their  satisfaction  at  the 
existing  state  of  things,  and  should  ex- 
press the  hope  that  ntf  further  changes 
would  be  introduced.  In  spite  of  the 
warnings  jgiven,  and  especially  of  the 
warning  of  Lord  Beaconsfield,  there  had 
been  no  less  than  four  changes  of  policy 
by  the  Qovernment  in  Ireland.  It  was 
needless  to  recapitulate  the  misfortunes 
which  resulted  from  this  unwise  course 
of  action ;  they  were  well  known,  and 
could  be  oleany  traced  to  the  effect  of 
the  vacillating  policy  he  had  referred  to. 
He  admitted  that  there  was  one  objec- 
tion to  debating  the  subject  at  present, 
and  that  was  Uie  absence  of  the  Prime 
Minister.  Had  the  right  hon.  Gentie- 
man  been  present,  he  might  have  im- 
ported some  heat  into  the  diacussioii ; 
but  as  he  was  absent  they  had  to  be 
contented  with  the  utterances  of  minor 
authorities,  and  therefore  they  found 
themselves  reduced  from  the  high  level 
at  which  the  subject  was  treated  by  the 
Prime  Minister,  to  the  comparatively  low 
degree  of  moral  treatment  to  which  it 
had  been  subjected  at  the  hands  of  the 
Home  Secretary.  The  Prime  Minister 
had  always  denied  that  there  were  ne- 
gotiations with  the  "  suspects  "  in  this 
matter.  The  Home  Secretary,  however, 
had  abandoned  that  ground,  and  had 
specifically  admitted  that  there  were 
n^tiations,  and  that  there  was  no  ob- 
jection to  that  term  being  used.  Yet 
they  had  the  words  of  the  Home  Secre- 
tary to  show  that  he  was  fhlly  as  well 
aware  as  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford  (Mr.  W.  £.  Forster)  had 
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shovn  himself  to  be  of  the  character  of 
those  persoDS  with  whom  he  entered  into 
ii^;otiattonB ;  indeed,  on  the  3rd  of 
Uareh,  1881,  the  Home  Secretary  used 
practically  the  same  language  as  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  had 
done  that  eveniDg,  only  in  a  more  com- 
pendious form.  The  Home  Secretary 
was,  therefore,  undernoilluBiona  on  this 
point ;  and  according  to  his  own  Bhow- 
ing,  the  only  difference  between  him  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bradford  was  that  hewasasuccesflful, 
while  the  right  hon.  Member  forBradford 
was  an  unsuccessful,  negotiator.  It  was 
plain  that  from  the  first  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  recoiled 
from  the  ignominy  of  engaging  in  trans- 
actions with  such  men  as  Kilmainham 
contained.  Besides  the  abortive  nego- 
tiations between  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man and  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Owk  negotiations  were  entered  into  by 
the  hon.  Member  and  the  Prime  Minister 
and  the  Bresident  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 
The  latter  right  hon.  Gentlemen  was 
disgusted  with  the  terms  offered  for 
acceptance,  and  so,  after  five  hours  con- 
sultation between  tho  hon,  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Clare  (Mr.  O'Shea),  it 
was  decided  by  those  Gentlemen  that 
an  oflFer  of  co-operation  with  the  Liberal 
Party  in  Liberal  business  should  be 
made,  and  a  promise  given  that  the 
"  no  rent  '*  manifesto  should  be  with- 
drawn. A  letter  containing  these  terms 
was  then  submitted  to  the  Cabinet,  and 
yet  the  Prime  Minister  afterwards  stated 
that  there  had  been  no  negotiations  or 
engagement.  It  waa  the  o^ect  of  those 
who  approved  the  Amendment  before 
the  House  to  condemn  the  communica* 
tion  which  undoubtedly  took  place,  and 
to  induce  the  House  to  place  on  record 
its  desire  that  there  should  be  no  more 
tampering  with  treason.  The  Govern- 
ment last  Session  denied  the  negotia- 
tions, and  challenged  the  Opposition  to 
move  a  Vote  of  Censure.  Circumstances, 
however,  occurred  which  rendered  it  al- 
most impossible  at  the  moment  to  bring 
on  such  aMotion.  Hisright  Iion.Colleague 
(Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  did  indeed 
^ve  Notice  of  a  Motion  of  Censure  ;  but 
it  was  only  given  on  the  day  preceding 
the  Phoenix  Park  murders.  Amidst  the 
general  consternation  which  that  event 
created,  one  thing  became  evident — that 
the  Government  policy  must  be  reversed; 
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and,  although  there  was  a  strong  feel- 
ing among  Members  on  the  Opposition 
side  that  some  decided  action  should  be 
taken  with  respect  to  the  Kilmainham 
negotiations,  the  time  was  allowed  to 
slip  by,  and  the  Opposition,  feeling  even 
more  strongly  than  the  Qovemment  the 
necessity  of  passing  some  meaanre  to 
prevent  the  recurrence  of  such  horrors, 
gave  their  best  assistance  in  passing  the 
Crimes  Act,  and  deferred  the  discussion 
of  the  other  questions.  The  matter  crept 
up  last  Session,  when  he  (Mr.  B.  J. 
Yorke)  endeavoured  in  vain  to  obtain 
from  the  Government  an  opportunity  of 
discussing  it ;  but  his  efforts  were  suc- 
cessfully parried  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman at  the  head  of  the  Government. 
Another  point  was  that  the  letter  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Parnell),  but  with  a  passage  suppressed, 
was  allowed  to  be  read,  and  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  declared  that 
he  had  fbrgotten  all  about  it.  Finally, 
all  the  terms  which  were  the  subject  of 
the  negotiations  were  carried  out  on  one 
side  and  the  other,  and  were  actually  in 
force  at  the  present  time.  With  regard 
to  the  Irish  policy  of  the  Government,  if 
anyone  deeired  to  challenge  it,  he  waa 
always  told  that  it  was  either  too  early 
or  too  late,  and  that  it  was  the  duty  of 
an  Opposition  not  to  criticize,  but  to  pro- 
pose an  alternative  policy.  But,  surely, 
when  the  Government  blundered  inex- 
cusably, it  was  not  the  duty  of  the  Op- 
position to  suppress  their  opinion  and 
to  withhold  from  the  oountiy  what  they 
believed  to  be  the  real  truth  of  the 
matter.  He  wished  to  place  upon  record 
his  opinion  that  it  waa  the  duty  of  the 
Goremment,  as  soon  as  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister returned,  themselves  to  move  for 
the  insUtution  of  an  inquiry.  In  vindi- 
cation of  their  own  conduct,  as  well  as 
in  the  interests  of  the  country,  the  Go- 
vernment ought  to  assent  to  a  Committee 
of  Inquiry.  He  believed  it  would  come 
to  that  sooner  or  later,  and  no  oratorical 
ingenuity,  no  casuistry  of  argument,  no 
persistency  of  afBrmation  or  vehemence 
of  denial  would  hide  from  the  country 
the  truth  of  these  transactions  or  prevent 
it  from  being  ascertained  that  the  Gh>- 
vemment  had,  by  the  institution  of 
negotiations  with  men  whom  they  knew 
to  be  traitors,  jeopardized  the  pubKe 
peace  and  betrayed  the  best  interests, 
not  only  of  Ireland,  but  of  the  entire 
Empire. 
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1£b.  BABBY  said,  he  held  a  very 
decided  opinion  that  ^e  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chat- 
ham (Ur.  CKnrst)  web  inexpedient  and 
inopportnne ;  and  he  thought  it  wae  un- 
fair and  nnjnst  to  diacuBS  in  the  House 
a  matter  inTolviiig  life  and  death,  more 
eepeoiallj  when  that  matter  was  only  in 
the  first  Btage  of  magisterial  investiga- 
tioo.  He  thought  that  the  enormity  of 
the  crime  with  which  those  persons  were 
charged,  and  the  terrible  penalty  which 
Bociety  would  insist  upon,  and  the  law 
inflict,  if  that  charge  was  sustained  by 
the  evidence,  would  have  been  grave 
conaiderations,  which  should  have  guided 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chat- 
ham, and  saved  a  lamentable  display  of 
Party  tactics.  He  would  not  have  taken 
any  part  in  the  disousaion,  holding  the 
opinions  he  did  as  to  the  inexpediency 
of  the  Amendment,  but  for  the  indirect 
charge  which  had  been  made  against 
Hemberaof  the  House,  and  the  cowardly 
chorus  of  abuse  and  insinuation  which 
had  been  poured  forth  from  the  British 
Press  within  the  last  few  days,  and 
which  did  not  deserve  from  Irish  Mem- 
bers anything  than  a  feeling  of  unmixed 
contempt.  Was  it  because  a  handful 
of  desperate  men,  driven  to  desperate 
courses  by  a  wild  and  irrational  exercise 
of  the  power  of  the  Government ;  was  it 
because  of  that  the  Leader  of  the  Irish 
people,  and  the  whole  body  of  the  Iriah 
BepreeentatireB,  were  to  be  charged 
with  sympathy  with  crime  and  com- 
plicity with  murder  ?  It  had  been  ex- 
tremely hard  that  night  to  ait  and  listen 
to  the  tirades  of  abuse  and  villification 
throws  out  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  B.  Forster). 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  bung  found  present, 

Mb.  BABBY,  resuming,  said,  that  in 
the  course  of  the  debate  an  attempt  had 
1>een  made  to  hold  up  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  W.  £.  Forster)  as  the 
saviour  of  society,  and  who  was  thwarted 
in  his  efforts  by  the  Cabinet.  The  ap- 
pearance of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
u  such  a  light  would  be  laughable  and 
Tidicnlona,  were  it  not  for  the  ghastly 
acoesaoriea  attaching  to  his  unfortunate 
period  of  OfBce.  If  they  only  took  the 
statement  made  the  other  day  by  that 
infamous  wretch  James  Carey— and  he 
certainly  could  xkot  believe  his  statemenfc 


to  be  true — but  taking  the  statement  as 
he  told  it,  (hey  said  thai  at  the  very 
time  when  the  ^licy  of  the  tight  hon. 
Gentleman  was  in  full  swing,  when  he 

had  Arom  900  to  1,000  men  in  gaol, 
when  he  was  sweeping  into  the  prisons 
the  elite  of  Irish  society,  the  only  men 
who  could  walk  the  streets  of  Dublin 
with  perfect  immuni^  were  those  who 
were  planning  and  plotting  crime.  If 
that  story  was  true — and  it  seemed  al- 
most incredible—the  late  Chief  Secretary 
himself  was  being  followed  about  by 
bodies  of  armed  men.  Such  a  statement 
was  the  most  sweeping  condemnation 
that  could  be  imagined  of  the  policy  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  who  used  the 
forces  of  the  country  in  every  directiun 
for  the  purpose  of  crushing  legitimate 
opinion  in  Ireland,  and  who  made  the 
profound  mistake  of  confounding  discon- 
tent with  oiime.  He  was  not  going  to 
reproduce  the  terrible  cexiee  of  honors 
that  bad  marked  the  administration  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman ;  but  for  a 
great  deal  of  the  crime  which  had  taken 
place  in  Ireland,  he  in  his  heart  and  soul 
believed  him  to  be  responsible.  It  could 
not  be  said  that  the  Government  were 
not  warned  of  what  would  be  the  result 
of  their  policy  of  coercion.  They  had 
the  experience  of  history,  which  of  itself 
should  have  warned  them.  Was  it  not 
there  recorded  that  in  every  country 
where  liberty  was  trampled  upon  and 
freedom  crashed,  that  the  people  took 
refuge  in  secret  oonspirames  and  com- 
binations ?  The  Government  were  re- 
peatedly warned  firom  those  Benches 
that  if  they  insisted  upon  coercion,  tiiat 
if  they  persisted  in  closing  up  every 
avenue  of  political  life  in  Poland,  that 
if  they  would  not  lieten  to  discontent  and 
remedy  the  grievances,  the  result  would 
be  that  the  people  —  the  wilder  and 
more  reckless  spirits — would  inevitably 
be  driven  into  secret  combinations,  and 
the  ranks  of  conspiracy  would  be  largely 
augmented.  This  warning  came  from 
men  who  were  treated  with  indifference 
—from  the  Bepresentatives  of  the  Irish 
people  —  men  who  ought  certainly  to 
know  the  feelings  of  those  whom  they 
represented — and  it  certainly  came  very 
badly  from  those  who  were  thus  warned 
now  to  turn  round  and  taunt  the  Irish 
Members,  if  not  with  being  the  actual 
instigators,  at  least  with  being  sympa- 
thizers with  outrage  and  crime  and 
murder.    He  had  often  noticed  in  that 
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House  that  a  certain  complaint  had  been 
urged  against  the  Irish  Members  of  the 
Land  League  because  they  did  not  de- 
nounce  the  crime  that  took  place  in  Ire- 
land. He  had  had  the  honour  of  address- 
ing a  meeting  in  Ireland  during  the  most 
heated  period  of  the  Land  agitation,  and 
be  denounced  it  with  his  ovn  lips,  and 
heard  ministers  of  religion  do  so  in 
scathing  language ;  and  it  was  (diarao- 
teristic  of  the  Land  League  meetings 
throughout  Ireland  that  crime  was  de- 
precated and  outrage  denounced.  How, 
then,  could  crime  be  associated  with  their 
name?  Upon  no  higher  ground  than 
upon  that  of  policy,  outrage  and  crime 
were  the  worst  things  that  could  take 
place  for  the  Irish  National  League. 
The  one  thing  which  could  retard  their 
progress  and  damage  their  movement 
was  that  crime  should  take  place  and  be 
associated  with  their  organization  ;  and 
he  contended  that  if  it  had  not  been  for 
the  Land  League  and  its  influence,  there 
would  have  been  infinitely  more  agrarian 
crime  than  took  place  during  the  most 
heated  period  of  recent  events.  In  1847 
and  1848— the  last  period  before  the 
present  acute  agrarian  agitation — con- 
siderably more  agnrian  murders  took 
place  than  in  1881  and  1882.  Since  he 
had  been  a  Member  of  that  House  he 
had  noticed  that  whenever  there  was  a 
great  display  of  national  antagonism  or 
an  opportunity  offered  of  insulting  the 
people  of  Ireland,  the  two  Members  for 
the  Dnblin  University  were  always  well 
to  the  front,  eager  to  fan  the  passion 
and  prejudice  that  might  be  fbr  the 
moment  aroused  against  them  ;  and  so 
long  as  that  passion  and  prejudice  re- 
mained, 80  long  would  that  small  terri- 
torial class  in  'Ireland  dominate  and 
rule  the  country.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  Dublin,  in  his  speech, 
seemed  to  be  greatly  alarmed  lest 
the  (}oTemmflnt  should  show  an  ao- 
cesuon  to  popular  opinion  in  Ireland, 
and  particularly  alarmed  lest  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Mallow  (Mr. 
O'Brien)  should  get  any  power  in  the 
government  of  the  country.  He  would 
tell  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Qentle- 
man  that  at  least  they  had  not  behind 
them  the  prestige  of  failure  ;  he  would 
tell  him  that  they  had  not  gained  the 
hatred  and  contempt  of  the  great  mass 
of  the  Irish  people ;  he  would  tell  him 
that  in  spite  of  Tory  opposition  and 


weak  indifference,  the  extension  of  pub- 
lic liberty  in  Ireland  was  coming,  and 
that  a  government  for  the  peome  and 
by  the  people  was  very  soon  likely  to  be 
realized,  and  that  neither  Tory  combi- 
nation nor  Tory  and  Whig  opposition, 
though  it  might  retard,  would  prevent 
the  fulfiment  of  what  he  had  predicted. 
In  dealing  with  the  Amendment,  it  was 
extremely  difficult  to  speak  fully  whilst 
the  men  were  being  tried,  and  whilst 
the  only  eridence  against  them  was  the 
testimony  of  an  infamous  scoundrel ;  and 
it  would  have  been  more  in  keeping  with 
the  usages  of  the  House  if  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Chatham  had  chosen 
some  more  fitting  time  for  the  discuasioit 
of  this  question.  The  speech  made  that 
night  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forater)  certainly 
did  not  take  the  Irish  Members  by  sur- 
prise, because  it  was  only  a  repetition 
of  the  dreary  indictment  which  they  had 
been  accustomed  to  hear  from  him  during 
the  last  three  years  ;  but,  in  spite  of  the 
attempt  made  by  him  to  stir  up  feeliogtf 
of  hostility  in  the  breasts  of  his  country- 
men against  the  Irish  Party,  he  was 
certain  it  would  fiul,  because,  in  the 
course  of  a  few  days,  when  passion  had 
passed  away,  and  when  it  became  per- 
fectly clear  in  what  a  limited  though 
vicious  circle  this  latest  development  of 
Irish  politics  moved,  and  how  free  from 
any  complicity  in  the  evil  business  were 
the  Members  of  the  Irish  Party,  he 
was  sure  the  English  people  would  be 
ashamed  even  of  having  permitted  them- 
selves to  be  led  away  by  speakers  like 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bradford,  and  by  the  great  body  of 
the  British  Press. 

Me.  J.  N.  EICHAEDSON  said,  that 
during  the  debate  observations  had  been 
made  which  called  for  comment  from 
Irish  Members  sitting  as  he  did  upon  the 
Ministerial  side  of  the  House,  and  un- 
less he  seized  the  opportunity  of  express- 
ing his  opinions  he  should  be  doing  a 
serious  wrong,  not  only  to  himself  and 
his  constituents,  but  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant and  his  Chief  Secretary,  who 
were  charged  with  the  serious  duty  of 
administering  affairs  in  Ireland.  la 
making  these  oommenta  he  must  take 
exception  to  many  remarks  which  had 
been  made  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House ;  but  he  agreed  with  the  majority 
of  the  speakers  on  his  side  in  regarding 
as  unnecessaiy  and  uncalled  for,  and  aa 
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calculated  to  embitter  Party  feeling, 
much  that  had  been  said  in  support  of 
the  Amendment.  Both  sides  of  the 
House,  he  considered,  might  be  much 
better  employed  in  endeavouring  to 
ameliorate  the  condition  of  affairs  in 
Ireland,  whatever  the  cause  of  that 
condition  of  affairs  might  be.  It  was 
oi^ed  that  the  debate  would  nerve 
the  Irish  Executive  to  a  certain  point  of 
vigour,  and  indaoe  them  to  carry  on  the 
goremment  as  they  had  done  of  late ; 
but  he  could  not  see  the  necessity  for 
aijtu>n  of  that  sort.  No  one,  he  thought, 
could  imagine  that  either  of  the  two 
great  Parties  in  the  State  ccniBidered 
that  Lord  Spencer  and  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary  required  any  such  assistance  to 
encourage  them  to  continue  to  carry  on 
the  government  of  Ireland  with  vigour. 
He  had  listened  yesterday  with  a  feeling 
of  pain  and  consternation  to  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan 
(Mr.  O'Donnell).  Although  he  was 
willing  to  acquit  the  hon.  G^ntlemau  of 
any  intention  of  conveying  the  idea 
which  his  words  certainly  conveyed  to 
himself^  yet  he  contended  that  through- 
out that  speech  there  ran  a  tone  of 
palliation  and  condonement  for  the 
fearful  and  awful  crimes  which  had 
'stained  his  unfortunate  country,  and 
had  culminated  in  the  terrible  teagedy 
of  the  Phcenix  Park.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Dungarvan  said 
he  willingly  repudiated  assassination ; 
but  he  i^ded — "Of  what  avail  will 
such  repudiation  be  P  "  Again,  the  hon. 
Member  went  over  a  long  series  of 
crimes  oommitted  in  other  countries,  and 
quoted  the  case  of  the  Cato  Street  Con- 
spiracy in  London,  the  object  of  which, 
he  said,  was  to  murder  all  the  Members 
of  the  Cabinet,  and  said  that  surely,  com- 
pared with  this,  the  scheme  described  by 
James  Carey  might  be  regarded  as  a 
quiet  and  a  modest  one.  Again,  he 
would  acquit  the  hon.  Member  of  know- 
ing the  exact  meaning  of  the  words  he 
need.  It  had  often  been  said  by  public 
speakers,  and  he  applied  it  to  himself  as 
much  as  to  any  oUier  Jrish  Member, 
that  Irish  Members  got  up  to  speak 
without,  the  least  idea  of  what  they  were 
going  to  say,  that  they  continued  to 
spe^  without  having  the  least  idea  of 
what  they  were  saying — [  Cheers  and 
laughter] — and  that  they  sat  down  with- 
out the  least  idea  of  what  they  had  said 
[^Renewed  laughter^.   If  hon.  Uentlemen 

VOL.  COLXXyi.  [thibd  sbrieb.] 


opposite  by  laughing  meant  to  offer  that 
as  an  excuse  for  the  words  used  yester- 
day, he  should  be  satisfied;  but  otherwise 
he  must  deprecate  such  a  speech,  not  as 
being  dangerous  in  that  House,  but  as 
being,  in  the  present  state  of  the  country, 
highly  dangerous  when  reported  and 
circulated  broadcast  among  a  most  ex- 
citable people.    Turning  now  to  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Woodstock  (Lord  Bandcdph 
Churchill),  he  observed  that  the  noUe 
Lord  said  that  after  three  years  of 
Liberal  rule  the  Govemment  had  so  in- 
creased the  detestation  of  Irishmen  fbr 
England  that  ia  this  country  the  very 
name  of  Ireland  had  become  one  of 
reproach.    The  noble  Lord  was  a  master 
of  rhetoric,  sometimes  heedless  rhetoric. 
But  when  he  spoke  of  the  detestation 
with  which  Irishmen  regarded  England, 
he  used  the  words  Irishmen  in  a  large 
sense.  He  (Mr.  J.  N.  Kichardson)  should 
not  have  complained  if  the  noble  Lord 
had  qualified  his  remark,  and  said, 
"  many  "  Irishmen  ;  but  when  he  said 
"all"  Irishmen  he  denied  his  proposi- 
tion altogether.    The  noble  Lord  left 
out  of  his  calculation  a  large  number  of 
respectable,  law-abiding  Irishmen  not 
living  in  Ulster,  but  in  the  other  parts 
of  Ireland.    He  also  left  out  the  men 
living  in  Ulster,  who  were  just  as  much 
Irishmen  as  any  others.   He  was  not 
surprised  that  the  noble  Lord  should 
have  ignored  Ulstermen,  because  last 
Session  he  stated  roundly  that  the  Go- 
vemment did  not  care  twopence  half- 
penny  for  the  Ulster  Liberal  Members, 
and  ike  noble  Lord  gave  it  to  be  uuder- 
stood  that  he  valued  them  at  about  the 
same  appraisement.    But  if  the  noble 
Lord  should  ever  become,  as  was  by  uo 
means  unlikely,  a  Member  of  a  Tory 
Administration,  he  would  find  that  the 
Irishmen  dwelling  in  Ulster  were  not 
altogether  to  be  ignored.    On  behalf 
of  himself  and  those  about  him,  he 
offered,  as  an  Ulster  Member,  his  respect- 
ful but  cordial  support  to  Her  Majesty's 
Govemment  in  tms  trying  crisis.  He 
believed  it  was  a  matter  of  congratula- 
tion to  themselves  and  the  counixy,  not 
so  much  on  account  of  the  rich  and 
powerful,  who  were  able  to  protect  them- 
selves, but  of  the  poor  herdsmen  and 
bailiffs,  who  could  not,  that  such  men 
as  Lord  Spencer  and  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary were  in  Ireland  carrying  out  the 
principles  of  law  and  order.   It  was  no 
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light  thing  for  men,  let  alone  tender 
ladies,  to  leave  their  quiet  homes  in 
England  for  a  spot  which  was  not  only 
within  gunshot,  but  within  a  stone's 
throw  of  the  place  where  a  dear  Col- 
league lost  his  life.  Yet  such  had  been 
the  action  of.  those  two  gentlemen  and 
their  families,  and  such  had  been  the 
action  of  one  who,  in  the  earlier  part  of 
Lord  Spencer's  rigime,  was  known  as 
"  Spencer's  Fairie  Queen."  It  would 
hardly  become  him  to  saj  anything  in 
support  of  such  a  nobleman.  His  words 
vere  feeble,  but  he  should  not  be  doing 
his  duty  to  his  constituents  or  to  the 
Oorernment  if  he  did  not  express  his 
nncere  ^easnre  and  oongratulations  at 
being  able  to  sustain  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
Temment  in  their  present  efforts. 

Mr.  ASHMEAB-BARTLETT  said, 
he  was  surprised  to  find  an  Irish  Mem- 
ber supporting  Her  Majesty's  Oovern- 
roent.  It  was  the  Members  from  the 
North  of  Ireland  who  had  encouraged 
the  Government  in  the  fatal  courao  of 
coercion  which  had  so  nearly  ruined 
their  country.  For  his  own  part,  ho 
execrated  the  Land  League ;  but  he 
thought  the  time  to  have  attacked  it  was 
when  it  was  strong,  instead  of  waiting 
until  it  was  coverod  with  tho  oppro- 
brium, deserved  or  not  deserved,  of  the 
recent  terrible  events.  He  could  not  but 
admire  the  honesty  and  courage  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford  (Mr.  W.  £.  Forater),  although 
he  did  not  consider  him  to  be  a  heaven- 
sent administrator.  But,  in  the  striking 
and  forcible  speech  in  which  he  attacked 
the  extreme  Irish  Party,  and  accused 
them  of  connivance  with,  and  responsi- 
bility for,  the  terrible  crimes  which  had 
been  committed,  how  could  he  acquit 
his  own  late  Colleagues  of  a  large  share  ? 
The  state  of  things  was  well  known  to 
the  Cabinet,  and  yet  the  Government 
were  willing  to  employ  one  of  the  worst 
agents  of  the  assassination  conspiracy, 
Mr.  Sheridan,  under  the  disguise  of  re- 
storing order.  AH  the  charges  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  brought 
against  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  might  have  been 
brond^t  against  the  present  Ministiy. 
^e  Home  Secretary,  in  an  extremdy 
laboured  and  flacdd  speech,  had  praised , 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford,  and 
yet  denounced  the  Administration  of 
Ireland  before  the  late  Chief  Secretary's 
fall.   But  the  right  hon.  Member  for 

Jfr.  J.  N,  Richmriasn 


At  twcr  to  JTtr  644 

Bradford's  position  had  been  seriously 
weakened  before  he  left  Office.  He  had 
for  six  or  eight  months  before  his  retire- 
ment urged  the  necessity  of  fresh  powers. 
He  had  expressed  the  wish  that  his 
Colleagues  should  have  visited  Ireland 
to  see  the  necessity  of  such  powers.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  referred  with 
contempt  to  tho  Press;  but  he  ought  to 
have  remembered  ttiat  it  was  owing  to 
tlie  influence  of  a  Press  directed  by  his 
own  Colleagues  that  he  fell.  He  had 
himself,  six  weeks  before  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  retirement,  heard  that  he 
would  leave  the  QoTemment.  In  jour- 
nals directed  by  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  it  was  said  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  have  to 
retire.  The  weakness  of  Irish  Adminis- 
tration was  caused,  not  by  the  fault  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  but  because 
he  was  thwarted  by  his  Colleagues. 
The  notion  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's life  was  in  danger  was  also  ridi- 
culed by  journals  of  that  class.  He 
hoped  the  riglit  hon.  Gentleman,  if  he 
ever  contemplated  the  possibility  of 
again  being  in  a  Liberal  Ministry,  would 
realize  the  importance  of  those  matters, 
and  the  existence  of  intrigues  which 
were  not  even  yet  at  an  end.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  cut  away  from  the  * 
Government  the  sole  argument  on  which 
they  relied — namely,  the  superior  de- 
nization of  the  police.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  demonstrated  uat  there 
really  had  been  no  improvement  in  the 
police.  The  detective  force  remained 
practically  the  same  as  before.  The 
first  result  of  the  cliange  of  Administra- 
tion from  Earl  Oowper  and  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Bradford  to  Earl 
Spencer  and  tlie  present  Chief  Secretary 
was  a  revolt  among  the  members  of  the 
Police  Force.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  truly  said  that  the  reason 
of  the  ioiprovemeut  was  that  the 
police  had  powers  now  which  they 
had  not  then.  It  was  those  powers 
wliich  bad  enabled  the  .police  to 
bring  the  gang  of  assassins  to  justice. 
If  such  powers  had  boon  grauted  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the  autumn 
of  1881,  tho  improvement  in  the  state  of 
tiie  country  would  hare  taken  plaoe  at 
an  earlier  date.  But  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  said  that  Parliament 
would  not  have  granted  such  powers. 
What  did  that  mean  ?  It  meant  that 
the  Government  would  not  have  sup- 
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ported  him  in  asking  for  such  powers.' 
His  CoUeaguefl  were  not  loyal.  The 
Home  Secretary  had  admitted  what,  of 
oouTse,  he  could  not  deny.  That  right 
hon.  (Gentleman  had  also  admitted  that 
ihe  handa  of  the  Qovernment  were  weak 
before  the  introduction  of  the  Grimes 
Act.  "Why  was  that  eo  ?  It  was  be- 
cause the  Cabinet  were  divided,  and  re- 
fused to  give  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  powers  which  he  asked.  The  Home 
Secretary  had  tried,  without  BucceBS,  to 
prove  that  the  late  Government  vere 
responsible  for  the  condition  of  Ireland. 
Kow,  Uiere  was  no  doubt  that  there  was 
a  considerable  increase  of  crime  during 
the  latter  part  of  1 879,  and  in  November 
of  that  year  the  number  of  outrages  rose 
to  170.  The  late  Government,  however, : 
took  immediate  action.  Mr.  Davitt  and 
his  colleagues  were  arrested,  and  from 
that  moment  the  average  of  crime  steadily 
decreased,  until,  in  the  middle  of  1880, 
it  reached  the  lowest  point  of  63  agrarian 
crimes  in  a  month.  The  present  Go- 
vernment then  came  into  Office,  and  re- 
versed the  policy  of  their  Predecessors, 
with  the  oonsequence  that  in  the  De- 
cember of  that  year  the  number  of  sueh 
agrarian  crimes  reached  the  enormous 
number  of  866  in  the  month.  The  state- 
ment of  the  Prime  Minister,  witii  regard 
to  the  absence  of  crimes  in  Ireland,  had 
been  made  deliberately  in  answer  to 
Lord  Beaeonsfield's  warning  as  to  the 
state  of  things  in  that  country ;  and  it 
was  by  the  accuracy  of  the  respeoUve 
views  of  those  two  statesmen  that  their 
political  capacity  should  be  judged.  The 
fact  was  that  Ireland  was  in  a  state  of 
peace,  order,  and  comparative  satisfac- 
tion when  the  present  Government  re- 
ceived the  reins  of  power,  and  that  be- 
fore th^  had  been  two  years  and  a-half 
in  Office  crime  in  that  country  had  at- 
tained its  maximum.  No  doubt,  the 
germs  of  evil  were  in  Irdand;  and  it 
required  firmness  and  statesmanship  to 
cope  with  them.  These  requisites  were 
forthcoming  under  the  late  Administra- 
tion; and  the  history  of  the  country 
under  the  present  Government  showed 
hoT  deficient  they  were  in  those  muoh- 
needed  qualities.  With  regard  to  the 
Kilmainham  compact,  he  held  that  the 
Government  had  conceded  everything 
and  practically  obtained  nothing  in  re- 
turn. Th^  had  conceded  the  release  of 
the  "Buspecte"  and  the  release  of  Mr. 
Davitt;  they  gave  the  promise  of  the 


Arrears  Bill  and  of  further  Irish  legisla- 
tion ;  and  had  the  advice  of  the  most  ad- 
vanced section  of  the  Cabinet  been  taken, 
even  further  concessions  would  have 
been  made  to  Irish  lawlessness.  If  any 
Member  of  that  House  could  be  justly 
charged  with  being  responsible  for  the 
present  state  of  things  in  Ireland,  it  was 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade.  The  Prime 
Minister  bad  made  his  statements  at 
Mid  Lothian  with  regard  to  the  condi- 
tion of  things  in  Ireland  in  ignorance  of 
the  facts ;  but  the  President  of  the  B(Mrd 
of  Trade  had  spoken  with  a  full  know- 
ledge of  the  real  state  of  the  case.  The 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  in  re- 
ferring to  the  Land  League,  stated  that 
its  objects  were  legal  ana  praiseworthy, 
and  were  deserving  of  support,  and  weut 
on  to  assert  that  to  stifle  that  agitation 
would  be  to  prevent  reform.  Yet  this 
was  the  agitation  which  had  been  so 
forcibly  denounced  that  evening  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford.  Now, 
the  Irish  Party  were  covered  with  igno- 
miny— [CriM  of  "  No,  no  !  — he  meant 
that  the  recent  disclosures  in  Dublin  had 
rendered  them  intensely  unpopular  in 
England ;  and  it  was  unworthy  of  the 
Government,  looking  to  what  had  hap- 
pened in  the  past,  to  denounce  them, 
when  nothing  fresh  had  been  discovered 
that  the  whole  world  did  not  know  be- 
fore. The  fact  was  that  Ulo  Gk)V6mmeiit 
had  availed  themselves  of  the  services  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork, 
to  say  nothing  of  one  of  the  worst  men 
connected  with  the  League — Mr.  Sheri- 
dan, of  Tubbercurry — as  long  as  they 
were  useful  to  them,  and  now  they  could 
not  sufficiently  denounce  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's conduct.  The  real  "No.  1,"  in- 
deed, of  Ireland,  who  was  responsible 
for  the  demoralization  of  Ireland,  was 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  which  was  willing 
to  use  the  Irish  movement  for  its 
own  purposes,  was  mainly  responsible 
for  the  terrible  demoralization  of  the 
Irish  people.  That  demoralization  was 
both  moral  and  political,  moral  as  shown 
by  the  sympauy  and  encouragement 
accorded  to  the  assassins,  and  political  as 
shown  by  the  result  of  the  Uailow  Elec- 
tion, It  was  impossible,  in  the  present 
state  of  Ireland,  to  introdnce  any  scheme 
of  county  government,  for  all  men  of 
respectability  were  being  chased  off  the 
boards,  and  were  being  replaced  by  what 
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he  might  call  the  very  lowest  and  most 
Tioleat  class  of  the  Irish  people. 

Mr.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN :  No,  no;  no- 
thing of  the  kind.  They  are  the  most 
respectable  men  in  the  community. 

Me.  ASHMEAD-BAETLETT  said,  he 
had  great  respect  for  the  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan) ;  but  he  believed 
that  no  class  in  Ireland  had  more  cause 
to  rcgoice  at  the  presence  of  the  British 
garrison  in  ][reland  than  tiie  moderate 
and  respectable  section  of  the  extreme 
Irish  Party  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
belonged.  He  believed  that  what  hap- 
penea  in  the  Frenoh  Kevolution  would 
be  repeated  in  Ireland,  but  for  the  exist- 
ence of  the  British  power.  The  bon. 
Member,  after  having  done  awav  with 
the  landlord,  would  himself  have  fiiUen  a 
victim— [Mr.  Sullivan  :  Oh,  no.  Not  at 
all.] — to  the  Bradys  and  the  Kellys  and 
the  M'Oaffreys,  who  would  even  have 
deposed  the  uncrowned  King  of  Ireland. 
The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  in  his 
recent  Pindaric  ode  on  anarchy,  had  said 
that  anarchy  was  the  beginning  of  anew 
birth.  That  was  false,  for  no  country 
had  ever  benefited  by  anarchy.  Anarchy 
was  as  fatal  to  Ireland  as  it  had  been  to 
France.  In  praising  anarchy  in  view  of 
what  the  Government  had  done  in  Egypt 
and  Ireland  the  hon.  Member  for  Lis- 
Iceard  had  done  a  most  mischievous  thing. 
The  time  had  come  for  the  country  to 
ask  itself  what  good  from  first  to  last 
bad  the  Irish  legislation  of  the  Liberal 
Party  done  to  that  country.  From  1868, 
when  they  diaestabUshed  a  loyal  and 
civilizing  Church,  down  to  1882,  when 
they  passed  the  Crimes  Act  and  the  dis- 
honest Arrears  Act,  every  single  bit  of 
their  policy  had  been  fatally  ruinous  and 
cruel  to  the  unfortunate  country.  Many 
earnest  Roman  Catholics  would  have 
preferred  the  civilizing  infiuences  of  the 
Protestant  Church  to  have  remained. 
In  1870  was  passed  a  Land  Act  which 
the  Prime  Minister  promised  would  be 
final.  Ireland  then  had  a  slight  period 
of  repose  through  the  intervention  of  a 
Oonservatire  (^vernment  and  a  wise 
and  statesmanlike  Administration.  It 
had  been  frequently  said  that  the  mis- 
chief of  Ireland  came  irom  abroad  and 
that  the  agitation  was  imported  from 
America.  No  statement  could  be  fur- 
ther from  the  truth.  The  difficulty  of 
the  United  States  was  the  Irish  popula- 
tion, and  the  difficulty  in  this  country, 
was  the  Irish  population.    He  believed 

Mr.  Athmead-BartUtt 


that  the  Irish  required  to  be  treated 
like  a  high-spirifed  and  noble  steed,  not 
one  moment  throwing  the  reins  on  its 
neok  and  the  next  cruelly  curbing  it. 
They  required  a  firm,  quiet,  resolute, 
and  statesmanlike  rule,  such  as  they  ex- 
perienced at  the  hands  of  Lord  Beacons- 
field.  When  well,  steadily,  and  firmly 
governed  no  country  was  so  easily  man- 
aged  as  Ireland.  But  when  the  reverse 
it  would  always  be  a  trouble.  From 
1 868  Liberal  policy  in  Ireland  had  had 
but  one  result — that  of  unsettling  and 
disturbing  the  country.  The  Prime 
Minister  boasted  that  he  was  going  to 
destroy  a  Upas  tree.  The  first  branch 
of  that  tree  was  Protestant  ascendancy. 
That  he  had  destroyed,  and  what  was 
the  result  ?  The  Protestants  were  leav- 
ing Ireland.  [CriV*  o/"No!i""|  In  the 
county  of  Tyrone  alone  1 5,000  Irish  Pro- 
testants had  left.  The  second  branch  to 
destroy  was  British  garrisons  ;  and  the 
third  branch,  or  rather  the  trunk  of  the 
tree  itself,  was  the  Union  between  Eng- 
land and  Ireland.  But  the  people  of 
this  country  were  determined  that>  what- 
ever might  be  the  ^ower  and  eloquence 
of  the  Prime  Minister,  he  should  not 
destroy  the  ties  that  bound  England, 
Ireland,  and  Scotland  together.  The 
Prime  Minister,  in  destroying  one  Upas 
tree  in  Ireland,  had  set  up  another  TTpaa 
tree— that  of  sedition,  lawlessness,  and 
revolution. 

Mr.  A.  ELLIOT  said,  the  eloquence 
of  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat 
down  had  been  largely  founded  on  the 
mere  gossip  of  the  Lobby,  and  the  hon. 
Member  was  not  the  only  Member  on 
that  side  of  the  House  who  based  his 
observations  on  such  grounds.  The  hon. 
Member  had  told  them  of  an  intrigue 
in  the  Cabinet  by  which  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford  had  been  driven 
out  of  it;  and  he  had  told  them  that 
that  intrigue  was  supported  and  managed 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  XVesi- 
dent  of  the  Board  of  Trade.  That 
charge  rested  simply  and  solely  on  the 
gossip  of  the  Lobby-  [An  hon.  Mex- 
BEE:  And  newspapers. "I  He  had  told 
them  that  not  only  did  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  take  that  course,  but 
that  he  had  supported  himself  by  news- 
apers  under  his  direction,  one  of  these 
eing  T/ie  Pall  Mall  Ganette,  and  another 
77ie  Birmingham  Oazftt$.  He  had  yet  to 
learn  from  other  sources  that  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  was  pro- 
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prietor  of  these  papers.  The  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord  Ran- 
dolph Churchill)  had  taken  the  same 
course  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Eye  (Mr. 
Aahmead-Bartlett)  when  he  said  that 
Lord  Spencer  had  entered  into  an  in- 
trigue, the  object  of  which  was  to  drire 
from  the  Cabinet  the  right  hon.  Qectle- 
man  the  Member  for  Bradford,  because 
he  demanded  those  powers  which,  when 
he  (Lord  Spencer)  became  Iiord  Lieu- 
tenant himself,  wore  found  to  be  neces- 
sary. That  was  what  he  ventured  to 
oharacterize  a  most  improper  statement 
to  make.  All  the  talk  about  treason 
and  truckling  to  crime  was  little  better 
than  mere  Party  capital.  The  whole 
matter  had  been  brought  before  the 
House  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself,  and  also  oy  the  Home  Secre- 
tary, and  there  was  very  little  difference 
between  them  in  their  account  of  it.  It 
would  appear  that  a  Bill  for  the  further 
maintenance  of  order  was  in  contempla- 
tion, and  had  been  accepted  before  tJie 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  resignation ;  but 
there  was  a  difference  as  to  when  it 
should  be  brought  forward,  and  the 
reason  the  right  hon.  GenUeman  re- 
ugned  was  beoause  it  could  not  be 
brought  forward  then  and  tiiere.  He, 
for  one,  was  entirely  opposed  to  any 
such  echeme  as  making  the  maintenance 
of  order  conditional  on  the  pawing  of 
any  particular  measure.  But  the  main 
reason  why  he  (Mr.  A.  Elliot)  rose  to 
address  the  House  was  that,  after  the 
strong  feeling  excited  throughout  the 
coun^  by  the  revelations  made  in 
Dublin,  and  the  excited  feeling  that 
would  be  caused  by  the  very  remark- 
able, the  Tery  strong  and  telling  speech 
of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Bradford,  it  would  be  most  disas- 
trous that  that  feeling  should  pass  away 
without  strong  measures  being  taken  to 
root  out  those  conspiracies  and  organi- 
zations which  were  disgracing  Ireland. 
They  had  to  do  there  with  a  state  of 
things  which  was  quite  unique,  almost  a 
state  of  revolution,  and  no  ordinary 
measures  would  suffice  to  put  it  down. 
The  Government  had  now  got  on  the 
scent  of  much  of  the  crime  that  existed, 
and  were  tracing  it  up,  and  be  hoped 
they  would  leave  no  stone  unturned  to 
root  out  fully  all  these  abominable  con- 
spiracies. But  he  said  the  state  of  things 
was  exceptional,  and  an  exceptional 
remedy  should  be  found.    He  ventured 


to  recommend  to  the  Government  that 
they  should  take  the  measure  which  was 
taken  so  very  strongly  in  1867  with 
reference  to  the  Sheffield  Trade  Union 
outrages.  What  was  done  then  was  to 
send  down  a  Oommiseion,  armed  with 
exceptional  powers.  A  Commission 
should  be  sent  to  Ireland,  movable  from 
one  end  of  the  country  to  the  other, 
with  the  express  object  of  tracing  up,  as 
far  as  they  could  be  traced,  the  branohes 
of  these  organizations.  They  should 
have  power  to  put  witnesses  on  oath, 
and  compel  them  to  answer,  and  to  give 
them  an  indemnity  that  they  should  not 
be  proceeded  against  in  the  event  of 
their  bringing  out  matters  which  in- 
criminated themselves.  The  Crime  Act 
was  not  sufficient,  and  should  be  sup- 
plemented by  such  powers  as  he  had 
indicated,  in  order  that  the  British  and 
the  Irish  public  might  know  with  whom 
they  had  to  deal.  Now  was  the  time  to 
do  it.  They  really  must  investigate 
thoroughly,  without  fear  or  favour,  and 
trace  up  the  conspiracy  as  far  as  they 
could.  No  private  investigation  would 
do.  The  British  and  the  Irish  public 
had  a  right  to  know  how  they  stood  in 
regard  to  these  conspiracies,  and  whether 
their  public  men  were  affected.  Certain 
newspapers  were  still  denouncang  the 
right  hon.  GenUeman  the  Member  for 
Bradford.  But  supposing  they  were — 
why,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bradford  was  one  of  the 
most  popular  men  in  Great  Britain.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  been  down  in 
Scotland,  and  there  was  probably  only 
one  other  man — the  Prime  Minister  him- 
self— who  would  have  bad  the  sort  of 
reception  that  was  given  to  him.  If 
there  was  one  thing  more  than  another 
that  endeared  him  to  this  country,  it 
was  the  way  in  which  he  was  held  up 
to  detestation  by  those  who  were  always 
minimizing  and  palliating  and  apolo- 

fizing  for  the  perpetration  of  crime, 
he  hon.  Member  for  Wexford  County 
(Mr.  Barry)  had  told  tiiem  that  it  was 
quite  a  mistake  to  suppose  that  these 
crimes  were  not  denounced  by  Irish 
Members.  It  was  denounced  at  meet- 
ings in  Ireland.  But  really  it  was  pre- 
suming too  much  on  the  ignorance  of 
England  and  Scotland  to  make  state- 
ments like  that.  They  might,  perhaps, 
judge  of  what  Irish  Members  said  at 
meetings  in  Ireland  from  what  they  said 
in  that  House ;  and  it  was  an  absurdity 
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to  fell  the  Honse  that  if  Members  went 
to  Irish  meetings,  they  would  hearout- 
raf|;6S  denounced  there. 

Mil.  BEODBICK  said,  ho  thought 
there  were  many  matters  connected  with 
the  resignation  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
.tleman  the  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr. 
W.  B.  Forster)  that  deserved  the  notice 
of  the  GoTemment.  The  riglit  hon. 
Gentleman  had  told  them  that  the  effect 
of  the  Protection  of  Person  and  Property 
Act  would  have  been  much  greater  if 
it  had  been  reinforced  by  some  of  the 
provisions  of  the  Orimes  Act ;  but  they 
had  a  right  to  have  an  explanation  from 
the  Qovemment  as  to  why  that  course 
was  not  taten  long  before  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford  resigned  Office. 
There  would  have  been  no  difSculty  in 
bringing  forward  a  thorough  measure  for 
the  government  of  Ireland,  but  that  there 
was  a  feeling  that  among  the  Kadical 
Members  there  would  not  be  a  very 
loyal  support.  There  was  a  generid 
disposition  among  hon.  Members  speak- 
ing from  the  other  side  to  ignore  the 
extent  to  which  the  agitation  in  Ireland 
had  been  the  result  of  the  injudicious 
epeeohes  and  action  of  the  (Jovemment 
and  their  supporters.  The  government 
of  the  country,  however,  could  only  be 
carried  on  by  a  vigorona  and  consistent 
policy ;  and  he  contended  that  the  policy 
of  the  present  Administration  had  been 
weak  and  vacillating.  When  they  came 
into  Office  the  Ministry  declared,  in  May, 
that  they  had  no  intention  to  introduce 
any  legislation  of  an  exceptional  cha- 
racter for  Ireland.  That  was  followed 
three  months  later  by  the  introduction 
of  the  Compensation  for  Disturbance 
Bill,  and  also  by  the  gratuitous  an- 
nouncement of  the  then  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  that  he  would  not  under- 
take to  piovern  Ireland  in  the  coming 
winter  without  the  passing  of  some  such 
measure.  The  great  difficulty  which 
the  late  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  had 
to  contend  with  in  his  administration 
mainly  arose  from  the  fact  that  when  he 
most  needed  support  there  were  Members 
of  the  Government  going  about  the 
country  who,  by  their  indiscreet  utter- 
ances, led  the  Irish  people  to  believe 
that  the  Cabinet  were  disunited.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  (Mr. 
John  Bright),  for  example,  made  his 
remarkable  speech  at  Birmingham,  in 
which  he  declared  that  "  force  is  no 
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remedy  ;  "  and  his  right  hon.  Colleague 
the  President  of  tho  Board  of  Trade 
expressed  opinions  equally  tending  to 
weaken  the  bands  of  tho  right  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford  in  executing  the 
law.  The  hon.  Member  for  Leeds  (Mr. 
Herbert  Gladstone)  had  also  exprwsed 
sentiments  calculated  to  force  the  hands 
of  the  Government  on  a  subject  on 
which  the  present  Leader  of  the  House 
had  announced  that  the  Ministry  were 
not  prepared  to  act  without  some  gua- 
rantee fof  peace  and  order  in  Iraiand 
being  first  obtained;  and  he  (Mr.  Bro- 
drick)  was  much  surprised,  and  much 
regretted  the  fact,  that  that  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  not  attempted  in  his  place 
in  the  House  to  justify  the  remarks  he 
had  thought  fit  to  address  to  his  con- 
stituents. The  hon.  Member  for  Leeds 
bad  been  challenged  on  several  points. 
"Were  his  views,  for  instance,  in  accord- 
ance with  those  of  the  Government  to 
which  he  belonged ;  and,  if  so,  to  what 
extent  were  the  Government  bound  to 
give  effect  to  them?  Oh  the  other 
hand,  if  his  views  were  not  in  accord- 
ance with  thars,  how  came  the  hon. 
Member  to  think  himself  justified  in 
delivering  views  in  opposition  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government?  James  Oarey 
had  stated  at  Kilmainham  Court,  on 
Saturday,  that  the  reason  why  Mr. 
Bourke  had  been  murdered  was  an 
article  which  appeared  in  The  Frem<tn*8 
Journal — a  paper  notoriously  inimical  to 
English  rule.  That  article  declared 
that  a  total  and  radical  change  in  the 
personnel  of  Castle  officialism  in  all  its 
branches  must  be  effected  if  the  heart 
of  the  Irish  people  was  to  be  won  back 
to  any  respect  for  the  law  or  any  confi- 
dence in  the  Administration.  Now,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Leeds,  speaking  in 
December,  characterized  the  form  of 
Government  in  Ireland  as  being  as  bad 
as  it  could  be— as,  in  fact,  tiio  worst  in 
Europe ;  and,  on  a  later  occasion,  he  had 
also  uttered  in  the  country  sentimentB 
conceived  in  the  same  spirit  and  coached 
almost  in  the  samelanguage  as  thatarUde 
in  Hie  Fteemmt't  Journal.  Were  speeches 
of  that  reckless  character  calculated  to 
assist  the  Chief  Secretary  and  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  in  their  arduous 
duties?  Made  as  they  were  by  the 
junior  Member  of  the  Government,  and 
by  one  who  had  better  means  than  any 
other  Minister  of  impressing  his  views 
on  the  man  who  had  the  most  power  to 
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f^ve  effect  to  them,  surely  such  rash  and 
incoDudwate  speeches  irere  worthy  of 
the  severest  condemnatioD,  if  they  were 
not  capable  of  being  justified  in  that 
Honse.  He  (Mr.  Brodrick)  entirely 
disapproved  of  the  encouragement  given 
to  those  who  were  agitating  for  the 
sererance  of  the  Empire  by  such  utter- 
ances  as  those  of  the  hon.  Member.  If 
the  speech  of  some  anonymous  scribbler 
in  an  obscure  journal  bad  such  an  effect 
in  Ireland,  it  was  quite  clear  that  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Leeds, 
who  was  not  a  mere  private  Member, 
must  be  particularly  dangerous,  seeing 
they  must  inevitably  raise  hopes  which, 
unless  fulfilled,  would  unquestiooably 
lead  to  agitation.  He  desired  to  hear 
some  explanation  given  for  the  extra- 
ordinary change  in  the  policy  of  the  Go- 
Temment  in  Hay  last ;  for  otherwise,  if 
they  had  no  reasons  to  give  for  it,  the 
Honse  might  some  day  find  them  return- 
ing equally  unexpectedly  to  their  old 
method  of  treating  the  country. 

Ms.  GIYAN  said,  that  much  had 
been  made  of  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Leeds  (Mr.  Herbert  Glad- 
stone) and  his  alleged  advocacy  of  Home 
Role ;  but  need  he  remind  hon.  Members 
opposite  that  the  present  Conservative 
candidate  for  Dublin  County  had  himself 
supported  such  a  measure.  The-obser- 
Tations  of  hon.  Members  opposite  were, 
therefore,  somewhat  inconsistent.  He 
did  not  desire  to  occupy  the  attention 
of  the  House  with  a  lengthy  speech ; 
but  he  wished  to  call  attention  to  one 
remark  which  fell  from  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Eye  (Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett). 
The  hon.  Member,  while  censuring  the 
present  Government  for  the  crimes  wluch 
had  taken  place  in  ^land  since  tiiey 
bad  come  into  Office,  made  use  of  one 
si^ificant  expression  which  he  ^Mr. 
Gtvan)  entirely  agreed  with.  He  said — 
"  No  doubt,  the  germs  of  the  disease 
existed  in  Ireland  at  the  time  they  took 
Office."  That  was  true,  for  not  only  the 
germs  of  the  disease,  but  the  disease 
itself  existed.  And  how  could  it  be 
otherwise,  since  the  Government,  be- 
tween 1874  and  1880,  had  done  scarcely 
anytiung  to  relieve  the  people  from  the 
gnerancea  under  which  they  laboured, 
as  regarded  the  Land  Laws?  So  that  not 
only  did  the  germs  exist,  but  the  disease 
itself  was  to  a  considerable  extent  de- 
veloped. As  he  had  said,  it  was  not  his 
intenti«m  to  discuss  at  any  great  length 
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theAmondmentbeforetheHouse;  bathe 
could  not  help  stating  that  many  of  the 
speeches  which  had  been  made,  both  be- 
low and  above  the  Gkngway  on  the  op- 
posite side  of  the  House,  had  been  de- 
livered for  the  purpose  of  wasting  the 
time  of  the  House,  of  casting  discredit 
upon  the  Government,  and  of  weakening 
the  bands  of  Lord  Spencer  and  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  in  the 
onerous  and  delicate  duties  they  were 
now  discharging  in  Ireland.  He  had 
listened  very  carefully  to  the  speeches  of 
hon.  Members  opposite,  but  nothioghad 
been  said  as  to  what  could  be  done  for 
Ireland  in  her  present  condition ;  no- 
thing to  throw  oil  upon  the  troubled 
waters;  there  had  not  been  a  single 
suggestion  or  hint  as  to  the  solution  of 
the  problem  connected  with  the  Iridi 
affairs.  Various  charges  had  been 
levelled  against  the  Government.  Hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  com- 
plained that  the  liberty  of  the  Press 
had  been  restricted,  and  that  the  Irish 
people  were  under  a  despotic  and  alien 
rule.  He  had  endeavoured  to  form 
some  judgment  with  regard  to  the 
charges,  and  he  had  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  hon.  Gentlemen  above  the 
Opposition  Gangway  were  far  from 
right,  while  those  below  the  Gangway 
were  wholly  wrong.  As  to  the  Kilmain- 
ham  Treaty,  that  chaise  had  been  dis- 
posed of  long  since  by  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister, in  language  as  unequivocal  as 
the  English  language  afforded.  Com- 
plaint had  been  made  of  the  release  of 
the  "  suspects ; "  but  nothing  which  had 
since  ooeurred  in  Ireland  had  changed 
his  (Mr.  Oivan's)  opinion,  that  in  re- 
leasing the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  (Mr.  Famell)  and  the  other  "  sus- 
pects "  the  Government  exerdsed  a 
sound  and  wise  discretion,  and  to  their 
doing  so  could  in  no  way  be  traced  the 
crimes  which  succeeded.  In  the  Pro- 
vince with  which  he  (Mr.  Givan)  was 
more  particularly  connected,  and  which 
had  been  almost  free  from  crime,  and 
where  they,  as  a  matter  of  course,  had 
no  sympathy  with  criminals,  a  part  of 
Ireland  that  had  always  been,  and  be 
trusted  always  would  remain,  loyal  to 
the  British  Crown,  the  release  of  the 
"  suspects  "  was  entirely  approved. 
Some  time  previous  to  its  taking  place, 
a  resolution  was  passed  at  an  influential 
meeting  in  Bel»st,  as  to  the  inexpe- 
diency of  further  detaining  the  hon.  Mem- 
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bcrand  the  other  "suspecto,"  and  was 
presented  by  himself  (Mr.  Qivan)  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  County  Tyrone  (Mr. 
T.  A.  Dickson)  to  the  right  hon.  Qeotle- 
man  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster),  who  sent  what 
they  considered  a  Tery  reasonable  reply 
— namely,  that  although  he  was  willing 
to  release  them,  ho  could  not  conscien- 
tiously do  so  until  he  saw  a  cessation  of 
orime  in  the  districts  to  vbich  they  be- 
longed, and  that  immediately  that  took 
place  he  would  order  their  rwease.  In 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  they  had  the 
Aillest  confidence ;  and  he  was  bound  to 
say  that  they  believed  that  he  conscien- 
tiously discharged  his  duty,  and  that  no 
man  could  have  fulfilled  it  better  to- 
wards even  those  who  now  turned  round 
upon  him.  He  agreed  with  hon.  Mem- 
bers oppoaito  that  Ireland  could  not 
prosper  until  life  and  property  were  se- 
cure, and  the  Crimes  Act  was  working 
to  that  end.  Under  the  "  Boycotting  " 
rules  of  the  Land  League,  there  was  no 
liberty,  nothing  but  terrorism  ;  and  those 
who  were  loyal  to  the  Crown,  and  wished 
to  discharge  their  ordinary  duties,  were 
under  restraint  by  reason  of  its  ter- 
rorism. Thanks  to  Lord  Spencer  and 
the  Chiet  Secretary  for  Ireland,  a  dif- 
ferent atate  of  things  was  being  brought 
about ;  and  he  hoped  that  the  Govem- 
ment  would  not  be  deterred  by  any  of 
the  speeches  made  during  the  debate, 
or  by  any  other  consideration,  from  per- 
seToring  with  the  further  remedial  mea- 
sures which  North  and  South  alike  de- 
manded. Thus  alone  would  peace  be 
firmly  secured,  and  the  country  restored 
to  a  condition  whioh  would  be  satis- 
factory to  the  people  of  England  as  well 
OS  to  the  people  of  Ireland. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  that,  of 
all  the  remarks  made  by  hon.  Members, 
the  remarks  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Bipon  (Mr.  Gosohen) 
had  made  the  other  day  appeared  to  him 
(Mr.  T.  F.  O'Connor)  to  take  the  meet 
sensible  and  rational  view  of  the  Amend- 
ment then  before  the  House.  The  right 
hon.  Gbntlaman  had  appealed  to  the 
Honae  whether  it.  was  fair  to  assume 
the  truth  of  the  statements  which,  at 
tiie  present  moment,  were  only  in  the 
shape  of  endenoe  at  a  preliminary 
inquiry.  He  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor) 
thought  he  might  also  submit  this  to 
the  House — that  the  charge  upon  which 
these  men  were  committed  for  trial 
was  a  charge  involving  their  life  or 
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their  death.  And  that  had  also  been 
urged  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bipon.  But,  at  the  same 
time,  he  could  not  help  remarking  that 
that  view  did  not  strike  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  or  his  friends  till  the  Trea- 
sury Bench  were  attacked.  In  every 
previous  speech  from  Liberal  Members 
the  guilt  of  tlie  persons  accused  in  this 
preliminary  investigation  had  been  as- 
sumed, and  it  was  not  until  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr. 
Ch>r6t)  made  an  assault  on  the  Ministry 
that  this  spirit  of  fair  play  had  suddenly 
dawned  upon  them.  It  was  extremely 
disappointing  that  so  grave  and  serious 
an  occasion  had  been  thought  worthy  of 
no  better  purpose  than  the  exchange  of 
Party  recriminations  that  had  taken 
place.  The  welfare  of  the  people  of 
Ireland,  who  were  so  deeply  concerned 
in  the  results  of  present  events,  and  in 
the  policy  which  the  House  of  Commons 
might  be  induced  to  adopt,  might  have 
suggested  to  hon.  Meinbers  on  both 
sides  oon^derations  more  dignified  than 
those  whioh  had  been  brought  forward. 
He  was  more  than  astonished  at  the 
manner  in  which  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentieman  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson)  and 
others  had  attacked  the  hon.  Member 
for  Leeds  (Mr.  Herbert  Gladstone)  re- 
specting the  speech  he  had  recently 
made  there.  They  had  behaved  to  him 
as  if  they  had  been  Zulus  assegaing  an 
enemy.  The  hon.  Member  for  Leeds  did 
not  require  his  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor's) 
advocacy,  and  he  certainly  did  not  seem 
to  have  received  miioh  advocacy  from  his 
own  side.  Yet,  speaking  for  his  hon. 
Friends  around  him,  he  could  aseare  the 
hon.  Gentleman  that  the  majority  of  the 
people  of  Ireland  would  always  regard 
with  feelings  of  gratitude  the  truly 
statesmanlike  observations  he  had  made. 
The  debate  that  evening  had  been  opened 
by  a  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  formerly 
oooupi^  the  position  of  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Lowther),  and  whose 
policy  in  that  capacity,  he  thought,  had 
been  the  most  disastrous — always  ex- 
cepting the  inimitable  example  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster).  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  J.  I^wther),  having  held  that 
Office,  had  favoured  the  House  with  his 
statesmanlike  views  of  the  policy  whioh, 
he  thought,  ought  to  be  adopted  towards 
Ireland.   He  first  of  all  said  that  the 
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$x  officio  Guardians  had  been  driven 
from  the  Poor  Law  Boards,  and  that  the 
resident  gentry  had  been  expelled.  By 
whom  and  by  what  means  ?  He  next 
said  that  the  whole  course  of  the 
Ziiberals  had  been  wrong.  They  had 
disestablished  the  Church,  and  given 
over  control  of  the  land  to  the  disafifeoted. 
In  other  words,  he  thought  that  the 
tenure  of  the  English  power  in  Ireland 
would  be  on  a  securer  basis  if  the 
majority  were  compelled  to  pay  for  a 
Ohorch  which  they  did  not  belleTe  in, 
and  if  5,000,000  of  people  could  be 
starred  and  evicted  by  10,000  upholders 
of  English  rule.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  used  various  architectural 
figures  of  speech.  He  spoke  of  the 
Church  as  a  pillar  of  English  rule.  He 
spoke  also  of  the  building  up  of  the 
organization  of  English  rule.  The  plan 
and  policy  which  he  suggested  would  be 
just  as  reasonable  as  to  hx  a  pyramid  on 
its  apex.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  followed  by  his  immediate  Successor 
in  Office  (Mr.W.KForster);  andhe(Mr. 
T.  P.  0*Coanor)  had  heard  several  com- 
mentaries on  that  righthon.  Gentleman's 
speech,  mostly  of  a  eulogistic  kind.  It 
had  been  spoken  of  as  a  great  effort,  a 
powerful  speech,  but  mainly  as  a  magnifi- 
cent indictxQOkt;  but  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  applied  these  epithets  forgot  that 
the  best  way  of  describing  it  was  that  it 
was  a  grand  indictment  divisible  into 
two  parts.  One  part  applied  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  City  (Mr.  Famell), 
but  the  other  part  was  against  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  own  Oolleagues. 
WiUi  regard  to  those  two  sections  of  the 
indictment  there  was  a  marked  distinc- 
tion— that  which  applied  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  was  stale 
and  flat ;  that  which  was  against  his 
(Mr.  W.  E.  FoTSter's)  Colleagues  had 
the  merit  of  novelty  and  vigour.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  attack  on  his 
Gcdleagues  was  more  than  justified; 
and,  if  it  could  be  substantiated,  thfflre 
never  was  anything  to  equal  in  political 
pei^dy,  if  snoh  a  phrase  vere  Farlia- 
mentaiy,  the  throwing  over  of  the  late 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  by  his  old 
OoUeagne  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
&e  Home  Department.  The  right  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford  had  often  been 
described  as  an  honest,  candid,  and 
dexterous  debater.  He  (Mr.  T.  F. 
O'Connor)  never  doubted  his  dexteri^. 
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whatever  he  might  think  of  his  other 
qualities ;  and  never  did  he  display  hia 
dexterity  more  than  in  his  reply  to  hia 
old  Colleague  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department.  He  was  full  of 
shrugs,  and  smiles,  and  innuendoes.  He 
began  by  saying  he  had  always  received 
the  loyal  support  of  his  Colleagues,  and 
then,  taking  up  the  speech  qf  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  there  waa 
not  a  point  in  that  speech  which  he  did 
not  traverse  and  contradict.  Said  the  Se- 
cretary of  State,  by  way  of  aooounting 
for  the  change  in  the  condition  of  Ire- 
land— "The  police  had  been  re-organ- 
ized;" said  Mr.  Forster — "The  police 
had  not  been  re-organized."  Said  the 
Secretary  of  State — "  There  has  been  no 
change  in  policy,  because  the  new  Coer- 
cion Act,  the  Crimes  Act,  was  sanctioned 
by  the  Cabinet,  before  Mr.  Forster  left 
it ;  "  said  Mr.  Forster — "  It  is  a  mistake 
to  say  that  the  Crimes  Act  was  accepted 
by  the  Qovemment."  Said  the  Secre- 
tary of  State — "Our  policy  was  con- 
tinuous, because  the  Government  ac- 
cepted the  Crimes  Act  which  Mr.  Forster 
drafted."  "But,"  said  Mr.  Forster, 
"  the  Crimes  Aot  was  accepted  with  this 
difference,  a  difference  of  time."  And 
that  makes  all  the  difference  in  the  case. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  wanted  it 
taken  up  immediately ;  but  the  Govern- 
ment wanted  to  postpone  it  till  after 
certain  financial  arrangements,  and  after 
the  Procedure  Bules  were  passed.  The 
plain  and  inevitable  inference  to  be 
drawn  from  the  whole  matter  was  that 
the  Government  meant  to  introduce,  but 
did  not  mean  to  pass  that  measure.  It 
was  intended  that  the  Crimes  Bill  should 
be  hung  up,  or  inserted  in  a  pigeon-hole, 
had  it  not  been  for  the  appalling  tragedy 
in  the  Phoenix  Park.  Still,  said  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  he  received  no- 
thing but  loyal  support  from  bis  Col- 
leagues. But  he  immediately  added, 
with  a  meaning  amile,  if  the  Prime 
Minister  had  lived  in  Ireland,  as  he  had, 
he  would  have  given  the  Crimea  Bill 
precedence.  In  fact,  the  indictment  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentl«nan  against  his 
late  Colleagues  went  to  show  that  the 
policy  he  advocated  and  which  he 
pressed,  and  in  regard  to  which  he 
always  complained  of  being  opposed, 
was  only  taken  up  by  the  Government 
in  consequence  of  their  hands  being 
forced  by  the  Phcenix  Park  affair. 
Passing  from  that  to  the  second  part  of 
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the  indictment,  which  related  to  the , 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork,  he 
(Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  would  venture -to 
describe  it  as  stale,  flat,  and  unprofit- 
able. ICriet «/  "  Oh !  "]  Was  there  a  1 
single  count  in  that  indictment  that  had  | 
not  already  been  brought  bj  the  right  ^ 
hon.  Gentleman  on  previous  occasions  i 
against  the  hon.  Member?  Was  there  j 
a  single  passage  from  any  speech  or  > 
journal  which  had  not  been  quoted  [ 
over  and  over  again,  either  by  himGelf,  { 
or  by  the  enterprizing  young  gentle-  j 
man  who  fought  his  battle  in  the  Press, 
and  was  kind  enough  to  put  words  into 
the  mouth  of  the  ez-Chief  Secretary  ? 
It  was  a  hash  of  an  old  dish.  There 
were  crises  when  the  English  people  were 
eeised  with  the  spirit  of  blood  frenzy. 
["  Oh,  oh !  "]  That  was  what  one  of 
the  best  of  English  writers  said.  Had 
there  not  been  blood  frenzy  in  the  course 
of  the  Indian  Mutiny ;  boa  had  not  the 
Liberals  said  the  OtmserratiTes  were 
guilty  of  blood  frenzy  when  they  set 
meir  faces  against  Bussian  aggression  ? 
And  now  there  wae  the  blood  frenzy 
against  the  Irish  people.  ["  Oh,  oh  !  "J 
He  know  very  well  what  he  was  saying 
was  true,  and  they  knew  it  too.  It  was 
when  the  tide  ran  high,  especially  if  it 
were  a  foul  tide,  that  political  tricksters 
trimmed  their  sails.  Political  adven- 
turers were  always  able  to  gain  advan- 
tage in  crises  such  as  that,  especially  if 
their  malignant  passions  were  ooncealed 
with  an  unctuous  exterior,  and  under 
a  tongue  apparently  rugged,  and  man- 
ners so  boorish,  that  good  nature  sug- 
gested them  to  be  artificial.  He  could 
not  but  admire  the  coolness  with  which 
the  right  hon.  Member  stood  up  in 
the  face  of  recent  events,  and,  to  use 
bis  own  expression,  "  without  one  word 
of  repentance  for  his  gi^I^  and  mis- 
chievous past."  He  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Con- 
nor) would  say  this  deliberately — that 
not  only  on  the  testimony  of  those 
Benches,  but  on  the  testimony  of  his  own 
"loyal"  Colleagues,  there  never  was 
an  administration  in  Ireland  so  disas- 
trous, so  mischievous,  so  futile,  as  the 
administration  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Bradford.  What 
spoke  his  own  "  loyal "  Colleague,  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment. What  said  the  hon.  Member  for 
Aylesbury  (Mr.  George  Bussell),  who 
seemed  to  be  even  more  Forsterite  than 
Ae  right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford 

Mr,  T.  I.  O'Connor 


himself?  They  said  that  the  coercion 
which  was  introduced  on  the  recommen- 
dation of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
passed  principally  and  through  speeches 
made  by  him,  was  the  most  disastrous 
of  all  recent  legislation.  "  We  found," 
said  the  Secretary  of  State,  "  that  the 
Ooercion  Act  was  a  miserable  failure, 
because  the  more  persons  we  imprisoned 
the  more  outrages  were  committed." 
Therefore,  he  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor) 
would  say,  according  to  the  testimony 
of  the  "loyal"  ox-Colleague  of  the  ex- 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  that  the 
Coercion  Act  introduced  by  the  right  hon . 
Member  for  Bradford  was  chiefly  respon- 
sible for  the  lat^e  and  disastrous  in- 
crease of  agrarian  outrages.  There 
never  had  been  in  Ireland,  at  least  nnce 
1847,  more  grave,  more  serious,  or  more 
odious  crimes  than  those  of  the  last  two 
or  three  years.  That  no  one  would 
deny;  but,  at  the  same  time,  there  never 
was  a  more  bitter  hatred  of  the  law ; 
there  never  was  a  more  sullen  feeling  of 
discontent  than  at  the  present  moment. 
What  was  the  cause  of  all  that  ?  Who 
was  the  man  ?  Who  was  the  origin  of 
this  increase  of  crime  ?  Who  was  the 
man  that  caused  the  increase  of  disturb- 
ance ?  Who  was  the  man?  ["Oh, 
oh ! "]  I  will  tell  you  if  you  wait. 
Listen,  and  I  will  tell  you,  by  the  words 
of  your  own  Friends.  The  man  who 
was  the  cause  of  all  this  was  the  man 
who  led  the  van  of  coercion.  Let  them 
go  back  to  the  origin  of  this  measure. 
What  was  the  real  case  upon  which  it 
was  founded  ?  It  was  the  increase  of 
crimes  in  the  months  of  December  and 
November,  1880;  and  if  they  looked  to 
the  Blue  Book  which  was  placed  upon  the 
Table  they  would  see  the  shocking  indo' 
cencyof  the  manner  in  which  thestatisticB 
of  ofiFences  of  that  time  were  concocted. 
Did  not  they  remember  the  look  of  honor, 
astonishment,  and  bewilderment  that 
came  over  the  Irish  Benches— that  came, 
too,  over  the  face  of  the  Prime  Minister, 
and  of  almost  every  other  hon.  Member  in 
the  House — when  the  Blue  Books  were 
produced;  and  when  single  offences  were 
made  to  appear  sometimes  as  three, 
sometimes  as  four,  and  sometimes  even 
as  seven  distinct  ofiences,  and  when  the 
knocking  o£f  tiie  head  of  a  haystack  and 
the  breaking  down  of  three  perches  of  a 
fence  was  dignified  to  the  same  category 
as  if  it  were  murder  ?  That  was  the  man 
who  was  responsible  for  the  state  of 
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afibira  in  Ireland.  On  him,  on  hisliead, 
la^  all  the  guilt,  all  tihe  lu>m>r,  all  the 
cnme.  He  was  its  creator,  he  was  its 
parmt.  As  his  titnlar  Ohief  said,  he 
was  the  man  who  was  to  drive  dis* 
content  under  the  surface ;  and,  by  his 
attempt  to  do  bo,  he  brought  forth  that 
terrible  harrest  of  orime  that  had 
shocked  and  bewildered  the  civilized 
world.  He  was  tho  real  culprit.  And 
yet,  in  the  face  of  all  that,  the  right 
hen.  Gentleman  had  the  audacity  to 
come  down  to  that  House  and  charge 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Oork  with  the  crimes  which  had  been 
committed.  The  right  bon.  Gentleman 
qK>ke  of  tho  Land  League  in  severe 
terms.  It  carried  out  its  decrees,  he  said, 
wit h  violent  speeches, with '  *  Boycottin  g, ' ' 
with  murder.  ["  Hear,  hear ! "]  Hon. 
Uembers  cheeiM  that  observation ;  but 
did  hon.  Uembers  on  the  Uinisterial 
ride  of  the  House  foi^t  the  seriousness 
of  the  charge  involved  in  it  against  the 
Government  they  supported  ?  If  the 
League  carried  out  its  decrees  by  out- 
rages, by  "Boycotting,"  by  murder,  why 
did  not  the  Government  suppress  the 
League?  The  Government  had  the 
same  powers  in  May  that  they  had  in 
October,  and  inOctober  the  Land  League 
was  suppressed.  No  now  powers  were 
bestowed  on  them  in  October  that  they 
had  not  in  May ;  and  by  virtue  of  the 
powers  existing,  or  which  at  least  they 
Hiid  existed,  in  the  hands  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  long  before  they  came  into 
OiBee,  they  eould  have  suppressed  the 
League  in  May.  Therefor^  if  their 
(dtarge  wm  most  true,  as  he  would  say, 
it  was  most  false  that  the  Land  League 
oarried  out  its  decrees  by  violence,  by 
outrage,  and  by  crime,  then  he  would 
say  that  the  real  responsibility  for  all 
that  occurred  rested  on  Her  Majesty's 
Government— on  the  head  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Bradford,  and  not  upon 
the  heads  of  the  leaders — the  popular 
leaders — who  were  merely  the  creation 
of  popular  forces,  but  upon  the  heads  of 
^e  responsible  Gt}vemment  that  had  all 
the  forces  of  the  Empire  at  their  back. 
He  was  assuming  their  own  case.  He 
did  not  soj  wheuer  it  was  true  or  not. 
Ha  did  not  like  to  use  any  expression 
with  regard  to  the  statements  of  the 
hmi.  Member  for  Bradford,  but  he 
would  aay  this — What  did  hon.  (Hntle- 
m«tt  on  the  Opposition  Benches  say? 
What  did  their  organs  in  tiie  F^ess  say  ? 


What  conduuon  might  any  person  fairly 
draw  from  all  that  had  occurred  ?  What 
conclusion  but  this — that  the  reason  the 
Government  did  not  suppress  the  League* 
in  May,  in  place  of  in  October,  was  not 
because  thero  was  any  change  in  the 
policy  of  the  League  and  its  leaders. 
Ko.  If  the  Land  League  was  all  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  if  it  was 
such  as  he  described  it  to-night,  then  the 
impartial  historian  would  say  that  the 
Government  allowed  the  Land  League 
to  exist  in  May  because*  they  had  not 
got  a  Land  Act ;  and  they  suppressed  it 
in  October  because  they  had  passed 
their  Land  Act ;  and  if  that  charge  be 
true,  then  why  turn  round  on  the  hon. 
MemberfortheOityof  Cork?  Whydidnot 
the  Government  search  their  own  hearts 
and  consciences  instead  of  charging  that 
the  hon.  Member  connived  at  murder  f 
If  the  charge  wera  true  that  the  League 
was  a  mnrderotts  institution,  bow  uneasy 
ought  the  hearts  and  consciences  of  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  to  be  when  they 
allowed,  according  to  their  own  account, 
that  organization  to  continue  to  exist, 
although  with  one  word  it  was  scattered 
to  the  winds ;  and  yet,  in  face  of  all  that, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bradford  came  down  to  the  House 
with  his  unctuous  bearing,  appealing 
to  the  passions  of  the  tiger  with  the  air 
of  a  lamb.  But  it  was  not  for  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  re- hash  that  old  story. 
His  Government,  he  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor) 
maintained,  condoned  the  outrages  of 
the  Land  League  by  passing  the  Land 
Act.  On  that  point  he  would  like  to 
^ve  them  a  few  opinions  from  both 
sides  of  the  House,  and  belonging  to 
widely  di£Ferent  political  Parties,  the 
first  being  the  opinion  of  a  right  hon. 
and  learned  Genueman  on  that  rade  of 
the  House,  so  that  he  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Con- 
nor) might  appear  to  be  impartial.  The 
late  Conservative  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland,  speaking  in  the  Dublin  Botunda, 
said — 

"  They  may  deny  and  protest  just  na 
they  like ;  but  everyone  knows  that  if  it  were 
not  for  the  Land  League  meetings  and  crimes 
and  outrages  that  nave  too  often  occorrsd* 
there  would  be  no  Land  Act,  or  if  there  was  a 
Land  Act  it  would  be  very  different  from  that 
on  tho  Statute  Book." 

That  was  thetestimonyof  apolitical  oppo- 
nent of  the  GOTernment.  Now  he  came 
to  that  of  a  political  friend  of  the  Go- 
vernment— the  moat  recent,  he  could 
scarcely  say  the  most  valuable,  addition 
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to  it.  Lord  Derby,  in  an  artiule  written 
in  the  momente  of  hie  etatesmanlike 
retirtiiaeDt,  and  published  in  Th  Nine- 
teenth Ctntury,  said — "  Fixity  of  tenure  is 
the  direct  result  of  two  causes — Irish  out- 
rage and  Party  Obstruction."  He  could 
give  yet  another  authority,  the  autho- 
rity of  a  man  who  was  also  a  Member 
of  the  Oovemment ;  and,  in  quoting  his 
words,  he  might  say,  in  preface,  that  he 
thought  the  obsenratiooB  were  conceived 
in  a  friendly  spirit  to  Ireland,  and  were 
Tery  sound  and  sensible.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  tiie  Financial  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  Oonrtney)  at  liskeard 
said  that — 

"  speaking  broadly,  nothingr  baa  been  done 
in  joatice  to  Ireland,  sim^y  beoaiue  joitice 
demanded  it ;  the  aucoeuivt  steps  of  Jtutice 
vbieh  hare  been  taken  haTe  been  taken  Decause 
■we  could  no  longer  resist." 

Was  not  that  quite  true  ?  Then  he 
would  say,  when  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Bradford  talked  of  demoralization, 
that  it  was  the  Liberals  themselves  who 
demoralized  the  Irish  people — lOppoti- 
tien  ehuri] — and  they,  too  (the  Tories), 
because  they  did  not  grant  Catholic 
Emancipation  until  their  statesman, 
the  Duke  of  Wellington,  said  he  an> 
tioipated  a  civil  var.  The  terrible 
annals  of  Irisli  history  showed  that, 
according  to  the  acknowledgments  of 
the  very  Ministers  who  had  carried 
measures  of  reform  for  Ireland,  the^ 
had  ever  delayed  those  measures  until 
their  hands  were  forced  either  by 
crime  or  clamour.  When  they,  on 
both  sides  of  the  House,  refused  to 
do  justice  to  Ireland  until  there  were 
violence  and  rebellion  in  the  land, 
might  he  not  well  say  that  it  was  they 
who  had  demoralized  and  diseased  the 
minds  of  a  great  portion  of  the  Irish 
population.  The  efforts  of  all  true  friends 
of  Ireland,  and  of  all  of  those  who  by 
Constitutional  means  were  endeavpuring 
to  redress  the  wrongs  of  Irc^uid,  and 
their  most  eloquent  harangues,  were 
dumb  and  innocuous  in  &e  face  of  the 
fact  that  the  revolutionary  could  always 
say — "  Oh,  we  murdered  somebody,  or 
we  blowup  some  prison,  and  thereby  got 
justice."  He  wished,  with  the  indul- 
gence of  the  House,  to  make  a  few 
observations  on  some  of  the  points  of 
the  carefully  prepared  and  elaborate 
roeech  of  the  ex-Chief  Secretaiy  for 
Lreland.  He  asked  why  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  did  not  act  like 
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0'C!onnell.  Did  not  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman know  that  unctuous  Miuisters 
with  rugged  tongues  and  candid  man- 
ners in  the  days  of  O'Connell  used  to 
bring  the  same  charges  ogainst  him  as 
were  now  made  against  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  ?  If  he  (Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor)  had  time  to  consult  the 
pages  of  Hansard,  he  could^show  that 
charges  even  more  odious  and  equally 
unfounded  were  made  against  0*C7onnell. 
Hia  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  might  take  this  consolation 
— that  his  successor  in  the  Irish  Leader- 
ship would  be  unfavourably  contrasted 
with  him.  It  was  curious  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  quotations  from  news- 
papers against  the  Land  League  were 
prefaced  with  the  inquiry  in  reply  to 
some  remarks  of  an  hon.  Gentleman — 
"  Who  pays  any  attention  to  articles  in 
newspapers  ?"  "  Did  hon.  Members," 
exclaimed  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
"imagine  that  Ministers  could  possibly 
be  driven  from  Office  by  the  comments  of 
any  newspapers  ?  "  Yet,  in  the  second 
section  of  his  speech,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  laid  before  the  House  ere^ 
crazy  sentence  he  could  find  in  the  lunatic 
correspondence  of  any  newspaper,  home, 
Continental,  or  Antipodean,  and  pressed 
it  against  the  memoers  of  the  Land 
League.  Such  was  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman*a  accuracy  with  regard  to 
Mr.  Brennan,  that  he  spoke  of  him  as 
having  accompanied  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  to  America,  when, 
in  truth,  Mr.  Brennan  had  never  set  foot 
on  American  soil.  Then  he  quoted  a 
telegram  to  ITie  Irith  World  from  Mr. 
Brennan,  or,  rather,  a  telegram  purport- 
ing to  be  f^om  Mr.  Brennan.  In  the 
telegram  the  writer  stated  that  there 
were  two  theories  regarding  the  explo- 
sion at  Salford  Barrage — one  that  it  was 
intended  as  a  practical  joke,  and  the 
other— the  theory  of  the  Loyalists— that 
it  was  the  work  of  Fenians.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  asked — did  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
see  that  telegram?  Well,  even  if  he 
did,  it  only  amounted  to  the  statement  of 
the  <mimoQ  of  Mr.  Brennan,  as  corre- 
spondent of  Th9  Irith  World,  that  the 
outrage  which  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  hoped  would  prove  to 
have  been  no  more  than  a  mere  acci< 
dent,  was  described  by  the  Loyalists  as 
the  foul  work  of  Fenians.  Then  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  took  up  the  case 
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of  Mr.  Sheridan,  and  asked  whether  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  em- 
ployed the  serrioes  of  Mr.  Sheridan. 
Sat  did  not  the  GoTemment  knoitr  at 
least  as  mach  aboat  Mr.  Sheridan  as  his 
hoo.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  ?  And  did  not  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman allow  Mr.  Sheridan  to  leave  the 
country  ?  He  would  not  state  his  belief 
with  regard  to  the  truth  or  falsehood  of 
the  charges  made  against  Mr.  Sheridan, 
and  he  thought  it  unfair  to  bring  forward 
as  absolutely  true  statements  which  had 
never  been  proved.  Then  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  spoke  about  Mr.  John  DeToy, 
and  such  was  the  absolute  ignorance 
which  this  responsible  statesman  mani- 
fested at  these  terrible  moments  of  na- 
tional passion,  that  he  professed  not  to 
know  that  the  speech  which  he  attributed 
to  Mr.  Deroy  had  been  denied  a  score  of 
times,  by  that  gentleman.  With  regard 
to  UniUd  Inland,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's laborious  researches  only  enabled 
him  to  find  two  headings,  which  spoke 
certainly  in  a  tone  of  levity  of  certain 
occurrences ;  but  the  candid  right  hon. 
Gentleman  from  Yorkshire  forgot  to  tell 
the  House  that  these  miserable  headings 
appeared  in  United  Ireland,  when  the 
editor,  the  hon.  Member  for  Mallow. 
(Mr.  O'Brien),  was  in  prison,  when  14 
other  members  of  the  staff  were  also 
imprisoned,  and  when  six  others  were  in 
fli^t.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  did 
not  state  that  fact,  though  he  knew  it 
well ;  and  he  knew  also  that  neither  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mallow,  nor  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork,  would  be 
aUowed,  though  they  asked  permission, 
to  see  the  fflea  of  United  Ireumd,  for  the 
headings  Ibr  which  they  were  now  made 
responsible  bfffore  llie  blind  Jury  of  na- 
tional opinion  in  this  country.  Hethought 
he  had  answered  most  of  the  charges  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  the  hardihood  to 
declare  that  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  was  deposed  from 
the  Leadership  of  the  Irish  people.  Far 
from  it.  He  could  assure  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  the  loyalty  of  the  Irish 
people  to  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  was  never  more  unquestionable 
than  at  present ;  and  if  anything  could 
strengthen  their  attachment  to  him  it 
would  be  the  unscrupulous  and  calum- 
nious attacks  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
]nan.  Mallow  gave  its  answer  on  that 
mlfiect  yesterday;  Westmeath  would 


answer  it  to-morrow.  They  had  fur 
chances  of  ancoess  in  Portarlington,  and 
did  not  despair  even  of  Dublin  Ootinty ; 
and  whenever  the  Government  shoold 
make  their  appeal  to  the  verdiot  of 
country,  they  would  find  that  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
would  come  to  that  House  wi&  a  far 
larger  majority  of  the  Irish  Representa- 
tires  at  his  back  to  demand  the  nghts  of 
Ireland,  with  a  force  that  no  ^glidi 
Minister  could  withstand. 

After  a  pause, 

Thh  Maequbss  op  HAETINGTON 
rose,  and  said :  Sir,  I  did  not  rise  until 
you  were  about  to  put  the  Question ; 
and  I  believe  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  did  not  rise 
also,  because  we  understood,  from  what 
we  supposed  to  be  accurate  informa^on, 
that  it  was  the  intenticm  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  .  (Mr. 
Famell)  to  move  the  adjonmment  of 
the  debate ;  and  we  were  of  <^inion 
thftt,  {dthough  that  would  be  an  eitxemdy 
inconvenient  course,  and  although  the 
House  has  anxiously  waited,  during  the 
progress  of  the  three  days*  debate,  to 
hear  any  explanation  the  hon.  Member 
can  give,  we  still  were  of  opinion  that 
if  the  hon.  Member  desired  to  make  a 
reply  to  the  very  grave  charges  that 
have  been  made,  and  the  very  serious 
questions  which  have  been  put  to  him 
in  the  course  of  the  debate,  it  was  due 
to  him  that  he  should  have  time,  even 
at  some  inoonvenienoe  to  the  House,  to 
prepare  his  answer  to  those  charges. 
But,  Sir,  it  appears  that  it  is  not  the 
intention  of  the  hon.  Member  to  avail 
himself  of  that  opportunity  of  making 
any  reply  to  the  grave  charges  which 
have  been  brought  against  him  and  the 
Land  Leftgue,  of  whtoh  he  is  the  Chief. 
I  do  not  desire  to  comment  on  tiie 
attitude  which  the  hon.  Member  and 
his  Friends  have  assumed. 

Mr.  PARNELL  :  If  the  noble  Mar- 
quess will  excuse  me,  I  wish  to  sa^  that 
it  is  my  intention  to  move  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate  at  the  usual  time. 

The  Maequess  op  HARTINGTON  : 
If  it  was  the  intention  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate,  he  must  be  perfectly  aware  that, 
unless  I  had  risen,  the  Question  would 
have  been  put,  and  it  would  then  have 
been  too  late  for  the  hon.  Member  to 
have  moved  the  adjournment.  And, 
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therefore,  Sir,  I  do  not  understand  the 
attitude  of  the  hon.  Member  when  he 
says  that  it  was  his  intention  to  more 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate,  when, 
at  the  same  time,  he  was  taking  a  course 
a  few  minutes  ago  which  would  hare 

frevented  the  possibility  of  his  doing  so. 
do  not,  however,  wish  to  comment  to- 
night, in  anything  I  have  to  say,  upon 
the  Attitude  which  has  been  assumed 
by  the  hon.  Ifember ;  bat  I  should  hare 
thought  that  the  obsarationis  which 
were  addressed  to  him  and  his  Friends 
by  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Member 
im  Dublin  University  (Mr.  Qibson), 
and  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bradford  (Mr.  ForBter),  were 
such  as  to  hare  called  for  some  reply 
from  the  Leader  of  that  Party.  Still, 
I  admit  that,  if  they  prefer  to  take  that 
course,  it  is  one  which  it  is  perfectly 
competent  for  them  to  take,  and  of 
which  they  must  be  the  best  judges. 
Public  attention,  public  curiosity,  public 
indignation,  hare  been  strongly  aroused 
by  the  imputations  which  I  do  not  say 
are  prored,  but  which  are,  at  all  events, 
oast  by  certain  recent  proceedings  which 
hare  lately  taken  place  in  Dublin  upon 
the  proceedings  of  the  League.  It  is 
possible  for  the  Land  League  leaders  to 
Bay  that  the^  deolina  to  take  any  notice 
of  a  proceeding  of  that  deacriptioD^  which 
is  at  present  onlr  a  preliminary  proceed- 
ing, and  which  has  not  been  Judicially 
aiued  and  substantiated.  No  man  is 
bound  to  criminate  himself;  and  if  the 
League  and  its  leaders  prefer  to  main- 
tain silence  with  regard  to  these  impu- 
tations, and  to  wait  until  somefiung  is 
judicially  substantiated  against  them,  it 
is  competent  for  them  to  take  that  course ; 
but,  on  the  other  hand,  they  must  not 
be  surprised  if  the  House  and  the  public 
draw  their  own  conclusions,  and  make 
their  own  inferences  from  a  course  such 
as  that.  It  might  be  said  that  tlieir 
silence  admits,  that  there  is,  at  all  events, 
a  primd  faei*  case  against  them.  [  Cries 
of  "No,  no!"] 

Mb.  T.  p.  CPGONNOB  :  Six  of  our 
Members  have  epoken. 

Thb  Mabquebs  Of  BARHNGTON  : 
I  kncnr  that  certain  hon.  Members  from 
Ireland  have  spoken ;  but  they  have  not 
addressed  themselves  specifically  to  re- 
nting the  imputations  cast  on  the  League 
by  the  preliminary  proceedings  at  Dub- 
lin; and  the  House,  I  think,  has  a  right 
to  expect  that  not  only  the  Members  of 
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theLeague,  but  the  Leaderof  the  League 
himself,  will  come  forward  in  this  Houso 
and  make  a  statement  diraipating  those 
imputations,  and  that  he  will  do  more — 
namely,  that  he  will  offer  to  place  at  the 
di^sal  of  the  House,  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  of  the  countir,  all  the  material 
for  enabling  them  to  form  a  judgment 
as  to  the  foundation,  or  want  of  founda- 
tion, for  those  charges. 

Ma.  PAKNKTiTi :  In  point  of  fact,  to 
discuss  the  evidence. 

The  Mabqubss  ox  HABTINGION:  I 
have  heard,  on  former  occasions,  the 
Members  of  the  Land  League  com- 
paring the  agitation  in  which  they  have 
been  engaged  with  that  conducted  upon 
the  same  scale  and  in  the  same  manner 
as  those  of  the  Anti-Corn  Law  and  the 
Eeform  Bill,  and  other  Constitutional 
agitations  in  this  country ;  but.  Sir,  I 
can  imagine  what  would  have  been  the 
conduct  of  the  leaders  of  those  agita- 
tions if  one-tenth  part  of  the  suspicious 
inferences  which  have  lately  been  drawn 
with  regard  to  the  conduct  and  the  ac- 
tion of  the  Land  League  had  been  cast 
upon  the  »:tion  of  those  associations.  I 
have  not  the  slightest  shadow  of  a  doubt 
that,  at  the  very  first  breath  of  imputa- 
tion, the  leaders  of  those  agitations 
would  hare  come  forward  and  have 
placed  at  the  disposal  of  the  whole 
world  every  material  and  every  means 
of  forming  a  judgment,  and  of  conduct- 
ing a  searching  inquiry  into  their  truth 
or  otherwise.  In  the  absence  of  any 
defence  or  statement  from  the  bou.  Mem- 
ber, I  will  not  refer  further  to-night  to 
that  portion  of  the  debate  which  has 
turned  upon  the  action  and  conduct  of 
the  Land  League.  Before  I  advert,  for 
a  few  minutes,  to  the  immediate  subject 
of  the  Amendment  whichhas  been  moved 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Chatham  (Mr.  Qorst),  I  will  say  one  or 
two  words  upon  another  part  of  the 
subject  which  has  been  somewhat  irre- 
gularly imported  into  the  discussion. 
I  have  been  asked  to  give  further  ex- 
planations as  to  the  legislative  inten- 
tions of  the  Government  with  regard  to 
Ireland.  Now,  Sir,  I  maintain  uiat  the 
present  ocoanon  is  not  the  time  at  which 
we  can  be  legitimately  called  ap(m  to 
discuss  the  question  of  legislation  which 
has  been  adverted  to.  I  stated,  on  the 
first  night  of  this  debate,  that  the  legis- 
lative intentions  of  the  Government,  so 
far  as  it  has  been  possible  at  present  to 
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form  them,  are  to  be  found  in  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Gracious  Speech.  We  should  re* 
^ret,  no  doubt,  if  it  should  be  found 
that  in  the  present  Session  Fai-Hament 
is  itnable  to  derote  any  time  to  any  of 
the  various  Trants  of  Ireland  which  could 
be  provided  for  by  further  legislation  ; 
but  the  GoTemment  have  no  intention 
of  proposing  large  changes,  which  are 
likdy  to  give  rise  to  very  strong  differ- 
ences of  opinion  and  very  strong  Party 
divisionB,  vhich  would  be  likely  to  ab- 
sorb a  very  large  portion  of  the  time  of 
the  House,  or  to  propose  important  mea- 
sures which  hare  not  been  mentioned  in 
Her  Majesty's  Speech.  Reference  has 
been  made  to  a  speech  or  speeches  which 
have  been  delivered  by  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Leeds  (Mr.  Herbert 
Gladstone).  I  tbiak  it  would  have  been 
better  if  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  junior  Member  for  the 
TTniversi^  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson),  in- 
stead of  making  a  rather  violent  personal 
attack  upon  my  hon.  Friend,  had  stated 
what  were  the  portions  of  the  speech  to 
which  he  took  ezoeption,  and  had  given 
the  House  some  quotations  or  extracts 
from  the  speech  whioh  he  so  strongly 
impugned.  For  my  part,  I  must  eay  I 
have  never  read  any  foil  report  of  the 
speech  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Leeds.  I  have  seen,  and  I  expect  that 
most,  if  not  all,  hon.  Members  have  seen 
what  was  evidently  an  extremely  short 
and  extremely  imperfect  report  of  that 
speech  in  The  Times,  and  I  frankly 
admit  that  if  that  summary  contains 
an  accurate  description  of  that  speeoh, 
there  was  much  in  it  in  which  I  can- 
not agree  with  my  hon.  Friend.  [An 
hon.  Mxubsb:  Then,  why  does  not  the 
hon.  Member  get  up  and  explain  it  ?] 
I  think  it  was  eminently  unuir  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to 
condemn  a  speech,  passages  from  which 
are  not  quoted,  and  of  whioh  the  only 
description  in  the  possession  of  most  of 
us  was  evidently  a  most  incomplete  and 
imperfect  summary.  3%ere  is  much  in 
that  n)eech  with  which  I,  at  all  events, 
probably,  will  be  unable  to  agree ;  but 
no  Government,  that  I  am  aware  of,  has 
ever  been  held  bound  by  or  res^nsible 
for  expressions  of  opinion  of  all  its  Mem- 
bers, especially  Members  of  the  Govern- 
ment who  are  not  Members  of  the  Cabi- 
net. No  one  can  lay  down  that  doctrine 
more  strongly  than  the  late  Lord  Bea- 
consfield  did.  I  remember  that  he  most 


emphatically  repudiated  any  responsi- 
bility whatever  for  a  speech  to  whioh 
reference  had  been  made,  and  whioh 
had  been  delivered  by  the  noble  Viscount 
lately  Member  for  Liverpool  (Tisconnt 
Sandon).  Beference  has  been  made  to 
the  relationship  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Leeds  to  the  Head  of  the  (Government ; 
but,  if  we  are  to  go  into  questions  of 
relationship,  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentlemen-  who  ut  oppoate, 
and  who  were  Members  of  the  last  Go- 
vernment, whether  they  deure  to  be 
held  responsible  for  all  the  opinions 
which  have  at  all  times  been  expressed, 
especially  with  regard  to  Ireland,  by  the 
son  of  the  late  Lord  Lieutenant  (Lord 
Bandolph  Churchill).  We  claim,  and  I 
think  fairly,  to  be  judged  by  the  ex- 
pressions of  opinion — not  of  every  Mem- 
ber of  the  Government  addressing  bis 
constituents,  or  addressing  public  meet- 
ings in  tiie  country— but  by  the  opinions 
expressedin  this  House  by  Members  of  the 
Cabinet  who  are  especially  responsible 
for  the  conduct  of  the  affairs  of  Ireland, 
and  by  Members  of  the  Cabinet  who  are 
responsible  for  the  general  conduot  of 
the  policy  of  the  Government.  Sir,  the 
question  to  which  reference  has  been 
made,  of  the  govenimeut  of  Ireland  by 
the  Castle,  or  the  government  of  Ire- 
land in  the  counties  and  in  the  munici- 
palities, is  one  much  too  large  for  a  de- 
bate of  this  incidental  character.  Pro- 
bably that  government  is  one  which  is 
very  far  indeed  from  being  a  perfect 
one.  My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Trevelyan) 
the  other  day,  in  addressing  his  consti- 
tuents at  Hawick,  spoke  with  great 
power  and  clearness  of  the  enormous 
strain  which  is  placed  upon  the  chief 
Members  of  the  Irish  Government  by 
the  multiplicity  of  officers  and  duties 
and  the  responsibilities  cast  upon  them. 
It  has  been  repeatedly  admitted  by  hon. 
Members  on  both  sides  of  the  House, 
and  by  Members  of  Administrations 
drawn  from  both  sides  of  the  House, 
that  many  anomalies  exist  in  the  county 
government  of  Irdand.  Efforts  have 
been  made  by  Governments  of  bothsides, 
by  the  preparation  of  measures,  to  re- 
form some  of  those  anomalies,  and  some 
of  those  abuses.  I  have  no  doubt  that 
at  the  proper  time  it  will  be  a  subject 
well  worth  the  attention  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  of  Parliament,  to  attempt,  in 
some  respeots,  to  reform  the  government 
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of  Ireland,  both  at  its  centre  at  the 
Castle  and  in  the  counties.  At  the  same 
time,  my  opinion  upon  that  subject  has 
been  recently  expressed  in  a  speech 
which  many  Members  of  this  House 
have  read,  and  in  which  I  have  nothing 
to  ooDtradict  or  alter.  I  am  certainly 
of  opinion,  whatever  changes  it  may 
be  necessary  or  desirable  to  make,  that 
this  is  not  a  time,  that  the  state  of  poli- 
tioal  fe^ng  in  Ireland  is  not  such  as 
wotild  make  it  desirable  that  the  Exoou- 
tive  Goremment  of  Ireland  should  be 
relieved  of  any  of  the  responsibilities 
which  now  lie  in  them,  or  be  deprived  of 
any  of  the  powers  it  now  exercises  for 
the  maintenance  of  public  order  and  for 
the  repression  and  detection  of  crime. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  North  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  J.  Lowther) 
stated  that  we  had  destroyed  all  the 
available  elements  of  local  self-govern- 
ment, and  that  unpaid  magistrates,  coun- 
try gentlemen,  and  ex  officio  Guardians 
had  been  driven  from  their  posts.  I 
maintain,  in  the  first  place,  that  it  is  a 
gross  exaggeration  to  say  so,  and  that 
mere  are  etill  many  country  gentlemen 
in  Ireland  who  have  taken  a  great  in- 
terest in  their  local  districts — men  of 
substance  and  respectability,  who  now, 
as  they  have  always  done,  remain  at 
their  post,  and  continue,  to  the  best  of 
their  power,  to  give  an  active  and  a 
loyal  assiatanoe  to  the  Government,  and 
to  administer  to  the  necessities  and  to 
the  wants  of  their  respective  districts. 
But  if  that  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  be  the  fact,  which  I  main- 
tain to  be  an  exaggeration,  I  do  not  see 
how  it  touches  the  questions  we  have 
been  deliberating  upon  more  or  less  for 
the  last  two  years.  We  do  not  acknow- 
ledge that  the  legislation  with  regard  to 
land  has  been  the  cause  of  the  distress 
or  the  departure  from  their  districts  of 
these  gentlemen.  On  the  contrary,  we 
have  always  maintained  that  it  is  that 
legislation  which  has  saved  that  class 
from  the  inevitable  destruction  which 
awaited  them,  on  account  of  the  bitter 
hostility  of  all  other  classes,  unless 
some  attempt  had  been  made  to  reform 
the  Iiand  Laws  of  Ireland,  under  which 
such  a  state  of  things  was  posnble  ta , 
exist.  Sir,  with  regard  to  the  Amend- 
ment which  has  been  moved  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Chatnam,  I  am 
not  going  to  repeat  the  observations 
which  I  made  the  other  night,  as  to  the 

Tht  2Urftt0it  0f  SarUngton 


somewhat  remarkable  attitude  which 
has,  on  this  and  other  occasions,  been 
assumed  by  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
(Sir  Stafford  Northoote).  It  is,  how- 
ever, most  remarkable  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  Op- 
position, who  spoke  this  da^y  week,  gave 
no  indication  that  the  Irish  policy  of 
the  Government  was  to  be  impugned  with 
the  sanction  of  the  responsible  Loaders 
of  the  Opposition.  It  may  be  said,  and 
has  been  said,  that  since  then  the  re- 
velations recently  made  at  Kilmainham 
have  made  it  neoessazy  that  attention 
should  be  called  to  the  transaction  al- 
luded to  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber. The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Dublin  University 
said  it  was  impossible  that  the  House 
should  not  discuss  a  subject  that  was  . 
being  talked  of  all  over  the  country. 
Now,  that  does  not  appear  to  me  to  bo 
a  good  cause  for  impugning  the  policy, 
paat  and  present,  of  the  Government  with 
regard  to  Ireland.  What  took  place 
at  Kilmainham  made  no  difference 
whatever  in  the  position  of  the  Go- 
vernment a  week  ago.  The  Govern- 
ment must  be  j  udged,  and  it  has 
been  admitted  by  those  who  have  at- 
tacked us  on  this  occasion  must  be 
judged  alone,  by  the  knowledge  whioh 
was  in  its  possession  at  the  time  of  the 
transactions  referred  to,  and  notiiing 
whioh  has  since  come  to  light  can  afifeot 
the  policy  or  the  wisdom  of  the  trans- 
actions which  are  now  being  impugned. 
All  the  information  which  ie  in  the  pos- 
session of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  now  was  in  his  possession  a 
week  ago.  If  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
Opposition  to  challenge  the  conduct  of 
the  Government  with  regard  to  Ireland, 
I  maintain  that  it  would  have  been  a 
more  dignified  course  to  give  Notice  of 
their  intention,  instead  of  once  more 
following  on  the  heels  of  a  certain  sec- 
tion of  their  own  Party,  and  being  again 
led  into  the  Lobby  by  those  whom  they 
profess  to  lead.  It  would  have  led  to  a 
less  consumption  of  time  at  a  |>eriod 
when  the  unnecessary  oonsnmption  of 
time  is  becoming  a  somewhat  serious 
matter.  It  is  within  the  knowledge  of 
ereryone  that  the  time  at  the  disposal 
of  the  Government  before  Easter  is 
very  limited,  and  there  is  a  considerable 
amount  of  Business  which  must  neces- 
sarily be  transacted  before  that  time,  and 
an  undue  prolongation  of  this  debate 


Digitized  by 


6.73         Jfaj'ettif's  Mo»t 


[Febhuaey  22,  1883}        Gracioua  Speech.  674 


must  lead  to  a  ooneiderable  amount  of 
public  inconvenience.  But  I  regret  it 
the  more  because  the  Amendment  ap- 
pears to  indicate  some  disunion  in  the 
Mouse  of  Oommons,  wherein  I  believe 
practical  unanimity  prevails  among  the 
enormous  majoritj  of  the  House.  I 
believe  there  is  but  one  opinion — that 
the  Clovernment  of  Ireland,  during  the 
last  nine  months,  have  been  working 
enez^eticallj,  wisely,  prudently,  and 
firmly  for  the  purpose  of  restoring  peace 
and  order  in  that  country.  Bat  when 
the  great  Parties  in  the  House  are 
divided  upon  a  matter  involving  confi- 
dence in  the  Iiish  Administration,  I 
cannot  help  thinking  that  that  course 
will  lead  to  a  very  mistaken  impression 
in  Ireland.  Sir,  I  regret  it  also,  because 
I  believe  that  this  Amendment  will  be 
interpreted  as  an  expression  of  censure 
upon  the  policy  which  has  produced  the 
lAnd  Act  and  the  Arrears  Act — mea- 
sures whieh  I  believe  are  admitted  by  a 
great  number  of  Irish  Conservatives 
also,  to  be  as  necessary  for  the  peace 
and  order  of  Ireland  as  any  repressive 
legislation  or  any  repressive  administra- 
tioa  could  be.  I  believe  that  this  Amend- 
ment, if  carried,  will  be  interpreted  as 
an  expression  of  o^nion  that  Furlia- 
meat  is  now  of  opinion  that  we  should 
rely  on  coercion  only.  I  think  that  that 
would  be  a  most  unfortunate  interpreta- 
tion. When  I  addressed  my  constituents 
a  short  time  ago,  and  said  that  I  desired 
to  approach  this  subject  in  no  Party 
spirit,  I  spoke  the  most  sincere  con- 
viction in  my  mind.  I  believed  then,  as 
I  believe  now,  that  the  question  of  Irish 
policy  and  Irish  Administration  is  one 
far  too  serious  to  be  made  the  subject  of 
political  faction.  I  admit  that  mistakes 
may  have  been  made  on  both  sides.  I 
admit  that  we  have  been  disappointed — 
thatmanyof  usformedtoo  sanguine  hopes 
of  the  immediate  effects  to  be  produced 
by  the  intended  remedial  legislation, 
and  tiiat  those  sanguine  hopes  have 
•been  diaappointsd  \  but  if  we  hare  erred 
on  that  Bide,  I  think  that  our  opp(ment8 
have  erred  too  much  in  the  ouer  direc- 
tion, and  have  too  obstinately  dosed 
their  eyes  and  ears  against  the  real 
grievances  which  did  exist  in  Ireland, 
and  the  real  evils  which  had  to  be 
remedied,  before  any  improvement  in 
the  state  of  that  country  could  be 
effected.  I  trust  that  Parliament  will 
not  now  say  anything  which  will  either 
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now,  or  at  any  future  time,  deter  it 
from  examining  fully,  and,  if  necessary, 
legislating  boldly  on  any  proved  griev- 
ances, and  applying  remedies  for  those 
grievances.  But  while  I  regret,  for  these 
reasons,  any  apparent  division  of  opi- 
nion in  this  House  on  Irish  matters,  I 
do  not  altogether  regret  the  discussion 
whidi  has'  taken  plaee.  I  think  it  is 
possible  for  us  now  to  see — I  think  my- 
self, at  all  events,  that  I  can  see  more 
clearly  than  I  have  ever  done  before — 
what  is  the  exact  nature  of  those  charges 
which  were  so  vaguely  and,  at  the  same 
time,  so  passionately  urged  against  us 
in  regard  to  the  transactions  that  took 
place  in  the  early  part  of  last  May.  I 
venture  to  think  that  there  has  been 
much  misunderstanding  with  regard  to 
those  transactions,  and  I  think  it  is  one 
of  the  misfortunes  of  the  course  adopted 
by  the  Opposition  in  regard  to  them 
that  that  mi&underBtandiog  has  not  been 
earlier  cleared  away.  [An  hon,  Meu- 
BEB :  We  moved  for  a  Committee.] 
When  did  you  move  for  a  Committee? 
At  what  date  ?  These  transaotiona  took 
place  early  in  May,  and  they  were  made 
the  subject  of  irregular  and  daily  debate 
on  almost  every  £iy  in  that  month,  on 
Motions  for  Adjournment  and  in  inter- 
polated discussions  on  the  Arrears  Bill ; 
and  the  discussions  were  renewed  £rom 
time  to  time  on  other  occasions  dnring 
the  whole  of  the  Session,  and  on  every 
platform  in  the  country;  but,  notwith- 
standing our  repeated  challenges,  not- 
withstanding, I  may  say,  almost  our 
entreaties,  the  Opposition  neither  then, 
nor  at  any  time  till  now,  have  formu- 
lated anyUiing  in  the  nature  of  a  direct 
impeachment  of  that  policy.  When  did 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Gloucester- 
shire (Mr.  J.  E.  Yorke)  give  Notice  of 
his  intention  to  move  for  a  -Committee  ? 
He  never  did  so  until  he  was  asked  to  do 
it  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Prime 
Minister.  He  explained  that  he  had 
not  the  slightest  desire  to  do  it,  and 
that  it  was  only  in  reply  to  my  right 
hon.  Friend's  entreaty  that  he  had  ever 
consented  to  put  his  Notice  on  the  Paper 
at  all.  Moreover,  the  giving  Notice  of 
a  Motion  for  a  Committee  did  not  formu- 
late the  charges  against  the  Govern-  - 
ment.  We  have  had  every  sort  of  im- 
putation and  insinuation  made  against 
U8 ;  but  it  was  not  distinctly  specified 
for  the  judgment  of  this  House  what 
was  the  exact  charge  brought  against 

Z  ISixth  Night.'^ 


Digitized  by 


Google 


6/5  Address  in 

us.  And  even  now,  Sir,  the  opinion  of 
the  House  is  to  be  taken  on  an  Amend- 
ment which  only  very  indistinctly  sha- 
dows forth  what  is  the  actual  nature  of 
the  charge  preferred  against  us.  As  far 
as  I  can  understand  that  charge,  I  be- 
lieve it  is  alleged  that  about  the  begin- 
ning of  last  May  the  GK)verttment  made, 
or  contemplated  mining,  a  change  in 
their  Irish  policy ;  that  at  that  time  they 
had  formed  the  intention  of  abandoning 
all  reliance  upon  the  operation  of  the 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property  Act, 
that  they  virtually  renounced  the  inten- 
tiou  of  replacing  that  Act,  wbioh  was 
about  to  expire,  by  any  other  ooeroire 
le^fislation,  and  tliat  they  had  deter- 
mined to  rely  for  the  future  upon  the 
asuBtance  of  and  oo-operation  of  the 
Land  League  and  ite  leaders  for  the 
maintenance  of  peace  and  tranquillity 
in  Ireland.  Well,  Sir,  I  believe  that  to 
be  substantially  the  nature  of  the  accu- 
sation that  has  been  brought  against  us, 
and,  in  order  to  see  what  is  the  founda- 
tion of  that  charge,  or  whether  there  be 
any  shadow  of  foundation  whatever  for 
it  at  all,  it  is  necessary  to  see  what  was 
the  condition  of  Ireland  about  that  time. 
The  Protection  of  Person  and  Property 
Act  had  not,  as  has  been  asserted,  com- 
pletely failed ;  it  had  partly  succeeded 
and  had  partly  failed,'  In  justice  to  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Brad- 
ford (Mr.  W.  E.  Forater),  it  must  be  re- 
membered that,  to  a  certain  extent,  it 
has  succeeded.  He  had,  through  the 
assistanoe  of  that  Act,  suooeeded  in 
defeating  the  agitation  of  the  Land 
League,  and  in  suppressing  the  "  no 
rent "  policy — the  pohcy  of  a  refusal  to 
pay  rent ;  by  its  assistance  he  had  put 
down  all  open  resistance  to  the  law,  and 
he  had  succeeded  in  repressing  the 
practiceof  "Boycotting."  Underhisad- 
ministration  the  attempts  which  had 
been  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Oity  of  Oork  (Mr.  Parnell)  and  some  of 
his  Friends  to  defeat  and  to  impede  the 
operations  of  the  Land  Act,  and  to  pre- 
vent the  tenants  from  going  into  the 
Court,  had  failed.  To  that  extent,  there- 
fore, my  right  hon.  Friend  had  been 
completely  successful,  through  the  assist- 
ance of  the  Protection  oi  Person  and 
Proper^  Act.  In  other  respects  he  had 
failed.  Ify  right  hon.  Friend  had  failed, 
as  he  himselfacknowledged  that  he  had, 
to  put  down  secret  outrages  and  crime. 
A  lai^  number  of  persons  were,  at  that 
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time,  in  prison  under  the  operation  of 
the  Act  on  mere  suspicion  and  without 
trial ;  and  in  all  parts  of  the  House,  on 
the  Opposition  side  as  well  as  on  this 
side,  there  was  arising  a  great  suspicion 
and  jealousy  of  the  operation  of  the  Act, 
at  a  time  when  the  duration  of  the  Act 
was  approaching  its  close.  It  became, 
at  that  time,  necessary  for  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  and  for  the  Government  of 
which  he  was  a  Member,  to  consider 
what  steps  should  be  taken  in  that  con- 
dition of  things  to  supplement  and  re- 
place the  Act  which  was  about  to  expire. 
Above  all,  there  was  the  most  ui^fent 
question  of  administration  to  be  decided 
— whether  it  was  necessary,  expedient, 
and  justifiable  to  detain  in  prison  the 
Members  of  Parliament  and  others  who 
had  been  imprisoned,  not  upon  suspicion 
of  actual  complicity  with  outrage,  but 
upon  specific  charges  of  promoting  agi- 
tation calculated  to  disturb  the  peace  of 
the  country.  That,  Sir,  I  say,  was  the 
urgent  question  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  to  decide.  Their  at- 
tention and  the  attention  of  Parliament 
was  about  to  bo  called  to  it  by  an  hon. 
Member  from  the  opposite  Benches,  and 
it  was  not  improbable  that  a  strong 
opposition  would  have  been  raised  to  the 
continued  imprisonment,  without  trial, 
of  this  large  number  of  political  pri- 
soners. The  Government  had,  there- 
fore, to  decide,  as  best  tiiey  were  able, 
whether  it  was  necessary,  or.  if  not  so-, 
whetiier  it  was  j  ustifiable  to  detain  tiiesa 
prisoners  any  longer  in  gaol.  Was  it 
desirable  P  I  fully  supported  the  mea- 
sure taken  in  the  autumn  of  1881,  be- 
cause I  believed  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  was  engaged  in  an 
agitation  of  a  character,  and  possessed 
an  amount  of  influence  in  the  country, 
which  would  have  enabled  him  to  defeat 
the  operation  of  the  Land  Act  and  to 
make  the  government  of  Ireland  an  im- 
possibility. But  I  have  said  that  in 
May  last  the  immediate  object  of  that 
measure  had  been  attained.  Open  resist- 
ance to  the  law  was  put  a  stop  to,  and  there 
was  no  reason  to  fear  that  upon  the  re- 
lease of  the  hon.  Member  and  his  Friends 
the  agitation  wotdd  be  able  to  xeadh 
more  formidable  dimensicnM.  At  the 
same  time,  if  it  had  been  believed  that 
the  hon.  Member  and  his  Friends  would 
make  use  of  their  release  from  prison 
for  the  purposes  of  delusive  triumph, 
or  that  they  would  resume  the  course 
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of  conduct  they  were  pursuing  at  the 
time  of  their  impriaonment,  such  a 
measure  would  have  been  unjustifiable. 
It  was  therefore  necessary  for  Her  Ma- 
jeety's  Government,  in  any  way  which 
was  open  to  them,  to  ascertain  what 
was  the  state  of  mind  and  what 
would  be  the  probable  conduct  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
and  his  Friends,  and,  if  possible,  the 
extent  of  their  political  influence.  That 
was,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  so  far  as 
the  great  majority  of  the  Cabinet  was 
concerned — I  belioTe,  so  far  as  the  wbole 
Cabinet  was  concerned — the  object  of 
the  communications  which  took  place 
between  the  Govemment  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork.  It  is 
alleged  that  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's 
GoTernment  was  to  abandon  reliance 
on  the  law,  and  to  rely  upon  the  assist- 
ance and  support  of  the  Land  League. 
Sir,  I  absolutely  deny  that  at  any  time 
such  a  policy  was  propounded  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government ;  much  less  was 
any  such  policy  ever  adopted  by  them. 
I  was  curious,  during  the  whole  of 
this  debate,  to  know  by  what  argu- 
ments an  opposite  contention  is  or  can 
be  supported.  An  attempt  has  been 
made  to  use  the  name  of  Sheridan, 
which  was  mentioned  in  the  Memorial 
read  to  the  House  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Bradford.  That 
name  was  mentioned  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Clare  f  Mr.  O'Shea) ;  but,  Sir, 
what  proof  is  there  that  the  oiler,  if  it 
was  an  offer,  or  the  suggestion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork,  was 
ever  accepted  by  the  Goremment,  or  by 
any  Menu>er  of  the  Government  f  The 
BQggestion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Citjr  of  Oork  was  apparently  that  he 
would  desire  to  mf^e  use  of  Mr. 
Sheridan,  a  leading  organizer  of  the 
Land  League  in  the  "West'  of  Ireland, 
for  the  purpose  of  discouraging  outrage. 
If  the  Government  had  designed  to  rely 
upon  influence  of  that  description,  pro- 
posals would  have  been  made  for  the 
revocation  of  the  warrant  which  the 
light  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  had 
issued  for  the  arrest  of  Mr.  Sheridan. 
But  I  am  not  aware  that  such  a  sug- 
gestion was  ever  made  or  ever  crossed 
tlie  mind  of  any  Member  o/  the  Govern- 
ment at  the  time,  or  that  it  was  ever 
contemplated  to  take  any  step  whatever 
in  concert  with  the  hon.Memoer  for  the 
CSfy  of  Oork.  It  has  been  stated  by  my 


right  hon.  Friend  himself,  that  the  war- 
want  against  Sheridan  under  the  Pro- 
tection of  Person  and  Property  Act, 
remained  in  full  force  until  the  expira- 
tion of  that  Act.  Sir,  we  have  heard 
a  great  deal  about  the  intrigues  sup- 
posed to  have  gone  on  in  the  Cabinet 
for  the  political  assassination  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Brad- 
ford. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  North  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  J. 
Lowthcr)  has  said,  to-ni^ht,  that  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment had  called  upon  him  to  disavow 
and  retract  an  assertion  which  he  had 
made,  and  which  had  been  distinctly 
contradicted  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bradford  himself.  But 
to  that  suggestion  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  replied  that  he 
had  nothing  whatever  to  retract;  that 
he  re-asserted  everything  he  had  stated 
on^the  subject,  and  that  the  denial  of 
my* right  hon.  Friend  as  to  the  existence 
of  intrigues  could  have  no  weight,  be- 
cause he  was  the  last  person  in  the 
Cabinet  to  know  what  transactions  were 

going  on  behind  his  back.  The  right 
on.  Gentleman  committed  himself  to  an 
allegation  with  reference  to  this  matter, 
which  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Bradford  has  contradicted,  and  which, 
nevertheless,  has  not  been  withdrawn, 
nor  apologized  for.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  May  last,  speaking  in 
York^iire,  said  Mr.  Forster  was  a  good 
man  struggling  with  adversity,  but  that 
he  had  disloyal  Colleagues,  who  were 
conducting  clandestine  negotiations  to  a 
great  extent,  wholly  unknown  to  him, 
and  that  machinations  were  at  work  to 
oust  him  from  the  Cabinet.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  was  not  in  the  House  when 
attention  was  called  to  this  statement ; 
but  the  next  day,  in  the  absence  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  who  was  more 
agreeably  engaged,  my  right  hon.  Friend 
did  positively  contradict  the  assertion. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHEE :  How  could  ho 
know  what  was  going  on  behind  his 
back? 

Thb  Maequjess  op  HAETINGTON  : 
The  statement  was  that  "  clandestine 
negotiations  were  being  conducted  to  a 
great  extent,  wholly  unknown  to  him,'* 
and  the  reply  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
was  tiiiis — 

"  Now  that  the  statement  has  Iwen  alluded  to 
in  this  Honse,  I  fhink  it  dne  to  my  late  Col- 
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Icagnea  and  myBolf  to  say  that  the  right  hon. 
GentlemsD  has  been  ahsolately  misinformed. 
The  fact  ii,  aa  I  have  already  stated  in  the 
House,  I  -was  cognizant  of  the  nogotiationB 
to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  doubtless 
alluded,  although  the  time  came  when  I, felt 
I  could  no  longer  share  any  reapouubility 
with  regard  to  them." 

Can  the  House  doubt,  after  that  state- 
ment,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  North  Lincolnshire  com- 
mitted himsrif  to  the  assertion  that  ne- 

Sotiations  had  been  going  on  between 
le  Oorerament  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  Uie  Oity  of  Cork  and  his  Friends, 
which  were  not  known  to  the  late  Chieif 
Seraretan^  to  the  Igrd  Lieutenant  7 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHEB :  I  said  my  im- 
presrion  was  that,  in  addition  to  orert 
negotiations,  clandestine  transactions 
were  conducted  wholly  unknown  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford. 

Tub  Mahquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
With  whom  ?  The  insinuation  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  understood  by 
everyone  here  to  be  that  negotiations 
were  going  on  behind  the  back  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  late  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  was  in  a  position  to 
know  everything  that  was  going  on  be- 
tween the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork,  when  in  prison  at  Kilmainham, 
and  persons  outside,  and  he  has  stated 
that  he  was  cognizant  of  the  negotiations 

going  on ;  that  up  to  a  oertain  period 
ley  were  made  with  his  knowledge. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  North  Lincolnshire  eiplained  his 
statement,  for  the  benefit -of  the  House, 
by  saying  that  it  was  announced  by 
oifioial  Members  of  this  House  that  com- 
munications had  taken  place  between 
Members  of  the  Cabinet  and  Irish  Mem- 
bers, without,  as  far  as  the  evidence 
went,  the  concurrence  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land. My  right  hon.  Friend  took  the 
earliest  opportunity  of  declaring  that 
these  negotiations  were  made  with  his 
knowledge ;  but,  notwithstanding  that 
denial,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  to- 
night asserted  the  accural^  of  everything 
he  formerly  said  on  this  subject  It 
was  the  duty  of  the  Government,  it  was 
necessaiy  for  the  Government  to  inform 
themselves  by  the  only  means  which 
were  available  to  them  as  to  what  would 
be  the  probable  course  of  conduct  of  the 
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hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  and 
his  Friends  if  they  were  released  from 
Kilmainham.     It  was  impossible  for 
them  to  hare  public  communication  with 
them ;  it  was  impossible  they  could  judge 
of  their  probable  course  of  conduct  from 
their  speeches  delivered  in  Parliament, 
or  those  delivered  in  the  country,  and 
the  hon.  Member  and  his  Friends  had 
no  opportunity  of  publicly  announcing 
their  intentions.   But  offers  were  made 
to  place  the  Government  in  possession  of 
their  views ;  and  I  say  tfie  Government 
would  have  failed  in  their  duty  if  they 
had  not  adopted  these  means,  or  any 
other  means  which  lay  in  their  power, 
to  ascertain  whether  it  was  safe  or  whe- 
ther it  was  right  to  release  those  Mem- 
bers. It  seems  to  be  the  opinion  of  some 
hon.  Gentlemen  that  these  noo.  Membors 
were  suffering  punishment  for  offences 
of  which  they  had  been  convicted.  But 
that  was  not  the  case.  They  were  impri- 
soned as  an  admioistrative  act  for  th.e 
preservation  of  peace  and  the  main- 
tenance of  order  in  Ireland  ;  and  when 
the  moment  arrived  at  which,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Government,  it  was  no 
longer  necessary  for  those  purposes'  that 
they  should  be  detained  in  prison,  it  was 
the  dufy  of  the  Government,  without  any 
agreement  or  without  any  ulterior  con- 
sideration, to  release  those  Members. 
There  is  some  difference  of  opinion  be- 
tween my  right  hon.  Friend  tiie  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
and  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  late 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  liord  Lientenaat 
with  regard  to  the  introduction  of  wfalit 
is  now  known  as  the  Crimes  Act.  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment stated  with  perfect  accuracy  that 
the  Government  had  determined  to  bring 
in  that  measure  before  the  resignation 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Bradford.  The  late  Chief  Secretary  said 
this  evening  that  he  thought  no  actual 
decision  on  the  subject  had  been  ar- 
rived at  in  the  Cabinet  until  latw. 
Sir,'  I  think  that  when  my  right  hon. 
Friend  made  that  statement  he  had 
forgotten  what  he  must  be  perfectly 
familiar  with — namely,  the  manner  in 
which  these  matters  are  conducted  ia 
the  Cabinet.  The  usual  course  had  been 
taken  with  regard  to  these  proposals. 
There  is  nothing  in  the  nature  of  a  second 
reading  of  a  Bill  in  the  Cabinet.  The 
usual  course  is,  that  when  the  prinoipla 
of  a  measure  is  accepted,  the  details  in 
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the  draft  proposed  by  the  responsible 
Minister  are  submitted  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Cabinet.  That  was  precisely  the 
course  taken  on  the  occasion  in  question. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  made  bis  general 
proposals,  and  those  proposals  wer9, 
some  time'  before  his  resignation  and 
after  his  resignation,  nnder  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Committee  of  the 
Cabinet.  [Mr.  W.  K.  Forbteb  dis- 
sented.] Sir,  I  think  it  is  very  easy, 
notwithstanding  the  opinion  of  my  ri^ht 
hon.  Friend,  to  supply  an  explanation 
on  this  point.  My  right  hon.  Friend, 
at  the  time  in  qnestion,  on  account  of 
the  arduous  duties  which  he  had  to  dis- 
oha^e,  was  frequently  absent  for  a  con- 
siderable time  from  London.  I  am  per- 
fsotlj  convinoed  that  a  Committee  of  the 
Cabinet  was  appointed  before  the  resig- 
nation of  my  right  hon.  Friend;  and  if 
he  was  not  aware  of  the  &ct,  it  must 
hare  been  nmply  because  ef  his  absence 
in  Dublin.  I,  myeelf,  attended  a  meet- 
ing of  the  Committee,  for  the  Airtber 
elaboration  of  the  measure  to  a  form 
Tery  much  resembling  that  in  which  it 
was  introduced  to  the  House.  [Lord 
Kahsou^h  Churchill:  That  was  after 
the  resignation.]  I  have  satisfied  my- 
self by  inquiries  I  have  made  this  even- 
iog  that  the  Committee  was  appointed, 
and  that  the  measure  was  under  the 
consideration  of  that  Committee  before 
the  resignation  of  right  hon.  Friend. 
I  do  not  wish  to  impugn  the  perfect 
good  faith  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  in 
ue  statement  he  has  made ;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  I  am  of  opinion  that  if  there 
is  any  disagreement  oetween  us  at  pre- 
sent, it  is  no  doubt  attributable  to  the 
absence  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  in  Ire- 
land. Sir,  it  is  alleged  that  the  Prime 
Uidater  had  announced  in  this  House 
the  intention  of  postponing  the  intro- 
dodion  of  the  measure  referred  to,  until 
the  Ihiles  of  Procedure  had  been  decided 
upon.  No  doubt,  that  decision  was 
announced  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  to 
the  House,  and  I  think  it  is  a  decision 
not  at  all  likely  to  cause  surprise  to  any 
one  who  reflects  upon  the  diBposition 
of  Parties  at  that  time.  I  should  like  to 
know  what  chance  there  would  have 
been  of  paasing  the  Crimes  Act  in  this 
House,  without  the  adoption  of  some 
alteration  in  the  Bules  of  Procedure  ?  It 
is  true  that  the  measure  was  passed  with- 
out an  alteration  of  the  BuTes ;  but  the 
House  must  reooUeot  the  impression— 


the  tremendous  impression — made  upon 
itself  and  upon  the  whole  country  by  the 
fearful  event  of  the  6th  of  May,  and  that 
the  position  of  aOiurB  was,  in  oonse- 

auence,  entirely  altered.  At  the  time  of 
lat  terrible  event,  the  House  must  re- 
collect that  Obstruction  was  in  full  force; 
that  there  was  great  dissaUsfaction  in  all 
parts  of  the  House  with  the  adminis- 
tration in  Ireland ;  that  the  Bill  would 
have  encountered  the  most  vehement 
and  determioed  opposition  ou  the  part 
of  the  Irish  Members ;  that  it  would 
not  have  been  at  all  cordially  re- 
ceived by  many  hon.  Members  below 
the  Gangway,  and  that  it  would  not 
have  met  with  anything  like  the  unani- 
mous support  of  the  Party  opposite. 
I  would  ask  them  to  consider  what 
would  then  have  been  the  prospect  of 
the  speedy  passing  of  such  a  measure  as 
the  (^mes  Act,  without  the  adoption  of 
some  improvement  in  the  Bules  of  Pro- 
cedure, i -think  many  people  would  say 
it  would  be  impossible  to  pass  such  a 
measure.  I  believed  then,  and  I  believe 
now,  that  one  of  the  chief  causes  of 
disorder  and  opposition  to  the  law  in 
Ireland,  was  the  successful  resistance  a 
Party  in  this  House  had  been  able  to 
make  to  the  authority  of  Parliament 
itself ;  and  I  believe  that  one  of  the 
best  steps  that  could  be  taken  for  the 
pacification  of  Ireland,  and  for  the  re- 
storation of  law  and  order  in  that 
country,  was  to  show  that  the  authority 
of  Parliament  was  paramount.  Both 
for  the  purpose  of  passing  the  Crimes 
Act,  and  for  the  effect  to  be  produced  in 
Ireland,  we  thought  it  was  very  essential 
that  the  Rules  of  Procedure  should  be 
discussed  by  the  House.  But,  Sir,  if 
there  is  any  disposition  to  doubt  that 
tiieOoremment  were  desirous  of  urging 
on  the  passing  of  this  measure  with  au 
possible  speed,  there  is  another  circum- 
stance I  should  like  to  remind  the  House 
of.  On  that  very  day— the  6th  of  May — 
the  day  of  that  fearful  event  in  the 
Phoaaix  Park,  an  offer  was  made  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Sir 
Stafford  Northcote),  that  in  order,  if 
possible,  to  facilitate  and  expedite  the 
progress  of  the  Procedure  Bules,  with 
the  view  of  approaching  the  considera- 
tion of  our  Irish  Business,  in  which  this 
very  measure  was  included,  we  were 
willing,  in  spite  of  our  opinions,  to  mo- 
dify the  Bole  with  regard  to  the  closure 
of  debate,  and  to  concede  the  Amend- 
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ment  to  be  moTed  by  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  C^entieiaaii  the  Member  for  the 
Univeraity  of  Dablin  (Mr.  Gibson').  That 
offer  was  made  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
with  the  view,  and  solely  with  the  view, 
of  enabling  the  House  to  come  at  once 
to  the  consideration  of  our  Irish  policy, 
the  policy  of  which  this  Bill  was  an 
essential  part.  Well,  Sir,  I  regret  that 
I  have  been  compelled  to  detain  the 
House  so  long ;  but  one  more  matter 
was  referred  to  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  "W.  E.  Forfiter),  on  which  I  must 
say  a  word.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
seems  to  doubt  the  administrative  changes 
in  regard  to  the  Police  and  Constabulary 
which  have  been  referred  to  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, and  my  right  hon.  Friend,  I  re- 
gret to  observe,  seems  to  think  that 
what  has  fallen  from  the  Secretary  of 
State  may  produce  some  feelings  of  dis- 
satisfaction and  discouragement  in  the 
ininds  of  the  Irish  Oonstabulary  and  the 
Metropolitan  Police.  I  do  not  think 
my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Secretary  of  State  uttered  one  word 
which  could  be  calculated  to  produce 
that  effect.  We  hare  never  made,  and 
never  thought  it  necessary  to  propose, 
any  change  with  regard  to  the  offi- 
cers or  men  either  of  the  Constabu- 
lary or  Metropolitan  Police  Forces. 
We  fuUy  relied  on  their  loyalty,  their 
zeal,  and  their  ^ood  conduct.  All  that 
we  have  done  with  regard  to  them  is  to 

S've  them  those  rewards  and  to  make 
ose  improvements  in  their  position 
they  had  amply  earned.  No  change 
was  made,  and  we  did  not  consider  any 
ohange  was  necessary,  in  the  organization 
of  the  Police  Forces;  but,  without  wish- 
ing to  oast  the  slightest  imputation  upon 
the  zeal  or  the  abiuty  of  the  commanding 
officers  of  those  Forces,  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment has  taken  a  step  which  is  often  taken 
in  military  operations  by  the  General 
commanding.  Changes  have  been  made 
in  the  superiur  officers,  both  of  the 
Constabulary  and  of  the  Metropolitan 
Police  Forces,  and  the  opinion  is  that 
those  chanffes  have  conduced  to  that 
efficiency  which  has  produced  the  pre- 
sent result.  Further  than  that,  a  distinct 
change  has  been  made.  The  Under 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  was  at 
all  times  over-burdened  with  work,  and 
he  had  not  sufficient  time  to  devote  pro- 
per attention  to  the  business  and  ma- 
nagement of  thepoliceandthedetection  of 
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crime.  The  Qoremment  have  appointed 
an  Assistant  TTnder  Secretary  for  Felice 
and  Crime,  who  has  relieved  the  Under 
Secretary  of  all  the  details  of  this  dass 
of  work,  only  a  general  superintendence 
being  left  to  the  Undersecretary.  This 
Assistant  Under  Secretary  has  immedi- 
ately under  his  supervision  the  Dublin 
Police  Force  and  the  Irish  Constabulary. 
The  appointment  of  this  officer  has  no 
doubt  greatly  tended  to  the  benefit  of 
the  whole  Police  Service,  and  it  has  been 
an  administrative  change  of  no  small  im- 
portance. The  ability  which  has  been 
brought  to  the  discharge  of  his  duties 
by  Mr.  Jenkinson,  has  been  no  smaller 
than  the  success  which  has  lately  at- 
tended the  efforts  for  the  detection  and 
the  punishment  of  crime.  These  are  ad- 
ministrative changes  of  no  slight  import- 
ance, and  the  Crovemment  take  credit 
for  the  effect  produced  by  those  changes. 
I  am  sorry  I  nave  been  obliged  to  tres- 
pass upon  the  time  and  patience  of  the 
House  so  long,  and,  in  conclusion,  I  will 
simply  ask  the  House  what  course  it  pro- 
poses to  tako  with  regard  to  this  Amend- 
ment ?  The  Amendment  appears  to  me 
to  be  a  somewhat  singular  one,  and  one 
brought  forward  at  a  somewhat  singular 
time.  The  two  great  Parties  in  this 
Houso  are  agreed  that,  in  the  main, 
during  nine  months  of  considerable  dif- 
ficulty, during  events  of  grave  import- 
ance, the  Administration  of  Ireland  has 
been  well  and  efficiently  and  ably  con- 
ducted ;  but,  notwithstanding  this  fact, 
we  are  about  to  be  asked  to  pass  a 
Motion  which  will,  if  carried,  have  the 
effect  of  removing  this  Administration 
from  Office,  and  which,  whether  it  be 
carried  or  not,  cannot  fail  to  weaken  to  a 
certain  extent  the  hands  of  that  Admi- 
nistration. Sir,  it  is  indeed  remarkable 
that  during  the  period  of  nine  months 
that  we  have  passed  through,  the  great 
Party  opposite  could  find  nothing  in  the 
condition  and  state  of  Ireland  to  which 
to  call  tho  attention  of  the  House.  The 
transactions  alleged  to  have  taken  place 
nine  months  ago  were  not  challenged  at 
the  time,  and  would  not  have  been  chal- 
lenged now  but  for  certain  revelations 
which  have  just  been  made.  There  is 
in  this  Motion  a  reference,  a  veiled  and 
covered  reference,  a  reference  by  innu- 
endo, to  the  transactions  of  nine  months 
ago,  and  I  trust  and  believe  that  tilie 
House  will  not  assent  to,  but  will,  on 
the  contrary,  by  a  large  majority,  reient 

Digitized  by  Google 


{COMMONS  I 


685        Majeity*»  Mott  (Febbuart  22,  1883}        Qraciout  Sp«»ch,  636 


the  attempt  to  Impute  to  Her  Majeatf's 
GoTemment  any  misconduct  in  regard  to 
those  transactions. 

Uotion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Debate  be  hot  adiouined;*'^ 
—{Mr.PamtU.) 

But  8TAIT0BD  NORTHOOTE:  I 
preenme.  Sir,  that  the  GK)Temment  do 
not  intend  to  object  to  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate,  and  that  we  ehall,  there- 
fore, hare  to  resume  and  conclude  this 
disoussion  when  we  meet  again  to- 
morrow. I  should  have  been  glad  if 
we  could  have  completed  the  discusBion 
this  evening.  I  think  it  would  have 
.been  very  convenient  if  we  could  have 
done  BO ;  but  it  is  impossible  not  to  feel 
that  the  very  important  speech  made  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  im- 
ported considerations  into  this  debate 
which  render  it  not  unreasonable  that  it 
should  he  carried  further.  I  only  wish 
to  say  two  things  at  this  moment.  In 
the  first  place,  I  think  the  noble  Mar- 
quess (the  Marquees  of  Hartington)  has 
rather  unfairly  commented  upon  what 
he  oonsiders  we  delay  on  the  part  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the 
House  in  challenging  the  {>roceeding8 
of  last  May.  The  position  taken  by 
us  in  not  challenging  those  proceedings 
by  a  formal  vote  was  taken  on  gi-ounds 
and  considerations  of  expediency,  and 
out  of  regard  for  the  national  interests. 
We  felt  that,  however  open  the  conduct 
of  the  Government  might  be  to  remark, 
it  was  not  right,  under  the  peculiar 
circumstances  of  that  time,  to  bring  for- 
ward any  Motion  on  the  subject.  The 
circumstances  have  now  changed,  and 
not  only  so,  but  a  great  flood  of  light 
haa  been  thrown  on  the  business  both 
by  what  has  been  going  on  in  Dublin, 
and  by  such  speeches  and  revelationB  as 
tiiose  we  have  listened  to  to-night.  We 
shall  be  prepared,  in  the  fullest  manner, 
to  accept  the  challenge  which  the  noble 
Marquess  haa  thrown  out.  Indepen- 
dently altogether  of  this  debate,  I  shall 
take  the  opportunity  to-morrow  of  stating 
the  manner  in  whidi  we  propose  to  meet 
that  challenge. 

SiE  WILLIAM  HARCOUET :  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  Stafford 
Northcote)  has  said  he  will  be  prepared 
to-morrow  to  meet  the  challenge  oF  the 
noble  IfarquesB  (the  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington).  He  rec6ive4  the  challenge  on 


the  16th  of  May.  The  House  will  re- 
member that  when  the  hon.  Member 
for  Hertford  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  

LoED  RANDOLPH  CHTJEOHILL  : 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise  to  Order.  I  wish. 
Sir,  to  draw  your  attention  to  the  new 
Rule>  passed  at  the  instance  of  Her 
Majesty's  Goremment  last  NoTembw, 
which  provides,  I  think,  subject  to  your 
ruling,  that  on  a  Motion  for  the  adjonm- 
ment,  the  debate  shall  be  strictly  con- 
fined to  the  matter  of  such  adjoumment. 
I  submit  to  you,  Sir,  that  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  was 
not  making  any  remarks  that  had  the 
remotest  connection  with  the  Motion  for 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Me.  speaker  :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  North  Devon 
(Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  made  observa- 
tions to  which  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  is  now  replying. 
I  do  not  consider  he  is  thereby  infringing 
the  Rules  of  the  House. 

SiE  WILLIAM  HAROOURT  :  I 
imagine  that  the  new  Rules  are  not  alto- 
gether devoid  of  the  principle  of  recti- 
tude. I  knowthe  opinion  which  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  (Lotd  Randolph  Ohurohill) 
entertains  of  the  new  Rules,  and  I  am 
surprised  he  did  not  rise  to  Order  when 
his  Leader — or  shall  I  call  him  his 
Follower — was  addressing  the  House. 
["  Oh,  oh ! "]  I  think  I  have  a  right  to 
say  that.  Sir,  I  do  not  wish  to  detain 
the  House  long,  and  therefore  I  will 
only  say  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir 
Stafford  Northcote)  has  anticipated  the 
speech  he  is  going  to  make  to-morrow. 
He  has  said  that  a  debate  has  been 
challenged  upon  this  point.  \_InUrrup- 
Hon.']  I  am  calling  attention  to  a  mat- 
ter of  fact. 

Mb.  CALLAN  :  I  rise  to  Order.  I 
have  to  ask  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  if  the 
Secretwy  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment is  now  confining  himself  to  the 
strict  terms  of  the  Motion  for  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  have  ahready  said 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  not,  in 
my  opinion,  out  of  Order. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAROOURT:  I  hope, 
out  of  respect  to  the  Chair,  that  we  shall 
hare  no  further  interruption.  [/«^#r- 
ruption.'] 

Me.  SPEAKER:  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  is  in  posBeaaion  of 
the  House. 
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Sm  WILLUM  HABCOITRT :  I  wiU 
not  detain  the  Eouee  two  minutes.  I 
only  wish  to  make  a  few  obseiralions 
upon  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Sir  StafiFord  Northcote)  has 
said.  He  said  that  we  had  challenged 
a  discussion  on  this  matter.  I  desire  to 
say  that  the  Prime  Minister  did  dis- 
tinctly challenge  a  discussion  on  this 
matter  on  the  16th  of  May.  When  the 
hon.  Member  for  Hertford  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour) .  moved  the  adjournment  on 
this  question,  it  was  pointed  out  by  the 
Prime  Minister  that  that  was  not  a  pro- 
per manner  in  which  to  bring  it  to  issue. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition  did  not  accept  the  method 
offered,  stating  that  he  would  not  take 
up  the  qnestion  at  that  time,  owing  to  the 
gravity  of  the  position  of  Irish  affairs. 
Well,  I  would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman and  hon.  Members  whoAit  behind 
him,  whether  they  thii^  there  is  no 
gravity  in  the  position  of  Irish  affairs 
now?  Do  they  believe  that  the  gravity 
of  Irish  affairs  is  less  serious  at  this  mo- 
ment than  it  was  at  that  period ;  and  I 
would  ask  them  whether  they  do  not 
think  

Me.  GORST:  I  rise  to  Order.  I 
would  ask  you,  Sir,  whether  the  right 
lion,  and  learned  Gentleman  is  entitled 
to  go  into  these  matters? 

Mn.  SPEAKER:  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  now  transgressing  the  Bule. 

Qnestion  put,  and  agrMd  to. 
Debate/ur^A«r  adf'ounudiaXi  To-morrw, 

MOTIONS. 


TSLE  OF  MAN  (HASB0T7BS)  BILL. 

inmoK  roR  zxate. 
ConticUr«d  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Motion  made,  and  Qnestion  proposed, 

«  Hiat  tlie  Chairman  be  directed  to  move  the 
House,  that  leave  be  given  to  hriog  in  a  Bill  to 
make  farther  proTisioo  for  taking  duet  for  re- 
pairing and  improving  the  Uarboun  in  the  Ilde 
of  Man." — {Mr.  John  Bolmt.) 

Mn.  WAETON  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
whether  the  consent  of  the  Governor  and 
the  House  of  Keys  had  been  obtained 
to  this  measure,  and  whether  the  expen- 
diture wonid  fall  on  the  local  Exche- 
quer ?  The  island  was  already  £350,000 


in  debt  owing  to  extravagant  adminis- 
tration. 

Mk.  J.  HOLUS !  This  Bill  is  bronght 
in  at  the  instance  of  the  Governor  and 
the  House  of  Keys  of  the  Isle  of  Man. 
The  expenditure  will  not  fall  upon  the 
local  Exchequer  ;  indeed,  the  Bill  is  for 
the  purpose  of  avoiding  additional  taxa- 
tion on  the  island.  I  will  enter  into  a 
full  explanation  of  its  provisions  on  the 
second  reading. 

Question  put,  and  egretd  io» 

Eesolution  reported: — Bill  ordered  to 
bo  brought  in  by  Mr.  John  Kolub  and 
Mr.  Chambeblain. 

Bill  pretented,  and  read  the  first  time. 

[Bill  10 1.] 

OAVALS. 

Select  Committee  appointed,  "  to  inquire  into 
the  condition  and  the  position  of  the  Canals 
and  internal  Navigation  of  the  Country,  to  re- 
port thereupon,  and  to  make  such  reoommenda- 
tiona  as  may  appear  neoeaaary."— (Jfr.  Salt.) 

FBIKTIKa. 

Ordmdf  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed 
to  aaaiat  Mr.  Speaker  in  all  matters  which  relate 
to  the  Printing  executed  by  Order  of  thia  Ilouae, 
and  for  the  pnrpoae  of  Bclecting  and  arranging 
for  Printing,  Returns  and  Papers  presented  in 
pursuance  of  Motions  made  by  Members  of  thia 
House: — Mr.  Lbonabd  Cocbtnbt,  Sir  Joseph 
Pbase,  Mr.  "William  Ubxrt  Smith,  Mr,  Stans- 
FELD,  Mr.  Eaises,  Mr.  Wuitbuead,  Mr.  Row- 
land Wink,  Mr.  Ravsat,  Mr.  Fabkbll,  and 
Colonel  ToTTEHHAH. 

Ordered,  That  Three  he  the  quorum. 

FASLIAHKITTABY  EIJB0TI0K8   (CLOBHTG  Of 
PUBXJO  HOnSBS)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Cabbtttt,  Bill  to  close 
PuhHc  Houses  on  the  day  of  the  Farlifmentaiy 
Election,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Car^i'tt,  Mr,  Abthur  Pbase,  Mr.  Illuo- 
woBTH,  Mr.  Jacob  Sbioht,  Mr.  AitDHBaoHf 
Mr.  BvBT,  and  Mr.  O'Coknob  Powbb. 

Bill  premted,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  102.] 

PUBLIC  ACCOUNTS  OOUHnTEE. 
Select  Committee  nominitUd  on  Pablic  Ac- 
counts:— Sir  Waltbr  Babttelot,  Mr.  Coubt- 
KBT,  Mr.  G-0R8T,  Sir  Henby  Hollano,  Mr. 
Laiko,  Sir  John  LrsBOOK,  Sir  Chablbs  MiLLa, 
Mr.  Rylamds,  Mr.  Sxblt,  Sir  Hbkbt  Sblwik- 
Ibbbtsoh,  and  Mr.  Shaw  : — Power  to  send  for 
persons,  papers,  and  records. 
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COTOTT  OOTOTS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Nobwood,  Bill  to  extend 
the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Coanty  Courts,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Nohwood,  Mr.  Henry 
H.  Fowler,  Mr.  IIowlby  Hill,  and  Sir  Eard- 

LBT  "WlLMOT, 

Bill  preimled,aainad  the  first  time.  [Bill  103.] 

Hotue  a^'ouroed  at  s  qnaiter 
after  One  o'clock, 


HOUSE  OP  LORDS, 
Friday,  23rd  February,  1883. 


LAND  LKW  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881. 
BESDLVnOH. 

LoED  WAVENEY  rose  to  call  the 
attention  of  her  Majesty's  GoTemment 
to  resolutions  adopted  at  a  meeting  of ; 
tenant  right  delegations  in  the  Frovmce 
of  Ulster,  and  to  move  that  resolutions 
3  and  3  be  incorporated  in  an  Act  sup- 
plementary to  the  Land  Act,  I88I 

The  Eajil  OF  DONOUGHMOEE,  in- 
terpoBin^,  said,  he  rose  to  make  an  ap- 
peal to  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Waveney), 
of  which  he  had  given  him  private 
Notice.  He  was  sorry  ho  was  not  able 
to  give  the  noble  Lord  longer  Notice ; 
but  he  did  not  feel  entirely  to  blame  in 
the  mattOT,  because  he  undentood  that 
the  Tords  of  the  resolutions  to  which  the 
noble  Lord  desired  to  draw  attention  had 
only  a  short  time  ago  appeared  on  the 
Notice  Paper  of  the  Honse.  They  had 
only  come  to  his  knowledge  two  hours 
ago,  and  when  he  saw  their  form  he  was 
astonished,  and  felt  that  it  would  not  be 
desirable  to  discuss  them  at  the  present 
time.  Those  resolutions  were  as  fol- 
lows : — 

S*toluii9n»  moved  at  Zand  Con/ermee  in 
Sel/att,  Friday,  26M  January  1883. 

"  Firat. — That,  in  the  opinion  of  thia  Con- 
ference, it  is  incumbent  on  the  Government  at 
the  aasembliogr  of  Farliament  to  bring  forward 
a  neuare,  and  have  it  passed  viUi  the  least 
possible  dslay,  amending  the  Iduid  Law  (Ire- 
land] Act,  1881,  in  the  following  respects : — 

1.  Xo  efiectaally  protect  the  tenant  against 
any  rent  being  charged  upon  the  value  of  his 
tenant-right  or  improvomenta : 

2.  To  provide  that  the  judicial  rent  shall 
oommence  on  the  gde-day  next  after  the  date 
of  the  8pplicati<m  to  the  Coqii : 


3.  To  enable  leaaeholders  to  come  under 
the  Act  of  1881,  and  to  have  a  fair  rent 
fixed: 

4.  To  define  town  parks,  and  limit  their 
exdusion  &om  the  Land  Act  to  proper  cases : 

5.  To  improve  the  purchase  clauses,  en- 
abling the  Land  Commissionera  to  advance 
the  whole  of  the  purchase  money,  payable  by 
instalments  extending  when  required  over  a 
period  up  to  sixty  years,  and  at  pTOp<ntioa- 
ately  rednced  rate  of  interest ;  as  we  believe 
the  permanent  solution  of  the  Irish  lAnd 
question  can  only  be  attained  through  the 
occupier  becoming  the  owner  of  the  soil : 

Second. — That  all  unnecessary  reetrictions  on 
the  sale  and  transfer  of  property  in  land  should 
be  removed,  and  a  systCTi  ol  easy  and  umple 

registration  of  ownership  in  each  county  estab* 
lised : 

Third. — That  the  gross  abuses  so  long  exist- 
ing under  the  present  grand  jury  system  de- 
mand the  inunediate  attention  of  the  Oovem- 
roent ;  and  this  Conference  declares  that  in  any 
new  scheme  of  county  government,  the  county 
boards  must  be  elected  by  the  direct  voices  of 
the  ratepayers  voting  by  ballot ;  and  that,  in 
addition  to  county  boarcw,  provincial  councils 
shall  be  establiflhed  for  determining,  amongst 
other  things,  all  such  looal  matters  as  are  now 
dealt  with  by  tedious  tmd  expensive  private 
le^slation : 

Fourth. — That  this  Conference  deplores  and 
condemns  the  violence  and  outrage  which  have 
stained  the  country,  and  urges  upon  all  dtizeos 
to  aid  in  the  prevention  of  crime  and  the  re- 
storation of  peace  and  industry : 

Fifth, — That,  for  the  purpose  of  securing 
prompt  and  concerted  action  in  regard  to  all 
questions  affecting  the  interests  of  the  farmers 
Ulster,  a  committee  be  formed,  to  consist  of 
five  represratatives  from  each  county  in  Ulster, 
nominated  by  the  several  tenant-ri^t  associa- 
tions." 

The  appeal  he  had  to  make  to  the  noble 
Lord  was  not  to  move  the  resolutions, 
and  iox  this  reason.  There  had  of  late 
been  some  very  striking  controversies 
on  Irish  questionB,  and  facts  had 
come  to  light  which  showed  that  the 
state  of  the  country  was  extremely 
serious.  Li  these  oiroumstances  they 
had  heard  repeated  appeals  from  indi- 
ridnal  Ministers,  that  Ireland  should  be 
allowed  some  calm  and  tranquillity,  in 
order  that  the  country  nught  have  a 
chance  of  reverting  to  a  state  of  peace 
and  tranquillity.  It  appeared  to  him 
that  the  discussion  of  the  resolutions 
referred  to  by  bis  noble  Friend  would 
not  serve  any  nseful  purpose  at  the 
present  moment,  and  would  form,  out- 
:  side  their  Lordships*  House,  the  aabject 
of  comments  whidi  might  increase  the 
difficulty  of  the  task  of  those  who  wrae 
responsible  for  the  peace  of  Ir^and. 
There  were  otherpoints  he  might  go  into, 
but  he  would  refrain  from  doing  so.  He 
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therefore  asked  hisnobleFriend  whether, 
in  the  present  grave  condition  of  Ireland, 
keeping  in  view  the  necessity  of  giring 
that  country  some restirom  agitation,  he 
.thought  it  wise  to  propose  the  Motion 
on  the  Notice  Paper — a  Motion  which 
must  tend  to  foster  and  strengthen  agi- 
tation ? 

Lord  WAYENEY  said,  he  thought 
it  was  fortunate  that  his  noble  Friend 
had  made  that  appeal,  because  he  was 
thus  given  an  opportunity  of  clearing 
the  ground  for  the  consideration  of  the 
question  at  large.  In  regard  to  the 
opportunities  their  Lordships  had  had 
of  considering  the  subject,  it  would  be 
recollected  that  some  48  hours  ago  a 
noble  Lord  put  a  Question  to  him  as  to 
the  particular  form  in  which  he  intended 
to  bring  forward  his  Motion,  and  he  hod 
replied  that  he  should  stand  on  certain 
resolutions.  He  regretted  the  state  of 
things  in  the  House  of  Oommons,  and  in 
Ireland ;  but  it  appeared  to  him  that  the 
discussion  could  not  very  well  be  post- 
poned. He  knew  the  feelings  and  senti- 
ments of  the  tenant  ri^ht  associations 
which  met  on  the  oooauon  in  question, - 
and  he  was  sorry  that  he  could  not  meet 
the  views  of  hia  noble  Friend  in  the  way 
he  desired.  Be,  however,  only  intended 
to  move  two  of  the  resolutions,  the  second 
and  third  of  the  first  branch ;  and  he 
might  point  out  that  there  was  a  discus- 
sion on  Irish  affairs  upon  the  Address 
to  the  Throne. 

The  LOBD  CHANCELLOR  rose  to 
Order.  The  Notice  as  printed  did  not 
apply  to  the  measure  of  which  the  noble 
Lord  spoke.  The  Notice  mentioned  re- 
solutions 1  and  2 ;  whereas  tiie  noble 
Lord  now  referred  to  the  sub-sections  3 
and  3,  and  it  did  not  appear  that  they 
corresponded  with  the  intention  of  the 
noble  Lord. 

LoBD  WAYENEY  said,  what  he  pro- 

Sosed  to  do  was  to  call  tihe  attention  of 
16  House  to  the  resolutions  on  the 
Paper  as  a  whole,  the  whole  having 
been  considered  by  the  delegations ;  but 
he  only  intended  to  move  that  tJiose 
numbered  2  uid  3  shoold  be  ad- 
ditions to  the  legislation  on  the  sdb^ 
ject. 

.  The  Easl  of  REDESDALE  (Ohaib- 
UAH  of  CouuiTTEXs)  Said,  that  the  noble 
Lord  proposed  to  call  attention  to  reso- 
lutions passed  at  a  meeting  of  tenant 
right  delegations  in  the  Province  of 
Ulster.   That  might  be  very  well  i  but 

^  Earl  of  Donoughmor$ 


it  would  be  perfectly  out  of  Order  to 
move  that  resolutions  2  and  3  should 
be  incorporated  in  an  Act.  That  would 
be  legislation. 

LoED  WAYENEY  said,  he  was  at  a 
loss  to  see  how  he  should  be  out  of 
Order  in  making  the  Motion  he  was 
about  to  propose.  The  Motion  only  re- 
ferred to  a  desire  for  legislation  by  the 
Government  in  the  usual  way. 

Thb  lord  OHANCELLOB  said,  he 
believed  the  noble  Lord  did  not  under- 
stand the  objection  taken  by  the  noble 
Earl.  Any  Member  of  the  House  had 
the  privilege  of  laying  a  Bill  on  the 
Table  and  moving  its  first  reading ;  but 
it  was  a  different  thing  to  move  that 
certain  resolutions  be  incorporated  in  an 
Act. 

Lord  "WAYENEY  said,  that  when  he 
had  proceeded  with  his  Motion,  any 
noble  Lord  might  move  that  he  shoiild 
proceed  no  further.  He  conceived  that 
it  woidd  be  of  very  great  importance 
that  the  resolutions  should  be  placed 
before  the  country  through  the  Legisla- 
ture. He  had  observed  with  very  great 
regret  that  the  most  important  Province 
of  Ireland  seemed  to  have  tsiXiavk  almost 
entirely  out  of  the  purview  and  know- 
ledge of  the  people  of  this  country. 
They  heard  enough  of  the  people  of 
other  Provinces  who  had  objects  tending, 
almost  without  exception,  to  disturb  the 
public  peace,  or,  at  all  events,  to  advance 
the  objects  of  the  promoters  in  a  way  that 
their  Lordships  could  not  approve.  It 
was,  therefore,  that  he  desired  to  call 
attention  to  tiiese  resolutions  as  tending 
to  the  improvement  of  legislation.  The 
let  was — 

"  That,  in  the  opinioD  of  thiB  Conf  er«ace,  it 
is  incumbent  on  the  (JovemnicDt  at  the  m- 
■embling  of  FBrliament  to  bring  forward  a 
measnro,  and  have  it  passed  with  the  least 
posaible  delay,  amending  the  Land  Law  (fre- 
land)  Act,  1881,  in  the  following  respects  : — I. 
To  effectually  protect  the  tenant  against  any 
rent  bong  charged  upon  the  value  of  his  tenant- 
right  or  improvements." 

The  Conference  to  which  reference  was 
made  was  a  very  important  one.  It  took 
place  in  the  large  Province  of  Ulster — a 
Province  which  did  not  often  come  under 
the  view  of  the  people  of  this  countty. 
The  delegations  came  from  the  eight 
counties,  and  represented  many  tenant 
right  associations.  The  resolutions  ap- 
proved by  that  Conference  might  else- 
where have  been  of  an  agitating  and 
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disturbiiif^  charaoter,  and  might  have 
drawn  totih  expressions  of  hostility  to 
the  OoTernment  and  to  country ;  but 
no  syllable  of  the  kind  was  irhispered 
on  «ie  occasion  to  which  he  referred. 
The  tenant  right  associations  met,  they 
listened  with  attention  to  what  was  said, 
and  they  decided  with  judgment.  The 
let  resolution  was  simply  an  expression 
of  opinion  on  the  part  of  these  associa- 
tions. But  he  now  came  to  points  which 
he  hoped  he  might  hear  now  or  later  in 
the  Session  would  be  added  to  the  list 
of  subjects  of  additional  legislation  for 
Iceland.  Tho  object  of  the  2nd  reso- 
lution was 

"  To  provide  that  the  judicial  rent  shall  com- 
mence on  the  gale-day  next  after  the  date  of  the 
application  to  the  Court." 

All  in  Ulster  to  whom  he  had  spoken 
considered  that  this  was  equitable ;  and 
he  would  obaerre  that,  if  thia  principle 
were  not  followed,  a  landlord  would  get 
more  than  he  was  entitled  to,  and  the 
tenant  would  hare  to  pay  more  than  was 
juat.  The  next  resolution,  the  object  of 
which  was  to  enable  leaseholders  to  come 
under  the  Act  of  1881,  and  to  hare  a 
fair  rent  fixed,  comprehended  more  than 
might  at  first  sight  appear.  With  regard 
to  leaseholders  simply  there  was  no  great 
difficulty.  But  there  was  another  class 
in  which  the  case  was  not  quite  so 
simple.  Let  them  take,  for  example,  a 
Corporation  having  land  in  Ireland, 
which  they  had  administered  for  nearly 
SOO  years,  and  one  to  which  Ireland  was 
greatly  indebted  for  the  spread  of  know- 
kdge  and  science — he  meant  Trinity 
CoUege.  It  had  been  found  necessary 
for  tlw'  Oorpoiation  of  Trinity  College, 
like  other  Corporations,  to  delegate  a 
large  part  of  their  power  to  middle- 
men. The  rery  name  of  "  middleman  " 
was  a  word  of  evil  omen,  because  the 
middlemen  had  in  too  many  instances 
shown  a  disposition  to  abuse  their 
powers  ;  but  that  was  not  the  case  with 
those  who  administered  under  these  great 
Corporations.  The  property  of  Trinity 
College,  Dublin,  consisted  of  something 
like  300,000  acres,  in  three  counties. 
The  cnstom  of  the  administration  of  thia 
property  remained  unchanged  till  the 
year  1851,  when  an  Act  was  passed  de- 
nning and  regulating  the  whole  of  the 
custom,  and  uie  Mi9$  quottes  datise  of 
this  A<^  established  a  continual  chain  of 
responsibility  and  Habilify  horn  the  Col- 
lege to  their  immediate  grantees,  and 


from  the  grantees  to  the  ^ub-tenants. 
Now,  the  land  being  leasehold,  the 
grantee  was  ootside  the  operation  of 
the  Land  Act  and,  while  the  sub-tenant 
had  all  the  advantage  of  that  measure, 
suffered  a  double  loss  ft-om  the  reduction 
of  the  tenant's  rent  by  the  Court  and 
the  increase  of  his  own  rent  and  fine  in 
consequence  of  the  rise  of  prices.  For 
example,  in  1 850  the  rent  and  fine  of  a 
particular  property  was  £821;  in  1851 
prices  rose,  and  the  rent  rose  with  them 
to  £951 ;  in  1866,  under  the  influence  of 
the  same  rise  in  prices,  the  rent  rose  to 
£1,128.  and  by  the  year  1876  it  had 
become  £1,241 ;  the  total  increase  in  21 
years  being  32  per  cent.  Thus,  while 
the  sub-rents  were  being  reduced  by  the 
Commission,  the  head  rents  were  being 
steadily  increased  by  the  rise  in  prices. 
The  reasonable  conoLusionwaa  that  such 
leasee  ought  to  oome  under  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Act.  The  other  resolutions 
related  to  the  better  defining  of  town 
parks ;  the  question  of  the  improvement 
of  the  Purchase  Clauses  of  the  Act ;  the 
removal  of  unnecessary  rratrictions  on 
the  sale  and  transfer  of  land,  with  re- 
spect to  which  he  believed  that  every- 
one was  agreed ;  the  reform  of  the  Grand 
Jury  system ;  the  scheme  for  county 
government,  on  which  points  he  need 
say  nothing ;  and  a  warm  condemna- 
tion of  outrages  and  violence,  the  ex- 
pression of  which  well  became  the 
farmers  of  Ulster.  He  desired  to  place 
on  record  his  opinion  as  to  the  action 
that  he  deemed  to  be  essential ;  and  he 
believed  it  to  be  essential  that  twotKants 
omitted  in  the  Land  Act  ahonm  be 
attended  to — namely,  the  commence- 
ment of  judicial  rent  and  the  placing  of 
leaseholdera  under  the  Act  of  1881.  It 
would  be  enough  if  a  measure  consisted 
of  these  two  clauses  only.  They  would 
be  accepted  as  evidence  of  the  determi- 
nation of  the  Government  to  fill  up  any 
blanksin  our  legislation.  Itwaenottobe 
expected,  considering  all  the  difficulties 
of  the  question,  that  the  Land  Act  should 
have  been  perfect  at  first.  He  believed 
in  the  honesty  and  sincerity  of  the  men 
who  approved  the  Hesolutions  which  he 
desired  to  press  upon  the  attention  of  the 
House. 

Moved,  *'  That  resolutions  2  and  8 
be  incorporated  in  an  Aot  supplemen- 
tary to  the  Land  Act,  1881  ."—(T/u  lari 
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The  Eakl  of  LEITRIM  said,  he  only 
became  aware  of  this  Motion  on  Wed- 
nesday, and  on  deciding  to  speak  upon 
that  part  of  the  noble  Lord's  Motion 
whioa  referred  to  Trinity  College,  Dub- 
lin, he  at  once  telegraphed  to  the  Col- 
lege to  inform  the  Board  of  his  inten- 
tion, with  the  object  that  they  might  be 
represented  by  their  Chancellor,  who 
had  a  seat  in  their  Lordships'  House. 
The  statement  he  desired  to  make, 
and  which  he  had  wished  should  be 
an  AT  parte  one,  was  on  the  subjeet  of 
the  Trinity  College  leases.  The  tenure 
of  the  land  hdd  under  that  Corpo- 
ration was  somewhat  peculiar  and  com- 
plex. The  perpetuity  leases  embraced 
about  158,000  acres  and  about  41  im- 
mediate tenants  of  the  College,  with 
a  rental  of  about  £33,000.  The  perpe- 
tuity tenants  had  under  them  perpetuity 
sub-tenants,  who  had  agaiu  perpetuity 
sub-tenants  under  them,  and  under  them 
again  were  tenants-at-will,  who  were 
subject  to  the  operations  of  the  Land 
Act  of  1881.  But  this  condition  of 
things  did  not  prevail  upon  all  the  Col- 
lege estates,  and  ia  his  own  case  there 
was  only  himself  between  the  College 
and  800  odd  tenants.  Prior  to  1861  the 
properties  were  held  under  leases  of  21 
years,  which  were  renewable  every  year 
on  the  payment  of  a  fine  of  5t.  6d.  on 
every  ^und  of  rent  As  far  back  as 
the  Keign  of  Charles  I.  an  Act  of  Par- 
liament was  passed  to  bind  the  College 
not  to  let  their  lands  at  less  than  half 
their  letting  value.  Now,  before  he 
passed  on  &om  this,  he  begged  particu- 
larly to  draw  their  Lordships'  attention  to 
the  fact  that  at  that  early  date  the  letting 
value,  and  not  less  than  half  that,  was 
to  be  the  test  of  their  rents.  How  could 
that  letting  value  be  ascertained  ?  It 
could  only  be  ascertained  by  the  amount 
that  their  sab  -  tenants  ^aid  to  them. 
Well,  then,  again  in  the  Beign  of  Gleorge 
III.  another  Act  was  passed  in  the  inte- 
rests of  the  tenants,  and  of  the  College 
as  well,  to  enable  the  OoUege  to  take 
leas  rent  than  half  the  letting  value  £rom 
their  tenants,  provided  that  that  rent 
should  not  be  less  than  the  rent  paid 
during  the  preceding  20  years.  The 
next  and  the  last  time  that  Parliament 
intervened  was  in  1851,  and  Uie  cause 
of  the  intervention  was  that  while  the 
tenants  were  paying  the  College  their 
yearly  rents  they  were  unable  to  pay 
the  yearly  fine  of  5t,  6d.  in  the  pound. 


During  the  years  of  famine  from  1846 
to  1848  they  had  difficulty  enough  to 
live.  And  the  result  of  their  ceitsing  to 
pay  was,  that  the  Board  and  senior 
Fellows,  so  to  speak,  were  starving,  the 
fines  being  the  chief  source  of  their  in- 
some.  On  his  grandfather's  estate  the 
fines  were  three  years  in  arrear.  In 
1849,  in  response  to  an  appeal  from  the 
College,  the  Government  gave  powers  to 
the  Board  for  a  period  of  two  years  to 
pay  themselves  out  of  the  general  funds 
of  the  College.  That  the  OoUe^  did 
not  see  the  propriety  of  commomoating 
with  the  tenants  before  appealing  "to  the 
Government  excited  grave  suspicions  in 
the  minds  of  the  tenants,  who  imme- 
diately represented  to  the  Government 
that  the  change  would  destroy  the  secu- 
rity of  their  tenure,  inasmuch  as  the  de- 
pendence of  the  Board  upon  their  re- 
newal fines  would  be  a  perpetual  motive 
for  their  renewing  their  leases.  The 
tenants  relied  on  the  two  Acts  of  Par- 
liament to  which  he  had  referred,  and 
they  also  relied  on  the  good  faith  of  the 
College,  which  had  always  declared  that 
the  tenants'  interests  and  improvements 
should  be  respected.  He  supposed  they 
relied  most  of  all  upon  the  guarantee  of 
the  self-interest  of  the  Board,  who  were 
dependent  upon  these  renewid  fines.  .  It 
was  hardly  to  be  expected  that  the  ten- 
ante  would  relinquish  this  snbatantial 
and  almost  perpetual  guarantee  without 
receiving  some  further  security  in  return. 
On  these  representations  of  ^e  tenants, 
the  Government  of  the  day,  when  Lord 
Clarendon  was  Lord  Lieutenant,  very 
justly  only  gave  temporary  powers  to 
the  Board  to  pay  themselves  out  of  the 
general  fiiuds  of  the  College,  and  in  the 
meantime  the  Government  determined 
to  investigate  the  matter  and  to  decide 
upon  legislation.  The  result  of  the  in- 
vestigation was  the  Act  of  1851,  undar 
which  21  years'  leases  oould  be  con- 
verted into  perpetuities  in  oonsidera- 
tion  of  the  payment  of  a  certain  sum 
annually  in  addition  to  the  rent  and  re- 
newal fine,  which  was  arrived  at  by  a 
notarial  caJoulation.  The  Act  also  pro- 
vided that  the  rents  should  afterward 
be  settled  at  the  end  of  every  decennial 
period  according  to  the  increase  or  de- 
crease in  the  price  of  the  following  com- 
modities:— wheat,  oats,  beef,mutton,  and 
butter,  whereas  all  valuations  of  land 
in  Ireland  had  up  to  that  time  included 
four  other  commodities — namely,  barley 
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potatoes,  flax,  and  pork.  The  Act  made 
the  rents  of  the  toiiti  quoiies  aub-ten- 
ante  liable  to  revision  under  the  same 
system,  but  was  silent  as  to  the  yearly 
sab-tenants,  obviously  because  the  im- 
mediate or  intermediate  tenant  could, 
in  die  then  state  of  the  law,  raise 
their  rents  if  he  thought  fit.  The  ab- 
surdity of  the  standard  fixed  by  the  Act 
was  ahown  by  the  oiroumstance  Uiat  on 
a  large  estate  in  the  county  of  Donegal, 
consisting  of  28,700  acres,  there  was  not 
a  single  bushel  of  wheat  grown,  and 
yet  that  was  one  of  the  commodities  spe- 
cified for  the  raising  or  lowering  of  the 
rent.  It  was  also  provided  by  the  Act 
that  the  party  who  called  upon  the 
other  for  a  revision  of  rent  should  bear 
the  cost  of  the  arbitration.  There  was 
nothing  to  complain  of  in  the  spirit  of 
the  Act,  but  how  had  it  worked  ?  The 
perpetuities  having  been  taken  out,  10 
nappy  years  slipped  away,  but  after 
that  there  were  no  more  happy  days  for 
the  tenants.  His  predecessor  in  title 
was  the  first  tenant  who  was  called 
upon  by  the  Oollege  to  pay  an  increased 
rent,  and  the  arbitrators  ascertained  in 
1863  that  in  nine  of  the  principal  towns 
in  Ib'riand  the  commodities  uowed  a 
rise  of  no  less  than  34  per  cent  on  the 
perpetuity  rents  arrived  at  10  year's  pre- 
viously. In  these  circumstances,  the 
tenant  very  wisely  compromised  for  a 
rise  of  only  25  per  cent.  How  was  that 
arrived  at?  arbitration  cost  the 

College-  £S,000.  What  would  be  the 
effect  upon  the  exchequer  of  the  tenant 
who  claimed  to  have  an  abatement  of 
rent — supposing  even  that  prices  shrunk, 
whereas  it  was  well-known  that  they 
did  not  shrink — in  the  case  of  the  ex- 
ceptional commodities  named  in  the 
Act  ?  The  College  was  compelled  to  pay 
£3,000,  and  would  retort  upon  the  ten- 
ant to  make  him  prove  again  before  the 
arbitrator,  and  put  him  to  the  expense 
of  £3,000  at  least — perhaps  more.  That 
would  be  practically  ruinous  to  the  ten- 
ant. What  was  the  ^ect  on  the  Ool- 
lege? They  were  not  going  again  to 
be  mulcted  in  costs  ?  So,  when  the  de- 
cennial period  of  other  tenants  expired^ 
they  wrote  to  say  that  they  could  prove 
that  there  had  been  an  increase  in  the 
value  of  land  of  84  per  oent,  but  that  if 
the  tenants  would  admit  a  rise  in  prices 
to  the  extent  of  20  per  cent,  and  save 
the  Oollege  the  expenses  of  an  arbitra- 
tion, they  would  agree  to  accept  an  in- 


crease of  only  20  per  cent,  instead  of  25 
per  cent,  as  in  the  case  of  another  ten- 
ant. There  was,  of  course,  nothing  for 
it  but  to  accept  that  offer.  The  per- 
petuity tenants  were,  of  course,  entitled 
to  demand  &om  thar  sub-perpetuity 
tenants  a  proportionate  increase.  The 
perpetuity  tenants  were  gentlemen  living 
on  their.own  properties,  and  they  knew 
more  about  the  condition  of  the  land 
and  of  their  sub -tenants  thau  the 
Board  of  Trinity  Oollege  could  know. 
It  was  only  fair  to  say  that  they 
did  not  exact  a  proportionate  increase 
of  rent  from  their  sub  -  tenants,  but 
only  such  an  increase  as  would  com- 
pensate them  for  the  increased  amount 
which  they  had  to  pay  to  Trinity 
College.  The  second  decennial  period 
arrived  in  May,  1876.  The  College 
stated  that  there  had  been  an  increase 
in  value  of  22  per  cent,  but  that  if  the 
tenants  would  signify  in  writing  their 
consent  to  an  awud  that  would  give  an 
increase  of  10  per  oent,  the  Board  would 
consent  to  remit  such  increase  for  the 
first  three  years.  The  10  per  cent  rise  had 
not  yet  been  exaoted,  but  the  liability 
remained,  and  was  still  maintained  by 
the  Board.  How  could  land  be  properly 
developed  undw  such  a  tenure,  or  satis- 
factory settlements  with  sub-tenants  be 
arrived  at?  Then  the  Land  Act  of  1881 
was  passed,  and  the  Oommissioners  de- 
cided that  there  had  been  a  great  depre- 
ciation of  the  value  of  land.  Tet  the 
College  continued  to  exact  in  one  case 
25,  in  all  others  20  per  cent  of  rent 
above  the  rents  of  1863.  The  deprecia- 
tion was  broueht  before  the  Boara,  and 
the  tenants  asked  for  a  reduction  corre- 
sponding to  the  depreciation  in  the  value 
of  land;  but  their  answer  was  that 
there  had  been  no  such  depreciation  in 
the  value  of  land  as  to  justify  the  re- 
duotions  of  tiie  OommiasionerB.  But  the 
evidence  given  by  their  own  valuer  be- 
fore the  Commission  showed  that  in 
Kerry  the  value  of  land  had  decreased 
of  late  years  by  25  per  cent.  Moreover, 
on  their  own  estates,  where  peipetnity 
tenants  were  not  concerned,  the  Oollege 
had  made  abatement  of  rents  to  a  larger 
amount  than  25  per  cent.  In  the  case 
of  perpetuity  tenants,  however,  they  de- 
nied that  there  had  been  any  redaction 
in  the  value  of  land,  and  they  held  those 
unhappy  tenants  to  their  bond.  He  was 
afraid  that  he  had  gone  a  great  length 
into  this  vwy  dry,  but  to  those  con- 
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oerned  a  deeply  interesUng,  subject.  As 
an  OloBtration  of  the  zesult  of  the  action 
of  the  OoUege  with  regard  to  one  of  their 
Kerry  estates,  he  might  say  that  the 
judicial  repts  were  now  25  per  cent 
below  the  pre-peipetuity  rente.  Yet  on 
that  estate  ike  College  had  demanded 
an  increase  of  20  per  cent  on  the  old 
head  rent.  In  Donegal,  again,  the  Col- 
lege was  demanding  an  increase  in  the 
pre-perpetuity  head  rent  of  32  per  cent, 
while  the  Sub-Commissioners  were  fix- 
ing the  rents  of  the  under-tenants  at 
only  9  per  cent  aboTe  their  pre-per- 
petuity rents.  These  facts  were  likely 
to  bo  made  still  more  startling  by 
the  future  decisions  of  the  Sub-Oom- 
misaioners.  In  conclusion,  he  wished 
to  point  out  that  the  Government  had 
incurred  a  grave  responsibility  in  this 
matter,  inasmuch  as  the  position  of  the 
tenants  with  regard  to  the  OoUege  was 
arrived  at  entirely  through  the  action 
of  the  Government  of  Lord  Clarendon 
with  respect  to  the  Act  of  1851,  which 
had  entirely  broken  down  in  its  work- 
ing. 

LoED  CAELINGFOED  (Loed  Privy 
Seal)  said,  he  doubted  whether  the 
oldest  inhabitant  of  their  Lordships' 
House  had  ever  listened  to  speeches 
which  were  more  irregular  in  their  cha- 
racter than  the  two  which  had  just  been 
delivered.  The  speech  of  the  noble 
Earl  who  had  just  sat  down  was  founded 
upon  the  Notice  of  Motion  of  the  noble 
Ijord  behind  him  ^Lord  Waveney),  which 
occupied  a  whole  page  of  their  I^ord- 
ships'  Faper,  and  was  certainly  of  a 
most  unusual  kind,  and  which  the  noble 
Earl  had  used  for  the  purpose  of  bring- 
ing forward  the  grievances  which  with 
great  pains  he  had  just  laid  before  the 
House.  The  noble  Lord's  Notice  of 
Motion,  which  was  probably  an  historical 
event,  contained  a  number  of  resolutions 
which  had  been  adopted  at  a  public 
meeting  in  Ireland,  and  called  upon  that 
House  to  embody  them  in  an  Act  of 
Parliament — a  method  of  legislating 
which,  he  heard  from  a  high  authority, 
our  ancestors  were  in  the  habit  of  adopt- 
ing. Upon  that  Notice  the  noble  Earl 
opposite  ^the  Earl  of  Leitrim)  bad 
founded  his  own  statement,  which,  if  he 
understood  it  rightly,  was  simply  a 
statement  of  his  ownpenonal  nievance. 

T&B  Eabl  of  LEITKIM  :  No,  no. 

Losn  OABUNGFORD  (Lobd  Fbity 
Siix)  :  Well,  tho  grieranoe  of  an  emi- 


nent  middleman  under  Trinity  College, 
Dublin,  who,  perhaps,  wished,  to  avail 
himself  of  the  benefits  of  the  Land  Act. 

Ths  Eabl  or  LETTBIM:  No,  no. 

Loed  OAELINGFORD  (Lobp  Peitt 
SKix) :  "Well,  that  was,  at  all  events,  a 
feeble  attempt  on  his  part  to  guess  at  the 
drift  of  the  noble  Earl's  observations. 
In  doing  that  the  noble  Earl  had  taken 
a  course  which  was  very  much  opposed  to 
his  own  interests,  and  one  which  was  very 
unjust  to  the  great  body  he  attacked. 
It  had  been  painful  to  listen  to  some 
portions  of  the  noble  Earl's  address, 
which  had  been  so  elaborately  pre- 
pared under  circumstances  in  which  it 
could  be  of  no  use  to  himself,  and  was 
unjust  to.  Trinity  College,  Dublin.  It 
so  happened  that  that  morning  he 
(Lord  Garlingford]  had  received  a  large 
document  from  an  official  of  Trinity 
College,  Dublin,  with  a  letter  which 
stated  tiiat  the  noble  Earl  was  about  to 
make  an  attack  upon  the  College  in 
that  House  ;  but,  finding  no  announce- 
ment to  that  effect  upon  the  Notice 
Paper,  he  Lad  put  the  document  on  one 
side,  as  it  had  never  occurred  to  him  for 
one  moment  that  this  attack  was  to  be 
made  under  cover  of  the  noble  Lord's 
Notice.  In  these  circumstances  he  must 
plead  utter  inability  to  go  into  the 
matter.  As  to  the  Motion  of  his  noble 
Friend  (Lord  Waveney),  he  hoped  he 
would  excuse  him  if  he  followed  him  in 
very  few  words  indeed ;  and  for  this 
reason,  that  he  absolutely  refused  on  the 
present  occasion  to  go  into  the  merits  of 
any  one  of  all  these  points  enumerated 
in  the  Notice  Paper.  He  was  not  quite 
sure  whether  the  noble  Lord  invited 
the  Government  to  legislate  on  all  Hiose 
points,  or  only  on  one  or  two.  If  all  the  . 
resolutions  enumeratedby  the  noble  I^ord 
were  to  be  incorporated  in  a  Statute  it 
would  be  one  of  the  most  colossal  Acts  of 
Parliament  ever  passed.  To  deal  with 
one  or  two  of  the  resolutions  only  would 
make  a  large  demand  upon  the  time 
of  Parliament,  and  the  controversies 
that  would  arise  would  probably  occupy 
a  large  part  of  the  Session.  Into  ttie 
merits  of  the  noble  Lord's  proposals 
it  was  not  at  present  his  business  to 
enter ;  but  this  he  would  say,  and  it ' 
was  the  one  point  of  agreement  he 
had  with  his  noble  Friend,  that  the 
body  from  which  the  resolutions  ema- 
nated was  one  eiflinontly  worthy  of  the 
respect  of  that  House.    He  oeartily- 
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agreed  with  his  noble  Friend  as  to  the 
excellent  spirit  in  which  the  tenantry 
of  Ulflter  put  their  proposals  before 
Fftrltament  and  the  Goremment,  and 
it  vas  evident,  on  the  face  of  it,  that 
these  proposals,  whaterer  they  might 
think  of  tiiem  on  their  merits,  had  on 
them  the  stamp  of  perfect  loyalty  and 
a  thcntmghly  Oonstitntional  spirit.  That 
waa  a  fact  which  in  Ireland  in  the  case 
of  a  great  publio  meeting  dealing  with 
the  baming  subject  of  '£e  Land  Laws 
all  ehonld  recognise,  as  he  himself  did ; 
bat  beyond  that  he  was  not  able  to  go. 
He  did  not  for  a  moment  intend  to  con- 
tradict the  statement  of  his  noble  Friend 
that  such  an  exceptionally  difficult  Act 
of  Parliament  as  the  Irush  Land  Act 
coald  not  be  supposed  to  be  totia  teret 
atqu»  rotundas,  and  that  it  might  some 
day  reqube  correction.  The  Govern- 
ment, however,  were  not  n.ow  prepared 
to  introduce  such  legislation  as  tiie  noble 
Lord  advocated.  If  they  were  to  at- 
tempt to  do  so,  it  would  be  absolutely 
impossible  to  limit  the  time  which  would 
have  to  be  devoted  to  the  subject.  He 
trusted  that  the  noble  Lord,  now  that 
he  had  done  justice  to  his  friends  in 
the  county  of  Antrim,  w(mld  refnun 
from  asking  their  Lordships  to  oome  to 
any  decision  upon  the  matter  before 
them. 

The  Maequkss  of  SALISBUET  said, 
he  did  not  propose  to  make  any  remarks 
with  respect  to  the  substantive  proposals 
of  the  noble  Lord  opposite.  H  they 
had  been  made  in  any  serious  spirit, 
and  with  any  prospect  of  being  brought 
to  a  definite  issue,  he  imagined  that  the 
Benohesoftheirlxirdships' House  would 
hardly  have  been  so  denuded  of  ten- 
ants. The  Uotion  referred  to  some 
very  burning  Irish  questions,  and  when- 
ever those  questions  should  come  before 
Parliament  they  must  be  the  subject  of 
very  serious  eonsideration.  But  wiUi 
respect  to  what  the  noble  ^axl  near  him 
(the  Earl  of  Leitrim)  had  said  in  refer- 
ence tp  Trinity  College,  he  might  state 
that  he  had  received  a  telegram  from 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  (Earl 
Cairns),  which  said  that  it  was  unfair 
and  irregular  to  make  an  attack  on 
Trinity  College  without  sufficient  Notice, 
and  that  he  would  be  ready  to  meet  any 
Motion  which  the  noble  Earl  shonld 
choose  to  make  after  due  Notice  given 
on  the  Paper.  The  noble  Earl  had  dealt 
with  documents  and  figures  relating  to 


the  lands  of  Trinity  College,  and  to  the 
occupiers  and  leaseholders  and  middle- 
men connected  with  tibem,  but  into  these 
he  did  not  propose  now  to  enter.  The 
noble  Earl  should  repeat  his  argu- 
ments in  the  presence  of  the  Chancel- 
lor of  Trinity  Oolleee  (Earl  Oaims), 
giving  due  Notice  m  his  intention  to 
do  so. 

Thb  Easl  or  BEDESDAUl  (Ohaix. 
icAir  of  OoiocriTKBs),  said,  he  oononired 
with  the  Lord  Privy  Seal  as  to  the 
character  of  the  speeches  delivered  by 
the  noble  Lords.  He  must  protest  against 
the  irregular  way  in  whim  the  subject 
had  been  brought  before  the  House,  es- 
pecially when,  as  he  understood,  there 
was  an  Act  of  Parliament  specially 
affecting  the  lands  of  Trinity  College  in 
force.  If  any  alteratlous  were  desired, 
a  BUI  should  be  introduced.  He  sup- 
posed the  Trinity  College  rent  was  some- 
thing in  the  nature  of  what  might  be 
called  a  quit  rent,  or  something  of  that 
sort. 

The  Eakl  OP  LEITRIM :  No,  no. 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOE  said,  that 
the  Motion  of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Wareney)  oould  not  be  put  in  its  pre- 
sent tcxm,  

Lord  WAVENEY  said,  he  reserved 
to  himself  the  right  of  bringing  in  a 
Bill  dealing  with  the  subject,  if  it  should 
appear  to  be  desirable ;  they  should 
not  wait  on  events,  but  make  events 
wait  for  events,  especially  when  they 
had  opportunities  there  which  the  other 
House  did  not  possess.  He  begged  to 
withdraw  his  Motion. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with' 
drawn. 

HoQM  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past  Six 
o*cl<tok,  to  Monday  next,  a  qnarter 
Iwforc  ElsvMi  o'elook. 


HOUSE   OF  COMMONS, 
Fridajft  2Zrd  Februarj/t  IBSS. 


UmUTE6.]— Public  Bills— JtuffJMum  im 
Commt^'fe— Consolidated  Fond,  tc  [Ferma- 
nent  Charges  Redemption]*. 

Firit  Jteadiny—ilarnaga  (Hours  of  Solsmniia- 
Won)  •  [X04]. 
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NOTICE  OF  MOTION. 

MB.  FARNELL.  M.P.,  &c.  {BELEASG 

FKOM  KILMAINHAM). 

NOTICE  FOR  APPOIlfTHENT  OF  SELECT 
COmciTTEE. 

SieSTAFFOEDNOETHCOTE:  Sir, 
I  heg  to  give  Notice  that  on  an  early 
day  I  shall  move — 

'*  That  a  Stiloct  Committee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  into  all  the  negotiations  and  circum- 
atiuQoes  connected  with  the  releane  of  Mr. 
Parnell,  M.P.»  Mr.  DiUon,  M.P.,  and  Mr. 
O'Kflll^,  M.P.,  from  KUmainham  Pnaoo,  in 
th«  spring  of  1882,  and  to  report  Oiereon  to  the 
How."  ■ 

I  shall  move  that  the  Committee  be 
nominated  by  the  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion, and  shall  have  power  to  examine 
witnesses  npon  oath  ;  and  I  propose  on 
Monday  to  ask  the  noble  Marquess  (the 
Marquees  of .  Hartington)  whether  he 
can  fix  a  day  for  the  discassion. 

QVEa  TIONS. 

 A«>Oi  

LUNACY  LAWS-SEIZURE  OF  THOMAS 
HARRISON,  A  LUNATIC. 
Dr.  OAMEEON  asked  the  Lord  Ad. 
vocate.  Whether  it  is  a  fact  that,  on 
the  9th  June  last,  Thomas  Harrison, 
formerly  an  inmate  of  Oheadle  Lnnatic 
Asylum,  near  Manchester,  was  illegally 
seized,  and  lodged  In  the  police  ceUs  in 
Glasgow  by  a  person  said  to  be  an 
attendant  from  that  institution  ;  whether 
the  attendant  was  officially  warned  by 
one  of  the  sheriffs  substitute  of  Lanark- 
shire that  he  had  acted  illegally  in  at- 
tempting to  re-arrest  Harrison  without 
a  warrant,  and  whether  a  similar  official 
communication  was  made  by  the  same 
Judge  to  the  Police  authorities ;  whether 
it  is  true  that,  on  the  16th  June, 
Harrison  was  decoyed  by  a  forged  note 
to  the  office  of  his  law  agent,  and,  on 
leaving  it,  was  seized  without  warrant 
by  persons  supposed  to  be  attendants 
from  the  Oheadle  liunatio  Asylum,  and 
forcibly  and  illegally  carried  from  Glas- 
gow to  that  asylum ;  and,  whether  the 
Crown  authorities  have  taken  any  steps 
to  bring  to  justice  the  perpetrators  of 
this  violation  of  the  Laws  of  Scotland  ? 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfodr)  :  I  find,  upon  inquiry,  Sir, 
that  the  facts  are  substantially  as  indi- 


cated in  the  Question.  No  complaint 
was,  however,  made  to  the  Crown 
authorities,  nor  did  they  become  awaro 
that  such  occurrences  had  taken  ^lace 
until  Notice  of  this  Question  was  given. 
It  is  understood  that  the  persons  con- 
cerned came  from  England,  and,  even 
assuming  the  apprehension  to  have  been 
without  legal  warrant,  the  case  would 
appear  to  be  one  rather  for  a  civil 
remedy  than  for  criminal  proceedings  at 
the  instance  of  the  Orown. 

Dr.  OAMEBON  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  with 
respect  to  the  case  of  Thomas  Harrison, 
Whether  the  facts  of  Harrison's  illegal 
abduction  from  Scotland  and  confine- 
ment in  Oheadle  Asylum  were  officially 
communicated  to  the  Lord  Chancellor  in 
September  last ;  whether  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor was  informed  that  Harrison  had 
courted  a  public  investigation  into  his 
mental  condition  under  the  Scottish 
Law,  and  that  the  solicitor  assigned  to 
him  by  the  Court,  as  agent  for  the  poor, 
had  stated  that,  during  his  intercourse 
with  him,  he  had  not  noticed  any  symp- 
toms of  insanity  ;  and,  whether,  con- 
sidering the  state  of  the  facts,  and  the 
illegality  of  hia  arrest,  an  independent 
investigation  has  been,  or  ^ill  be,  or- 
dered into  Harrison's  mental  state  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUET:  I  have 
a  note  from  the  secretary  to  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  who  says  that  the  Lord 
Chancellor  has  no  power  to  discharge 
a  lunatic  summarily ;  b.ut  if  a  person  is 
detained  without  authority,  the  proper 
way  to  release  him  is  by  hahea*  corpu$. 
The  Lord  Chancellor  made  inquiry  into 
the  present  case.  It  appears  that  the 
recapture  of  Mr.  Harrison  was  effected 
by  thesuperintendentof  Oheadle  Asylum, 
over  which  the  Lord  Chancellor  has  no 
authority ;  and,  as  regards  Mr.  Harrison 
himself,  the  Visitors'  Eeport  stated  that 
he  was  dangerous  to  himself  and  others. 
Since  1877  he  was  regularly  visited. 

Dr.  OAMEEON  :  In  consequence  of 
the  answer  I  have  received  to  this  Ques- 
tion, I  shall  take  an  early  opportunity 
of  ^win^  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  subject. 

THE  MINISTRY— EXTRA  PARLIA- 
MENTARY SPEECHES. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  trailed  to  the  fol- 
lowing statements  made  by  Members  of 
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the  MioistiT': — 1.  To  a  statement  of 
the  honourable  Member  for  Leeds,  at 
Peebles, 

That  Irelaiid  u  in  need  of  ndieal  and  drastic 

refonru  "  and  "  that  the  OoTMnment 

of  Ireland  is  as  bad  as  it  can  be,  and  one  of  the 
worst  Governments  in  Europe : " 

3.  To  a  statement  of  the  honourable 
Member  for  Liskeard  to  his  constituents, 

*•  The  policy  is  to  separate  Egypt  from  Tur- 
key. The  Hultan  has  not  been  consulted  upon 
any  of  the  recent  actions  in  Egypt,  and  you 
may  take  it  for  granted  that  the  Hultan's  power 
over  Egypt  has  gone  for  ever ; " 

and,  whether  these  statements  accurately 
represent  the  views  of  Her  Majesty's 
Goremment  ? 

Thb  Marquiss  of  HARTINQTOK  : 
I  do  not  know,  Sir,  why  the  faon.  Mem- 
ber has  postponed  asking  the  Question 
for  a  week  after  giving  Notice  of  it. 
With  regard  to  the  first  part  of  the 
Question,  what  I  had  to  say  about  the 
speech  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Leeds  (Mr.  Herbert  Gladstone)  I 
Baid  last  night,  and  I  do  not  think  I 
need  repeat  my  remarks.  My  attention 
bas  been  called  to  the  statement  of  the 
kon.  Member  for  liskeard  (Mr.  Court- 
ney), which,  I  believe,  is  accurately 
quoted  in  the  Question.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  see  in  the  Papers  that  have 
been  laid  upon  the  Table  what  views 
the  Government  take  as  to  the  relations 
between  Egypt  and  Turkey,  and  he  will 
be  able  to  judge  for  himself  whether 
the  statements  of  my  hon.  Friend  accu- 
rately represent  those  views. 

MEDICAL  ACTS  —  EXAMINATION  FOR 
MEDICAL  APPOINTMENTS  IN  THE 
AKMY,  NAVY,  AND  INDIA. 
Mb.  GIBSON  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  the  candidates 
tar  medical  appointments  in  the  Army, 
Navy,  and  India  have  to  give  their 
names  and  qualifications  to  the  Board  of 
Examiners,  instead  of  being  known  to 
the  examiners  by  numbers  only,  as  in 
almost  all  other  public  examinations ; 
whether  there  is  any  member  of  the 
Board  of  Examiners  with  an  Irish  quali- 
fication, or  having  any  connection  with 
Ireland ;  and,  whether,  having  regard 
to  the  diesatiafaction  and  discontent 
which  exists  amongst  Irish  candidates 
as  to  the  results  of  recent  examinations, 
he  will  either  have  Ireland  represented 
on  the  Board  of  Examiners  or  else  take 
care  that  the  candidates  shall  only 
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be  known  to  the  examiners  by  num- 
bers? 

Thx  Mabqussb  of  HABTINQTON 
said,  that  a  list  of  the  candidates  by 
name  was  furnished  to  each  Examiner, 
but  no  statement  as  to  their  qualifica- 
tions was  given.  One  of  the  Examiners 
was  an  M.D.  of  the  Dublin  University, 
and  the  other  a  Fellow  of  the  Boyal 
College  of  Surgeons  in  Ireland.  No 
expression  of  dissatisfaction  or  discon- 
tent on  the  subject  had  reached  the  War 
Office ;  but  it  was  possible  that  the  Irish 
candidates  practically  had  a  monopoly 
of  the  service,  owing  to  the  abstention 
of  the  English  and  Scotch  schools  from 
sending  candidates.  No  doubt,  how- 
ever, some  dissatisfaction  existed  at  the 
increased  competition  which  the  im- 
proved prospects  of  the  Department  had 
brought  about.  He  would  consider  the 
desirability  of  having  the  candidates 
designated  by  numbers  instead  of  by 
names. 

ARABI  PASHA-CONDITIONS  OF  DB- 
TENTION  AT  CEYLON. 

SiE  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  Whether,  in  case  Arabi  and 
his  companions,  notwithstanding  the 
undertaking  signed  by  them,  endeavour 
to  leave  Ceylon,  the  Governor  of  that 
Colony  is  instructed  to  prevent  their 
departure  ? 

Mr.  ETELTN  ASHLET:  Sir,  the 
Government  have  no  reason  to  suppose 
that  Arabi  or  his  companions  will  act 
otherwise  than  in  conformi^  with  their 
solemn  written  undertaking  to  remain 
in  Ceylon,  and  no  such  instructions  as 
suggested  in  the  Question  have  been 
given  to  the  Governor  ;  but  he  has 
orders,  in  the  very  unlikely  event  of 
any  intention  to  break  their  parole 
being  shown,  at  once  to  communicate 
by  tdegraph  with  the  Colonial  Office. 

THE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND)  —  LON- 
DONDEERY  PETTY  SESSIONS-MR. 
O'NEILL. 

Mh.  MACARTNEY  asked  Mr.  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland,  Whether  the 
attention  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ire- 
land has  been  directed  to  the  alleged 
language  of  a  Mr.  O'Neill,  one  of  the 
magistrates  sitting  at  Petty  Sessions  at 
Londonderry  on  Monday,  the  6th  of 
February,  1883,  who  is  reported  by. 
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the  "Londonderry  Standard"  of  the 
following  day  to  hare  said  to  a  brother 
magistrate,  Mr.  M'Vicfeer,  "  Man,  you 
have  no  more  conscience  than  a  mad 
dog  ;  "  and,  further,  to  have  said  "that 
the  Lord  Chancellor  did  not  do  what  he 
ought  to  do,  or  Mr.  M 'Ticker  would  not 
have  been  there  long  ago;"  and,  whe- 
ther the  Qorernment  are  going  to  take 
any  steps  in  the  matter  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Poeteb),  in  reply,  said, 
tiie  attention  of  the  Lord  Chancellor 
was  directed  to  the  proceedings  men- 
tioned, and  he  had  caused  a  letter  to  be 
addressed  to  Mr.  O'Neill.  A  reply  had 
been  received  from  him  expressing  deep 
r^^t  for  the  use  of  the  language  re- 
ferred to,  and  giving  an  undertaking 
that  nothing  of  the  Kind  ahould  ever 
occur  again.  Under  the  circnmstances, 
and  bearing  in  mind  that  Mr.  O'Neill 
being  an  old  and  very  respected  magis- 
trate, the  Lord  Chancellor  had  not  con- 
sidered it  necessary  to  take  any  further 
steps. 

NAVT— H.M.  YACHT  "VICTORIA  AND 

ALBERT." 

Me.  GOURLET  aaked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty,  If  it  be  correct  that 
Her  Majesty's  yacht,  "Victoria  and 
Albert,"  is  to  be  repaired  ;  if  so,  at  what 
cost ;  and,  whether  the  officers  and  crew 
are  to  be  retained  on  full  pay  until  the 
vessel  is  ready  for  sea,  or  transferred  to 
some  other  vessel  in  Commission  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN  : 
Yes,  Sir;  it  is  intended  to  repair  the 
Victoria  and  Alhtrt.  The  cost  will  be 
about  £45,000.  The  crew  will  be  re- 
tained on  full  pay,  and,  so  far  as  they 
are  not  requirM  for  the  personal  service 
of  Her  Majesty,  they  will  be  employed 
on  duties  oonneoted  with  the  Steam  Re- 
aerve. 

NAVT— KAVAL  ATTXILIAHIBS  -  MER- 
CHANT  STEAMERS. 

Mb.  GOURLEY  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty.  How  many  steamers 
of  the  Mercantile  Marine  have  been 
registered  at'  the  Admiralty  as  having 
complied  with  the  regulations  necessary 
for  utilizing  them  as  auxiliaries  to  the 
Navy;  and,  what  measures  have  been 
adopted  for  supplying  them  with  gun- 
ners, guns,  torpedoes,  and  other  I^ral 

Jft*.  Macartney 


armour,  at  home  and  abroad,  when 
needed  P 

Mb.  CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN: 
Sir,  280  steamers  have  been  entered  on 
the  offieial  Admiralty  register  as  having 
complied  with  the  regulations  necessary 
for  utilizing  them  as  auxiliaries  to  the 
Navy.  With  regard  to  my  hon.  Friend's 
second  Question,  I  have  to  say  that 
measures  have  been  adopted  for  the 
purpose  referred  to ;  but  it  would  be 
hardly  right  to  state  them  in  detail. 

HARBOURS  OF  REFUGE  ^EAST  COAST) 
—HARBOUR  AT  FILEY. 

Sir  EARDLEY  WILMOT  asked  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whe- 
ther  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
come  to  a  decision  as  to  the  construction 
of  a  harbour  of  refuge  at  Filey,  on  the 
East  Coast? 

SiB  WILLIAM  HARCOURT,  in  re- 
ply, said,  that  as  this  Question  was  con- 
nected with  that  of  convict  labour,  he 
would  ask  leave  to  answer  it.  The  hon. 
Member  had  probably  seen  the  Report 
on  the  subject  of  harbours  as  connected 
with  convict  labour.  There  were  two 
harbours  recommended — one  a  work  at 
Dover,  and  another  at  Filey,  both  of 
them,  no  doubt,  useful  works  in  connec- 
tion with  the  question;  but  the  view 
the  Government  were  disposed  to  take 
was,  that  of  those  two  the  work  at 
Dover  should  be  undertaken  first. 

HARBOURS  OF  REFUGE— K0RTH-EA8T 
COAST  OF  SCOTLAND. 

Mb.  BAXTER  asked  the  Secretarr  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Iff  in 
the  event  of  its  being  decided  to  con- 
struct, by  means  of  convict  labour,  a 
harbour  of  refuge  on  the  North-East 
Coast  of  Scotland,  a  full  and  particular 
inquiry  will  be  instituted  before  any 
definite  site  was  selected,  and  ample  op- 
portunity be  afforded  to  the  various 
Memorialists  in  favour  of  certain  locali- 
ties of  laying  their  case  before  Her 
Majesty's  Government? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  Yes, 
Sir ;  I  think  it  desirable  that  there 
should  be  a  further  inquiry. 

FRIENDLY    SOCIETIES    ACT,  1875— 
SECTION   31,   SUB-SECTION  2— THE 
INDEPENDENT  MUTUAL  BRETHREN 
FRIENDLY  SOCIETY. 
Mr.  ACLAND  asked  the  Financial 

Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether  tiie 
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contributions  of  members  of  Friendly 
Societies  are  recoverable  in  the  County 
Court ;  and,  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  a  circular  issued  by  the 
Independent  Mutual  Brethren  Friendly 
Society,  threatening  members  in  default 
that,  by  section  3],  sub-section  2,  of  "  the 
Friendly  Societies  Act,  1875,"  they  are 
liable  to  be  sued  in  the  County  Court 
for  the  amount  due  ? 

Mb.  COUETNET  :  Sir,  the  contribu- 
fions  of  members  of  friendly  societies 
are  not  recoverable  in  the  County  Court, 
being  defined  by  statute  as  voluntary. 
Uy  attention  was  some  time  ago  called 
to  the  extraordinary  conduct  of  the 
Independent  Mutual  Brethren  Society  in 
attempting  to  extort  money  by  the  threat 
of  a  section  which,  in  express  terms,  is 
oonfined  to  a  class  of  societies  quite  dif- 
ferent from  their  own,  and  the  Trea- 
sury took  legal  advice  on  the  subject; 
but  as  the  misleading  circular  was  sub- 
sequently altered  or  withdrawn,  it  did 
not  appear  advisable  to  take  legal 
action. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— EXTRA  POLICE 
AT  KILMALLOOK. 

Mb.  O'SULLIVAN  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  neither 
crime  nor  outrage  has  token  place  in 
Kilmallock  during  the  last  twelve 
months;  if  so,  why  it  is  that  a  hut  and 
several  extra  police  are  retained  there 
at  the  expense  of  the  people  of  that 
district  ? 

Mr.  TEEYELTAN  :  Sir,  the  district 
has  been  very  free  from  actual  agrarian 
outrages  during  the  past  1 2  months,  only 
one  having  occurred  within  that  period. 
But  there  hare  been,  and  still  continue, 
serious  "  Boycotting  "  and  persecution 
of  a  man  whose  life  is  believed  to  be  in 
imminent  danger,  and  to  secure  whose 
safety  the  presence  of  the  extra  police  is 
absolutely  necessary.  For  this  state  of 
things  persons  belonging  to  the  locality 
are  believed  to  be  mainly  responsible, 
and.  of  course,  must  bear  the  cost,  and 
while  it  lasts  the  police  cannot  be  with- 
drawn. 

Mb.  O'SULLITAN.:  Is  that  in  the  Kil- 
mallock district  ?  I  believe  it  is  another 
disb^ct. 

Mr.  TBEYELY&X  :  It  is  in  the  dis- 
trict of  Kilmallock. 
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EAST  INDIA— CODE  OF  CRIMINAL  PRO- 
CEDURE —  NATIVE  JUHI8DI0TI0N 
OVER  BRITISH  SUBJECTS. 

Sir  WILLIAM  M'ARTHUR  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  the  principle  of  the  Procedure 
Bill,  which  confers  increased  jurisdiction 
over  Europeans  on  certain  dassea  of 
native  magistrates,  baa  been  supported 
by  many  eminent  authorities  uncon- 
nected with  the  present  Oovernment  of 
India ;  and  whether,  before  the  recent 
decision  was  arrived  at,  the  subject  bad 
been  under  consideration  for  manyyears? 

Mb.  J.  K.  CROSS :-  Sir,  the  extension 
of  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Criminal  Courts 
over  European  British  subjects  outside 
the  Presidency  towns  has  been  under 
the  consideration  of  the  Government  of 
India  for  many  years.  The  necessity 
for  the  extension  has  been  recognized  by 
many  eminent  authorities  unconnected 
with  the  present  Oovernment  of  India. 

THE  IRISH  REPRODUCTIVE  LOAN 
FUND  ACT— REPAYMENT  OF  LOANS 
AND  INSTALMENTS  OF  LOANS  — 
IRREGULARITIES  OF  BOARD  OF 
WORKS  LOCAL  AGENTS. 

Mb.  BLAKE  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  If  it  be  the  fact  that  loans 
and  instalments  of  loans,  under  the  Irish 
Beproductive  Loan  Fund  Act,  have  been 
paid  in  some  cases  more  than  three  years 
ago  to  either  the  sheriffs  or  the  solicitors 
employed  by  the  Board  of  Works  in 
Ireland  to  recover  such  amounts,  and 
that  the  parties  who  have  paid  such 
sums  of  money  are  still  kept  on  the 
Arrear  Lists,  and  returned  as  defaulters, 
the  sheriffs  or  the  solicitors  so  employed 
retaining  the  money  in  their  possession  ; 
and,  if  so,  if  he  will  call  on  the  Board 
of  Works  for  explanation  as  to  the  rea- 
son why  they  allow  such  remissness  and 
mis-appropriation  of  money  on  the  part 
of  persons  employed  by  them ;  and,  if 
he  will  direct  immediate  steps  to  be 
taken  to  compel  the  latter  to  luind  over 
the  money  in  their  possession,  and  have 
the  names  of  the  people  who  have  paid 
removed  from  the  Arrear  Lists  7 

Mb.  COURTNEY :  Sir,  my  attention 
was  some  time  ago  directed  to  the  point 
raised  by  the  hon.  Member.  Certain 
local  agents  of  the  Board  of  Works  have 
retaiuM  in  their  hands  for  an  undue 
period  moneys  collected  for  the  Repro- 
duotive  Loan  Fund.   Efforts  have  been 
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made  to  put  a  stop  to  this  raaotice ;  but 
as  they  have  not  hitiierto  been  attended 
with  uat  soooese  which  eould  be  desired, 
more  stringent  measures,  including,  if 
necessary,  legal  proceedings,  will  be 
adopted.  In  any  case,  I  will  take  steps 
to  insure  that  people  who  have  actually 
paid  should  not  be  subject  to  the  stigma 
of  being  branded  as  defaulters  merely 
because  their  money  has,  through  no 
fault  of  theirs,  sot  yet  reached  its  desti- 
nation. 


CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  (ANIMALS) 
ACTS— FOOT-AND-MOUTH  DISEASE. 

Mr.  henry  fOLLEMACHB  asked 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Council,  Whe- 
ther, in  view  of  the  present  outbreak  of 
foot  and  mouth  disease  in  Ireland,  the 
Privy  Council  propose  to  take  any  mea- 
sures to  restrict  the  importatiou  of  cattle 
from  that  Countiy  into  Great  Britain  ? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA:  Yes,  Sir;  we 
hare  to-day  passed  an  Order  autho- 
rizing local  authorities  in  Great  Britain 
to  prohibit  or  res^ulate  the  importation  of 
animals  into  their  respective  districts 
from  the  districts  of  any  local  authority 
in  the  Uaited  Kingdom. 

SOIEKOE  AND  ABT— THE  BOYAL  OOM- 
MI8SX0K  ON  TECHNICAL  EDUCA- 
TION—THE REPORT. 

Mr.  lea  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  When  the 
Keport  of  the  Koyal  Commission  on 
Technical  Education  in  Science  and  Art, 
with  reference  to  extending  the  Con- 
tinental system  of  practical  instruction 
in  Home  InduBtries  to  Ireland,  will  be 
presented  to  the  House  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOURT :  Dur- 
ing the  present  Session,  Sir. 

THE  CENSUS  RETURNS  (ENGLAND 
AND  SCOTLAND). 

Mb.  BYLANDS  asked  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  If  he 
can  explain  the  cause  of  delay  in  the 
completion  of  the  Census  Returns  for 
England  and  Scotland,  the  voluminous 
Returns  for  Ireland  having  already  been 
printed  and  circulated? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE,  in  reply, 
said,  the  delay  which  had  taken  place 
was  largely  due  to  the  great  increase  of 
population  in  England  and  Scotland. 

Mr*  Ceurtiujf 


FBEVEKTION  OF  GRIME  CIBELAND] 
ACT,  1888  — MR.  TIMOTHY  HAft- 
RINOTON. 

Mr.  JACOB  BRIGHT  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  If  Mr.  Timothy  Harrington 
is  now  undei^^ing  two  months'  im- 
prisonment for  having  used  the  follow- 
ing words  in  a  speeoh  delivered  on  the 
17th  December  last : — 

"Now  I  advise  the  tenaut-fannerfl  of  this 
locality  to  cooie  forward  zealously  and  give  ■ 
fair  day's  vages  for  a  fair  day's  Trork.  The 
agitation  whiea  has  been  carried  on  for  the  last 
four  years  'will  be  tamed  against  them  if  they 
do  not  come  forward  now  and  assist  the  ]&- 
bourera  in  their  hour  of  need.  I  have  learned 
since  I  camo  here,  that  a  great  many  of  the 
farmers  had  got  a  reduction  of  from  10  to  26 
per  cent.,  and  they  should  come  forward 
now  and  aswat  the  labourers  in  their  hoar  of 
need 

and,  if  these  words  did  not  constitute 
the  offence,  will  he  inform  the  House 
what  were  the  words  upon  whioh  the 
prisoner  was  condemned  r 

Mb.  TREVRLTAN  :  Sir,  the  words 
quoted  in  ^e  Ouestion  are  some  of  those 
in  consequence  of  which  the  prosecution 
in  this  case  was  instituted  by  the  Go- 
vernment. The  suggestion  of  directing 
against  a  class  an  agitation  of  the  nature 
of  that  which  had  been  carried  on  for 
the  last  few  years  in  Ireland  is  as  clear 
and  dangerous  a  case  of  intimidation  as 
could  well  occur.  I  may  add  that  an 
appeal  was  lodged  against  the  decision 
of  the  magistrates,  and  that  the  case 
was  completely  re-heard  before  a  County 
Court  Judge — who,  as  the  House  is 
aware,  is  not  dependent  on  the  Govern- 
ment, being  removable  only  by  an  Ad- 
dress from  both  Houses  of  Parliament— 
and  the  decision  of  the  magistrates  was 
affirmed. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  :  May  I  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary,  as  this  is  a  oase  of  in- 
timidation against  the  people  of  Weat- 
meath,  whether  the  Mr.  Harrington  re- 
ferred to  in  this  Question  is  the  same 
Mr.  Harrington  who  is  the  only  and 
accepted  candidate  for  the  representation 
of  the  county  of  Westmeath,  which  he 
is  pretended  to  have  intimidated  f 

Mb.  TREVELYAN  :  So  far  as  we 
know,  he  is  the  same  person  ;  but  I  do 
not  consider  that  the  intimidation  is  less 
formidable  when  it  is  directed  against 
the  large  farmers. 
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Mb.  JACOB  BRIGHT:  May  I  ask 
the  riffht  hon.  Oentlemaa  if  there  are 
any  other  words  for  vhich  this  gentle- 
man has  been  condemned,  and,  if  bo, 
whether  he  will  repeat  them  ? 

Mb.  TSE7ELTAN :  I  have  the  words 
by  me,  and  I  can  give  the  whole  pas- 
sage if  the  hon.  Member  desires. 
The  Qorerament,  in  directing  the  pro- 
secution, has  to  look  in  many  cases  to 
the  general  character  of  the  speech,  the 
presumed  object  for  which  it  was  spoken, 
the  place  where  it  was  spoken,  and  its 
probaUe  effect ;  but  the  actual  words 
on  which  the  Grown  relied  to  prove  the 
act  of  intimidation  may,  standing  by 
themselves,  appear  to  be  comparatively 
—I  only  say  comparatively — feeble. 

Mb.  JACOB  BRIGHT:  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  state  the  other  words 
relied  on  ? 

Me.  TEEVELTAN:  The  passage 
which  attracted  the  attention  of.  the  Go- 
vernment was  this— 

**  He  (Mr.  Harrington]  had  bean  informed, 
when  inqoiiing  to-day  aa  to  the  condition  of 
the  formerB  of  Westmeath,  that  many  of  thorn 
were  apathetic  towardB  this  Kational  movement, 
and  the  reaaon  given  vas  that  in  Weatmeath 
they  held  good  farms,  and  vare  toleraUy  com- 
fortable. He  wished  theee  large  and  com- 
fortable and  a^thetie  farmers  to  nndentand 
that  they  wero  m  this  condition  owing  to  the 
efforts  made  for  them  by  their  brethren ;  and 
comfortable  fanners  in  Ireland  generally  must 
be  told  that  if  they  did  not  throw  themselvee 
into  this  movement,  they  would  have  the  whole 
fom»  of  the  Uhonren*  agitation  directed  against 
them." 

Now,  Mr.  Harring^n  is  an  extremely 
prominent  and  formidable  person,  and 
the  Goremment  at  that  moment  were 
satisfied  firom  the  general  state  of  the 
country — as  I  shall  prore  this  evening — 
that  if  it  was  necessary  to  make  an  ex- 
ample, it  was  necessary  to  maJce  one  of 
some  formidable  man. 

Mb.  FABNELL:  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  GenUeman  whether  he  has  hefurd, 
nnoe  he  has  hdd  &e  Office  of  Chief  Se- 
oretanr,  of  any  single  oiime  being  com- 
mitted in  Ireumd  uiat  was  due  to  the 
labomms'  antation  ? 

Mb.  O'DONNBLL:  Why  has  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary omitted  from  his  quotation  firom 
the  speech  of  Mr.  Harrington  the  fol- 
lowing sentences : — 

"  I  have  learnt  since  I  oame  to  town  to-day, 
that  redactions  ranging  from  10  to  26  per  cent 
have  been  made  to  those  farmers.  If  that  is 
the  ^tfa,  I  call  on  them  to  exenuie  the  com- 


moneet  sentiments  of  gratitnde,  and  to  give  to 
the  men  who  have  worked  in  the  agitanon  for 
them  a  fair  share  in  the  results." 

Is  that  a  part  of  the  case  for  the 

Grown? 

[No  answer  was  given  to  this  Ques- 
tion.] 

PARLIAUENT  —  BUSINESS    OF  THE 

HOUSE  —  PARLIAMENTARY  OATHS 
ACT  (1866)  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

Mb.  SCHREIBEK  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  Whether,  con- 
sidering the  great  importance  of  the 
Affirmation  BiU,  he  will  arrange  that  its 
Second  Beading  be  not  taken  until  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  is  able  to 
attend  in  his  place  in  Parliament  ? 

The  Mabquess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
My  right  hon.  Friend  will,  I  hope,  be 
in  his  place  in  the  House  in  the  coarse 
of  next  week,  and  I  do  not  think  that 
there  is  any  probability  of  the  second 
reading  of  the  Affirmation  BUI  being 
taken  before  then. 


THB  HAGISTRACY  (IRELAND)  —  THE 
aUEEN'S  COUNTY. 

Mb.  MABUM  asked  the  Ohief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
When  an  appointment  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Lord  Lieutenant  and  Custos  Bo- 
tolorum  of  and  for  the  Queen's  Oounty 
will  be  made ;  and,  whether,  in  the  se- 
lection thereof,  regard  will  be  had  to 
the  circumstance  that,  at  present,  there 
are  but  nine  Boman  Catholic  magis- 
trates out  of  seventy-nine  on  the  roU  of 
justices  in  a  county  where  eighty-six 
per  cent,  of  the  population  are  of  that 
persuasion  ? 

Mb.  TEEVELTAN :  In  reply,  I  have 
to  say  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  has 
already  appmnted  Lord  Be  Tesoi  to  the 
offices  named. 

FISHERY  FIEfiS  AND  HAKBOURS 
(IRELAND). 

Mb.  BLAKE  asked  the  Financial 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  How  much 
of  the  £13,000  proposed  to  be  put  in 
the  present  year's  Esdmates  for  Fishery 
Harbours  on  the  Irish  Coast  is  intended 
for  new  works ;  how  much  for  the  oom- 
pletioQ  of  harbours  in  progress  ;  and  if 
any  portion  will  be  devoted  to  m^e{;ood 
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any  sam  OTer  expended  on  piers  or  har- 
bours in  progress  or  lately  completed ; 
and,  if  so,  on  what  works ;  and,  if  any 
portion,  and,  if  so,  how  much,  of  this 
£13,000  is  included  in  the  £45,000 
TOted  by  Parliament  under  "  The  Relief 
of  Distress  (Ireland)  Amendment  Act, 
1881  ?" 

Mr.  COURTNEY:  Sir,  a  sum  of 
£3,250  will  be  arailable  for  absolutely 
newworks;  the  remainderof  the  £13,000 
beings  devoted  to  works  in  various  stages 
of  progress.  No  part  of  the  £  13,000  is 
included  in  the  sum  of  £45,000  sanc- 
tioned in  1880 ;  but  a  small  sum  (£750) 
ottt  of  it  will  be  spent  in  additions  to  two 
piers  built  out  of  that  grants  and  forms 
part  of  the  provision  for  works  in  pro- 
gress. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  Will  any  por- 
tion of  the  sum  named  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  be  devoted  to  the  works  at 
Arklow  ? 

Mr.  COURTNEY :  Ob,  yes. 

THE  MINISTRY— EXTBA.  PARLIAMEN- 
TAKT  SPBECnES-SPEECH  OP  MR 
HERBERT  GLADSTONE  AT  LEEDS. 

Mb.  ASHMEAD  -  BARTLETT  :  I 
wish  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  institute  a  mosecution 
against  the  hon.  Member  for  lieeda  (Mr. 
Herbert  Gladstone)— ["  Oh! "]— forthe 
following  act  of  intimidation  ?  \Cr%t»  of 
"  Order! 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
for  Eye  appears  to  be  trifling  with  the 
House. 

Mb.  ASHMEAD  -  BARTLETT  :  I 
have  DO  wish  to  do  that,  Sir.  I  will 
put  the  Question  in  another  form.  I 
would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
a  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Leeds 
in  which  he  stated  that  the  Irish  land- 
lords were  chiefly  responsible  for  the 
present  condition  of  the  country ;  and 
that  if  they  would  even  now  join  the 
national  movement — the  national  move- 
ment is  the  point  to  which  I  wish  espe- 
cially to  call  attention — the  Irish  ques- 
tion would  be  settled  in  a  year  ? 

Mn.  TBEVELYAN  :  Sir,  the  hon. 
Membra  for  Leeds  s^ke  in  England, 
where  anybody  is  at  hbertyio  make  any 
speech  he  likes,  prorided  he  doee  not 
break  the  public  peace. 

Mr.  Blake 


ORDERS  OF  THE  DAT. 

ADDRESS  IN  ANSWER  TO  HER 
MAJESTY'S  MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 
[aDJOTTBITED  debate.]  [SEYEirrH  HIQHT.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming;  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  [20th  February] 
proposed  to  Main  Question  [I6th  Feb- 
ruary.]— [See  page  98.] 

And  .which  Amendment  was, 

In  paragraph  10,  IiDe'4,  to  leave  out  from 
the  word  "  upheld,"  to  th«  ead  of  the  paragraph, 
in  order  to  insort  the  words  "  and  we  venture  to 
ezpren  our  eameet  hope  that  the  change  of 
policy  which  haa  produced  these  reaults  will  be 
raainUuned,  and  that  no  further  attempts  will  be 
made  to  purchase  the  support  of  persons  disaf- 
fected to  Her  lUajesty's  Rule,  by  concessions  to 
lawless  agitation;  and  that  the  eziatence  of 
dangerous  aecret  Boeietiee  in  Dublin  and  other 
parts  of  the  Country  wiU  eontiiiue  to  be  met  by 
onretnitting  energy  and  vigilance  on  the  part 
of  the  Executive/^  (Jfr.  Qortt,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question." 

Debate  renmed. 

Mb.  PARNELL:  Sir,  I  wish  to  inter- 
vene for  a  very  short  while,  and  to  a 
very  limited  extent,  in  this  debate.  In 
doing  so,  I  can  assure  the  House — and 
I  may  venture  to  make  the  assurance 
with  the  greatest  possible  respect,  al- 
though some  people  may  think  it  not  a 
very  respectful  assurance  to  make,  but 
still  I  make  it  with  the  greatest  possible 
respect — I  can  assure  the  House  that  it 
is  not  from  any  belief  that  anything  I 
can  say,  or  wish  to  say  at  this  time,  will 
have  the  slightest  efi'ect  on  the  public 
opinion  of  the  House,  or  upon  the  public 
opinion  of  this  country.  I  have  been 
accustomed,  during  my  political  life,  to 
rely  upon  the  public  opinion  of  those 
whom  I  have  desired  to  help,  and  with 
whose  aid  I  have  worked  for  the  oanse 
of  prosperity  and  freedom  in  Ireland ; 
and  the  utmost  that  I  desire  to  do,  in 
the  very  few  words  which  I  shall  address 
to  this  House,  is  to  make  my  position 
dear,  to  the  Irish  people  at  home  and 
abroad,  from  the  nigust  aspersicma  which 
have  been  cast  upon  me  by  a  man  who 
ought  to  be  ashamed  to  have  devoted 
—  ["Oh,  oh!"]— who  ought  to  be 
ashamed,  I  say,  to  have  devoted  his  high 
ability  to  the  task  of  tradacing  me.  I  do 


Digitized  by  VjOOg 


7l7         Haj'esiff'M  Mott  {Fzdruabt33,  18S3J        Oroiiom  8ptMh.  713 


not  intend  to  reply  to  the  questions  of 
the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman.      Oh,  oh !  "\ 
I  consider  that  he  has  no  right  to  ques- 
tion me,  standings  as  he  does,  in  a  posi- 
tion Tery  little  better  than  that  of  an  in- 
former with  regard  to  the  secrets  of  the 
men  with  whom  he  was  associated ;  and 
he  has  not  even  the  pretext  of  that  re- 
markable informer  whose  proceedings 
we  have  lately  heard  of— he  has  not 
even  the  pretext  of  that  miserable  man, 
that  he  was  attempting  to  save  his  own 
life.    No,  Sir;  some  other  motives,  of 
less  importance,  seem  to  have  weighed 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  the  ex- 
traordinary course  which  he  has  adopted 
on  the  present  ocoasion,  of  going  ont  of 
his  way  to  collect  together  a  series  of 
extracts,  perhaps  nine  or  ten  in  number, 
out  of  a  nuinber  of  speeches — many 
hundreds  and,  perhws,  thousands— de- 
livered during  the  umd  morement  by 
other  people,  and  not  by  me,  upon  which 
to  found  an  accusation  against  me  for 
what  has  been  said  and  done  by  others. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  even 
been  accurate  in  his  statements  of  fact 
there  might  have  been  some  excuse  for 
it;  but,  unfortunately,  upon  this  occasion 
also,  he  has  displayed  the  same  remark- 
able ignorance  as  to  matters  of  fact  in 
connection  with  Irish  affairs  as  he  dis- 
played during  his  tenure  of  Office  as 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland.    He  has 
charged  me  with  the  responsibility  fur 
writings  in  Tht  Irish  World.  Sir,  I  sup- 
pose, u  there  is  one  newspaper  that  I 
differ  with  more  than  another,  that  I 
have  had  to  do  with  and  hare  read  less 
of,  that  I  have  stucUed  less,  it  ie  The 
Iritk  World.   The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man appears  to  have  been  studying 
The  Irish  World  very  closely  during  the 
progress  of  this  land  morement ;  and 
if  He  considered  that  the  articles  in 
that  newspaper  incited,  or  were  likely 
to  produce  crime  in  Ireland,  why  did 
he  not  exercise  the  powers,  the  Common 
Law  powers,  which  he  subsequently 
exercised,  and  refuse  to  allow  that  news- 
paper to  circulate  in  Ireland  ?   What  is 
the  difference  between  the  responsibility 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  read 
these  articles,  and  who,  &Dm  that  peru- 
sal, derived  what  their  tenour  and  re- 
sult would  be,  and  who  refused  to  take 
the  re6|»onubility  of  preventing  their 
drculation  amongst  the  peasantry,  and 
the  responsibili^  of  mys^,  who  never 
rsad  the  artioles  wMol^  ars  nov  brought 


up  as  an  accusation  against  me,  be- 
cause, indeed,  Mr.  Patrick   Ford,  in 
his  office  in  Brooklyn  or  in  New  York, 
chooses  to  direct  bis  newspaper  for  the 
urpose  of  destroying,  or  attempting  to 
estroy,  the  movement  which  we  have 
been  so  carefully  building  up  in  Ire- 
land?   Mr.  Patrick  Ford  s  aims,  and 
objects,  and  programme  are  not  my  aims, 
and  objects,  and  programme,  although 
they  may  be  much  nearer  the  aims  and 
objects  which  the  late  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  appeared  desirous  to  bring 
about.    I  have  had  very  little  time  to 
look  into  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  to  arrange  the  different 
accusations  which  he  has  made  against 
me  in  order ;  but  I  think  another  of  his 
great  points  was  that  which  he  made, 
not  against  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mallow  (Mr.  O'Brien),  the  editor 
of  XTniUd  Ireland,  but  against  me,  for 
some  paragraphs  which  appeared  in 
that  journEu.  He  asked  me — "  Does  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  ap- 
prove of  the  articles  in  United  Ireland  ?  " 
and  I  nodded  my  head.   I  suppose  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  alluded  to  the 
articles  that  appeared  in  United  Ireland 
either  before,  or  since  my  imprisonment ; 
but  what  was  my  surprise  to  find,  after 
he  had  gone  further,  that  he  was  allud- 
ing to  some  paragraphs  in  that  news- 
paper at  the  time  when  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Mallow,  the  responsible 
editor — and,  recollect,  the  editor  respon- 
sible in  the  eyes  of  the  law — when  he 
and  myself,  together  with  the  majority 
of  the  staff,  were  in  prison ;  when  we 
were  denied  the  privilege  of  seeing  a 
single  copy  of  that  newspaper;  when  it 
was  utterly  impossible,  so  dose  was  the 
watch  kept  by  the  gaolers  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  who  fulfilled  their  trust 
well  and  faithfully,  as  I  know — so  dose 
was  the  watch  of  the  gaolers  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  it  was  perfectly 
impossible  to  obtain  a  single  copy  of 
that  newspaper  ;  and  yet  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  does  not  scruple  to  take  ad- 
vantage—  and,  recollect,  this  is  what 
makes  such  conduct  guilty ;  it  is  the  con- 
duct which  has  marked  his  career  ever 
since  he  became  Chief  Secretary — to 
take  advantage  of  the  ignorance  of  the 
Members  of  this  House  on  Irish  ques- 
tions, to  toke  advantage  of  the  prejudices 
which  prevail  in  this  country  in  refer- 
ence to  Ireland — and,  of  course,  there 
are  reasons  for  these  prejudices,  for 
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there  always  mnst  be  prejudices  and 
iffnorance  vhen  one  nation  attempts 
the  impossible  task  of  gorerning  an- 
other— to  take  advantage  of  the  trials 
in  Dublin,  where  20  men  will  have  to 
face  a  bibunal  constitnted  under  the 
Crimes  Act,  whibh  is  to  say  whether 
they  are  to  live  or  sot— to  take  ad- 
vantage of  all  those  unprecedented  and 
extraordinary  oircumstanceB  which  sur- 
round UB  at  the  present  time  in  order  to 
attack  us — the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
selects,  in  this  way,  writings,  and  pas- 
sages, and  incidents  such  as  these  for 
the  purpose  of  founding  an  accusation 
against  me,  and  making  me  responsible 
for  the  words  of  others.  And,  further- 
more, he  is  not  only  guilty  of  sins  of 
commission,  he  is  guilty  of  suppression 
of  the  truth  also.  Not  only  is  the  suy- 
geitio/alii,  but  the  tttppretsio  veri  is  ap- 
plicable to  his  speech.  The  heading  of 
these  paragraphs  was,  I  believe,  "  Inci- 
dents of  the  Campaign ; "  but  the  very 
moment  my  hon.  Priend  the  Member 
for  Mallow  was  released  from  prison, 
and  resumed  control  of  his  paper,  that 
ve^  moment  the  heading  disappeared. 
It  is,  I  say,  infamous  ana  shocking  that 
we  should  have  such  aconsations  made 
against  us  in  this  House  for  acts  and 
things  over  which  we  could  not  by  any 
possibility  have  the  slightest  control,  or 
knowledge  of.  Now,  I  do  not  propose 
to  accept  the  rather  indecent  invitation 
which  has  been  held  out  to  me  to  dis- 
cuss, at  the  present  time,  the  recent 
proceedings  in  Dublin.  I  have  been 
asked  to  give  an  explanation  with  re- 
gard to  matters  which  have  been  put  in 
evidence  at  the  preliminary  investigation 
BOW  taking  place  at  Elilmainham.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Qentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, who  is  a  lawyer  of  great  eminence 
and  ability,  rebuked  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Oentleman  the  Member  for  the 
TTniversitiy  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson)  for 
asking  him  to  go  into  these  matters,  and 
expressly  declined  to  go  into  them.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  how- 
ever, shortly  afterwards,  loudly  ap- 
plauded the  subsequent  speech  of  an 
hon.  Gentleman  on  the  Front  Opposition 
Bench,  in  which  he  invited  me  to  go  into 
these  matters,  and  not  only  loudly  ap- 
lauded,  but  rolled  on  his  seat  in  ecstacy. 
do  not  wish — for  I  do  not  know  whe- 
ther I  ought  even  to  do  so — to  refer  to 
the  evidence  which  is  now  being  given 


before  the  Courts  at  Dublin ;  but,  as  ; 
that  evidence  has  been,  by  the  Dublin  i 
correspondence  of  the  London  papers, 

farbled  in  the  most  extraordinary  way. 
will  just  refer  to  it  so  far  as  to  state 
what  uie  evidence  actually  was — Z  mean  I 
the  evidence  which  is  supposed  to  throw 
suspicion  on  some  members  of  the  Land 
League  —  as  having  conneoted  them 
with  these  terrible  assassinations  in  the 
Phoenix  Park.  Now,  Sir,  the  state- 
ments that  were  made  in  that  direction 
were  made  by  the  approver  Carey. 
There  is  no  need  to  comment  upon  that 
fact,  beyond  saying  that  they  were  state- 
ments not  of  fact,  but  of  belief,  of  the 
belief  of  others.  They  are  three  in 
number.  Firstly,  Carey  swore  that  he 
had  met  a  person  in  the  garb  of  a 
priest,  that  he  was  introduced  to  him 
as  Father  Murphy,  and  that  Uiis  man 
informed  him  (Carey)  that  he  was  going 
down  into  the  country  to  form  a  branch 
of  the  "  Invincible  "  organization.  Carey 
then  said  that  he  was  afterwards  in- 
formed— but  he  did  not  say  by  whom — 
that  this  Father  Murphy  was  Mr.  Sheri- 
dan of  Tubberourry.  Secondly,  Oar^ 
swore  that  some  amongst  his  comrades 
believed  the  money  came  from  America, 
but  others  believed  it  came  from  the 
Land  League.  This,  again,  the  House 
would  bear  in  mind,  was  only  a  state- 
ment of  belief,  and  the  House  will 
acquit  me  of  any  desire  to  comment  on 
this  evidence.  I  simply  quote  it  to  show 
what  the  evidence  really  was,  and  I  am 
perfectly  satisfied  to  ulow  the  House 
to  draw  its  own  conclusions.  Thirdly, 
Carey  swore  that  a  woman,  whom  he 
was  informed  was  Mrs.  Frank  Byrne, 
wife  of  the  Secretary  to  the  Engli^ 
Land  Confederation,  had  brought  him 
weapons.  That,  too,  is  hearsay  evidence. 
I  wish  to  point  out  again  that  all  these 
statements  of  Carey's  would  not  have 
been  admissable  in  an  ordinanr  cose, 
and  would  not  have  been  admitted 
here  were  it  not  that  this  was  a  ease 
of  conspiraoy,  and  were  it  not  that  he 
had  sworn  that  he  heard  these  state- 
ments made  by  some  amongst  the 
prisoners  who  were  charged  wiu  being 
participators  in  the  conspiracy.  That 
evidence,  I  say  again,  was  only  hear- 
say evidence ;  and,  so  far  as  we  have 
gone,  the  third  statement  —  that  the 
woman  who  brought  the  weapons  was 
Mrs.  Frank  Byrne — has  been  abundantly 
disproved,  for  when  Mrs.  Byrne  was 
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broofcht  over  to  Dublin  for  identification, 
Osrey  failed  to  identify  her,  and  she  was 
dischai^ed  by  the  Detective  Department 
with  abundant  and  profuse  apologies. 
The  seoond  of  the  other  Btatementa — 
namely,  viUi  regard  to  the  source  from 
whiob  the  money  came,  aeems  to  rest— 
that  is  to  say,  so  far  as  their  opinions 
go — on  ichat  was  said  by  some  of  hia 
oomrades,  and  which  I  am  perfectly 
willing  to  admit,  and  which  I  believe 
to  be  true — that  some  of  these  men  g;ot 
cheques  for  the  support  of  their  families 
jrom  the  Sustentatioa  Fund  while  in 
prison.    Those  cheques,  it  is  right  to  tell 
the  House,  were  sent  to  hundreds  upon 
hundreds  of  the  families  of  prisoners 
throughout  the  country.    It  was  the 
ordinary  oustom  of  the  managers  of  the 
Suatentation  Fond  to  give  money  to  the 
families  of  all  prisoners ;  and  rery  often 
it  was  given  to  the  prisoners  themselves, 
as  in  the  present  case ;  and  it  was  given 
because  the  families  of  the  prisoners 
were  very  often  deprived     the  ordinary 
means  of  support  by  the  imprisonment 
of  the  bread-winner ;  and  I  believe  evi- 
dence will  be  produced  to  show  that 
Edvard  M'Oaffirey,  one  of  the  prisoners, 
actually  sent  back  his  cheque  to  the 
Ladies'  Land  League,  and  told  them 
that  he  did  not  belong  to  the  Land 
League,  that  he  did  not  sympathize 
witli  their  objects,   aud  that  he  was 
not  entitled  to  support  out  of  the  Sus- 
tentation  Fund.   And  yet  the  fact  that 
the  Ladies'  Land  League  sent  this  man 
a  cheque,  in  common  with  hundreds 
and  hundreds  of  other  "suspects" 
throngbont  Zrdand,  has  been  put  for- 
ward as  implicating  us  in  a  grave  sns- 
jninon  of  having  found  money  for  the 
purpose  of  committing  the  Phoenix  Park 
murders.   Now,  Sir,  with  regard  to  Mr. 
Sheridan.   A  statsment  has  been  made, 
and  very  extensivdy  circulated  in  the 
English  newspapers,  that  I  offered  the 
services  of  Ur.  Sheridan  to  the  English 
Qoremment  for  the  purpose  of  putting 
down  outrages  in  the  West  of  Ireland, 
and  considei-ed  him  a  fit  person  for  the 
work,  because  he  knew  all  the  details  of 
these  outrages.   Tliis  statement  is  based 
upon  a  celebrated  Cabinet  Memorandum, 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  states 
he  furnished  to  his  Colleagues,  aud  which 
they  were  in  full  possession  of  at  the 
time  when  they  decided  upon  our  release. 
But  it  is  right  to  point  out,  for  the  in- 
Inrnation  of  the  English  public,  that  the 


right  hon.  Gentleman  is  directly  con- 
tradicted with  regard  to  that  Cabinet 
Memorandum,  and  the  statements  upon 
which  it  is  based  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Clare  (Mr.  O'Shea).  My 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Clare  wrote 
as  follows  to  all  tiie  London  newsps^rs 
on  the  18th  of  May — that  was,  I  think, 
the  day  following  the  publication  of  the 
Cabinet  secret  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Bradford — 

"  The  foUowioK  are  the  ^ts.  I  myself  know 
QothiDir  about  *the  orguiuntion  of  the  Land 
Leagne ;  but  I  told  "SSx.  Forster  that  I  had  been 
informed  "by  Ur.  Pamell  the  day  before  that  if 
the  Arrears  Question  were  settled,  that  organi- 
zation would  explain  the  boon  to  the  people, 
and  toll  them  that  they  ought  to  assist  the 
operation  of  the  remedial  measure  in  the  tran- 
quillizing of  the  country.  I  added  that  Mr. 
Pamell  had  expreBsed  his  beli^  that  Messrs. 
Daritt,  Egan,  Sheridan,  and  Boyton  would  use 
all  their  exertions,  if  placed  in  a  position  to  do 
so,  to  advance  the  pacification  of  the  country, 
and  that  Mr.  Sheridan's  influence  was  of  special 
importance  in  the  West,  owing  to  the  fact  that 
he  had  been  the  chief  Land  League  organizer 
in  Connaught,  while  Mr.  Boyton  had  held  a 
rimilar  appointment  in  lietnster.  Upon  these 
points,"  the  hon.  Member  concluded,  '*  I  heard 
no  more,  X  knew  no  more,  and  I  said  no  more." 

So  that  the  House  will  see  it  comes  at 

at  once  to  this — that  a  question  of  grave 
dispute  with  regard-  to  a  matter  of  fact 
has  arisen  between  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Bradford  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Clare.  Now,  Sir, 
it  is  a  very  remarkable  thing  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  should  not  have 
mentioned  those  other  names  iu  his 
Cabinet  Memorandum. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER:  They  were 
not  mentioned  to  me. 

Mr.  O'SHEA :  They  were  mentioned. 

Mr.  PAENELL  :  Mr.  Davitt  was  re- 
leased immediately  afterwards,  owing  to 
the  representations  which  were  made  by 
me  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Glare.  Why 
was  Mr.  Davitf  s  name  not  included  in 
this  Cabinet  Unnorandum  7  Why  was  . 
Mr.  Boyton*s  name  not  included  in  this 
Cabinet  Memorandum  ;  who  had  left 
Ireland  immediately  after  his  release, 
and  who,  it  was  known  could  not  return 
to  Ireland  without  being  arrested  ?  Why 
was  Mr.  Egan's  name  not  included  in 
the  Cabinet  Memoranda?  Why  was  it 
that  only  Mr.  Sheridan's  name  was 
selected,  for  the  purpose  of  attempting  to 
make  out  that  I  was  privy  to — ["  Hear, 
hear  !"]— that  I  was  privy  to,  and  knew 
of  some  supposed  connection  of  Mr. 
Sheridan's  with  outrage  or  attempted 

I8et>mth  Night.'] 
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outrage?  Sir,  I  leave  these  questions 
to  be  answered  by  hoo.  Members  who 
may  have  a  better  knowledge  with  re- 

gard  to  what  actually  passed  than  I 
ave.  I  hope,  however,  their  signifi- 
cance will  be  considered  and  pondered 
on  by  the  House.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  asked  me  to  defend  myself. 
Sir,  I  have  nothing  to  defend  myself 
from.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
confessed  that  he  attempted  to  obtain  a 
declaration  or  public  promise  from  me, 
vhich  would  have  had  the  effect,  if  given, 
of  discrediting  me  with  the  Irish  people. 
He  has  admitted  that  he  failed  in  that 
attempt,  and  failing  in  that  attempt  he 
lost  his  own  position.  He  boasted  last 
night  that  he  had  deposed  me  from 
some  imaginary  position  which  he  was 
pleased  to  assign  to  me  ;  but,  at  least,  I 
have  this  consolation — that  I  am  in 
pretty  good  company,  for  he  has  also 
deposed  himself.  We  both  fell  into  the 
ditoh,  and  I  do  not  think  that  in  the 
process  of  pulling  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man and  myself  out  of  the  ditch  I 
have  suffered  quite  so  much  in  the 
opinion  of  my  countrymen  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  suffered  in  the  opi- 
nion of  his  countrymen.  If  the  right 
hon,  Gentieman  has  deposed  me  from 
my  position  as  a  prominent  Irish  politi- 
cian, I  admit  that  he  has  been  very  suo- 
ceasful  in  that.  I  have  taken  very  little 
part  in  Irish  politics  nnce  my  release 
from  Kilmainham.  I  expressed  my  rea- 
son for  that  npon  the  passing  of  the 
Crimes  Act.  Xsaid  that,  in  my  judg- 
ment, the  Crimes  Act  would  result  m 
such  a  state  of  affairs  that,  between  the 
Government  and  the  secret  societies,  it 
would  be  impossible  for  Constitutional 
agitation  to  exist  in  Ireland.  I  believe 
so  still.  And  what  is  the  item  of  news 
which  was  published  in  the  journals  of 
yesterday  cabled  from  America  ?  That 
Mr.  Patrick  Ford,  of  The  Iriah  World, 
who  used  to  collect  money  for  the  pur- 
pose of  sending  it  to  us,  is  now  collecting 
it  for  a  very  different  purpose.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  may  proudly  claim 
it  as  a  part  of  his  work.  I  regret  that 
it  should  be  so.  I  look  with  the  utmost 
apprehension  to  the  future  relations  be- 
tween England  and  Ireland.  I  see  that 
it  ia  impossible  to  stem  tiie  torrent  of 
prejudioe  which  has  arisen  duxioff  the 
last  few  dajB.  I  regret  that  the  officials 
charged  with  the  adminieteition  of  this 
Act  are  unfitted  for  their  post.  I  am 

Mr,  PmU 


sure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  pre- 
sent Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant must  admit  that  to  the  fullest  ex- 
tent ;  and,  looking  round  upon  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Bradford,  he  must  say 
to  himself — "  Why  am  I  here  while  he 
is  there  ?  Why  was  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Bradford,  who 
had  acquired  experience  in  the  Admi- 
nistration of  Ireland,  who,  according  to 
his  account,  knew  everything,  although 
he  was  invariably  wrong — why  was  ho 
deposed  from  his  position  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Trerelyan)  —  a 
'prentice,  although  a  vwy  willing  hand 
—placed  in  his  stead?  I  think  thai 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant must  say  to  himself,  in  the 
words  of  Scripture — "I  am  not  worthy 
to  unloose  his  shoe  latchet."  It  would 
have  been  far  better,  if  you  were  going 
to  pass  an  Act  of  this  kind,  and  to  ad- 
minister it  as  you  are  going  to  administer 
it,  and  as  you  have  administered  it — up 
to  the  hilt — to  have  had  it  administered 
by  the  seasoned  politician  who  is  now  in 
disgrace.  Call  him  back  to  his  post.  Send 
him  to  help  Lord  Spencer  in  the  con- 
genial work  of  the  gallows  in  Ireland. 
Send  him  to  look  after  the  secret  inqui- 
sitions of  Dublin  Castle.  Send  him  to 
levy  the  payment  of  blood  money. 
Send  him  to  raise  the  taxes  which 
an  unfortunate  and  starving  peasantry 
have  to  pay  for  crimes  not  committed  by 
them.  All  that  would  be  congenial  work 
for  him.  We  invite  you  to  fill  up  your 
ranks,  and  send  your  ablest  and  best 
men  to  push  forward  the  task  of  mis- 
governing and  oppressing  Ireland.  For 
my  part,  I  am  confident  as  to  the  future 
of  Ireland.  Although  her  horizon  may 
appear  at  this  moment  cloudy,  I  believe 
that  our  people  will  survive  the  present 
oppression,  as  they  have  survived  many 
and  worse  ones.  And  although  our  pro- 
gress may  be  slow,  it  will  be  sure ;  and 
the  time  will  come  when  this  House  and 
the  people  of  this  country  will  admit 
once  again  that  they  have  been  mis- 
taken— that  they  have  been  deceived  by 
those  who  ought  to  be  ashamed  of  de- 
ceiving them — that  Hmj  have  been  led 
astray  as  to  the  right  method  of  govern- 
ing a  noble,  a  generous,  a  brave,  and 
impulsive  people ;  and  that  they  wUl  re- 
ject their  present  Leaden,  who  are  con- 
ducting them  into  the  terrible  course 
which,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  the  Govern- 
ment appears  to  be  detemined  to  eater 


Digitized  by  Google 


725         MajMty^i  Mott  {FEBBUAaY  23,  1883}        Gracwuu  Speech.  726 


— that  they  wUl  reject  those  guides  and 
Leaders  vith  juBt  aa  much  determmation 
as  they  rejected  the  serrices  of  the  right 
hon.  GentLeman  the  Uember  for  Brad- 
ford. 

Hb.  O'SHEA  :  Sir,  iu  his  speech  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford  (Sfr.  W.  E.  Forster)  said,  that 
no  other  name  was  mentioned  in  my 
oonrersation  with  him  on  Sunday,  the 
1st  <rf  May,  except  that  of  Mr.  Sheridan. 
On  the  16liiof  May — I  am  reading  firom 
Eiuuard — what  I  said  in  this  House  is 
reported  thus — 

"  Mr.  O'ShEa  wished  to  say,  for  the  informa- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  OenUeman 
the  Member  for  the  TJuirersitr  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
Gibson),  that  h«  did  mention  DaTitt  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Chief  Secretaiy  for  Ire- 
land on  the  Sunday  in  question,  and  the  fact 
that  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  had  not  entered 
the  name  in  hia  memorandam  was  only  another 
proof  of  hia  inaccaracy."— (3  Santard,  [269] 
880.) 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  then  rose  and 
said — "  I  did  not  give  a  note  of  the 
whole  oonreraation."  Mark  the  contra- 
diction. I  would  also  ask,  why  did  he 
not  keep  a  note  of  the  whole  conrer- 
•atioo  ?  Did  he  wish  to  hoodwink  his 
Colleagues  f 

Mb.  TBEVELTAN:  Sir,  I  deeply 
regret  the  side  channel  into  which  thu 
debate  has  turned.  It  is  about  aa  de- 
plorable a  course  as  it  could  have  taken 
in  the  interests  of  Ireland.  I  hold  to 
the  full  that  no  allusion,  direct  or  in- 
direct, should  hare  been  made,  and  no 
argument  based  upon  what  should  be 
done  with  the  eridence  io  Dublin — that 
no  illustration  should  be  drawn  from  it, 
no  argument  should  be  based  upon  it, 
and  I  shall  have  plenty  myself  to  say 
without  it.  I  will  go  further — though 
I  daresay  I  shall  not  carry  the  whole 
House  with  me — and  say  I  think  it  a 

gity  that  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
er  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  £.  Forster) 
shonld  have  nren  the  apiraaranoe  of 
taking  these  Dublin  lereuitions  as  the 
opportunity  of  a  general  attack  with 
regard  to  uie  relation  to  agrarian  crime 
in  which  the  hon.  Membra  for  the  Oity 
of  CJork  (Mr.  Pamell)  stbod— an  attack 
which  certainly  was  very  powerfully  con- 
ducted. But  since  he  did  take  that  op- 
portunity— since  he  made  use  of  it  in  a 
manner  that  will  not  be  foi^tten  in  the 
annals  of  Parliament — I  believe  I  am 
expressing  the  feelings  of  the  House 
▼hoQ  I  say  that  the  hon.  Member  for 


the  Ch'ty  of  Oi»k  would  have  doue  very 
well  to  make  his  position  clearer  than  it 
is  at  present.  I  must  say  that,  since  I 
have  Deen  in  Ireland,  the  fact  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  acted  with  men  who 
made  speeches  whieh  showed  sympathy 
with  outrage,  and,  to  say  the  least,  a 
very  deplorable  levity  with  regard  to 
murder,  and  with  men  who  actually  and 
openly  recommended  violent  rebellion,  is 
a  consideration  which  is  ever  present  to 
the  minds  of  the  Bulers  who  are  trying 
to  do  their  duty  by  Ireland.  I  would 
have  given  much  if  the  hon.  Qeatleman 
hod  satisfied  our  minds  with  a  reason- 
able explanation — an  explanation  to 
which  I  myself  should  have  listened  in 
a  spirit  of  indulgence,  for  I  want  to  be 
fair,  which  is  sometimes  wanting  to  the 
remarks  of  my  right  hon.  Friend.  Even 
if  he  (Mr.  Parnell)  had  tried  to  give 
such  explanation  I  should  have  regarded 
this  effort  with  satisfaction,  because,  at 
any  rate,  it  would  have  shown  that,  if 
future  contingencies  brought  about  the 
same  temptation  to  consort  with  the 
same  men,  that  temptation  might  pro- 
bably be  resisted.  But  he  has  chosen 
another  course,  and  it  is  for  himself  to 
judge  what  the  effisot  will  be.  And  he 
has  done  more  than  that.  In  a  passage 
of  remarkable  bitterness,  he  has  dried  up 
those  hopes  of  conciliation  which,  with 
evidence  or  against  evidence,  are  always 
present  to  those  who  are  endeavouring 
to  carry  on  the  Administration  of  Ire- 
land, That  passage  was  very  short, 
very  powerful,  very  bitter.  In  the  re- 
port in  the  newspapers  it  will  be  packed, 
I  dare  say,  into  some  five  or  six  lines  ; 
but  connected  with  other  speeches  which 
have  been  made  in  the  course  of  this 
debate,  and  connected  with  this  Amend- 
ment, which  may  be  withdrawn  and 
may  not,  but  which  has  stood  on  the 
Notice  Paper  long  enough  to  blast  the 
fame  of  Lord  Spencer  and  myself,  and 
those  who  act  with  us— if  only  it  is  true 
and  well  founded — I  shall  find  it  neoee- 
aary  to  make  some  remarks  In  the  ooniBe 
of  my  speech,  when  I  have  addressed 
myself  for  a  few  minutes  to  the  position 
in  which  the  Irish  Government  stands 
with  regard  to  the  Amendment  actually 
before  the  House.  And  on  this  point  I 
cannot  help  hoping  that  I  may  really 
produce  some  slight  impression  on  hon. 
Members.  I  assure  you.  Sir,  that  when 
the  noble  Lord  who  sits  in  a  prominent 
place  below  the  Gangway  opposite  (Lord 
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Bandolph.  Churchill)  rose  to  give  Notice 
of  that  Amendment,  I  could  see  that 
there  was  in  the  minds  of  a  good  many 
Members  a  sense  of  some  surprise ;  but 
that  surprise  was  tempered  bj  the  idea 
that  l&ey  were  going  to  have  a  good  deal 
of  amusement,  because  it  was  thought 
that  if  the  noble  Lord  gave  Notice  of  the 
Amendment  he  was  pretty  sure  to  speak 
to  it,  thou|^h  it  did  not  stand  in  his 
name,  and  if  he  spoke  to  it  the  House 
would  be  glad  to  hear  him.  But  to  the 
Irish  Goremment — and  this  I  know  is 
the  case  wi^  everyone  that  can  be  said 
to  belong  to  the  Irish  Government — that 
Amendment  has  been  a  most  unwelcome 
surprise ;  for,  during  the  past  Becess,  the 
Irish  Government  has  been  engaged  in 
a  task  that  was  not  amusing  at  all,  but 
was  a  very  stem  reality,  a  task  with  re- 
gard to  which  I  feel  myself  already  quite 
incapable  of  responding  in  the  same 
spirit  to  those  brilliant  displays  of 
rhetoric  by  which  this  debate  has  been 
eo  conspicuously  marked.  It  is  impos- 
sible to  proceed  further  without  recog- 
nizing the  manner  in  which  Lord  Spencer 
and  myself  have  been  treated  in  this 
debate — the  courtesy  and  the  large, 
abundant  generosity  with  whioh  our 
political  opponents  have  always  men- 
tioned our  names.  But,  none  the  less, 
the  debate  has  not  been  satisfactory  to 
us,  and  that  for  two  reasons.  First,  be- 
cause we  should  be  most  ungrateful  and 
disloyal  if  we  were  not  deeply  concerned 
at  a  Parliamentary  attack  intended  to 
disparage  our  Oolleaffues  ;  for  we  have 
received  from  those  Colleagues  a  gene- 
Tons  approval  of  our  policy,  and  we  have 
received  from  them  something  more. 
Whenever  it  was  moat  needed,  all  through 
those  trying  months,  we  hare  received 
the  most  hearty,  friendly,  cordial  sym- 
pathy and  co-operation  in  things  great 
and  small  from  evenr  individual  Member 
of  the  Cabinet.  Well,  Sir,  there  is  an- 
other respect  in  which  we  have  been  very 
much  disappointed.  We  have  been  en- 
gaged in  a  most  complicated  and  delicate 
work  in  Ireland  —  a  work  whioh  men 
could  not  pretend  to  oany  through  with- 
out making  certain  mistues  and  errors. 
Well,  the  number  of  different  and  diffi- 
cult problems  and  questions  of  all  sorts, 
not  in  questions  of  crime  alone,  but  in 
questions  of  economy  and  social  order 
that  have  occurred  and  have  had  to  be 
solved  during  the  last  six  months,  was 
so  great  that  we  looked  forward  to  the 
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debates  in  Parliament  in  order  to  see 
what  view  Parliament  would  take  of 
those  questions.  We  looked  forward 
eagerly  to  know  what  Gentlemra,  with 
such  experience  in  the  administration  of 
Irish  affairs  as  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
whom  I  see  opposite,  would  say  with 
regard  to  those  matters  in  which  we  have 
been  engaged.  We  looked  to  be  cor- 
rected,  we  looked  to  be  reproved,  or  ap- 
proved, as  the  case  might  be,  but,  above 
all,  we  looked  for  criticism.  Well,  in- 
stead of  tha^  we  have  had  a  debate 
which  turns  on  the  question  whether, 
10  months  ago,  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork,  in  a  letter,  pro- 
mised that  support  to  a  Liberal  Ad- 
ministration, which  support  we  have 
never,  or,  at  all  events,  seldom  else- 
where seen,  except  on  the  pages  of  that 
letter.  I  daresay  this  debate  has  had  its 
value  ;  but  we  cannot  help  looking  at  it 
from  another,  our  own  standpoint.  The 
present  state  of  Ireland,  and  not  the  past, 
fills  our  whole  mind.  If  it  were  not  so, 
we  should  not  be  worth  our  salt ;  and, 
as  far  as  the  present  state  of  Ireland  is 
concerned,  this  debate,  all  must  allow, 
has  hitherto  apj>eared  to  me  to  go  for 
little  or  nothing  at  all.  Now,  I  do  not 
know  what  happened  in  the  Cabinet  10 
months  ago,  or  to  a  grsat  extent  in  the 
House  of  Commons  since,  as  during  the 
hottest  and  most  interesting  debates  X 
was  in  Ireland ;  but  what  I  do  think  is 
'  this — that  the  only  practical  point  in  the 
matter  that  is  worth  considering  now  is, 
whether  the  enlargement  from  prison  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  and 
his  Colleagues  did  harm  or  did  good  to 
Ireland.  Now,  on  that  point  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  is  bound  to  know 
somethins^,  and  to  say  something ;  and  I 
think  I  know,  and  have  alret^y  seve- 
ral times  stated  in  the  House,  that  the 
release  of  those  G^entlemen  had  produced 
no  evil  consequences,  and  to  that  no  ex- 
ception was  taken  by  hon.  Gentlemen. 
But  it  was  said  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Bradford  yes- 
terday that  though  outrages  after  tiie 
release  of  these  hon.  Gtontlemen  dimi- 
nished, murders  increased  pretty  largely 
in  number,  and  had  increiased  very  de- 
cidedly in  the  significance  of  the  atrooions 
details.  Now,  Sir,  the  cause  of  the  in- 
crease of  murder  is  about  Uie  most 
serious  matter  which  the  Government 
could  ;look  into.  The  Government  has 
satisfied  itself  as  to  ths  cause  of  the 


Digitized  by 


t29      iraje%fy*$  Uott 


(Febsuaby  23,  1883)        Oraeiotu  Speech.  ?3d 


increase  and  decrease  of  these  murders, 
and  it  belieres  that  the  enlargement  of 
the  hoa.  Members  had  absouttely  no- 
thing to  do  vith  them.  Murders  oc- 
curred during  the  time  they  were  con- 
Bned ;  murders  followed  and  increased 
with  eTer-increasing  velocity,  and  they 
increased  more  rapidly  as  time  went  on. 
When  murderers  were  apprehended, 
however,  and  began  to  be  capitally 
punished,  murders  began  to  decrease. 
That  is  the  opinion  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment holds  on  the  increase  and  the  de- 
crease of  murders  in  Ireland.  Now,  I 
do  not  attach  too  much  importance  to 
the  remarks  of  right  hon.  Friend ; 
but,  Sir,  besides  being  disappointed  with 
the  debate,  we  are  still  more  disap- 
pointed and  even  discouraged  by  the 
Amendment  itself.  When  we  read  the 
paragraph  in  the  Queen's  Speech  which 
refers  to  Ireland,  I  am  sure  that  we  all- 
feel  that  we  were  rewarded,  and  a  great 
deal  over-rewarded,  for  any  public  ser- 
vice we  have  tried  to  do.  But  it  is  a 
very  different  matter  when  an  Amend- 
ment is  brought  forward  and  supported 
by  one  of  the  two  great  Parties  in  the 
8tate,  the  only  meaning  of  which  is  that 
Lord  Spencer  and  his  Oolleagnes  cannot 
be  relied  upon.  ["No,  no!"]  The 
Amendment  states  that — 

"  It  ia  hoped  that  no  farther  attempts  will  be 
made  to  purchase  the  support  of  persona  dis- 
affected to  Her  Majesty's  rule." 

Bead  that  Amendment  as  you  will,  it 
cannot  have  a  pleasant  interpretation 
for  us.    It  means  either  that  the  Irish 
Government,  of  their  own  free  will  and 
judgment,  will  recommend  the  Cabinet 
to  purchase  support  in  that  manner ;  or 
else  it  means  that,  against  their  judg- 
ment, they  will  be  blown  about  by  cer- 
tain English  and  Irish  newspapers, 
which,  either  firom  too  great  or  too  little 
a  knowledge  of  Ireland,  have  sometimes 
lately  been  writing  about  these  matters 
in  what  I  think  is  a  very  unfortunate 
way.  A  third,  and  the  only  other  inter- 
pretation that  can  be  given  to  it  is,  that 
our  Colleagnes  at  home  are  disloyal  and 
will  throw  US  over  if  we  will  not  lend 
ourselves  to  that  policy ;  and  I  may  ob- 
serve that  I  cannot  say  which  of  these 
three  interpretations  is  the  more  dis- 
tasteful to  Lord  Spencer  and  myself. 
Though  none  of  these  interja*etationB 
may  be  taken,  yet,  at  any  rate,  it  can- 
not be  denied  that  the  success  of  the 
Amendment  would  be  to  change  the 


Qovemment  of  Ireland.  Ton  must  for- 
give us  if  we  cannot  view  the  situation 
otherwise  than  this.  I  have  now  done 
with  the  personal  part  of  the  subjeot. 
We  hare  endeavoured,  under  fearful 
difficulties,  to  serve,  not  only  ourselves 
and  our  Party,  but  our  Queen  and  our 
country;  and  our  reward  is  that  an 
Amendment  has  been  brought  forward 
in  a  spirit  personal  to  us  of  the  greatest 
nnkindnesa.  _  ["  No,  no  r "]  If  it  IS 
carried,  it  will  turn  us  out.  But  it 
will  be  said  that  the  main  object  of 
this  Amendment  is  to  instruct  the  country 
— to  put  on  record  the  opinion  that  the 
Irish  Government  should  be  carried  for- 
ward in  a  spirit  of  firmness  and  loyalty. 
I  admit  that  it  is  quite  necessary  that 
this  instruction  should  be  given.  I  quite 
admit  that  it  ia  aerioudy  wanted,  when 
in  the  face,  I  will  not  say  of  those  recent 
revelations  in  Dublin,  but  of  what  is 
admitted,  I  know,  of  the  state  of  Dub- 
lin, the  hon.  Member  fag  Ipswich  (Mr. 
Collings)  has  said  that  we  siiould  do 
more  to  promote  peace  and  order  by 
making  the  corporations  of  boroughs  re- 
sponsible for  order  in  Ireland ;  but  I 
must  say  that  no  pains  should  be  spared 
to  correct  an  opimon  which,  in  my  view, 
would  be  fatal  to  Ireland.  Sir,  the  evils 
of  Ireland  are  not  to  be  cured  by  rhe- 
toric; but  there  is  a  sort  of  rhetoric 
which  is  so  weighty  and  so  just,  that  it 
has  all  the  value  of  well-considered  ac- 
tion, and  when  they  got  off  the  Kilmain- 
ham  business,  the  speeches  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentlemen  the  Mem- 
bers for  the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
Flunket  and  Mr.  (Hbson)  were  such  that 
I  was  very  glad  to  see  them  intently 
Listened  to  by  the  hon.  Members  who,  in 
most  cases,  sit  round  the  hon.  Member 
for  Ipswioh.  It  is  by  speeches  of  that 
sort,  so  full  of  thought  and  experience, 
that  you  will  bring  home  these  truths  to 
hon.  Members  who  may  not  see  them 
quite  sufficiently ;  but  you  will  not  do  so 
by  interpoaiog  an  Amendment  the  effect 
and  the  success  of  which  would  be  to 
turn  out  the  Cabinet.  I  shall  now  ad- 
dress myself  to  this  debate ;  and  I  may 
say  that  this  is  the  £rst  opportunity,  be- 
fore the  House  of  Commons,  which  we 
have  had  of  justifying  ourselves  against 
charges  most  important  in  their  nature. 
These  charges  have  been  powerfully  re* 
iterated  in  the  course  of  the  debate,  and 
especially  in  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mallow  (Mr.  O'Brien).  I 
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think,  Sir,  it  vould  be  cmt  of  order  for 
me  to  make  any  reference  to  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Citj  of 
Oork ;  but  there  is  no  necessity  for  me 
to  do  so,  because  he  has  put  his  charges 
in  a  much  shorter  and  still  more  for- 
midable form  in  his  speech  to-day ;  and 
those  charges  were  also  brought  forward 
at  considerable  length  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mallow.  These  charges  are  of  a 
nature  that  have  been  made  before  in 
the  House;  but,  on  all  occasions  when 
previonidy  made,  they  have  been  brought 
forward  by  some  crotchety,  or  irrespon- 
eible,  or  isolated  Member  who  had  no- 
body to  back  him.  Now,  however,  they 
are  made  by  the  Leader  of  a  very  power- 
ful Party;  they  are  cheered  by  a  con- 
siderable number  of  hon.  Members  who 
sit  around  him;  and,  what  is  almost 
worse,  they  have  been  made  over  and 
over  a^ain  in  newspapers,  both  English 
and  Irish,  whose  proprietors  and  editors 
are  at  this  moment  Members  of  this 
House.  "What  are  those  charges?  I 
will  take  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mallow.   That  hon.  Member  said — 

"After  t^e  Phoenix  Park  murders  the  Qo- 
Temmeot  have  had  a  fine  opportunity  which 
vould  not  soon  recur — the  first  tinie,  perhaps, 
when  the  eympathies  of  tiie  polioeman  and  Uie 
pouant  were  one.  How  did  the  nRht  hon. 
Oentleman  use  that  opportunity  P  What  was 
it  that  changed  Irolaca,  which  in  June  and 
Jnly  hist  was  settling  down  in  a  spirit  of  am- 
nesty  P  "What  waa  it  that  transformed  it  into  a 
state  of  outrage  that  to  day  and  for  many  a  day 
to  come  would  trouble  the  peace  of  EngUnd  f  " 

Mr.  O'BRIEN:  What  I  said  was 
that  Ireland  had  been  outraged,  and  not 
that  it  was  put  in  a  state  of  outrage. 

Me.  TMVELYAN  :  Well,  I  wiU  ask 
the  hon.  Member  whether  the  general 
effect  of  it  waa  not  to  say  that  Ireland 
waa  improving  during  the  period  the 
Coercion  Bill  was  passing,  but  that 
when  the  Bill  was  put  into  operation 
the  country  was  alienated  and  estranged. 
[Mr.  O'Bbien  assented.]  That  charge 
was  made  also  in  terms  of  great 
ferocity  by  many  newspapers  and  on 
many  platforms.  "What  is  my  answer 
to  it  ?  It  is  this— The  present  Orown 
oflSciala — I  borrow  that  phrase  from  the 
Amendment  Paper — went  to  Ireland  at 
the  beginning  of  May  last.  They  were 
sent  there  with  a  commission  from  the 
Grown  and  from  Parliament;  and  unless 
they  sincerely  and  cordially  accepted 
that  commission  they  had  no  right  to  so 
at  all.   That  commission  was  that  the 

J/r.  Trntlgan 


Ansicer  to  M«r  732 

Oown  officials  should  do  their  best  to 
maintain  the  union  of  the  two  countries, 

and  to  diminish — and,  if  possible,  to 
extinguish  —  organized  political  and 
agrarian  crime  in  Ireland.  The  duties 
were  absolute.  What,  then,  was  the 
condition  of  organized  crime  when  we 
were  Bret  appointed  to  our  post  in 
Ireland  ?  It  is  hardly  too  much  to 
say  that  it  was  as  bad  as  bad  could 
te.  In  the  previous  March  outrages 
reached  the  frightful  total  of  542.  It  is 
quite  true  that  a  slight  diminution  had 
set  in,  which  diminution  continued — I 
quite  allow  that  to  tho  hon.  Member 
— during  the  summer  months,  at  a 
time  when  our  only  weapon  was  the 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property  Act, 
and  on  this  the  hon.  Member  has 
founded  his  ar^ment.  But  the  hon. 
Member  loses  eight  of  two  most  impor- 
tant considerations,  which  I  think  en- 
tirely destroy  his  argument.  In  the 
first  place,  agrarian  crimes  always,  in 
bad  times  especially,  tend  to  fall  off  in 
the  summer  months.  In  the  month  of 
July,  1881,  the  outrages  were  only  one- 
third  of  those  of  December  previous, 
and  yet  when  winter  came  the  dreadful 
work  went  on  faster  than  ever.  The 
average  of  the  six  winter  months  was 
actually  over  500  a-month.  In  the 
second  place,  during  the  summer  months 
— the  halcyon  months  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber— the  most  awful  of  all  crimes,  mur- 
der, was  increasing,  the  number  of 
agrarian  murders  in  the  first  eight 
months  of  1882  being  24,  or  an  average 
of  three  in  every  mon^— double  ue 
proportion  for  1881 — and  in  these  I  do 
not  count  six  of  what,  to  avoid  dispute, 
I  will  call  political  homicides  in  the 
streets  and  parks  of  Dublin.  Th$  Irish 
World,  in  its  last  issue,  accused  Lord 
Spencer  of  being — 

"  The  cold-hlooded  murderer  of  at  least  fire 
innocent  Irishmen  within  the  last  few  months, 
one  of  whom  he  knew,  lieyond  any  manner  of 
doubt,  to  be  innocmt  <k  the  crime  for  which  he 
died— a  nobleman  whose  very  fingers  dripped 
with  the  blood  of  innocent  Irishmen." 

I  prefer  to  quote  this  statement  from  an 
American  print,  but  I  am  sorry  to  say 
such  passages  occur  by  dozens  and  scores 
in  papers  published  in  Ireland.  When 
the  editor  of  The  Irish  World  talks  of 
these  five  innocent  Irishmen,  vho,  I 
suppose,  are  tiie  same  men  as  are  in  the 
mind  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mallow, 
is  he  aware,  as  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
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aty  of  Cork  ia  aware,  that  10  times  as 
many  really  and  undoabtedlj  innocent 
Irislunen  were  murdered  in  Bttcoession, 
without  one  of  their  murderers  being 
brought  to  the  punishment  the  law 
ordains.  If  The  Irith  World  did  not 
know  that,  Lord  Spencer's  Government 
did ;  and  the  first  task  they  set  themselves 
was  to  take  care  that  during  the  winter 
months  of  1882>3  outrages  should  not 
increase  as  they  had  increased  during 
the  winter  months  of  preceding  years. 
Now,  what  happened  with  reference  to 
the  outrages  and  to  the  extent  to  which 
Ireland  has  been  made  a  place  in  which 
the  peaceable  and  industrious  may  live 
according  to  their  own  fashion  ?  The 
actual  fiffiires  that  relate  to  that  are  in 
evei^body's  hands ;  but,  as  regards  the 
prevention  of  murder,  it  is  enough  to 
state  Uiat,  as  a  matter  of  foot,  since  the 
3rd  of  October  last,  for  four  months  and 
a-half,  there  has  been  only  one  agrarian 
murder  in  the  whole  of  Ireland.  In 
order  to  attain  that  result,  the  Qovern- 
ment  relied  upon  two  processes — the 
better  re-organization  of  the  pertonnel 
employed  in  the  detection  and  repres- 
sion of  crime,  and  the  Prevention  of 
Grime  Act  placed  in  their  hands  by 
Parliament  fast  year.  As  regards  the 
former,  the  words  spoken  by  my  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  were 
undoubtedly  misunderstood,  and  in  con- 
eequenoe  of  being  misimderstood  were 
misrepresented  in  a  way  that  is  ex- 
tremely unfortunate,  consideringthe  oon- 
ditioQ  of  things  in  Ireland.  The  men 
and  officers  of  the  Gonstabu^ry  and  of 
tiie  Dublin  Police  are,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  Oovemment,  public  servants  who 
have  done  their  duty  most  efficiently 
and  most  zealously  in  the  trying  cir- 
cumstances in  which  they  were  placed. 
The  Government  have  done  nothing  with 
regard  to  the  meq  and  officers  except  to 
recognize  their  conduct  during  these 
periods,  by  special  gratuity,  and  either 
to  improve  their  permanent  position,  or 
to  make  ^inquiry  as  to  the  method  by 
which  their  permanent  position  may  be 
improved.  But  in  the  machinery  by 
which  crime  ia  detected,  and  the  law 
upheld  in  Ireland,  very  important 
changes  have  been  made.  To  be^n 
with,  the  Under  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant — the  Office  which  was  held 
by  the  lamented  Mr.  Burke,  and  now 
held  by  If  r.  Hamilton— that  Office  woo 


terribly  overwhelmed  with  general  work, 
and,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Ckuremment, 
the  Under  Secretai^  was  unable  to  give 
all  the  professional  attention  which  the 
work  of  keeping  peace  and  order  and 
detecting  crime  in  Ireland  demanded. 
The  Government  Eicoordingly  appointed 
an  Assistant  Under  Secretary  of  Police 
and  Crime,  which  released  Mr.  Hamilton 
of  a  certain  amount  of  labour,  and  en- 
abled him  to  devote  his  great  energy 
and  public  spirit  to  the  general  task  of 
the  nnanoial  and  administrative  work  of 
Ireland ;  and  that  Under  Secretary  was 
instructed  to  take  into  his  hands  the 
whole  Detective  Department  of  the 
country,  which  had  previously  been 
divided  into  two  branches — the  Detec- 
tive Department  of  the  Dublin  Police, 
and  the  Detective  Department  of  the 
Hoyal  Irish  Oonstabuluy — andtiie  want 
of  unity  of  action  has  been,  wherever  it 
could  be,  avoided,  and  which  was  a  very 
serious  evil  and  difficulty  indeed  when 
you  come  to  detective  work.  How  those 
results  have  been  worked  by  the  hands 
of  Mr.  Jenkinson  everyone  knows  and 
will  appreciate.  There  is  one  other 
subject  to  which  I  am  bound  to  refer, 
though  I  am  not  very  willing  to  do  so  ; 
and  that  is  that  the  Government,  know- 
ing that  at  a  critical  time  everything 
depends  on  the  personal  qualities  and 
vigour  of  the  men  in  responsible  posi- 
tions, did  not  shrink  from  removing  men 
whose  age  and  personal  qualities  did 
not  render  them  fit  for  those  positions, 
and  .replacing  them  by  others.  There 
have  been  some  criticisms  in  this  House 
upon  those  removals  uid  changes.  No 
less  than  17  of  the  resident  magistrates 
were  removed,  and  it  has  been  very 
painful  to  resist  the  pressure  of  the 
House  and  the  private  friends  and  rela- 
tives of  those  gentlemen ;  but  we  have 
carried  out  that  work,  and  feel,  in  car- 
rying it  out,  we  have  been  doing  what 
we  wished,  having  the  country  well 
served.  In  addition  to  this  re-organiza- 
tion of  personnel.  Lord  Spencer's  Go- 
vernment had  the  enormous  advantage 
of  being  possessed  of  a  stringent  Crimes 
Act,  more  effective  in  its  operation  than 
the  power  of  merely  looking  up  men  on 
ffuspidon  —  a  course  which,  howevOT 
irksome  to  educated  men,  was,  I  am 
told,  little  less  than  pleasant  to  the 
regular  criminal.  The  operation  of  the 
Grimes  Act  has  this  about  it — ^that  its 
effect  is  progressive,  and  that  if  it  ia 
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vigorouslj  applied  at  first,  there  is  after- 
wards less  and  less  occasion  to  have 
recourse  to  it.  During  the  first  week 
of  the  present  month  only  five  cases 
came  under  this  Act ;  while  in  the  corre- 
Bponding  week  of  February,  1882,  there 
must  hare  been  100  outrages,  and  I  ask 
hon.  Members  whether  the  exemption 
from  that  amount  of  8u£Fering  was  not 
moderately  purchased  with  five  convic- 
tions, wtm  an  average  of  something 
nnder  14  days'  imprisonment?  Hon. 
Members  feel  very  keenly  on  this  sub- 
ject. The  hon.  Member  for  Mallow  has 
charged  us,  with  estraordinary  vehe- 
mence of  language,  with  having  inter- 
fered with  free  writing,  with  free  speech, 
and  allusion  has  been  frequently  made 
to  some  words  I  uttered  at  Belfast — 
namely,  "that  the  Government  made 
war  against  crime,  but  did  not  intend 
to  interfere  with  politics."  These  words 
were  commented  upon  as  encouraging 
turbulence  and  agitation  ;  but  they  were 
uttered  in  the  presence  of  the  Town 
Oouncil  of  Belfast,  who  would  undoubt- 
edly be  pretty  severe  critics  of  anything 
tending  to  Reorder.  I  do  not  re^et 
thoBO  words.  I  said  that  very  ddibe- 
rately,  because  the  only  good  and  effec- 
tive policy  in  Ireland  is  to  say  exactly 
what  you  mean,  and  to  do  it.  As  for 
the  free  writing  we  have  interfered  with, 
and  which  I  think  the  House  will  agree 
with  me  is  very  free  writing  indeed,  it 
is  not  poUtical  writing — it  is  a  sort  of 
writing  which  I  venture  to  describe  as  a 
part  of  the  machinery  of  murder  as  much 
as  the  sword-cane  or  the  pistol.  I  hope 
I  have  proved  that  to  the  satisfaction  of 
the  House ;  but  I  am  going  to  prove  it 
from  the  newspaper  United  Ireland.  I 
am  going  to  make  two  statements  before 
I  begin.  One  is  that  some  of  these 
articles  were  undoubtedly  written  while 
the  present  editor  of  United  Ireland  was 
unable  to  supervise  the  paper ;  and  the 
second  statement,  which  is  more  seriouSf 
is  that  it  would  be  tiie  very  greatest  in- 
justice to  prejudice  a  case  which  had  to 
come  on ;  but  the  Government  do  not 
intend  to  press  that  case.  The  point  I 
wish  to  make  out  is  that,  consciously 
or  unconsciously,  there  is  a  class  of 
articles  that  absolutely  produces  crime. 
Here  is  an  article  which  was  written 
in  May,  1881,  and  which  is  headed  A 
Sat  la  Jiatiilki.    One  passage  is — 

"  Tbo  men  who  level  them  will  go  farther — 
to  a  palace  at  Venailles,  or  to  a  casUo  at  Cork 
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Hill,  and  the  hired  Swiss,  be  they  grimed  with 
ball  cartridge  or  clad  in  pluah,  wiU  not  long 
stand  in  their  way,  depend  upon  it." 

I  leave  a  large  hiatui  here,  and  go  on 

to  this  passage — 

"  There  are  £0,000  men  ready  to  take  up  the 
fight,  where  Tyrone,  where  Owen  Boe,  where 
Sarsfield,  where  Tone,  where  Emmett,  where 
O'Conneil,  where  Mitohel,  where  Allen  Larkin 
and  O'Brien  left  it  off." 

We  know  very  well  where  Larkin  and 
O'Brien  left  it  off.  And  here  I  may  say 
that  nothing  has  pained  me  so  much  in 
Ireland  as  the  tribute  that  has  been 
paid  to  Emmett,  because  it  has  always 
appeared  to  me  that  the  result  of  his 
insurrection,  though  made  by  a  man  of 
great  and  high  asjpirations,  resulted  in 
an  assassination  which  in  effect  resembled 
very  greatly  the  assassination  in  the 
Phoenix  Park. 

Mb.  O'BEIEN:  Emmett  sacrificed 
his  own  life  to  prevent  assassination. 

Mb.  TREVELTA^T  :  Before  I  read 
the  next  article,  I  wish  to  express  my 
firm  belief — it  would  be  a  breach  of 
Order  to  say  more — that  the  man  who 
wrote  the  article,  at  the  rery  worst,  was 
reckless  as  to  the  effect  it  would  pro- 
duce. On  the  6th  of  May,  1882,  there 
was  nominally  published,  but  on  the  4th 
of  May  was  rrally  published,  an  article 
entitled,  "Disestablishing  the  Oastle." 
It  said — 

"  Bui  the  money  it  (that  was  the  Castle) 
Bpenda  and  the  favours  it  diatribates,  and  the 
foul  toads  who  use  it  as  a  cistern  to  knot  and 
gender  in  it,  are  just  the  things  which  make  the 
harmless  traves^  of  Viee>BoyRl^  an  offence 
and  scorn  to  Iridunen.  .  .  ,  The  toads  are 
tho  gang  of  alien  officials  who  nestle  in  the 
snuggeries  of  the  Castle  like  as  many  aapa  in 
the  bosom  of  the  country.  Down  with  the 
whole  bundle  of  rottenness  and  imposture." 

That  was  published,  I  presume,  on 
the  4th  of  May,  and  we  know  what  hap- 
pened on  the  6th  of  May.  Then  I  pass 
on  with  a  large  jump  of  time  to  the  case 
of  Francis  Hynes.  As  the  question  has 
not  been  started  in  this  discussion,  I  am 
disinclined  to  enter  upon  an  ailment 
as  to  the  founded  or  unfounded  nature 
of  the  charge  that  was  made  against  ^e 
jury ;  but  the  charge  was  made,  and  I 
have  no  doubt  I  shall  have  another  op- 
portunity of  arguing  that.  Well,  an 
article  was  written  with  regard  to  it 
from  which  I  take  this  passage — 

'*  Silence  and  veneration  is  demanded  }>y  the 
English  rulers,  and  we  bow  before  its  revered 
and  sacred  symbol,  the  gallows.   Not  often, 
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even  in  the  Itlood-  stained  records  of  Ireland,  has 
there  been  a  tragedy  more  pitiful,  more  horrible 
than  that  of  which  Francis  Hynes  was  the 
▼ictim.  Need  we  recapitulate  the  grotesque 
mockery  of  the  trial.  .  .  .  ^  .  The  jury,  pre- 
nded  over  by  the  Judge,  who  did  not  even 
attempt  to  conceal  his  indecent  longing  for  a 
conviction.  It  was  not  enough  that  his  charge 
should  be  a  speech  for  the  prosecntion,  but  by 
nod  and  smile  throughout  the  trial  he  empha- 
sized each  scrap  of  evidence  that  seemed  to  tell 
against  the  prisoner ;  by  shrugs  and  deprecatory 
gesturea  he  made  light  of  the  defence.  .  .  . 
Need  we  speak  of  the  *  terrible '  exposure  that 
followed  ?  Judge  Lawson,  in  a  tempest  of  vir- 
tuous indignation,  decided  that  jury 'packing 
and  jury  orgies  were  subjects  too  sacred  for  pub- 
lic corament." 

It  is  not  the  argumentative  part  of  that 
pMsag'O  that  I  object  to  ;  there  is  not  an 
argument  in  it  which  might  not  he  said 
in  proper  language,  in  a  proper  place  ; 
hut  eaid  in  that  language,  and  in  a 
newspaper  which  had  the  audience  and 
the  reputation  that  Uniied  Ireland  had, 
it  could,  the  QoTornment  imagines,  only 
have  the  effect  it  did  have:  I  will  not 
read  any  more  articles  with  reference  to 
Judge  Ijawson.  The  next  article  I  will 
read  from  is  headed  The  Bloody  Assize. 
One  passage  in  it  is — 

"  The  jury  was  as  carefully  selected,  its  par- 
tizansbip  was  as  indecent,  and  the  evidence  was 
evidence  upon  which  an  English  jury  would  not 
bang  a  dog.  .  .  .  Once  tlie  word  is  passed  to 
*  oonvict  murderers  *  a  metropolitan  I^testant 
and  a  loyal  jury,  under  the  eye  of  Mr.  Norria 
Goddard,  may  be  trusted  to  know  a  murderer 
when  they  see  him,  without  splitting  hairs  about 
particulars.  .  .  .  What  is  even  more  aggra- 
vating than  this  patent  murder  machine,  as  a 
mtem  of  government,  is  the  Fhariaaism  which 
shelters  the  achiovoments  of  Mr.  Goddard's  pals, 
under  the  venerable  title  of  trial  by  jury,  and 
decries  as  a  foe  to  public  jastice  whoever  cries 
oat  on  the  imposture." 

Now,  who  are  "Mr.  C^oddard'apals"  to 
whom  that  allusion  is  made,  and  to  what 
extent  are  they  sheltered  ?  On  the  7tb 
of  October,  in  the  same  impression,  re- 
ference wa.^  made  to  "the  incident  of 
Mr.  Field  passing  down  an  affectionate 
lillet-doux  from  the  jury  box  to  Mr. 
Norris  Goddard."  It  was  hinted  that 
Mr.  Field  was  on  very  friendly  terms 
indeed  with  the  chief  organizer  of  the 
landlord  faction.  Well,  Sir,  we  know 
that  Judge  Lawson's  life  was  only  saved 
by  the  courage  of  a  man  who  came  after 
him;  and  that  out  of  th^  whole  jury  who 
acted  on  that  trial,  which  was  the  trial 
of.  Michael  Walsh,  I  believe  Mr.  Field 
was  the  person  who  was  next  selected 
for  assassination.  I  do  not  wish  the 
House  to  think  that  I  am  going  contrary 
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to  what  I  premised,  for  I  repeat  that  I 
do  not  impute  any  malevolence  to  the 
editor.  I  only  show  how  dangerons  it 
is  to  name  people  at  such  a  time. 

Mb.  O'BBIEN  said,  he  was  Terr 
reluctant  to  interrupt ;  but  he  shonla 
like  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  in  any  of  the  passages  referred 
to,  Mr.  Field's  name  was  mentioned  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYANr  I  have  men- 
tioned that  the  article  began — 

"  The  incident  of  Mr.  Fiold  passing  down  an 
affectionate  billet-doux  from  the  jury  box  to  Mr. 
Korria  Goddard." 

I  was  going  on  to  say,  that  it  so  hap- 
pened that  Mr.  Barrett's  name  was 
brought  before  the  public,  owing  to 
some  confusion  between  him  and  some 
person  of  the  same  name,  or  some  rela- 
tive; and  it  is  now  pretty  evident  that 
in  order,  as  it  were,  to  save  time  the 
Dublin  aesaBsins  picked  out  three  people 
connected  with  the  trial  for  assassination, 
and  they  were  the  three  whose  names 
had  been  moat  prominently  brought  be- 
fore the  public.  That  shows  that  the 
mention  of  names  in  this  way  places  the 
persons  indicated  in  Tery  great  danger. 
My  own  personality  has  been  sparea  up 
to  this  time;  but  after  the  speech  I 
made  at  Hawick  three  leading  articles 
appeared  in  United  Ireland,  feom  the 
third  of  which  I  will  read  you  a  pas- 
sage. On  the  lOth  of  February, 
it  said — 

"  The  Land  Code  of  Ireland  np  to  quite  re- 
cently invited  crime.  It  was  an  English  insti- 
tution, and  it  is  notorious  that  the  English  Land 
system  excites  crime  wberever  it  is  established. 
Again,  it  is  notorious  that  the  English  system 
of  government  invites  crime.  Tho  English  Go- 
vernment has  no  businoas  here.  The  negation 
of  the  natural  right — the  Divine  right  of  even 
any  people  to  be  the  ehapers  of  their  own"  des- 
tinies is  the  prolific  parent  of  crime,  and  it  has 
ever  been  so.   It  has  been  said — 

*  A  patriot  is  a  rebel  who  succeeds, 
A  rebel  is  a  patriot  who  fails.' 

The  principle  ia  applicable  to  this  country  at 
the  present  time.  That  is  crime  for  the  present 
in  uidimon  which  will  be  quite  other  when 
Ireland  is  mistress  of  her  own  fortunes." 

My  opinions  of  newspapers  which  write 
in  that  manner  are  euch  that,  while  the 
attacks  are  against  myself,  I  shall  most 
certainly  take  good  care  that  there  shall 
be  no  such  thing  as  a  prosecution ;  but 
if,  in  the  future,  any  public  servant  or 
any  private  individual  is  pointed  out,  in 
such  a  manner  as  to  convince  the  Go- 
vernment that  his  life  will  be  endan- 
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g^ered  in  consequence,  the  person  who 
wrote  it,  little  as  he  may  like  it,  may 
rest  assured  that  the  Government  will 
take  steps  to  prevent  it  occurring  again. 
So  much  with  regard  to  free  writing,  as 
to  which  I  have  stated  the  principle  on 
which  the  Government  act ;  and  now  I 
will  go  for  one  moment  to  free  speech. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  North  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  J.  Ijowther) 
says  that  we  are  always  urging  that  Ire- 
land is  in  a  constant  state  of  improve- 
ment, that  we  are  always  saying  we 
have  touched  the  bottom.  We  are  not 
BO  hopeful  of  the  condition  of  Ireland  ae 
he  has  described  us ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  we  are  not  so  desponding  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  He  says  that 
the  Govemment  has  to  realize  that  it  is 
governing  a  conntry  i^^nst  the  wishes 
and  opinion  of  the  great  mass  of  the 
population  of  that  country.  Well,  the 
Government  may  or  may  not  realize 
that,  and  they  admit  that  there  is  a  large 
amount  of  political  disaffection  ;  but 
when  you  come  to  the  question  of  sym- 
pathy with  crime,  we  believe  that  that 
sympathy  is,  to  a  great  extent,  partial, 
temporary,  and  evanescent.  We  believe 
tliat  there  is  a  great  mass  of  people  in 
the  country  who  want  to  go  about  their 
business  in  peace  and  quietness ;  we 
believe  that  the  farmers  of  Ireland,  if 
left  alone,  are  beginning  slowly  to  settle 
down  and  to  appreciate  the  great  ad- 
vantages which — vhethor  justly  or  un- 
justly we  are  not  now  arguing — have 
been  conferred  upon  them  by  the  Land 
Act.  But  they  were  not  allowed  to  settle 
down.  There  was  an  agitation  set  on 
foot,  the  objects  of  which,  although  not 
the  avowed  objects,  yet  the  practical  and 
political  objects,  were,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  Government,  absolutely  inadmis- 
sible, to  judge  by  the  earlier  speeches 
made  in  the  presence  of  some  of  the 
most  eminent  members  of  the  National 
League,  or,  in  some  cases,  by  those 
eminent  memben  themselves.  In  our 
opinion,  the  object  of  the  National 
lieague,  as  propounded  in  the  districts 
where  the  meetings  were  held,  was 
to  excite  the  people  in  favour  of 
separation,  to  excite  the  people  to 
what  was  imposrible,  the  abolition  of 
what  was  called  "  landlordism  ;  "  and, 
in  some  places,  to  hare  the  effect 
of  terrifying  farmers  into  allowing 
their  farms  to  bo  broken  up  in  com- 
pliance with  the  demands  of  the  Tioaguo. 


There  was  another  matter  which.  I  hare 
referred  to  outside  the  House,  so  must 
refer  to  it  inside ;  and  it  was,  that  we 
believe,  on  the  authorities  on  whom  we 
relied  in  regard  to  anything  which  con- 
cerned the  peace  and  orderof  the  country, 
that  these  meetings  were,  in  many  cases, 
promoted  by  small  local  agitators,  who 
lived  on  the  money  which  they  collected 
by  terror.  The  tone  that  was  set  at 
the  earlier  meetings  we  thought  a  very 
serious  and  dangerous  one ;  and,  at  last, 
very  reluctantly  but  very  determinedly, 
we  came  to  the  conclusion  to  stop  the 
thing  at  the  outset.  Some  people  said 
we  ought  to  have  proclaimed  uie  Na- 
tional League.  That  was  not  our  opt- 
nion.  We  contented  ourselves  with  for- 
bidding the  meetings  of  the  National 
League  in  places  where  we  were  told 
that  outrage  would  probably  ensue,  and 
where,  if  outrage  did  not  ensue,  that 
sort  of  terrorism  which  collects  money 
from  people  who  are  unwilling  to  give 
it  would  be  one  of  the  oonsequences. 
It  is  astonishing  how  few  meetings  we 
prohibited.  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Farnell)  confined  him- 
self to  so  many  generalities  that  I  hare 
not  brought  my  statistics  out  of  my  box ; 
but  my  impression  is  that  10  or  so  at 
the  outside  were  prohibited.  We  might 
certainly  have  made  one  or  two  mistakes 
in  those.  If  I  had  known,  for  instance, 
that  Mr.  Sexton  was  to  speak  at  thai 
meeting  to  which  reference  has  been 
made,  I  would  not  have  prohibited  it ; 
for  this  reason— that  I  consider  where 
you  have  a  Member  of  Parliament  of 
great  eloquence,  and,  as  I  must  say,  a 
man  who  knows  how  to  keep  that  elo- 
quence within  permissible  bounds,  you 
may  run  some  risk,  because  the  risk  will 
be  very  slight  and  very  different  from 
the  sort  of  risk  that  is  run  when  meet- 
ings are  got  up  at  places  like  those  sur- 
rounding Loughrea,by  people  like  those 
we  know  the  "  suspects  "  of  Loughrea 
to  be.  But  if  we  have  here  and  there 
made  a  mistake,  and,  of  course,  we  hare 
made  a  mistake,  here  and  there,  stlU,  on 
the  whole,  I  must  say  that  the  general 
result  of  the  action  of  the  Government 
has  satisfied,  and  more  than  eaUsfied, 
their  most  sanguine  expeotationB.  Th» 
hon.  Member  ror  Mallow  (Mr.  O'Brien) 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Oity  of 
Oork  (Mr.  Farnell),  the  former  espe- 
cially, at  great  length,  argued  in  favour 
of  what  I  suppose  is  to  be  a  return  to 
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ordinary  law.  Well,  let  us  go  back  to 
our  last  experience  of  the  ordinary  law 
in  Ireland.  I  am  making  a  clean  breast 
of  it.  In  August,  1880,  when  Ireland 
was  at  the  same  time  under  the  ordinary 
law  and  under  the  influence  of  a  grave 
agitation,  outrages  were  103;  in  Sep- 
tember, they  were  168  ;  in  October,  they 
were  269 ;  in  November,  they  were  561 ; 
and  in  December,  they  were  866.  In 
January,  1881,  Parliament  met,  and  the 
Protection  Act  was  passed.  Now,  I  do 
not  wish  to  criticize  my  Predecessor. 
My  feeling  towards  my  Predecessor  is 
tlio  feeling,  I  presume,  which  an  officer 
who  aerres  in  a  very  responsible  position 
during  fi  war,  a  war  against  crime — I 
mm  not  talking  here  of  a  political  war- 
fare— has  towards  a  general  who  con- 
ducted the  first  two  years  of  it,  when 
the  thing  was  at  its  height,  and  when  it 
was  extremely  difhcult  to  say  where  the 
difficulties  arose  from  the  intrinsic  diffi- 
culties and. arduous  nature  of  the  situ- 
atioa,  or  where  there  might  have  been 
somo  mistake ;  and  I  honour  my  Pre- 
decessor, as  I  suppose  an  officer  in  that 
position  would  honour  a  man  who  had 
borne  the  brunt  of  the  day.  The  Pro- 
tection Act,  very  certainly,  had  not  the 
e£fect  under  those  circumstances  j  per- 
hapSy  no  Act  would  have  the  effect, 
under  those  circumstanoes,  of  checking 
crime.  The  effect,  however,  which  it 
hod  was  to  prevent  things  going  from 
very  bad  to  very  much  worse,  which 
they  were  rapidly  doing.  I  will  not 
read  the  figures ;  but  during  the  year 

1881,  outrages  fell  and  rose  again  till  in 
December,  1881,  there  were  574.  Now 
we  come  to  January,  1882.  What  was 
the  state  of  things  then?  I  had  in- 
tended to  read  to  the  House  a  short 
extract  from  an  article  in  Tha  Irish  Times, 
describing  the  crimes  which  were  per- 
petrated in  January,  1882,  in  detail; 
but,  in  the  first  place,  it  would  take 
longer  than  I  should  like  to  detain  the 
House;  and,  in  the  next  place,  the  enu- 
meration of  these  details  is  positively 
aif^ening.  It  is  sufficient  to  say  that 
there  were  495  outrages,  of  which  281 
only  were  threatening  letters ;  and  that 
of  the  murderoUB  crimes — that,  is  to  say, 
murder,  firing  into  dweUiugs,  and  firing 
at  persons— there  were  no  fewer  than 
34.    That  was  the  total  of  January, 

1882.  What  is  the  total  of  January, 
1883?  Have  the  crimes  riseu  in  the 
winter  months  as  they  did  in  last  wintra, 
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or  have  they  not  ?  On  the  contrary,  the 
outrages  in  all  were  90  ;  but  58  were 
threatening  letters,  so  there  were  only 
22  genuine  outrages  as  against  214. 
And  as  for  murderous  crimes,  as  against 
34  in  January,  1882,  there  was  only 
one.  The  improvement  which  had  been 
checked  for  a  month  or  two  is  now 
begun  again.  On  two  days  running 
this  month  the  return  of  outrages  was 
nil,  a  thing  that  bas  been  unknown 
for  many  months  except  iu  single 
days;  and  in  the  first  20  days,  there 
were  only  32  outrages,  of  which  20 
were  threatening  letters.  But  there 
is  another  very  interesting  portion  of 
the  restoration  of  law  and  order  in 
Ireland.  The  most  noticeable  sign  of 
the  feebleness  of  the  law  in  troubled 
days,  was  the  number  of  persons  em- 
ployed in  trying  to  enforce  it  in  order  to 
recover  debts.  Where  these  debts  were 
due  to  landlords,  merchants,  or  shop- 
keepers, you  had  to  employ  quite  a  little 
army.  From  the  17th  to  the  23rd 
January,  1882,  1,081  soldiers  and  672 
police  were  employed  for  protecting 
Sheriffs'  officers  aad  process-servers.  Iu 
the  corresponding  week  of  this  month 
there  were  218  police  and  no  soldiers  at 
all  employed.  The  largest  party  sent 
out  last  year  was  200  ;  the  largest  party 
that  has  been  sent  out  since  is  15.  It 
maybe  said,  with  almost  arithmetical 
precision,  that  the  Queen's  Warrant 
runa  at  leaet  eight  times  as  easily  in 
Ireland  now  as  it  did  a  year  ago.  And 
you  must  likewise  remember  that  these 
figures  imply  an  immense  amount  of 
uncollected  debts  and  unenforced  claims 
— debts  which  were  uncollected  and 
claims  which  were  not  enforced  ;  some- 
times on  account  of  the  creditor  dread- 
ing unpopularity,  and  sometimes  from 
genuine  patriotism,  the  creditor  not 
Uking  to  create  a  riot. 

Mr.  PAENELL  :  WiU  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman,  before  he  sits  down,  give  us 
some  information  with  regard  to  the 
number  of  evictions  during  the  last 
year  ?   That  would  be  interesting. 

Me.  TREVELTAN  :  The  number  of 
evictions,  I  would  only  say  generally, 
up  to  quite  recently  has  been  increas- 
ing )  but  my  general  impression  of  the 
Beturns  of  tiie  winter  is,  that  they  were 
not  high,  certainly  incomparably  less 
high  than  they  would  appear.  I  know 
that  Mr.  Hamilton,  who  with  very  great 
practical  knowledge  joius  a  most  extra- 
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ordinary  love  of  statistics,  always  an- 
ticipated very  bad  months  for  eviotions 
in  November  and  December ;  and  he 
vraa  agreeably  disappointed,  in  Novem- 
ber, that  the  evictions  were  at  a  very 
low  figure  indeed  ;  but  the  lost  Beturn 
was  undoubtedly  high. 

Mr.  PARNELL  :  Does  the  right bon. 
Gentleman  know  the  number? 

Mr.  THEVELTAN  :  I  would  prefer 
not  to  name  the  number,  but  it  was  dis- 
appointing. I  have  not  put  forward 
this  contrast  in  any  spirit  of  vainglory. 
What  honour  there  is  is  due  not  to  me, 
but  to  people  on  the  spot  in  Ireland, 
both  below  me  and  above  me  in  Office 
status,  who  have  been  carrying  out 
these  very  arduous  duties.  But  the  re- 
sult of  this  work  I  have  described,  and 
I  cannot  but  think  that  the  men  who 
have  done  it  have,  on  the  whole,  re- 
ceived, and  deserve  to  receive,  the  ap- 
proval of  their  countrymen.  Now,  of 
wliat  has  this  work  consisted  ?  It  con- 
sisted in  an  enormous  number  of  deci- 
sions, an  immense  number  of  decisions, 
each  very  often  involving  several  other 
decisions  which  bad  to  be  made  on  the 
spur  of  the  moment,  and,  sometimes, 
after  a  good  deal  of  deliberation;  but 
whether  they  were  made  on  the  spur  of 
the  moment  or  with  deliberation,  we 
gave  all  the  time  we  could  to  see  what 
would  be  in  our  opinion,  honestly,  the 
best  for  Ireland ;  and  if,  among  these 
decisions,  there  are  one  or  two,  or  12  or 
20,  whichoughtto  have  been  given  other- 
wise, I  hope  hon.  Qentlemen  will  make 
the  allowance  for  us  which  we  always 
have  to  make  for  people  who  are  en- 
gaged in  very  arduous  work.  The  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  "Woodstock  (Lord 
Eandolph  Churchill)  said  the  only  thing 
the  Government  had  done,  the  only 
feather  in  their  cap,  was  that  they  had 
hung  up  a  few  miserable  wretches.  Sir, 
the  execution  of  human  beings  is  cer- 
tainly not  a  subject  for  glorification,  and 
I  do  not  think  it  ought  to  be  a  aubjoct 
for  Parliamentary  taunt.  In  the  course 
of  two  years  there  were  50  murders 
committed  with  absolute  impunity.  It 
is  no  wonder  that  the  moral  sense  of 
many  of  the  Irish  people  was  destroyed, 
and  it  is  no  wonder  that  some  among  the 
poorer  classes  began  to  think  evil  good 
and  good  evil.  It  is  from  that  condition 
of  things  we  have  been  trying  to  rescue 
the  country— [""  Oh,  oh  !  "]— that  we 
have  been  trying  to  rorcue  the  country 


— and  I  do  not  agree  with  the  honr. 
Members  for  Cork  and  Mallow ;  and  I 
fear  that  it  is  to  that  condition  that  the 
country  would  return  if  their  course  of 
policy  was  carried  out.  My  answer  to 
that  is,  that  the  only  chance  for  order  in 
Ireland  is  for  the  Government,  consis- 
tently and  ■  unhesitatingly,  to  go  on 
punishing  crime,  until  the  people  have 
been  educated  to  see  that  crime  is 
criminal.  The  danger,  in  my  opinion, 
liea  more  on  this  side  of  tbe  wat«r  than 
on  that.  It  lies  in  this,  that  people  here 
may  be  in  too  great  a  hurry  to  see 
things  right  in  Ireland,  and  whon  they 
get  desponding  about  it,  should  be 
willing  to  resort  to  desperate  measures. 
Our  belief,  on  the  contrary,  is  that  the 
great  thing  wanted  in  Ireland  for  many 
years  to  come  is  patience ;  patient  firm- 
ness in  repressing  crime,  patient  dili- 
gence in  redressing  grievances.  I  quite 
allow  that  the  hun.  Member  for  Mallow 
was  duly  elected  without  intimidation. 
He  was  elected  against  us  because  we 
do  not  neglect  and  abandon  the  elemen- 
tary duty  of  a  civilized  Oovernmenti 
that  duty  rather  than  abandon  or  neg- 
lect which  we  would  at  once  throw  up 
our  Offices.  But  this  violent  inrectiva 
against  ua,  because  we  do  not  neglect 
that  duty,  only  serves  to  divert  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  and  of  the  Ministry 
from  those  measures  of  which  Notice 
has  been  given,  and  which  I  hope 
shortly  to  be  able  to  lay  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House — measures  which,  if  we 
only  set  our  hands  to  work,  may  be  pro- 
ductive of  practical  and  lasting  advan- 
tage to  the  country. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
he  did  not  think  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
justly  apprehended  the  scope  of  the 
Amendment  proposed  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr. 
Goret).  He  did  not  see  how  he  could 
gather  from  it  any  expression  of  censure 
on  the  acts  of  Lord  Spencer  or  himself ; 
and  had  that  censure  been  intended,  he 
(Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff)  was  certain 
that  the  speeches  of  his  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friends  the  Members  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  would  have  cor- 
rected any  misapprehension  of  that  kind. 
The  object  of  the  Amendment  was  to 
emphasize  and  expedite  the  triumph  of 
the  party  of  law  and  order  in  the  Cabinet 
— the  triumph  of  the  party  of  law  and 
order,  as  represented  by  the  noble  Mar- 
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qneae  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington),  the 
deputy  Leader  of  the  Government,  and 
perhaps  the  Home  Secretary,  over  the 
party  of  lawlessness  and  disorder,  as 
represented  by  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  The  noble  Marquess 
had  inflicted  a  most  signal  defeat  on  the 
President  of  the  Boa^  of  Trade.  For 
a  long  time  there  had  been  two  currents 
in  the  Oabinet— one,  which  wished  to 
exercise  all  the  powers  of  the  ]aw  for 
the  repression  of  crime  in  Ireland,  and 
the  other  which  looked  to  the  agencies 
of  outrage  as  useful  allies  in  passing 
Liberal  measures  through  the  House. 
In  January,  1881,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman at  tixe  head  of  the  Government 
spoke  of  the  steps  of  the  Land  League 
being  dogged  by  crime,  and  in  March  of 
the  same  year  the  Home  Secretary  de- 
scribed  the  doctrine  of  the  Land  League 
as  the  ' '  doctrine  of  treason  and  assassi- 
nation/' also  denouncing  its  '*  vile  con- 
spiracies." Why,  then,  were  adequate 
meamrea  not  taken  in  time  to  deal  with 
that  terrible  organization?  Because, 
acocnrding  to  the  confession  of  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade,  it  was 
necessary  to  encourage  those  outrages  in 
order  to  carry  Liberal  legislation. 

Mb.  OHAMBERLAIN:  The  hon. 
Gentleman,  I  am  sure,  would  not  will- 
ingly misrepresent  me.  But  I  defy  him 
to  quote  any  language  of  mine,  ever 
used  by  me  anywhere,  in  which  I  said 
that  the  Government  thought  it  neces- 
sary to  encourage  outrage  in  order  to 
pass  Ijtberal  measures. 

Sm  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
he  had  up  to  the  present  moment  only 
quoted  the  remarks  of  the  Colleagues  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  As  regards 
the  acts  of  the  Land  League,  those  acts 
took  place  in  the  beginning  of  18S1. 
No  attempt  was  made  to  stop  them. 
And  why  ?  These  were  the  words  used 
at  Liverpool  on  October  25,  1881,  by  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade — 

"  The  original  objects  of  the  Land  League,  aa 
I  have  said,  were  legal,  were  eren  praiaeworthjr ; 
and  to  stifle  agitation  at  inch  a  time  would  have 
been  to  have  prevented  reform." 

At  what  time  ?    In  March,  1881  ? 

Mb.  CHAMBERLAIN :  At  the  time 
when  their  objects  were  legal  and 
praiseworthy. 

8iE  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF: 
Were  the  Land  League's  objects  legal 
and  praiseworthy  at  the  end  of  1880 
ftnd  the  b^nnin^  of  1881,  when,  as 
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the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  had  informed  them, 
outrages  were  countenanced  by  its 
leaders  ?  The  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  in  the  same  speech  declared 
that— 

"  There  was  another  reason  which  weighed 
with  the  Qovemmont.  If  the  Land  League 
had  been  suppressed  in  1881  the  tenants  would 
hare  had  no  organization  to  fall  hack  upon.  I 
have  spoken  of  the  avowed  object  of  the  Land 
League.  It  is,  of  course,  no  secret  that  there 
have  been  in  the  minds  of  the  leaders  of  the 
agitation  other  olijscts  of  a  different  character." 

It  had  been  no  secret  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said,  and  though  it  was  no 
secret  that  they  bad  other  objects  they 
were  not  to  be  suppressed.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  not  interfere 
with  outrages,  or,  at  any  rate,  with  the 
organization  which  countenanced  those 
outrages,  because  he  feared  the  effect  of 
their  suppression  on  the  passing  of  the 
Land  Act ;  and  he  would  not  take  steps 
to  put  down  the  Ijand  League  unUl  its 
leaders  proclaimed  the  "  no  rent "  prin- 
ciple. Hitherto  they  had  been  given  to 
understand  that  the  right,  hon.  Member 
for  Bradford  was  reproached  for  want 
of  vigour  in  his  administration) ;  but 
what  they  found  out  now  was  this,  that 
he  was  not  vigorous  in  his  administra- 
tion because  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  his  Colleagues  did  not  consider  it 
necessary  to  give  liim  those  powers  which 
had  now  been  conferred  upon  Lord  Spen- 
cer and  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Tre- 
velyan).  On  the  contrary,  instead  of  in 
any  way  giving  him  the  assistance  that 
he  asked  for,  ibey  went  and  negotiated 
with  the  very  leaders  of  this  organiza- 
tion, which,  they  now  said,  was  con- 
nected  with  outraees,  against  the 
opinion  of  their  Colleague  m  Ireland, 
against  whom  they  were  writing,  and 
intriguing,  and  caballing  in  this  oountir. 
They  renised  either  to  give  him  the 
powers  he  urgently  sought  from  them, 
or  to  exact  from  the  prisoners  in  Kil- 
mainham  the  guarantees  which  he  held 
to  be  absolutely  necessary ;  and  while 
murders  and  "  Boycotting  "  were  ram- 

{)Euit  they  decided  to  postpone  all  legis- 
ation  until  they  had  passed  those  Bulea 
of  Procedure  which  the  Caucus  had 
dictated  to  their  Badioal  supporters. 
Was  there  not  still  a  chance  of  a  fresh 
coercion  of  the  House  of  Commons  by 
the  threat  of  disorder  in  Ireland  ?  The 
House  had  heard  the  speech  of  the  hon. 

I8«venth  Night.'] 
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Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse  Oollings) 
the  other  day.  They  knew  that  hoo.  ■ 
Member's  connection  with  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade.  [Mr.  Cham- 
berlain :  What  is  it  ?]  Why,  he  was  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  travelling  com- 
panion— his  alter  ego ;  and  he  was  known 
in  Birmingham  as  "  Chamberlain's 
barometer.  The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  had  stigmatized  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  in  rather  strong  lan- 
guage, and  he  had  been  followed  by  the 
Chief  Secretary.  But  what  guarantee 
had  they,  unless  the  House  expressed 
its^  strongly,  that,  notwithstandins^  all 
the  exertions  of  Lord  Spencer  ana  the 
present  Chief  Secretary,  the  Govern- 
ment migbtnotbe  adopting  the  views  and 
advice  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich, 
or  that  they  might  not  be  again  traffick- 
ing with  and  taking  into  partnership 
those  whom  they  had  denounced  aa  coun- 
tenancing outrage,  in  order  to  stab  a 
Colleague  in  the  back  or  to  carry  some 
measure  of  Reform  ?  After  the  de- 
plorable tragedy  in  the  Phoenix  Park, 
the  Government  were  forced  to  take  a 
new  departure ;  and  it  was  with  a  view 
of  supporting  that  new  policy  that  the 
present  Amendment  had  been  moved. 
How  signal  had  been  the  defeat  of  the 
party  of  lawlessness  and  disorder  in  the 
Cabinet  might  be  seen  from  the  fact 
that  in  all  the  recent  Ministerial  changes 
the  Badical  element  had  been  relegated 
to  the  inferior  plaoea,  all  the  chief  posts 
being  now  held  by  Earls  and  landlords. 
The  fact  was,  the  great  Badieid  Party 
vaa  in  a  position  of  exile.  The  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  and  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Chelsea  held  positions 
in  the  Government  which  in  the  last 
Ministry  were  occupied  by  men  who  did 
not  sit  in  the  Cabinet.  The  right  hon. 
Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamber- 
lain) looked  after  our  railways,  while 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke),  after  a  long  and  successful 
career  at  the  Foreign  Office,  was  rele- 
gated to  the  superintendence  of  drain- 
age. It  was  the  determination  of  the 
WhifTs  to  be  supreme  in  the  Cabinet, 
and  Heaven  knew  what  would  be  said 
by  Mr.  Schnadhorst  when  he  returned 
from  Australia.  The  Caucus  was  crushed 
now  as  much  as  the  Land  League ;  and 
it  was  because  of  the  triumph  of  the 
Secretaiy  for  War  and  the  Home  Secre- 
tary over  the  Sadicals  that  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  wished  to  place  on 
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record  the  fact  that  the  policy  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend  opposite  had  pre- 
vailed, 

Mh.  WILLIS  said,  he  thought  it  was 
unfair  on  the  part  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill),  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  North  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  J. 
Lowther),  and  others  to  cheer  the  accu- 
sation that  had  been  made  against  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Chief 
Secretary.  It  should  not  be  forgotfon 
that  the  difficulties  that  the  Government 
had  to  deal  with  were  mainly  due  to  the 
neglect  and  apathy  of  the  late  Govern- 
ment. Had  the  late  Government  brought 
in  additional  powers  when  they  were  in 
Office,  he  ventured  to  say  that  much  of 
the  trouble  that  had  since  arisen  would 
not  have  occunred.  Since  the  present 
Government  came  into  Office  he  con- 
sidered that  they  had  not  received  the 
support  and  assistance  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  North 
Devon  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  and  his 
Colleagues  which  they  had  a  right  to 
expect.  He  complained  of  the  action  of 
the  Conservative  Party,  and  particularly 
that  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Wigtown  (Sir  John  Hay)  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West- 
minster (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith).  The  for- 
mer  had  brought  forward  a  Motion  for 
the  release  of  the  "  suspects  "  whilst  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  was 
stUl  in  Office ;  the  latter  endeavoured  to 
embarrass  the  Government,  and,  at  the 
same  time,  to  aid  the  landlords  by  en- 
couraging a  scheme  of  purchase  before 
the  rents  could  be  reduced  by  the  appli* 
cation  of  the  Land  Act,  and  a  re-sale  to 
the  tenants  on  easy  terms  at  the  expense 
of  the  Public  Exchequer.  Disappointed 
at  the  rupture  of  their  own  alliance 
with  the  Irish  Party,  the  Opposition 
had  invented  a  Treaty.  He  did  not 
believe  there  was  any  foundation  for 
the  statement  made  respecting  that 
transaction  ;  but,  even  if  there  was,  he 
should  rejoice  if  it  had  been  the  means 
of  giving  peace  to  Ireland.  He  believed 
that  nothing  short  of  the  total  extinction 
of  the  Land  League  organization  could 
have  relieved  Ireland  irom  the  curse 
which  had  come  upon  it  through  that 
organization.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W. 
E.  Forster)  had  always  had  his  support. 
He  never  saw  a  man  treated  in  mich  a 
manner  by  hon.  Members.  At  one  mo- 
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ment  he  was  superior  to  his  Colleagues 
in  having  refused  to  tamper  with  crime, 
and  at  another  he  had  connived  at  the 
operations  of  the  Land  League  in  order 
to  pass  the  Land  Aot.  There  was 
not  a  part  of  the  conduct  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  which  was  not  assailed 
on  one  side  of  the  House-  or  the  other 
because,  forsooth,  he  had  separated  from 
his  Colleagues.  He  recollected  that  even 
those  who  were  now  so  anxious  to  laud 
their  right  hon.  Friend,  as  they  were 
pleased  to  call  him,  were  the  very  men 
who,  just  before  he  retired  from  Office 
and  took  away  with  him  "  the  con- 
scienoe  of  the  Qovemment,"  accused 
him  of  having  held  a  private  confe- 
rence with  the  Sub  -  Commissioner 
under  the  Land  Act  to  instruct  them 
how  they  were  to  carry  out  that  enact- 
ment. He  had  risen  for  the  purpose 
of  protesting  against  the  accusation 
made  against  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  he  had  aUowed  the  Land 
Leufue  to  exist  on  purpose  that  crime 
might  multiply  and  some  Land  Act  be 
obtained.  It  was  an  accusation  alto- 
gether unfounded,  but  had  been  cheered 
by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Woodstock.  It  had  been  asked  why,  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  knew  all  he 
did  about  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  (Mr.  Paruell),  he  had  not  prose- 
cuted him  ?  The  answer  was  simple. 
He  knew  that  whatever  charge  he  might 
prefer  against  that  Gentleman,  an  Irish 
jury  would  not  convict  him.  He  had 
expected  from  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork ,  in  stead  of  the  vague  phrases 
he  had  addressed  to  them,  au  expression 
of  hia  determination  to  teach  his  country 
that  no  good  could  come  out  of  crimes 
such  as  £ey  had  seen ;  and  he  felt  that 
the  calamities  of  the  Irish  people  would 
rather  increase  and  multiply  than  dimi- 
nish if  they  possessed  the  independence 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  sought  to  procure  for  them.  He 
would  say,  in  conclusion,  he  did  hope 
the  result  would  be  that  hon.  Members 
would  not  talk  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  had  done  that  night  of 
a  brave  and  noble  nation.  What  hope 
could  there  be  for  any  people  who  per- 
mitted in  their  midst  and  allowed  to 
pass  unpunished  such  atrocious  crimes 
as  had  been  committed  in  that  country  ? 

Mb.  METGE  said,  he  would  not  at- 
tempt to  follow  the  hon.  and  learned 
Uember  for  Colchester  (Mr.  Willis)  in 


his,  what  he  would  call,  post-mortem 
examination  of  tho  right  hon.  Member 
for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster),  only 
so  far  as  it  had  reference  to  his  state- 
ment that  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Woodstock  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill) 
had  charged  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
with  conniving  at  crime  and  agitation  in 
Ireland  in  order  to  gain  his  own  ends. 
He  would  say  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  convicted  out  of  his  own  mouth, 
for  on  Thursday  night,  when  making  his 
violent  philippic,  he  had  told  them  that 
he  had  allowed  the  agitation  to  grow 
upon  the  people  and  the  elements  of  dis- 
cord to  'arise  in  the  country.  He  had 
done  that  because  he  had  known  that  an 
appeal  to  the  country  would  have  been 
detrimental  to  his  Government.  That 
was  the  moral  line  which  he  would  have 
them  follow.  With  regard  to  the  foul 
aspersions  which  had  been  cast  on  Mem- 
bers of  the  Party  to  which  he  personally 
belonged,  ha  would  say  that  it  was  with 
feelings  of  heartfelt  pleasure  that  he  had 
listened  to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell). 
He  (Mr.  Metge)  and  the  other  Members 
had  felt  anxious  that  the  hon.  Member 
should  make  that  statement,  and  they 
felt  he  had  answered  completely  the 
charges  which  had  been  brought  against 
him.  He  believed  that  those  foul  asper- 
sions could  not  have  been  justified  in  any 
way  by  the  circumstances  of  the  case, 
and  he  looked  upon  them  as  having  been 
brought  forward  not  so  much  as  being 
directed  against  the  policy  which  they 
had  inaugurated  in  Ireland,  but  for 
Party  purposes,  and  to  shape  the  policy 
of  the  Government,  and  to  shape  the 
lines  of  the  policy  of  the  Government 
upon  coercion  rather  than  conciliation. 
He  (Mr.  Medge)  was  proud  to  have  been 
a  very  humble  member  of  the  Land 
League.  He  had  joined  that  League 
from  its  first  inception,  and,  with  the 
Tenants'  Defence  Association,  he  had 
believed  it  to  be  legal  in  its  constitution 
and  objects,  and  that  it  aimed  at  carrying 
out  those  objects  by  legal  means.  The 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  on  Wed- 
nesday had  stated  in  the  House  that 
from  the  first  the  League  had  been  un- 
constitutional in  all  the  points  which 
he  (Mr.  Metge)  had  named,  unconstitu- 
tional in  its  objects,  and  unconstitutional 
in  the  actions  by  which  it  had  enforced 
them.  H  that  were  the  case,  he  thought 
it  was  the  strongest  condemnation  of  the 

Digitized  by  G O Og  Ic 


^51 


AddftM  in 


(COMMONS! 


Anttcer  to  Her  752 


QoTernment  which  had  been  brought 
against  them  by  any  Member  of  the 
HouBe.  What  excuse  could  the  Govern- 
ment haTo,  after  the  statement  that  the 
lioague  had  been  unconBtitutional  from 
the  first,  to  allow  him  and  the  unfor- 
tunate people  of  Ireland  to  join  in  the 
agitation,  believiDg  they  were  furthering 
agitation  by  Constitutional  methods  ? 
The  charge  which  had  been  brought 
against  the  Land  League  in  the  case 
now  mh  judico  in  Dublin  had  certainly 
giTOQ  colourable  strength  to  the  argu- 
ments brought  forward  against  the 
League,  and  he  did  not  want  to  enter 
into  them  for  that  reason,  or  under  cover 
of  the  statement  that  the  evidence  might 
be  false.  He  did  not  wish  to  screen  or 
palliate  in  any  way  the  action  of 
criminals.  No  man  more  than  himself 
would  wish  to  see  those  criminals 
brought  to  justice ;  but  they  must  ro- 
Inember,  after  all,  that  the  statements  of 
Carey  were  those  of  an  infamous  in- 
former. But,  taking  the  words  of  that 
man  to  be  true,  he  would  ask  the  House 
to  consider  the  circumstances  and  consti- 
tution of  the  Land  League.  They  must 
remember  that  it  extended  its  ramifica- 
tions through  all  parts  of  the  country, 
from  the  east  to  the  west,  and  had  'in- 
cluded on  the  roll  of  its  members  persons 
of  all  classes,  including  members  of  the 
landlord  class,  who  had  been  originally 
^eatly  opposed  to  its  objects.  In  join- 
ing t^e  Land  League,  Fenians  could  only 
hare  one  of  two  oojeots  in  view— either 
they  desired  to  affiliate  the  organization 
to  their  own  movement,  which  would 
most  likely  carry  out  their  own  designs, 
or  they  wished  to  break  it  up  altogether 
as  a  Constitutional  movement.  He  be- 
lieved that  if  the  Fenians  did  join  the 
movement,  they  only  did  so  for  the  pur- 
pose of  breaking  it  up,  as  from  first  to 
last  one  object  of  the  Land  League  had 
been  to  obtain  their  ends  by  legitimate 
influences  and  thoroughly  Constitu- 
tional means.  This  was  most  certainly 
the  object  which  the  branch  with  which 
he  happened  to  be  connected  had.  From 
it  they  had  never  departed.  Their  desire 
was  to  benefit  their  unhappy  country. 
They  had  to  benefit  the  tenant  farmer, 
sad  whilst  doing  so  they  endesTOured  to 
lemoTe  the  evus  which  caused  crime. 
They  never  failed  to  raise  their  voices  at 
the  same  time  against  crime,  and  in  this 
followed  the  teachings  of  O'Connell  and 
others  who  believed  that  the  greatest 
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enemies  of  their  cause  were  those  who 
committed  crime.  Their  Chief,  the  faon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Parnell),  himself  had  very  forcibly  laid 
down  the  lines  upon  which  the  Land 
League  acted  in  a  speech  in  reply  to 
accusations  of  the  connection  between  it 
and  the  Fenian  movement,  when  he 
denied  most  emphatically  that  any  such 
connection  existed,  and  he  added  that  he 
did  not  believe  the  physical  force  policy 
was  possible  in  Ireland.  He  also  denied 
that  there  was  any  connection,  either 
secret  or  open,  between  the  two  organiza- 
tions, the  Land  tioaguo  and  Fenianism. 
This  course  he  himself  and  all  the  mem- 
bers of  the  League  had  followed  and 
acted  upon.  He  had  a  sincere  respect 
for  a  man  who,  believing  that  physical 
force  might  secure  the  regeneration  of 
his  country,  acted  on  those  sentiments ;  but 
he  never  believed  that  such  a  policy  was 
justifiable  in  the  cause  of  Ireland.  He 
did  not  think  even  the  possibility  of  suc- 
cess could  justify  it,  nor  did  he  believe 
that  the  state  of  affairs  in  Ireland  at 
present  was  sufficiently  bad  to  justify  it. 
Too  much  was  thrown  upon  the  hazard 
of  the  die.  Their  lines  of  action  were 
not  those  of  the  Land  League,  and,  in 
fact,  the  one  organization  was  directly  in 
antagonism  to  the  other.  The  senior 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Flunket)  had  thrown  down  a  ohal- 
longe  upon  two  points.  Said  be — "If 
these  things  be  not  so,  show  us  by  what 
means  you  hare  endeavoured  to  put 
down  crime;"  and  then—"  Show  us  by 
what  means  or  methods  you  propose  to 
put  down  crime  in  the  future.  He 
(the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman) 
accentuated  the  challenge  by  reference 
to  the  refusal  of  Mr.  Egan,  as  treasurer 
of  the  Land  League  Fund,  to  ofiFer 
£1,000  reward  for  the  apprehension  of 
the  PhcBuix  Park  murderers.  He  hap- 
pened to  know  the  facts  of  this  matter, 
for  it  was  a  member  of  his  own  branch 
of  the  Land  League  who  suggested  it. 
It  dropped  through  for  the  reason  that 
on  the  very  day  that  the  matter  ap- 

S eared  in  the  public  prints  the  late 
.ttomey  Qeneraf  for  Irdand  stated  in 
the  House  that  sudi  help  was  not  re- 
quired, and  that  there  was  in  oflering 
too  much  as  blood-money  the  danger  of 
holding  out  inducements  to  informers 
to  come  forward,  looking  only  to  the 
reward  without  any  reference  to  the 
ooDsequences.    Such  a  thing  had  oc- 
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cnrred  before,  and  innocent  men  bad 
thereby  lost  their  lives.  Then,  as  to  the 
method  the  Land  League  proposed  to 
prevent  crime  in  the  future,  no  man  de- 
sired less  than  himself  to  attack  the 
Oprermuent,  because  he  was  willing  to 
eonoede  every  Government  the  support 
neorasary  to  carry  out  their  function,  and 
to  admit  that  they  were  justified  in  using 
any  means  in  their  power — eveiy  in- 
fluence to  put  down  crime.  Their 
method,  however,  for '  the  redemption 
of  Iteland  was  first  to  take  away 
the  fraitful  causes  of  so  much  evil. 
Let  all  those  be  swept  away,  and  they 
should  be  so  in  the  interests  of  all  classes, 
and  not  of  the  landlord  class — and  he 
belonged  to  it — quite  as  much  as  any 
other,  the  accursed  system  of  agrarian 
crimes  for  which  the  present  landlord 
qrstem  was  as  but  a  drop  in  a  bucket 
compared  with  the  enormities  for  which 
the  ^etem  itself  was  responsible.  It 
was  undoubtedly  true  that  owing  to  it, 
family  after  family,  nay,  we  might  say 
whole  peoples,  had  been  driven  out, 
homeless  and  penniless  into  the  world, 
toxneetdeatli,  or,  still  worse,  degradation 
in  its  lowest  and  worst  forms  in  this 
country  or  in  America.  If,  then,  the 
Government  really  wished  to  put  down 
crime  in  Ireland  they  ought  at  once  take 
away  this  very  great  evil  which  everyone 
admitted  promoted  crime.  Then  they 
should  introduce  electoral  reform  and 

f>]ace  Ireland  on  an  equality  with  Eng- 
and  both  as  to  electoral  and  Constitu- 
tional rights.  Let  them  not  tamper 
with  the  people — let  them  have  some 
confidence  in  the  administration  of  jus- 
tice. Of  this  at  present  there  was  none. 
It  was  no  nse  their  appealing  to  justice 
— Uie  law  was,  as  administered,  utterly 
odidua  to  them,  for  they  saw  their  argu- 
ments turned  aside,  and  they  had  no 
iaith  whatever  in  tjie  administrators  of 
the  law,  and  instead  of  looking  to  the 
law  to  help  them  they  looked  upon  it  as 
their  unscrupulous  foe.  This  it  was 
which  had  brought  about  the  state  of 
things  which  the  noble  Marquess  (the 
Ifarquess  of  Hartington)  referred  to 
when  he  said  that  Ireland  with  5,000,000 
presented  a  problem  of  greater  difficulty 
than  that  which  was  connected  with  the 
85,000,000  comprising  the  rest  of  the 
British  Empire.  To  obviate  this  they 
must  throw  some  sense  of  responsibility 
into  the  hands  of  the  people.  It  was 
all  v^  well  to  say  that  onme  was  de- 


creasing, and  a  measure  of  peace  had 
been  attained  under  the  present  vigorous 
administration  of  coercion ;  but  he  was 
sorry  to  say  Uiat  he  did  not  think  that 
to  be  the  case.  He  believed  the  peace 
that  now  prevailed  in  Ireland  was  only 
apparent.  Undoubtedly  crime  to  a  great 
extent  had  disappeared ;  but  the  spirit  of 
crime  was  there  still,  and  coercion  would 
only  succeed  in  driving  the  disease  more 
deeply  into  the  hearts  of  the  people.  To 
eradicate  the  disease  they  must  take 
away  the  cause.  Such  a  stote  of  things 
as  existed  in  Ireland  would  not  for  a 
moment  be  tolerated  in  England.  By  the 
virtual  extinction  of  county  magistrates 
the  last  semblance  of  local  self-govern- 
ment was  swept  from  the  land.  The 
military  state  which  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bradford  (Mr,  W.  E.  Forster)  in- 
augurated was  still  continued,  and  the 
men  who  carried  out  these  functions 
were,  as  the  late  Attorney  General  had 
told  them,  under  no  control.  These 
military  men  ruled  the  country,  north 
and  south,  having  no  feelings  of  sym- 
pathy with  the  people,  and  carried  out 
their  duty  with  a  vindicUveness  which 
could  not  be  justified.  But  one  remedy 
only  had  been  offered  in  the  House,  and 
it  was  this.  The  noble  ViBCount(Vi8count 
Lymington)  had  suggested  emigration  ; 
but  to  see  the  effects  of  their  system 
they  must  wait  30  years.  He  would 
create  a  solitude  and  call  it  peace  ;  but, 
apart  from  the  sentimental  view,  there 
was  another  aspect  from  which  it  might 
be  viewed.  From  a  statesmanlike  point 
was  it  desirable  to  extirpate  the  criminals 
from  Ireland,  when  they  might  be  made 
subject  to  the  law,  to  countries  beyond 
the  British  Empire,  where  they  might 
be  a  fruitful  source  of  discord  and  re- 
bellion f  Then,  how  had  they  succeeded 
with  the  past  from  an  economic  point  of 
view?  Daring  the  10  years  between 
1870  and  1880  over  250,000  people  had 
emigrated  from  the  Irish  shores.  No 
doubt,  hon.  Members  would  say,  "  So 
much  to  the  good,*'  and  "  there  are  less 
people  to  fear  and  so  much  less  discon- 
tent ; "  but  what  were  the  facts  ?  Dur- 
ing the  eight  years  between  1874  and 
1882,  land  to  the  extent  0^500^000  acres 
had  been  thrown  out  of  cultivation. 
ThuSj  for  every  person  driven  from  their 
shores,  two  acres  of  land  had  been 
thrown  out  of  cultivation.  They  were, 
therefore,  in  a  worse  position  than  they 
were  before.  The  noble  Yiscount's  system 
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could  only  succeed  in  tlie  complete  ex- 
termination  of  the  Irish  people.  He 
also  wished  them  to  look  at  the  question 
from  a  scientific  point  of  view.  There 
was  one  other  point  to  which  he  would 
desire  to  refer.  The  GoTemment  was 
most  enthusiastic  in  carrying  out  its 
coercive  laws.  What  had  it  done  for 
the  distress  that  had  again  visited  the 
northern  and  western  parts  of  the  coun- 
try? They  hold  that  on  philosophic 
principles  it  would  be  demoralizing  to 
give  the  people  relief.  But  if  it  was 
supposed  to  be  demoralizing  in  Ireland 
to  givo  a  man  holding  a  certain  amount 
of  land,  outdoor  relief,  why  was  it  not 
demoralizing  in  England  also  ? 

Mb,  speaker  :  I  wish  to  point  out 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  question 
of  outdoor  relief  has  nothing  to  do  with 
the  Amendment  on  the  Address. 

Mb.  METGE  said,  that  the  objeothe 
had  in  view  was  to  reply  to  the  challenge 
of  the  senimr  Member  for  the  University 
of  Dublin  (Mr.  Flunket)  as  to  what  the 
Irish  Party  had  to  propose ;  and  after 
the  Land  Question  there  was  no  more 
important  subject  to  which  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  than  the  ad- 
ministration of  tho  Poor  Law  in  Ireland 
and  the  assimilation  of  the  law  relating 
to  outdoor  relief  with  that  of  England  ; 
but  he  would  not  pursue  the  matter  fur- 
ther, beyond  asking  what  could  begained 
in  a  Christian  land  by  offering  to  a 
Btarving  people  empty  officialism  instead 
of  granting  that  relief  which  humanity 
wotud  dictate  ? 

Colonel  0'BEIE.NE  said,  he  wished 
to  make  a  few  remarks  upon  the  Irish 
policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Oovemment. 
Although,  as  everbody  knew,  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  right  hon.  Glentle- 
uian  the  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W. 
E.  Forster)  had  been  a  failure,  it  was 
only  just  to  admit  that  he  went  to 
Ireland  animated  with  the  best  inten- 
tions, and  still  entertained  the  best  in- 
tentions towards  the  country.  With 
regard  to  the  present  policy  of  the  Go- 
vernment, it  was  a  matter  of  regret, 
he  thought,  that  no  mention  was  made 
in  the  Address  of  the  distress  that  at 
present  prevailed  in  Ireland.  It  was 
nonsense  to  ignore  the  fact  that  there 
were  hundreds  of  families  in  every 
county  of  two  Provinces  suffering  sore 
distress,  amounting  almost  to  starvation. 
He  regretted  that  the  Government  had 
not  intimated  their  intention  to  devote 
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a  certain  amount  of  public  money  for 
the  promotion  of  puUie  works.  Offer- 
ing die  poorhouse  to  starving  families 
was  pure  mockery,  because  the  poor- 
house  was  an  intolerable  place.  He 
did  not  think  the  Crimea  Act  had  been 
worked  unjas^y  in  any  part  of  Ireland. 
They  coiild  not  say  it  bad  been  vindic- 
tively used,  having  regard  to  the  fact 
that  although  there  had  been  about  20 
murders,  only  eight  or  nine  men  had 
paid  the  penalty  of  their  crimes,  and 
justly  paid  that  penalty,  on  the  scaffold. 
He  had  never  heard  a  single  complaint 
about  the  Crimes  Act  being  misused, 
and  believed  it  had  not  caused  any  public 
inconvenience.  It  had  given  liberty  of 
action  to  every  man  to  do  what  he  had 
a  right  to  dp.  As  an  Irish  Member,  he 
thought  that  thanks  were  due  to  Earl 
Spencer  for  his  energetic  but  moderate 
administration  of  that  Act.  Nor  oould 
it  fairly  be  said  that  convictions  had 
been  obtained  by  means  of  packed  juries. 
There  might  have  been  a  large  propor- 
tion of  Protestants  on  the  juries,  but  he 
did  not  think  they  entertained  any 
religious  animosity  against  Catholics, 
and  he  believed  they  would  alirays  give 
a  true  verdict  according  to  the  evidence. 
The  Government  was  me  best  judge  of 
whether  certain  public  meetings  would 
lead  to  outrage,  and  in  regard  to  public 
meetings  they  had  not  exercised  their 
powers  unfairly.  For  his  own  pari  he 
held  that  the  country,  so  far  from  de- 
nouncing the  Act,  ought  to  be  grateful 
for  its  existence,  if  only  because  it  ren- 
dered possible  the  punishment  of  out- 
rage-mongers. He  confessed  that,  now 
that  the  Land  League  was  dead  and 
gone,  he  had  little  curiosity  as  to  the 
objects  on  which  its  funds  had  X^wn. 
spent,  though  its  balance-sheet,  if  pub- 
lished, would  not  be  without  interest. 
It  was  more  important  just  now  to  learn 
whether  the  new  National  League,  the 
successor  of  the  Land  League,  was  not 
an  illegal  body — a  point  on  which,  as  it 
seemed  to  him,  the  statements  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  were  contradictory.  He 
had  hie  mind  made  up  to  vote  against 
the  Amendment. 

Mb.  ECBOYD  said,  with  regard  to 
the  remarkable  speech  deliverea  at  tJie 
commencement  of  the  evening  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Cifiy  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Parnell),  he  was  sure  they  must 
all  feel  that  it  would  have  been  veiy 
much  more  eatis&ctoxy  to  the  House 
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and  to  the  country,  if  his  exposyition 
of  the  relations  between  the  Iiand 
League  and  those,  whoever  they  might 
be,  who  engaged  in  outrages  and  mur- 
ders had  been  more  full  and  more  ex* 
plicit.  He  would  only  make  one  other 
obserTOtion  with  regard  to  that  speech. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
had  accused  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bradford  of  something 
like  mpprmio  t-eri.  If  he  was  correctly 
informed,  he  could  not  free  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  from 
liability  to  a  like  charge.  "With  re- 
gard to  the  newspaper  United  Ireland, 
he  had  said  that'the  objectionable  head- 
ings which  appeared  to  certain  articles 
daring  the  imprisonment  of  the  editor 
— the  hon.  Member  for  Mallow  (Mr. 
O^Brien) — ceased  to  appear  immediately 
on  the  liberation  of  the  hon.  Member 
from  imprisonment.  But  he  was  told 
tiiat  the  change  simply  amounted  to 
this.  One  of  the  objectionable  head- 
ings was  "Incidents  of  the  Campaign," 
and  when  the  editor  was  released  from 
prison  it  was  altered  to  "The  Cam- 
paign." He  could  not  believe  that  any 
Member  would  conceive  that  there  was 
much  credit  in  such  an  alteration  as  that. 
He  wished  briefly  to  express  hia  views 
on  the  Amendment  before  the  House. 
He  was  sure  that  he  spoke  the  senti- 
ments of  those  amongst  whom  he  sat, 
and  with  whom  he  was  accustomed  to 
act,  when  he  said  that  their  expres- 
sione  of  approval  and  admiration  of  the 
recent  administration  of  affairs  in  Ire- 
land by  Lord  Spencer  and  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary were  sincere  and  hearty.  They 
did  not  wish  to  take  any  course  or  to 
say  a  single  word  which  might  have  the 
effect  of  weakening  that  administration, 
or  of  embarrassing  the  conduct  of  affairs 
in  Ireland  now  when  strenuous  endea- 
vours were  being  made  to  restore  that 
country  to  peace  and  order.  Neither 
were  they  of  opinion  that  the  only 
course  to  be  taken  with  Ireland  was  a 
course  of  constant  repression  and  denial 
of  reforms.  But,  whilst  approriog  the 
present  course  of  administration,  they 
could  not  shut  their  eyes  to  the  fact  that 
there  had  been  many  incidents  in  this 
Government's  past  management  of  Ire- 
land which  led  to  a  continual  state  of 
watohfiilness  and  fear  lest  anything  ap- 
proaching the  same  character  should 
again  occur.  They  were  bound  to  keep 
is  mind  the  whole  history  of  the  Irish 


administration  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment since  it  came  into  power.  They 
could  not  believe  that  their  neglect  to 
carry  out  precautionary  measures  during 
the  6Tst  nine  months  of  their  tenure  of 
Office  could  ever  be  justified.  During 
that  period  it  was  well  known  to  the 
Government  that  great  danger  was  aris- 
ing from  seeds  of  mischief  already  exist- 
ing, and  which  they  said  had  existed 
during  a  portion  of  the  Administration 
of  Lord  Beaconsfield.  If  that  was  so, 
it  was  cause  for  very  strong  condem- 
nation of  the  course  persistently  taken 
by  the  Government  during  that  critical 
period.  He  could  not  refrain  from 
alluding  to  a  speech  made  during  that 
very  period  by  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Chamberlain),  at 
Birmingham,  at  the  opening' of  a  new 
Liberal  Olnb  on  the  1 6th  November, 
1880.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
reported  to  have  said  that,  although 
there  was  wide-spread  discontent  arising 
with  regard  to  existing  laws,  it  was  not 
the  first  duty  of  the  Government  to 
maintain  peace  and  order,  but  that 
whilst  the  forces  opposed  to  peace  and 
order  were  proceeding  to  organize  them- 
selves, it  was  their  duty,  before  taking 
any  steps  of  repression,  to  examine  into 
and  try  to  remedy  the  grievances  com- 
plained of,  and  which  were  made  the 
excuses  for  disorder.  A  principle  more 
entirely  sabversive  of  all  law  and  order 
than  the  one  contained  in  that  speech, 
he  thought  it  would  be  absolutely  im- 
possible to  formulate.  They  were  per- 
fectly conscious  that  there  had  been  all 
along  two  forces  at  work  in  the  Ad- 
ministration —  one,  he  was  happy  to 
believe,  a  most  influential  and  powerful 
force,  at  all  times  ready,  in  the  first 
place,  to  assert  the  majesty  of  the  law, 
and  then  willing  to  lend  an  ear  to  all 
real  grievances;  and  the  other  holding 
end  endeavouring  to  carry  into  action 
the  pernicious  principles  set  forth  in  the 
speech  of  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  The  object  of  Members  who 
supported  the  Amendment  was  not  to 
weaken  the  hands  of  Lord  Spencer. 
They  wished  to  strengthen  the  hands  of 
the  wiser  and  firmer  section  of  the  Ad- 
ministration ;  but,  whilst  those  still 
remained  in  Office  who,  in  their  opi- 
nioD,  had  been  mainly  responsible  for 
the  miseries  and  disasters  that  had 
followed  each  other  so  quickly  during 
tiie  last  few  years,  and  who  had  para- 
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lyzed  the  firmer  elements  of  the  Qo- 
Temmont  nhen  they  ought  to  have 
most  diligently'  asserted  the  majesty  of 
the  law,  Ifembers  of  the  Opposition 
found  it  necessary  to  raise  an  indignant 
protest  against  the  advocates  of  a  policy 
which  had  produced  such  eTila  before 
and  might  do  the  like  again.  Those  who 
had  been  the  cause  of  weakness  still 
remaned  in  the  Administration.  Her 
Majesty's  GoTemment  had  got  rid  of 
the  man  who  was  supremely  right  in 
the  spring  of  1882,  and  who  then  stood 
forth  as  the  resolute  defender  of  law 
and  order,  and  Members  of  the  Opposi- 
tion wished  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment  would  as  promptly  get  rid  of 
those  who,  as  they  fully  believed,  had 
weakened  the  administration  of  the  law. 
If  the  Government  would  purge  them- 
aeWes  of  that  element,  Members  opposite 
would  be  able  to  give  to  the  present 
Administration  of  Ireland  a  more  un- 
qualified support.  From  a  desire  that 
the  mind  of^the  country  should  be  set 
at  rest  on  this  point,  and  not  be  eub- 
ject  to  future  snrpiiies  of  like  nature  to 
the  Kilmainham  negotiations,  he  should 
give  a  hearty  support  to  the  Amend- 
ment before  the  House. 

Mr.  BUXTON  said,  that,  as  an  inde- 
pendent Member  sitting  above  the  Gang- 
way, he  desired  to  support  the  Govern- 
ment. He  believed  the  debate  was  one 
that  was  calculated  to  intensify  disaffec- 
tion in  Ireland.  The  Amendment,  if 
carried,  must  put  an  end  to  the  adminis- 
tration of  Lord  Spencer.  When  it  was 
said  that  was  not  its  object,  the  question 
was  raised  whether  it  was  strictly  in 
accordance  with  the  traditions  of  the 
House  to  put  forward  an  Amendment 
for  the  purpose  of  damaging  the  Go- 
vernment with  tiie  expectation  that  it 
would  not  be  carried.  It  was  difficult 
to  reconcile  the  terms  of  the  Amendment 
with  the  passages  of  the  Address  which 
would  be  left  untouched  by  the  Amend- 
ment,  and  by  the  adoption  of  which 
satisfaction  would  be  expressed  at  the 
improvement  in  the  social  condition  of 
Ireland.  The  Conservatives  were  in  high 

glee  because  they  thought  they  saw  a 
ttle  division  of  opinion  on  the  Liberal 
Benches,  which  promised  to  be  of  use 
to  them.  He  did  not  believe,  however, 
that  there  was  the  slightest  ground  for 
their  joy,  inasmuch  as  the  alight  diffe- 
rence of  opinion  that  formerly  existed 
between  the  late  Chief  Secretary  and 


Her  Majesty's  Government  was  of  veiy 
small  moment.  It  simply  concerned  the 
policy  of  the  Government  for  about  10 
days,  and  they  all  on  that  side  of  the 
House  now  -united  in  approving  the 
present  policy.  This  evening,  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Famell)  had  disclaimed  all  knowledge 
of  certain  statements  published  in  UtiiUd 
Ireland^  on  the  plea  that  when  they  ap- 

S eared  he  was  actually  in  Kilmainham 
raol ;  but,  surely,  after  his  release  he 
might  have  read  what  had  been  printed 
in  the  paper  during  his  incarceration. 
But  on  the  2nd  of  June  in  last  year  the 
hon.  Gentleman  was  not  in  prison  ;  and 
when  he  (Mr.  Buxton)  called  attention 
to  the  report  of  a  speech  in  which  the 
hon.  Member  had  spoken  of  the  ultimate 
aim  and  object  of  the  Land  League  as  the 
separation  of  England  from  Ireland,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  rose  in  his  place  to  ask 
where  the  report  appeared.  The  autho- 
rity was  given  to  him,  but  he  never  dis- 
avowed the  statement.  This  was  a  serious 
time,  and  they  ought  to  show  a  united 
front.  He  thought  it  would  be  more 
dignified  if  Members  on  the  other  side 
of  the  House  would  assist  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  They  were  dealing  with 
no  light  matter;  and,  with  the  view  of 
strengthening  the  hands  of  the  Govern- 
ment, he  should  give  his  strenuous  oppo- 
sition to  the  Amendment. 

LoBD  CLAUD  HAMILTON :  Sir,  it 
has  been  said  by  the  hon.  Member  who 
has  just  sat  down  that  hon.  Members  of 
the  Opposition  should  either  cease  their 
opposition  to  the  Address  or  cease  to 
support  the  Amendments  that  are  put 
down  if  they  do  not  intend  to  carry  them. 
Well,  I  have  no  doubt  I  have  seen 
Members  on  his  side  of  the  House  voting 
on  Amendments  which,  at  least,  were 
not  intended  to  strengthen  the  hands  of 
the  Government. 

Mr.  BUXTON:  Perhaps  I  may  be 
allowed  to  rise  to  Order.  1  did  not  say 
it  was  a  peculiar  thing  that  Amendments 
should  be  moved  1)y  a  Party  that  had 
no  hope  of  carrying  them.  I  said  they 
should  only  move  an  Amendment  which 
they  wished  to  have  carried,  and  which, 
if  carried,  would  advance  the  objects 
they  had  in  view. 

LoED  CLAUD  HAMILTON :  I  am 
sorry  I  misunderstood  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man ;  but  I  can  assure  him  that  I  quite 
understand  the  object  of  this  Amend- 
ment.  The  object  of  this  Amendment, 
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BO  far  as  I  know  it — I  was  no  party  to 
it— was  to  procure  a  discuesion  on  the 
question  of  Her  Majestj^s  GoTemment, 
and  waa  intended  to  strenf^then  the 
hands  of  the  OoTemment.  Not  for  the 
fini  time  in  our  experience  of  the  Go- 
Temment, the  Leaders  believe  that  un- 
less th^  receive  at  this  moment  strong 
expressions  of  opinion  from  the  House 
and  the  oonntry  in  favour  of  the  later 
polity  which  they  have  been  pursuing 
in  Ireland,  they  might  in  a  moment  of 
weakness  be  ui^d — by  those  in  the 
Cabinet  and  those  below  the  Gangway 
on  the  side  of  the  House  hostile  to  the 
policy  —  once  more  to  abandon  their 
policy  in  favour  of  some  such  arrange- 
ment as  that  which  is  called  the  Kil- 
mainham  Treaty.  It  was  solely  with 
that  object  that  this  Amendment  was 
put  forward.  Sir,  I  think  we  have  suc- 
ceeded in  eliciting  from  this  House  an 
expression  of  opinion  most  valuable ; 
and,  after  the  remarkable  speech  of  the 
right  faon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford,  I,  for  one,  should  not  be  in 
the  least  sonr  if  this  Amendment  were 
withdrawn.  Its  object  has  been  served, 
and  I  think  the  hands  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  have  already  been 
immensely  strengthened.  I  shomd  like 
to  allude  to  one  or  two  remarks  which 
have  fallen  in  the  course  of  the  debate 
from  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man, the  Home  Secretary,  the  noble 
Marquess,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Bradford.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
-  Bradford  and  the  Home  Secretary,  both 
in  the  course  of  their  speeches,  charged 
the  Opposition  with  not  having  sup- 
pressed the  Laud  League  in  its  earlier 
stages.  T&ey  stated,  as  a  fact,  that  the 
Land  League  existed  in  the  time  of  the 
late  QoTemment,  and  that  it  should 
have  been  dealt  with  and  coped  with  at 
that  time.  And  I  was  much  struck  with 
an  observation  of  the  noble  Marquess, 
that  what  first  gave  the  Land  League 
power  in  Irelandwae  the  encouragement 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Oork  got  in  this  House,  which  enabled 
him  to  cope  with  the  Qovemmont  and 
the  constituted  authorities  of  the  House. 
Now,  Sir,  the  Members  returned  in  the 
last  Parliament  were  fully  conversant 
withthe  power  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Oitf  of  Cork  had  obtained.  I 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Pre- 
ndent  of  the  Board  of  Trade  was  some- 


what cognizant  of  those  facts.  We,  who 
sat  then  on  that  side  of  the  House,  with 
all  the  responsibilities  of  government  on 
our  shoulders,  knew  how  the  Irish  Farfy 
below  the  Gangway  received  assistance 
and  advice  from  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Boud,  and  occasion- 
ally of  the  late  Ohanoellor  of  the  Dudiy 
of  Lancaster;  and  we  knew  full  well  if, 
,  at  that  time,  we  had  attempted  to  deal 
with  the  Land  League,  which  had  just 
commenced,  a  large  part  of  the  Liberal 
Party  would  not  have  joined  with  us  in 
our  endeavour  to  suppress  what  they 
called  "  Constitutional  agitation,"  for  I 
know  it  was  in  my  own  constituency  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  stated 
that  at  its  commencement  the  objects 
of  the  Land  League  were  praiseworthy. 
Well,  Sir,  now  to  charge  us  with  not 
patting  down  what  has  since  turned  out 
to  be  a  con^iraoy,  but  which  from 
Members  of  their  own  Cabinet  they  say 
was  praiseworthy  at  the  time,  is  a  charge 
I  am  surprised  the  noble  Marquess  shomd 
have  brought  against  us.  Now,  the 
noble  Marqueas  also  said — and  it  waa  a 
statement  which  greatly  surprised  me 
also — that  we  did  not  give  assistance  to 
the  Government,  when  they  brought  in 
the  Arrears  Act  and  the  Land  Act.  I 
entirely  dispute  that  statement.  At  the 
time  the  Arrears  Act  was  passed,  it  is 
quite  possible  many  Conservatives  ad- 
mitted the  necessity  for  such  a  measure, 
but  the  necessity  for  the  passage  of  such 
a  measure  came  about  by  the  mal-ad- 
ministration  of  Her  Majesty^s  Govern- 
ment. We  have  it  on  the  authority  of 
the  Duke  of  Argyll,  that  when  they  came 
into  Office  they  never  thought  of  intro- 
ducing a  Land  Bill ;  and  it  was  only  the 
commencement  of  the  Land  League, 
with  whom  the  President  of  the  Board 
had  acted,  that  gave  the  necessity  for 
the  introduction  of  the  measure.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Porster)  denies 
that  he  had  ever  received  assistance  at 
the  hands  of  bis  Colleagues.  We  all 
know  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
though  he  is  of  a  rugged  exterior,  is  of 
a  large  and  a  kind  heart,  and  I  am  quite 
sure  he  would  be  the  last  one  to  give 
bad  treatment  to  his  Colleagues.  The 
noble  Marquess  last  night  endeavoured 
to  dispute  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  North  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  J. 
Lowther),  that  certain  Colleagues  of  the 
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right  hon.  Gtontlanao  the  Member  for 
Bradford  used  clandestine  ne^tiations 
behind  his  back ;  but  at  the  same  time^ 
Sir,  the  noble  Marquess  stated  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  so  often  in 
Ireland  at  that  time  that  he  must  hare 
been  in  ignorance  of  what  was  going  on 
in  the  Committee  of  the  Cabinet  dealing 
in  the  Crimes  Bill.  If  he  was,  I  think 
he  ought  to  hare  seen  that  it  was  pos- 
sible, and  oven  probable,  that  there 
were  olandestino  negotiations  going  on 
behind  his  back.  Now,  we  were  not 
oblivioua  to  the  fact  that  early  last 
spring  the  President  of  ^e  Board  of 
Tia^Ae  was  seen  in  constant  coinmunio&' 
tton  with  the  authorities  of  the  House 
in  the  Lobby  of  this  House,  and  with 
Members  of  the  Irish  Party.  I  believe 
there  were  negotiations  prior  to  the  time 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  proposed  the 
Kilmainham  Treaty.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  has  always  from  his  earliest 
history  been  given  to  intrigue — I  do  not 
impute  to  him  anything  improper — in 
Birmingham,  the  centre  of  that  great 
Caucus  of  which  he  was  originator,  and 
of  which,  I  believe,  he  was  one  of  the 
principal  agitators.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman makes  us  think  that  he  must 
be  the  person  which  the  late  Charles 
Dickens  had  in  his  eye  when  he  drew  the 
character  of  the  Artful  Dodger  in  Oliver 
TSffttt.  I  feel  that  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  North  Lincolnshire  was 
quite  right  when  he  said  clandestine 
negotiations  were  going  on  behind  the 
back  of  the  late  Chiof  Secretary,  which 
at  last  culminated  in  his  leaving  Office. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bradford  proved  one  of  two  things 
in  this  House  about  which  there  was 
formerly  a  doubt.  He  proved  conclu- 
sively that  the  Arrears  Bill  formed  part 
of  the  compact  called  the  Xilmainham 
Treaty,  ^at  was  a  matter  which  bad 
never  been  denied,  but  about  which 
many  of  as  had  considerable  doubts.  It 
was  not  denied  by  the  noble  Marquees, 
and  it  may  now  be  taken  as  an  accepted 
fact.  The  Home  Secretary  began  his 
speech  by  saying  that  the  improvement 
of  Ireland  was  due  to  mainly  two  causes. 
One  of  those,  he  said,  was  uie  organiza- 
tion of  the  policy  that  was  diluted  by 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford, 
but  re-assertod  by  the  noble  Marquess. 
It  may  be  correct  or  not  correct ;  but  I 
would  ask  this  question  of  Her  Majesty's 
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Government.  They  have  stated  that  they 

were  enabled  to  cope  with  the  disorder 
and  crime  in  Ireland.  What  powers 
did  they  require  to  amend  the  police 
system  ?  Did  they  require  an  Act  of  Par- 
liament ?  They  knew  that  by  a  stroke 
of  the  pen— an  Order  in  Council — they 
would  have  been  able  to  have  effected 
any  re-organization  of  the  police  they 
desired,  such  as  they  have  now,  and 
therefore  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  say  that  this  was  due  to  ^e  organiaa- 
tion  of  the  police  is  the  strongest  con- 
demuation  of  their  own  government.  It 
shows  that  the  Government  for  two 
years  and  a-half  neglected  that  organ- 
ization. The  Chief  Secretary  said  to- 
night that  the  release  of  the  "suspects" 
was  one  of  the  acts  we  challenged  at  the 
time  of  the  Kilmainham  Treaty,  and 
that  it  did  no  harm.  He  did  not  say  it 
did  any  good,  or  that  it  had  answered 
the  expectations  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, but  he  said  it  did  no  harm. 
I  would  like  to  ask  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, as  Michael  Davitt  is  now  in 
prison  why  was  he  re-arrested  ?  All  we 
know  is,  it  was  part  of  the  Kilmainham 
Treaty  that  his  release  followed.  Michael 
Davitt  went  immediately  afterwards  to 
Manchester,  Birmingham,  and  liver- 
pool,  and  delivered  mcendiary  speeches 
against  the  Government  which  had 
shown  him  such  demency.  He  has  all 
the  winter  tried  to  get  up  an  agitation, 
and  onoe  more  they  have  been  com- 
pelled to  put  him  in  prison ;  and  when 
they  say  that  the  Kumainham  Treaty 
has  done  no  harm,  I  say,  either  a  gross 
injustice  has  been  done  to  Davitt  or 
the  statement  of  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  is  wrong.  The  Amendment 
has  been  condemned  not  only  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  but  by  many 
Members  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
and  I  have  only  to  state,  as  I  said  before, 
that  this  Amendment  would  strengthen 
their  hands.  We  should  be  the  last 
people  to  act  disloyally  to  our  consti- 
tuents or  to  the  Queen's  Govemmwit, 
and  when  we  are  questioned  we  can 
appeal  to  our  conduct  for  the  last  two 
years  and  a-half,  and  I  think  the  duu^ 
whioh  is  now  made  that  we  are  endea- 
vouring by  every  possible  means  to 
hamper  or  in  any  way  embarrass  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  thwr  Irish 
administration,  it  falls  to  the  ground. 
What  we  want  is  the  past  experienoe  of 
the  Government  to  teach  them  wisdom 
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in  the  work.  We  want  them  to  con- 
tinue firm  in  the  administration  of  the 
law ;  not  again  to  tamper  or  negotiate 
with  persons  suspected  of  treason  and 
sedition.  The  Chief  Secretary  says — 
"  Hare  patience  in  dealing  with  crime ; 
have  patience  in  dealing  with  remedial 
measures."  I  agree  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman ;  but  there  is  one  thing  more 
than  patience  for  Ireland,  and  we  hope 
for  the  people  of  Ireland,  and  that  is,  a 
bold  and  firm  GoTemment,  If  the  Ghi^ 
SecretBTy  will  go  and  inquire,  he  will 
find  it  is  not  legislation  that  they  require. 
All  they  ask  is  to  be  left  alone,  fffems 
BuU  eh$er».']  If  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
cheer  that  remark — I  mean  "  to  be  left 
alone " — I  suppose  they  allude  to  the 
Crimes  Act ;  but  there  is  another  thing — 
they  cannot  follow  their  avocations  of 
peace.  It  rests  with  the  Party  opposite 
to  carry  out  Her  Majesty's  programme. 
I  think  those  who-  lire  there  and  hare 
the  great  interest  of  the  country  at  heart, 
know  full  well  that  there  is  little  to  be 
hoped  for  in  the  future  of  that  country ; 
but  still,  though  the  social  and  political 
q>irits  of  the  country  are  enough  to 
make  many  men  shudder,  we  who  lire 
in  Ireland  know  that  fnmi  a  material 
point  of  Tiew  there  has  been  in  the  last 
10  or  15  years  a  great  and  vast  improre* 
ment.  Those  improTomeots  wul  in< 
crease  if  the  Government — whether  they 
oonsist  of  Members  on  that  side  of  the 
Honse  or  Members  on  this  side  of  the 
House — would  but  lend  a  deaf  ear  to 
agitators  and  would  keep  on  the  onward 
path — before  they  listen  to  agitators, 
before  they  attempt  to  bring  force  or 
remedial  legislation,  before  they  attempt 
to  pass  any  further  measures  of  any  sort 
or  kind  for  Ireland,  they  will  first  of  all 
uphold  the  law,  and  to  the  beet  of  their 
powers  see  that  the  administration  of 
the  law  is  firm,  just,  and  impartial. 

Ms.  T.  A.  DICKSON  regretted  the 
debate  whioh  had  taken  place  during  the 
past  few  days  as  disastrous  to  the  peace 
and  welfare  of  Ireland,  as,  in  his  opi* 
nion,  it  would  arouse  again  the  passions 
of  the  people,  which  had  almost  sub- 
sided. The  Mover  of  the  Amendment 
(Mr.  Gorst)  knew  very  little  by  experi- 
ence of  Ireland ;  and,  while  he  pre- 
tended to  strengthen  the  hands  of  the 
Government,  he  (Mr.  Dickson)  could 
say,  as  an  Irish  Member,  that  its  ten* 
denoy  would  be  to  weaken  the  hands 
of  the  Irish  Executive,  and  to  play  into 


the  hands  of  the  party  of  discontent 
and  disaffection  in  Ireland.  In  con- 
nection with  the  Protection  of  Person 
and  Property  Act,  both  in  and  out  of  the 
House  he  had  given  that  Act  all  Uie 
opposition  in  his  power.  He  had  always 
maintained  that  the  looking  up  of  un- 
tried men  would  not  ^apple  with  u-ime, 
but  would  tend  to  its  inerease.  Ha 
had  been  oonfirmed  in  tikat  impres- 
sion  by  paying  a  visit  to  an  Irish 
prison,  where  he  had  an  opportunity 
of  seeing  40  or  50  "  suspects"  gathered, 
together.  When  he  saw  axA  conversed 
with  those  men,  and  noticed  that  they 
had  come  from  different  parts  of  Ireland, 
some  implicated  in  murder  and  others  in 
crimes  of  a  lighter  degree— and  noticed 
that  they  were  conversing  together, 
and  laying  their  plans  for  the  future, 
he  had  said  to  himself  that  the  impri- 
sonment of  the  900  men  as  " suspects'* 
was  laying  the  foundation  of  unhappy 
events  which  would  bring  suffering  to 
Ireland  for  many  a  day  to  come.  He 
had,  however,  the  satisfaction  of  hearing 
the  Home  Secrete^  on  Tuesday  last 
admit  that  the  Act  had  been  a  ffulure, 
and  that  the  imprisonment  of  the  "  sus- 
pects "  without  trial  had  also  resulted 
in  failure.  Although  he  had  opposed 
that  Act  he  had  voted  for  and  supported 
the  Crimes  Act,  because  he  believed 
that  it  was  an  Act  directed  against  secret 
societies  and  against  assassination  conspi- 
racies, and  thereby  going  to  the  very  root 
of  the  Irish  difficulty.  In  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  Act,  Lord  Spencer  and  the 
OhiefSecretaryforlrelanddeserved— and 
hebelieved  received — thesupport  of  every 
right-minded  man  in  Ireland.  After 
nine  months  of  patient  investigation  and 
anxious  hard  work,  such  as  had  fallen 
to  the  lot  of  few  Irish  Administrators, 
they  had  succeeded  at  last  in  tracing 
crime  to  its  source,  and  laid  bare  to  the 
country  and  the  world  one  of  the  foulest 
and  most  hideous  ainspirades  against 
life  ever  formed  in  any  country,  and  the 
Irish  officials,  especially  Mr.  Jenkinson, 
deserved  the  greatest  credit  for  having 
unmasked  the  secret  societies  which  had 
been  established  in  the  country.  He 
believed  that  the  present  was  not 
the  time  to  weaken  or  embarrass  the 
hands  of  the  Executive,  when  every 
patriotic  Irishman,  Liberal  and  Conserva- 
tive, should  rally  round  and  sustain  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  and  the  Chief  Secretary 
in  the  arduous  and  dangerous  positions 
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in  which  thoy  were  placed,  and  do  their 
beet  to  enable  them  to  admimeter  the 
law  with  firmness.  He  must  confess, 
howerer,  that  he  had  been  disappointed 
at  the  announcement  that  had  been  made 
in  *'  another  place  "  by  a  noble  Lord,  a 
Member  of  the  Government,  and  at  the 
hints  which  had  been  dropped  in  the 
course  of  this  debate,  to  the  effect  that 
there  was  to  be  no  legislation  of  im- 
portance relating  to  Ireland  introduced 
by  the  dovernment  during  the  present 
Session,  and  this  in  the  face  of  the  ad- 
mitted defects  which  existed  in  the  Land 
Act.  He  would  appeal  to  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  House  not  to  allow  a 
year  to  pass  and  the  moderate  demands 
from  Ireland  and  Ulster  to  be  put 
aside.  He  would  ask  them  not  to  com- 
mit the  fatal  blunder  that  was  made 
after  the  Land  Act  of  1870  was  passed, 
when,  although  its  defects  were  made 
manifest,  11  years  had  been  allowed  to 
lapse  before  they  were  remedied.  During 
that  11  years  discontent  and  disaffection 
ripened  into  revolt,  from  the  effects 
of  which  Ireland  was  saffering  to-day. 
Ha  would  ask  the  House  to  try  and  act 
differently  in  the  future.  Ireland  had 
never  gaiued  anything,  unhappily,  in 
the  past,  e:tcopt  by  agitation ;  but  he 
would  say,  for  Heaven's  sake,  "  Make  a 
new  departure.*'  The  reform  of  Grand 
Juries  and  County  Boards  was  urgently 
required  ;  and,  as  an  Irish  Member,  he 
would  say  to  the  Government,  "  Do  not 
delay  too  long  in  giving  us  these  neces- 
sary reforms." 

Ma,  BLAKE  considered  that  in  the 
present  condition  of  Ireland  it  was  not 
creditable  to  one  of  the  great  Parties  of 
the  State  to  bring  forward  an  Amend- 
ment of  the  kind  moved  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr. 
Gorst).  BothPartieswere  responsible  for 
the  grievances  under  which  Ireland  still 
Buffered,  and  it  should  be  as  much  the 
duty  of  the  Tory  Par^  to  redress  those 
grievances,  instead  of  trying  to  em- 
barras  the  Government  in  the  efforts 
they  were  making  to  that  end.  The 
Amendment  spoke  of  concession  to  law- 
less agitation ;  but,,  although  he  knew 
nothing  about  the  so-called  Kilmainham 
Treaty,  as  he  was  neither  in  the  confi- 
dence of  the  hon.  Member  for  Clare  or 
the  Leader  of  the  Irish  Party,  he  believed 
that  whatever  concession  the  Govern- 
ment had  made  on  that  occasion  had  been 
made  with  the  view,  not  of  coming  to 
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torms  with  lawlessness^  but  of  restoring 
eace  and  order  by  the  promise  of  intro- 
uciuff  remedial  measures.  Believing 
that,  lie  would  certainly  take  no  other 
course  than  vote  against  the  Amend- 
ment. The  speeches  which  had  been 
delivered  during  that  debate  showed 
that  were  the  Tory  Party  in,  no  conces- 
sions would  be  made  to  I:eland.  It  was 
only  just  to  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  declare  that  the  measures  relating  to 
the  land  system  of  Ireland  which  they 
had  introduced  had  gone  a  long  way  to 
remedy  the  defects  in  that  system,  and  to 
contribute  to  the  future  peace  and  pros- 
perity of  the  country. 

Sir  DONALD  CTTREIE  said,  he 
quite  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  who 
had  just  sat  downj  that  the  prolongation 
of  this  debate  was  in  every  respect 
most  prejudicial  to  the  interests  of  the 
Empire.  What  was  the  meaning  of  the 
Amendment?  It  m^ant  crippling  the 
action  of  the  Queen's  Government  in  a 
crisis  such  as  they  were  now  in.  It 
meant,  if  that  House  passed  the  Amend- 
ment, a  Yote  of  Condemnation  on  the 
Government  of  Ireland  as  carried  on  by 
the  Queen's  Ministry;  it  meant  dis- 
order ;  and  he  would,  if  he  had  any 
influence,  in  the  interests  of  Ireland 
and  of  his  own  Party,  urge  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gorst) 
should  not  press  it  to  a  division.  What 
did  the  Amendment  impugn?  It  im-- 
pugned  good  order  and  government  in 
Ireland,  and  it  was  most  dangerous  to 
call  that  in  question  at  this  crisis.  As 
a  Member  for  a  Scottish  constituency, 
he  ventured  to  assert  that  they  ought  not 
to  prolong  this  discussion,  or  continue 
it  in  the  spirit  in  which  it  had  been 
carried  on,  but  pass  as  swiftly  as  pos- 
sible to  the  practical  purposes  of  legisla- 
tion. His  hon.  Friend  beside  him  (Mr. 
T.  A.  Dickson)  had  advanced  a  aag- 
gestion  of  practical  importanoo.  He 
wanted  something  really  practical.  But 
this  Amendment  was  merely  a  condem- 
nation by  a  side  wind  of  the  Govern- 
ment action  in  the  past  by  reference 
to  what  might  be  their  action  in  the 
future,  and  that  was  not  a  practical 
course.  They  had  discussed  the  Land 
League  in  the  House.  He  had  no  great 
regard  for  the  purposes  of  the  Land 
League.  They  had  not  been,  in  his 
humble  judgment,  for  the  national  inte- 
rest. They  had  not  tended  to  the  ad- 
TUttage  of  Ireland.  It  meant  disordw 
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— it  meant  Socialism,  Communism,  and, 
indeed,  an  utter  subTersion  of  authority. 
Whatever  the  object  of  the  Land  League, 
it  was  not  his  office  to  condemn  it ;  it 
would  be  judged  by  the  country  after 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of 'Cork  (Mr.  Parnell).  What 
they  had  to  oon^der  was  the  interest  of 
the  Empire ;  and  in  the  interest  of  Ire- 
land itself,  and  the  interest  of  the  Go- 
Temment  as  a  CK)vemment  in  Ireland, 
and  of  the  Qaeen's  Government  as  the 
Government  of  the  day,  he  hoped  that 
the  House  would  proceed  to  the  practical 
purposes  of  legislation,  and  leave  alone 
those  Party  objects  which  might  be 
served  by  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Chatham. 

Mr.  SCHEEIBER  :  I  am  sure,  Sir, 
we  all  heard  with  sincere  pleasure  the 
annoancement  made  earlier  in  the  even- 
ing by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
that  the  Prime  Minister's  health  is  re- 
established, and  that  in  less  than  a  week 
we  may  hope  to  see  him  once  more 
occupying  the  seat  which  during  hia 
absence  the  Home  Secretary  has  been 
keeping  warm ;  and  I  do  not  think,  Sir, 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  re- 
tam>a  day  too  soon.  For,  although  the 
Session  is  only  one  week  old,  he  will  not 
find  his  Government  where  he  left  it.  It 
has  been  suffering  heavy  blows  from  the 
sledge-hammer  of  a  former  Colleague ; 
he  will  not  find  his  New  Hulea  where  he 
left  them,  only  last  night  they  were 
first  strained,  then  broken,  by  a  Member 
of  his  Cabinet ;  and  last,  not  least,  he 
will  find  that  a  change  has  come  over 
the  spirit  of  Her  Majesty's  Opposition. 
Now,  Sir,  it  was  quite  impossible  to 
read  the  speeches  of  Ministers  in  the 
late  Becess  without  being  struck  by  their 
nervouB  anxiety  to  huddle  out  of  sight 
the  events  of  the  last  three  years ;  to 
divert  public  attention  from  them ;  and 
to  direct  it  to  the  le^islatiou  of  the 
coming  Session,  and,  in  one  notable 
instance,  of  the  Session  after  next. 
Their  constant  language  was  this— "We 
have  got  our  New  Eulee ;  we  have 
cleared  the  ground ;  we  have  upon  the 
stocks  a  magnificent  Bill  for  the  Pre- 
vention of  Corrupt  Practices ;  by  an- 
other we  shall  recast  the  Municipal 
Government  of  London  and  create  a 
new  and  a  glorified  Lord  Mayor ;  if  we 
have  a  strong  point,  that  point  is  Bank- 
ruptcy. In  a  word,  next  Session  we 
mean  basiness ;  for  Heaven's  sake,  then, 


let  us  hear  no  more  of  Egypt,  and,  as  to 
Ireland,  let  it  not  once  be  so  much  as 
named  amon^  you."  But  in  all  this, 
Sir,  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  reckoned 
without  their  Opposition ;  for  the  fact  is, 
that  recent  events  have  thrown  on  lua 
duty  which  we  must  either  disolun^  or 
cease  to  be  an  Opposition.  Now,  the 
Home  Secretary  has  long  been  anxious 
to  define  that  duty  for  ns.  He  sa3rs  that 
nine  months  since  we  oaght  to  have 
brought  in  a  Vote  of  Censure  on  the 
Goverument.  But  why  has  he  tendered 
that  advice  ?  Because  he  knows  that 
Votes  of  Censure  depend  for  their  suc- 
cess on  time  and  opportunity,  and  that 
Votes  of  Censure  which  miscarry  from 
neglect  of  those  considerations  are 
thereby  converted  into  Votes  of  condo- 
nation and  acquittal.  But,  Sir,  I  will 
tell  the  Home  Secretary  a  trick  worth 
two  of  that.  First,  let  a  Government 
be  thoroughly  discredited,  and  you  may 
choose  your  own  time  to  destroy  it.  And, 
indeed,  whatever  the  time  chosen,  the 
Government  is  sure  to  take  objection  to 
the  choice.  Last  night,  for  example, 
the  Home  Secretary  alleged  the  great 
gravity  there  is  in  Irish  affairs  at  tiie 
present  moment.  But  on  turning  to  the 
gracious  Speech  from  the  Throne  I  am 
struck  by  a  paragraph  which  altogether 
re-assures  me  ;  for  there  I  read— 

"  My  I-orda  and  Gentlemen, — lam  happy  to 
state  that  the  improvement  in  the  social  oon- 
dition  of  Ireland,  to  which  I  referred  in  De- 
cember, continues.  Agrarian  crime  has  sensibly 
diminidied,  and  the  law  has  been  eTerywhwe 
upheld." 

But  this  Amendment,  Sir,  is  not  a  Vote 
of  Censure ;  so  to  regard  it  is  thoroughly 
to  misconceive  the  function  and  usee  of 
"  the  Fourth  Party."  It  is  not,  Sir,  for 
the  Picador  in  a  bull  fight  to  despatch 
the  bull,  that  is  the  business  of  the 
Matador.  On  that  Bench  sit  our  Pica- 
dors, and  weJI  they  do  their  duty.  There 
sits  our  Matador  (pointing  to  Sir  Staf- 
ford Northcote),  wno  has  just  stepped 
into  the  ring,  ready  to  make  proof  of 
his  skill  and  of  the  temper  of  his  blade. 
What,  Sir,  we  really  desire  to  do  by 
this  Amendment  is,  to  extract  from  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  a  definite  statement 
of  their  policy,  which  may  do  something 
to  allay  the  anxiety  of  the  English  pub- 
lic, due  to  the  fact  that  the  Cabinet  is 
now  speaking  with  two  voices  on  the 
subject  of  the  Government  of  Ireland. 
It  would  seem,  Sir,  as  if  there  were 
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some  Members  of  the  Oabinet  quite 

unable  to  understand  that  English  liber- 
ties are  g^od  whenever  they  are  pre- 
ceded or  aoeompanied  by  English  ideas, 
but  that,  given  English  liberties  on 
the  one  hand  and  Irish  ideas  upon 
the  other,  there  inevitably  results  that 
whioh  is  the  present  bane  of  Ireland, 
the  abuse  of  free  institutions.  In 
a  word,  then,  is  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  or  is  the  President  of .  the 
Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  the 
real  mouthpiece  of  the  Oabinet  upon 
this  question  ?  If  the  latter,  then  let 
the  Home  Secretary  be  of  good  cheer, 
fbr  the  day  will  not  be  distant  upon 
Thich  he  will  be  eased  of  those  respon- 
Bibilities  which  he  now  finds  so  crushing, 
but  which  three  years  ago  he  was  so 
extremely  anxious  to  assume,  and  in  a 
private  station  he  and  his  Colleagues  will 
have  time  to  moralize  upon  the  "De- 
cline and  Fall-off  "  of  those  who  '*  wade 
through  dirt  to  dignities."  We  have  it, 
Sir,  from  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, than  whom  there  can  be  no  higher 
authority  upon  the  subject,  that  Ireland 
is  now  divided  into  two  camps,  never,  in 
my  opinion,  more  bitterly  hostile  to  each 
other  than  at  the  present  moment,  and 
of  which  one  was  never  more  weak,  the 
other  never  more  strong.  That,  Sir, 
is  the  condemnation  of  Her  Majesty's 
Govemment  in  their  past  policy  to  Ire- 
land. For  the  fUtnre,  we  claim  to  be 
told,  and  to  be  told  plaiidy,  whether  the 
policy  of  the  Qovernment  will  give  aid 
and  comfort  to  the  camp  of  loyal  or  dis- 
loyal Ireland.  The  task.  Sir,  of  govern- 
ing Ireland  will  not  be  an  easy  one  for 
many  a  year  to  come,  and  it  can  only  be 
made  more  difficult  by  shutting  oar  eyes 
to  the  real  nature  of  the  task  which 
lies  before  us.  We  have  in  Ireland  to 
reckon  with,  first,  hatred,  wide  and  deep, 
for  England  —  the  pent-up  hatred  of 
seven  centuries.    Next,  with  that  fatal 

Eassion  of  the  Irish  peasant  for  the  soil 
e  tills,  which  makes  him  the  ready 
dupe  of  every  agitator  who  promises  him 
that  he  shall  have  it  for  his  own  ;  and, 
last,  we  have  to  reckon  with  the  native 
turbulence  of  a  Celtic  population.  These 
three  facts.  Sir,  are  the  very  rudiments 
of  the  Irish  Question ;  and  if  we  would 
know  with  how  little  wisdom  this  world 
is  governed,  we  have  only  to  turn  to  the 
proposal  of  Her  Majesty's  Qovernment 
to  pacify  Ireland  by  the  help  of  a  man, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  City  (Mr. 
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Parnell),  who,  neither  in  this  House  or 

out  of  it,  has  ever  concealed  his  hatred 
of  England;  who  was  at  the  head  of  an 
agitation  for  transferring  to  the  tenant 
the  property  of  his  landlord,  and  who 
well  understood  how  to  play  with  turbu- 
lence until  it  passed  the  botder  line  of 
crime.  I  hardly  know.  Sir,  where  to 
look  for  a  parallel  to  such  amazing  folly, 
which,  as  it  comes  to  be  better  under- 
stood, will  destroy  what  remains  of  pub- 
lic confidence  in  a  Govemment  that,  on 
the  point  of  making  the  insane  experi- 
ment, was  only  stopped  by  the  dark 
tragedy,  in  which  Lord  Frederick  Oaven- 
dish  lost  his  life  and,  by  fats  death,  saved 
Ireland. 

Mb.  GRANTHAM  said,  he  thought 
the  House  was  much  indebted  to  l^a 
Home  Secretary  for  his  speech,  for  had 
it  not  been  for  that  speech  the  debate 
would  have  closed,  and  the  House  would 
not  have  had  the  advantage  of  hearing 
the  admirable  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  Forster),  or 
his  grave  charge  against  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)— 
a  charge  which  the  hon.  Member  had 
never  answered  ;  and  his  position  in  the 
House  must  now  be'  regarded  as  very 
different  &om  what  it  had  been  before. 
TheGovemment  had  complained  that  the 
Conservative  Party  had  made  an  unfair 
attack  upon  their  Irish  policy ;  but  the 
history  of  Ireland  during  the  last  three 
years  was  in  itself  a  censure  of  the  Go- 
vemment, for,  as  they  had  thems^res 
admitted,  prior  to  the  autumn  of  1883 
there  had  been  60  unavenged  murders  in 
that  country.  The  Home  Secretary's  in- 
accuracies, which  had  been  exposed  by 
the  right  hon.  Membor  for  Braford,  were 
alone  enough  to  condemn  any  Govern- 
ment. The  remarks  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  moreover,  exposed 
the  weakness  of  the  Govemment  in  that 
they  were  afraid  of  exeroising  their 

Eowers  because  they  thought  they  would 
e  disapproved  of  by  the  people.  Such 
weakness  on  the  part  of  a  Government 
would  inevitably  lead  to  the  degradation 
of  the  country.    If  th^y  could  only  «p- 

Eeal  from  that  House  to  the  country  he 
ad  littlo  doubt  as  to  the  result.  The 
oountiy,  he  was  sure^  would  speak  witii 
no  uncertain  sound,  and  its  Terdict 
would  not  be  favourable  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Govemment.  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary had  told  them  that  the  main  diffi- 
culty of  governing  Ireland  arose  in 
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England ;  or,  in  other  words,  from  the 
weaJc  and  racillating  policy  of  the  Badi- 
cal  Party,  who  preferred  pandering  to 
the  foibles  of  human  nature,  rather  than 
to  win  the  gratitude  of  their  country 
by  establishing  and  maintaining  law  and 
order  in  the  country.  Ho  might  fairly 
aak  how  much  longer  was  political  history 
to  repeat  itself  in  the  Sister  Country  ?  In 
1798  Mr.  Fitzgibbon  declared  that  con- 
cession and  conciliation  produced  a  fresh 
crop  of  grievances,  and  the  discontent 
of  Ireland  kept  pace  with  its  increased 
prosperity ;  and  in  the  same  year  the 
Duke  of  Portland  wrote  to  Lord  Corn- 
wallis  that,  although  be  was  sorry  to 
say  it,  his  opinion  was  that  the  only 
way  in  which  ci-ime  could  be  stopped  in 
Iredand  would  be  by  showing  that  the 
Government  was  possessed  of  an  over- 
whelming power,  which  was  able  to 
punish  impartially  all  offenders  against 
the  law.  The  same  thing  might  be  said 
to-day.  Hon.  Members  opposite  were 
found  always  tampering  with  the  aiJairs 
of  Ireland,  often,  it  might  be,  with  pure 
motives ;  but  sometimes,  he  was  afraid, 
as  was  the  case  in  1880,  with  the  object 
of  g^etting  back  into  power.  He  could 
not  forget  that  in  Southwark  and  other 
places  pledges  were  given  with  the  in- 
tention of  securing  the  Irish  vote.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse 
Oollings),  and  also  the  junior  Member 
for  Leeds  (Mr.  Herbert  Gladstone),  had 
shown  a  disposition  to  yield  still  further 
to  the  demands  of  turbulent  agitators. 
The  son  of  the  Prime  Minister  might  be 
supposed  to  have  spoken  the  views  en- 
tertained by  a  much  more  responsible 
person  who,  without  any  assigned  rea- 
son or  excuse  —  for  according  to  the 
papers  he  was  perfectly  well  —  had 
not  thought  fit  to  be  in  his  place 
at  the  commencement  of  the  Session. 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lo- 
thian, although  away  from  the  House, 
had,  it  appeared,  not  deemed  it  un- 
becoming in  him  to  make  certain  state- 
ments in  reference  to  his  policy,  in  which 
he  avowed  himself  to  be  "in  favour  of 
localization  in  Ireland  " — an  expression 
which,  if  it  meant  anything,  must  bear 
the  sense  of  the  speeches  either  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Leeds  or  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ipswich.  Why  was  it  that 
all  the  remedial  legislation  of  the  Go- 
vernment had  produced  so  little  good 
and  left  Ireland  in  a  worse  state  than  it 
was  before  F  Beeaon  it  was  not  the 


Land  Act  that  was  wanted  in  Ireland, 
but  the  destruction  of  the  landlords, 
who  were  the  link  that  bound  that 
country  to  this.  It  was,  therefore,  all  the 
more  necessary  that  all  those  who  were 
for  maintaining  law  and  order  in  Ire- 
land should  assert  their  convictions  in 
some  such  form  as  that  assumed  in  the 
Amendment  before  the  House. 

Me.  JUSTIN  M'OAItTHT :  The  fate 
of  the  Amendment  now  before  the  House 
gives  me  very  little  concern.  Neither 
its  fate,  nor  its  purport,  nor  its  wording 
is  of  much  account  to  me,  or  to  those 
with  whom  I  have  the  honour  to  aot. 
One  thing  is  clear,  that  the  Amendment 
is  directed  not  against  the  Irish  Mem  ■ 
bers,  but  against  Her  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters. [Lord  Kandolph  Chdechill  : 
Hear,  hear!]  I  care  not  whether  it  is 
rejected  or  passed,  and  I  do  not  propose 
to  make  my  business  either  the  arraign- 
ment or  defence  of  the  Government  as 
regards  its  general  policy.  I  shall  con- 
fine myself  to  two  speeches  delivered  in 
the  course  of  this  debate — that  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford  (Mr.  Forster),  and  that  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland.  Now,  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bradford  was  undoubtedly  what 
writers  in  the  newspapers  sometimea 
call  a  "great  effort.  *  It  was  a  tre- 
mendous effort.  I  always  thought  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  a  good  deal 
of  theatrical  talent,  which  he  had  not  up 
to  the  present  fully  developed.  Those 
who  heard  his  remarkable  speech  will 
agree  with  me  that  it  was  mimetic  as 
well  as  historic.  It  gave  us  that  enter- 
tainment which  is  often  described  in 
the  play-bills  of  theatres  and  music  halls 
as  **  imitations  of  popular  performers." 
I  wish  I  saw  him  in  his  place  in  the 
House  at  present.  I  am  hardly  mis- 
taken in  thinking  that  he  favoured  the 
House  with  what  he  believed  to  be  imi- 
tations of  the  voices  and  manners  of 
some  hon.  Members  of  the  Irish  Party. 
I  am  content  that  he  shall  have  all  the . 
favour  which  his  familiar  attacks  upon 
some  Members  of  that  Party  and  his 
erudition  in  American  newspapers  can 
win  him  for  a  time  from  this  House  and 
the  public.  I  know,  too,  that  his  motive 
was  not  merely,  although  it  was  mainly, 
to  discredit  the  Irish  Members.  He  had 
his  mind  fixed  also  upon  discrediting  and 
damaging  the  Government  from  which 
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he  has  been  discarded  ;  and  I  am  con- 
vinced that  there  are  Members  of  that 
Government— aye,  Members  who  are  at 
this  moment  sitting  on  the  Treasury 
Bench — vhom  he  had  in  Mb  mind  with 
a  wish  to  discredit  and  damage  them  as 
much  as  he  wished  to  discredit  mj  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork. 
"Whatever  his  speech  was  madeupfrom — 
from  American  newspapers,  from  reports 
of  meetings  in  the  country,  from  hints, 
and  more  than  hints,  in  the  passionate 
Press  of  London — there  was  one  quality 
of  that  speech  which  was  all  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  own,  and  that  was  its 
envenomed  malignity.  I  never  heard  in 
this  House  a  speech  more  entirely  in- 
spired with  the  purpose  of  deliberate 
defamation.  I  believe  it  was  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  intention  to  do  all 
the  damage  he  could  to  the  characters 
of  some  Members  of  the  House  by  a 
process  of  systematic  calumny.  He 
accused  some  of  my  hon.  Friends,  and 
with  them  of  course  myself,  of  con- 
niving at  outride  and  assassination. 
He  talked  of  oaring  ns  an  alterna- 
tive; but  he  gave  none.  He  made  it 
clear  that  his  charge  was  nothing  short 
of  deliberate  connivance  with  outrage 
and  assassination.  Here  is  the  sort  of 
alternative  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
offered  us— 

"I  give  tije  hon.  Srenilter  an  alternative, 
that  either  he  connived  at  outrages,  or  when, 
warned  by  facts  and  statemanta,  he  determined 
to  remain  in  ignorance ;  that  he  took  no  trouble 
to  teat  the  truth  of  whether  outragea  had  been 
committed  or  not,  but  that  he  was  willing  to 
gain  the  advantage  of  them." 

\_minitterial  th$era.'\  Let  those  cheer  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  like ;  I  point 
oat  that  this  is  no  alternative;  that 
men  who  are  informed  that  outrage 
and  assassination  are  going  on,  and 
who  determine  to  remain  iu  ignorance, 
and  are  willing  to  gain  the  benefit  of 
outrage  and  assaseination,  are  distinctly 
conniving  at  those  crimes.  Therefore, 
I  tell  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
when  he  protended  to  give  us  an  alter- 
native he  did  nothing  of  the  kind ;  and 
that  as  ho  had  made  up  his  mind  to 
charge  us  by  implication  with  conniv- 
ing at  murder,  he  ought  to  have  stood 
bmdly  up  and  said  so.  He  ought  to  have 
said  so  in  those  plain  words  he  sometimes 
is  able  to  use,  and  ought  not  to  have 
shielded  himself  behind  the  pretence  of 
an  alternative.  I  should  have  thought 
that  the  right  hon.  Gontloman  would 

Mr.  Juitin  H'Carthy 


be  the  Member  of  this  House  least  in- 
clined, owing  to  certain  memories  he 
mnst  have,  to  fling  accusations  of  sym- 
pathy with  murder  recklessly  at  other 
men.  When  charing  ns  with  these 
crimes,  he  must  nave  recalled  a  time 
when  a  newspaper,  then  far  more  in- 
fluential than  It  now  is — The  Timet 
—  charged  him  with  sympathy  with 
secret  assassination.  I  do  not  charge 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  with  having 
sympathy  with  crime  ;  but  for  the  rea- 
son I  have  stated  he  ought  to  have  felt 
a  sentiment  which  would  have  prevented 
him  from  recklessly  hurling  similar 
charges  in  the  faces  of  men  as  honour- 
able as  himself,  and  who  feel  as  little 
thirst  for  blood  as  he  does.  On  the  14th 
of  March,  1864,  one  who  was  then  a 
Member  of  this  House,  and  is  now  high 
in  Her  Majesty's  Colonial  Service — Sir 
John  Pope  Hennessy — brought  forward 
certain  statements  in  this  House  with 
regard  to  a  right  hon.  Friend  of  mine, 
for  whom  I  have  the  highest  respect,  the 
Member  for  Halifax  (Mr.  Stansfeld),  and 
who  was  accused  by  certain  newspapers 
of  sympathy  with  assassination  because 
he  had  harboured  Mazzini  and  some  of 
his  friends.  This  became  the  subject 
of  debate  in  this  House,  and  led  to  the 
rifjht  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Halifax  resigning  his  position  in  the 
Government.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr. 
Forster)  stood  up  for  his  Friend.  I  do 
not  blame  him  .for  that — he  believed 
him  to  be  innocent.  But  what  were  the 
evidences  given,  and  the  assassination 
theory  held,  by  the  man  for  whom  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford  stood  up  in  this  House  ?  Ex- 
tracts were  then  read  from  Mazzini's 
letter,  "The  Theory  of  the  Dagger." 
Such  passages  as  these  were  read — 

"  Blessed  be  the  knife  of  Palafox ;  blesBod  be 
in  your  bands  ever;  weapon  that  can  destroy 
the  enemy  and  set  yon  free.  The  weapon  that 
slew  Mincorich  in  the  Arsenal  initiated  the 
insurrection  in  Venice.  It  was  a  weapon  of 
irregular  warfare  like  that  which,  three  months 
before  the  llepubUc,  destroyed  the  Minister 

Rossi  in  Rome  Sacred  be  the  stiletto 

that  began  the  Sicilian  Ycapera." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Membw 
for  BrMford  rose  and  said — 

"The hon.  and  learned  Qentleman  had  brought 
forward  a  chai^  against  an  absMit  man  — 
Signor  Hassim,  who,  whatever  hia  fonlta,  wu 
a  man  of  high  character. — (3  Hamari/f  [i  73] 
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Whatever  his  faults !  What  though  he 
blessed  the  knife  of  one  man  nnd  the 
dagger  of  another,  and  the  system  of 
"  irregular  warfare  "  which  removed 
Count  Rossi,  the  Minister  of  the  late 
Pope  Pius  IX.,  who  was  murdered  on 
the  steps  of  the  Oapitol,  he  was  "  a 
man  of  high  character!"  Tho  right 
hon.  Qenileman'a  Leader  of  the  present 
day  did  not  agree  with  his  estimate  of 
Si^OT  Mazzmi.  The  present  Prime 
Minister  had  written  in  a  |nreface  to 
a  translation  of  Signer  Farini'e  ^man 
Staltt — "  The  satellites  of  Mazzini  make 
common  cause  with  assassins."  After 
those  extracts  had  been  read  and  four 
days  had  passed,  during  which  the  right 
hoD.  Member  for  Bradford  had  time  for 
reflection,  the  subject  was  again  raised, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said — 

"  I  should  not  be  aahamed  of  being  the  friend 
of  MaEzini." — [Irish  cheeri  and  a  try  of  "the 
Dagger."]  "  I  am  not  ashamed  of  being  his 
acqnaintance."— (Jii'd.  [174]  326.) 

Well,  I  think  that  that  incident  is  not 
without  its  interest  and  moral.  The 
Irish  Members  who  brought  forward 
that  question  at  that  time  did  not  charge 
the  n||;ht  hon.  Qentleman,  or  think  of 
ohargiDg  him,  with  sympathy  with  as- 
sassination. The  oharffe  was  that  he 
and  his  companions  fmowed  a  levity 
which  disregarded  what  a  man  might 
do,  or  what  his  satellites  might  be,  so 
long  as  that  man  was  a  foreign  patriot. 
Th9  Timea  of  March  15,  1864,  had  a 
leading  article  on  the  subject,  which  is 
not  without  its  application  to  the  preseut 
circumstances.  The  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man was  not  then  in  the  flush  and  hey- 
day of  youth.  He  was  able  to  judge 
whether  Mazzini  and  his  associates  and 
satellitea  were  what  they  were  repre- 
sented to  he.        IVmw  said — 

"  Who,  then,  is  thia  M.  Mazstni,  to  whoie  in- 
nocence this  Gentleman  (Mr.  Stansfeld)  and  Mi. 
W.  E.  Fonter  pledge  tiiemselTesf  Let  any- 
one read  the  pasBages  quoted  by  Mr.  Hennessy 
last  night,  and  sajr  whether  the  friends  of  M. 
Maaani  have  any  right  to  indalge  in  high-flown 
indipnation  when  it  is  alleged  that  he  might 
poenhly  be  Mig^^  in  a  oonspiiacy  against  a 
Potentate's  life." 

I  aak  whether  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
the  Member  for  Braaford  was  justified 
in  seizing  at  the  chance  of  high-flown 
indignation  because  the  newspaper  that 
accused  him  then  of  sympathy  with 
assassination  accuses  some  of  us  now 
of  the  same  thing.  I  wonder  that  the 
memory  of  that  episode  in  bis  career 


has  not  made  him  more  generous — yes, 
I  will  say  more  honest— towards  men 
whom,  in  his  heart,  he  no  more  believes 
to  be  guilty  of  that  charge  than  honour- 
able men  then  believed  him  to  be.  I 
pass  from  that  not  uninstructive  inci- 
dent to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  attack 
on  Irish  Members,  and  the  grounds  on 
which  that  attack  was  made.  He  had 
something  to  say  about  myself  in  con- 
nection with  Vhited  Ireland,  a  paper 
published  in  Dublin.  He  said  much  the 
same  thing  about  a  year  ago.  He  then 
went  over  the  stoi^  of  some  articles  that 
he  said  appeared  in  that  paper.  I  be- 
lieve they  were  not  articles,  but  head- 
ings of  paragraphs ;  and  he  appealed  to 
me,  though  I  was  not  in  my  place  at 
the  time,  to  know  whether  I  approved 
of  all  those  various  paragraphs  and 
headings.  Now,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man must  have  known — at  all  events 
he  might  have  known — that  I  could  not 
haveseen  that  newspaper  then.  He  knew 
that  I  had  been  out  of  England  the 
whole  of  that  Kecess,  from  the  end  of 
one  Session  to  the  befdnning  of  another. 
[An  Irish  Membeb  :  He  did.]  He  ^id, 
and  he  said  so  himself  in  this  House, 
for  he  indulged  in  some  more  or  less 
graceful  satire  at  my  expense,  and  com- 
plained that,  instead  of  helping  to  keep 
order  in  Ireland,  I  had  been  enjoying 
myself  among  the  monuments  of  ancient 
Greece.  But  since  I  was  so  culpable  as 
to  be  enjoying  myself  among  the  monu- 
ments of  ancient  Greece,  and  in  coun- 
tries muoh  farther  off,  he  might  have . 
known  it  was  not  likely  that  a  Dublin 
paper  followed  me  in  all  my  wanderings. 
Heknewthat  at  thetimehewae  speaking 
— at  the  time  he  was  so  playfully  chiding 
me  for  the  amusement  of  the  House 
— he  must  have  known  that  that  paper 
was  prevented  from  coming  into  this 
country ;  and  though  I  made  strenuous 
efforts  sborily  after  to  get  copies  of  it, 
and  see  if  it  contained  the  terriole  things 
it  was  said  to  contain,  I  was  unable  to 
obtain  a  copy.  However,  I  allow  that 
to  pass.  It  would  not  much  matter  if 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  Could  have 
sustained  his  charge.  If  he  had  not  re- 
turned to  it  I  should  not  have  cared  to 
raise  it.  But  I  am  quite  willing  to  tell 
him,  if  it  affordshim  the  slightest  interest, 
the  history  of  my  connection  with  that 
paper.  It  was  started  to  get  rid  of  a 
notorious  print,  which  appears  lately  to 
have  lived  by  the  levying  of  black  maU 
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in  Dublin.  It  was  founded  by  a  com- 
mittee of  gentlemen  in  -whom  I  nave  the 
greatest  trust;  and  the  editorship  was 
given  to  a  man  whom  I  regard  and 
respect,  and  whom  I  know  to  be  in- 
capable of  conducting  a  journal  on  the 

Srinciples  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
escribed.  Under  those  conditions  I 
felt  content,  having  no  control  over  the 
paper,  to  go  abroad  among  the  monu- 
ments of  ancient  Greece,  and  to  leave 
the  paper  in  the  hands  of  the  able  editor 
'who  has  already  shown  his  ability  in 
tida  House.  I  did  not  inquire  in  my 
absence  how  he  conducted  it.  I  know 
he  conducted  it  honourably  and  well ; 
and  we  have  learned  that  the  only  things 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  objecte  to  are 
the  paragraphs  and  headinj^s  which  got 
into  paper  while  he  had  the  respon- 
sible editor  under  lock  and  key  in  one 
of  his  prisons.  I  have  said  enough  on 
that  point.  I  do  not  believe  that  any  in- 
vestigation would  convict  that  editor  of 

Eublishing  any  articles  which  men  of 
ouour  would  be  ashamed  to  sanction. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  went  over 
many  points  with  the  object  of  associat- 
ing me  and  others  with  plots  and  assas- 
aination.  For  example,  he  spoke  of  a 
telegram  sent  by  Mr.  Brennan,  who  was 
the  correspondent  of  The  Irish  World,  to 
that  paper.  The  telegram  is  given  vari- 
ously in  the  different  journals;  but  I 
would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  is 
this  which  I  am  about  to  read  the  right 
version? 

"All  aorta  o£  theories  are  afloat  conceroirig 
this  ezplosion," — that  the  Salford  dynamite 
explosion — "hut  the  tmlf  loyal  one  is  that 
Fenianisin  did  it." 

What  is  the  plain  and  evident  meaning 
of  that  ?  Is  it  not  that  the  fashionable 
and  loyal  theory,  as  a  matter  of  course,  is 
that  the  Fenians  did  it  ?  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  is  not  that  the  manifest 
meaning  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER  :  I  would  ask 
the  hon.  Member  to  read  the  remainder 
of  the  telegram. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  M'CAETHT  :  I  quote 
the  whole  of  the  printed  version  I  have. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  charged  me 
with  deliberate  avoidance  of  reading 
articles  in  order  that  I  might  be  able  to 
Bay  I  did  not  know  of  the  incitement  to 
aasassination  they  contained.  Then  he 
said — 

"I  expect,  or  suspect" — probably  empect,  it 
is  moremhisline— "Isuspectthehon.Member 

Mr.  Justin  .7/'  Carthy 


(meaning  myselQ  has  been  carefal  not  to  read 
the  arUdes  to  whidi  I  refer." 

The  charge  is,  perhaps,  hardly  Parlia- 
mentary. There  was  a  rude  interrup- 
tion last  nightf  which  we  all  regret,  to 
an  imputation  which  ought  not  to  have 
been  made  ;  but  the  ri^t  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  allowed  to  say — 

"  I  suspect  the  hon.  Member  has  been  careful 
not  to  read  the  articles  to  which  I  refer." 

The  whole  theory  and  purpose  of  his  de- 
clamation and  defamation  was  to  make 
Members  of  this  Houee  responsible  for 
every  violent  act  done,  and  every  violent 
word  said,  by  any  supposed  follower  of 
his  in  this  country  or  America.  I  should 
like  to  know  how  that  theory  would 
apply  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not  forgotten 
the  riots  which  occurred  in  the  Reform 
years,  nor  the  men  who  got  up  those 
riots.  He  has  not  forgotten  the  riot 
which  led  to  the  breakdown  of  the  Hyde 
Park  railings,  and  the  maiming  and 
wounding  of  many  of  the  mob  and  some 
policemen.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  his  Friends  came  back  to  power  on 
that  smash  of  the  Hyde  Park  railings. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  well  ac- 
quainted with  the  leader  of  the  Demo- 
cratic movement — the  late  Mr.  Beales. 
[Mr.  W.  E.  FoHSTER ;  I  did  not  know 
him  personally.]  Neither  do  I  know 
peraonaliy  those  who  have  uttered  these 
violent  worde  and  done  these  violent 
acts  in  Ireland  for  which  I  am  sought 
to  be  made  responsible.  Mr.  Beales  is 
dead.  Mr.  Beales  was  a  man  of  honour 
and  courap;e.  I  knew  him,  and  I  re- 
spected him.  But  he  certainly  got 
around  him,  and  could  not  help  getting 
around  him,  men  of  very  odd  character 
and  very  odd  pretensions.  Does  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  remember  a  cer- 
tain Mr.  Joseph  Leicester,  a  famous 
glass  blower  P  [Mr.  W.  E.  Fobstu  :  I 
do  not  remember  him.]  He  does  not 
remember  him  ?  As  a  famous  aotreas 
said  on  one  occasion,  "  What  a  candour ; 
but  what  a  memory !  "  At  the  time  Mr. 
Leicester's  name  used  to  appear  in  every 
London  newspaper  every  morning.  This 
distinguished  supporter  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  Party  went  to  a  great  meet- 
ing one  day — a  great  trades*  demonstra- 
tion, held,  I  think,  in  Trafalgar  Square 
— and  this  was  part  of  the  speech  of 
Joseph  Leicester.  There  was  then,  as 
there  has  been  more  lately,  much  ta^  of 
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a  kind  of  rush  and  raid  on  the  House  of 
CommoDB  to  force  them  to  pass  a  certain 
BiU^  and  this  was  what  this  demagogic 
hero  eaid — 

_  "  The  qaeation  is,  were  they  to  auflfer  those 
little*&iinded,  decrepid,  hump-backed,  one-eyed 
Koandrela,  who  caJl  themselyea  the  House  of 
Commona,  to  defraud  them  aoy  hmger  of  their 
rights?" 

I  waa  not  a  Member  of  the  House  of 
Commons  then,  and  did  not  come  in 
for  any  pari  of  that  lively  personal 
description;  but  I  aak  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  if  someone  as  nearly  con- 
nected with  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  as  Hr.  Leicester  was  with 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  had  used 
words  of  that  description  to  a  meeting 
of  Irishmen,  what  would  he  have  said  7 
The  riots  in  Hyde  Park  took  place,  and 
people  were  wounded.  ["  Question  !  "] 
There  was  no  cry  of  "  Question  "  when 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  was  defaming 
me  and  others,  and  went  orer  land  and 
aea  and  over  years  to  find  charges  against 
us.  It  is  quite  to  the  Question.  I  want 
to  say  to  mm  and  the  House  that  it  is 
impossible  in  any  movement  to  hold  the 
leaders  responsible  for  erer^  idle  word 
and  act  said  and  done  by  their  followers; 
Of  this  morement  Mr.  Be  ales  was  the 
leader ;  and  when  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man and  his  Friends  came  into  power  did 
they  repudiate  Mr.  Beales  ?  They  made 
him  a  County  Court  Judge.  Did  they  at 
any  time  while  these  proceedings  were 
going  on  repudiate  the  language  of  any 
man?  No.  There  was  a  newspaper  in 
London  at  the  time  of  which  tbe  right 
hon.  Gentleman  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  sitting  near  him  (Mr.  John 
Bright)  knew  something,  in  which  a 
writer,  not  now  living,  had  once  called 
on  the  people,  if  a  certain  thing  were 
not  done,  to  destroy  the  House  of  Lords, 
and  to  strew  the  Thames  with  the  wreck 
of  th»r  painted  Chamber-.  I  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  took  in  that 
paper  whether  he  read  it  or  not?  \_Vri4» 
9f'*  Meming  5/ar."]  Yes ;  Th«  Morning 
Star.  TMr.  W.  E.Tos8TXB  :  I  was  not 
a  shareholder.]  The  matter  was  brought 
to  the  notice  of  this  House  by  an  hon. 
Member ;  and  I  am  not  aware  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  one  single 
word  in  condemnation  of  that  language. 
And  remember,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  me 
timeof  theHyde  Park  riots  was  not  atime 
of  peace.  We  have  heard  again  and  again 
that  things  may  be  allowed  in  times  pf 


peace  ;  but  that  was  not  a  time  of  peace. 
Those  were  dangerous  times.  Troops 
were  kept  in  readiness— the  air  was  full 
of  danger.  During  tbe  whole  of  that 
time  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  never 
said,  as  far  as  I  know,  one  word  to  dis- 
sociate himself  or  any  of  his  Friends 
from  those  acts  or  words.  I  should  like 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  another 
questitm.  IHd  he  never  liear  at  that  time 
that  a  famous  Continental  leader  of  re- 
volution was  over  in  London,  and  was  in 
negotiation  with  some  of  the  men  con- 
cerned in  these  affairs  with  the  hope 
of  assisting  them  in  a  Democratic  revo- 
lution ?  [Mr.W.E.FoRSTER:  No.]  He 
never  heard  of  it  ?  He  never  read  any  of 
the  papers  published  at  that  time  ?  He 
never  read  histories  published  since  that 
time?  Over  and  over  again — in  news- 
papers, magazines,  and  books — has  the 
story  of  l£e  foreign  incendiary  been 
told,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  never 
heard  of  it  or  read  of  it ;  and  yet  he 
supposes  I  read  every  copy  of  Ths  Irith 
World.  1  think  I  have  sufficiently  shown 
that  the  right  hon. Gentleman  ought  to  he 
cautions  how  he  makes  chains  against 
us  of  sympathy  with  assassination,  or 
of  having  assisted  or  connived  at  crimes, 
and  how  ne  lays  down  the  theory  that  a 
man  is  bound  to  know  what  is  done  by 
everybody  else  who  is  concerned  with 
him  in  any  popular  movement.  I  will 
tell  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  the 
House  how  outrages  grew  up  in  Ireland 
of  late.  The  Land  League  was  formed 
with  the  full  and  deliberate  intent  of 
drawing  agitation  above  the  surface. 
That  was  its  motive.  Its  purpose  was  to 
maintain  public  platforms  on  which  agi- 
tation might  go  on  openly  and  in  the 
face  of  day,  by  which  men  would  be 
withdrawn  from  that  terrible  system  of 
conspiracy  which  has  been  the  bane  and 
curse  of  Ireland  for  so  many  years. 
That  was  the  motive  of  the  Land  League. 
I  saw  tiiat  was  its  distinct  purpose, 
and  it  was  succeeding  so  (oanifesuy  in 
the  purpose  that  I  joined  the  League. 
The  light  hon.  Gentleman  expects  that 
everyone  has  read  every  letter  written  by 
everyone  else.  I  should  ask  him  if  he 
did  me  the  favour  of  reading  a  letter  of 
mine  which  was  published  in  all  the 
papers  in  England  in  reference  to  my 
joining  the  Land  League  ?  [Mr.  W. 
E.  FoHSTER:  No.]  He  did  not.  He 
only  reads  Th»  Irith  World,  and  I  did 
not  write  to  Th»  Jrith  World  to  explain 
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my  inientione.  In  that  letter  I  stated 
concisely  and  clearly  my  reasons  for 
believing  the  Zand  League  would  do 

food,  and  why  I  thought  it  was  the 
uty  of  every  patriotic  Irishman  to 
join  it.  I  believed  it  was  doing  good 
by  helping  to  close  the  era  of  con- 
spiracy. But  there  came  upon  Ireland 
one  autumn  and  one  winter  three  in- 
fluences of  evil  together — famine,  the 
House  of  Lords,  and  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman.  The  country  was  miserably 
pinched  with  hunger.  The  House  of 
Lords  rejected  the  poor  little  Compensa- 
tion for  Disturbance  Bill,  which  might 
have  stopped  for  a  while  the  sufferings 
of  the  people  ;  and  then,  to  improve  the 
situation,  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  got 
his  law  for  the  arrest  of  suspicious  men, 
under  which  he  flung  the  leaders  of  the 
people  into  prison.  Then  it  was  that 
outrages  began  to  increase.  After  the 
arrest  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  the  movement  drifted  leaderless 
and  hopeless,  dropped  from  the  high 

f>oint  to  which  it  had  risen  in  pub- 
icity  and  on  the  platform,  into  the 
eeeihing  ferment  of  the  sea  of  con- 
spiracy. The  leaders  of  the  land  move- 
ment had  nearly  succeeded  in  raising 
Ireland  out  of  conspiracy.  ["  No,  no !  '*] 
That  is  what  I  fully  and  firmly  believe, 
and  thus  history  hereafter  will,  I  am  cer- 
tain, write  it  out.  The  right  hon.  Qen- 
Uemaxt  (Mr.  f  oreter)  referred  to  a  gen- 
tleman named  Bedpath.  The  right  hon. 
gentleman  aoonseB  us  of  complicity  in 
asaaasination  because  Mr.  Bedpath  at- 
tended a  meeting  somewhere.  I  only  saw 
Mr.  Bedpath  once,  and  then  but  for  a  few 
minutes.  But  I  am  told  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself  has  had  more 
to  do  with  Mr.  Bedpath  than  I  have. 
Mr.  Bedpath  was  an  honorary  member 
of  the  Cobden  Club.  He  is,  I  believe, 
an  Englishman,  and  even  a  Yorkshire- 
man. 

Mr.  POTTEE  :  It  is  quite  true  Mr. 
Bedpath  was  elected  a  member  of  the 
Uobden  Club  in  1869,  -and  was  recom- 
mended by  friends  in  America.  He  is 
no  longer  a  member  of  the  Olub,  and 
has  not  been  for  about  two  years. 

Me.  JUSTIN  M'CARTHY :  Mr.  Bed- 
path  was  &  member  of  the  Cobden  Olub, 
recommended  by  friends  in  America, 
and  I  dare  aa^  he  would  be  a  mem- 
ber still  had  it  not  been  for  oertain 
debates  in  this  House.  I  should,  how- 
ever, never  think  of  holding  my  hon. 

Mr.Jiutn  X'Carthy 
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Friend  the  Member  for  Bocbdale  (Mr. 
Potter)  responsible  for  any  of  Mr. 
Bedpath's  words  or  acts.  The  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  made 
a  serious  mistake  when  he  appealed  to 
us  to-oight  to  justify  all  manner  of  exe- 
cutions simply  on  the  ground  that  so 
many  murders  had  been  committed.  It 
is  not  the  theoi^  of  this  country  that  for 
BO  many  murders  thwe  shall  be  so  many 
executions.  That  is  the  theory  of  oer- 
tain Eastern  States ;  but  that  is  hastily 
not  yet  the  theory  in  even  Ireland.  Were 
the  murders  ten  times  more  in  number 
than  the  men  put  on  trial  for  them,  X 
should  be  at  liberty  still,  if  I  thought  I 
had  reason,  to  examine  into  the  jnetioe 
of  each  trial  and  the  wa^  in  which  it 
had  been  conducted ;  and  if  it  could  be 
shown  there  was  anything  like  systematic 
jury  packing  in  even  one  trial,  no  matter 
how  many  murders  had  been  committed, 
I  should  denounce  it.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  seemed  a  little  hopeful  to- 
wards the  end  of  his  speech  when  he 
spoke  of  the  great  decrease  of  outrages, 
and  when  there  was  drawn  from  him  the 
statement  that  there  was  also  a  deoreaee 
of  evictions.  In  searohingfor  thecauses 
which  had  led  to  this  decrease  of  out- 
rages, the  fact  of  the  decrease  of  evic- 
tions must  not  be  overlooked.  The  right 
hon.  Qentleman  then  became  a  little 
more  ominous  in  saying  that  he  feared 
that  lately  eviotionB  had  been  on  the 
increase.  Was  it  not  possible  that  with 
the  increase  of  eviotions  raiight  come  an, 
inorease  of  outrages  ?  It  must  be  re- 
membered that  tibere  is  now  no  such 
thing  as  the  right  of  public  meeting  or 
free  speech  in  Ireland.  A  man  may 
make  a  speech  if  he  likes  at  his  own 
risk ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tella 
us  that  if  he  thinks  there  is  anything 
in  the  speech  which  might  tend  to  in- 
flame the  feelings  of  anyone,  he  will 
prevent  or  punish  the  making  of  such 
speeches,  although  he  knows  the  speaker 
had  no  evil  intention  whatever.  There 
is  no  free  platform  in  Ireland ;  no  free 
I^ress — no  right  to  hold  a  public  meet- 
ing. There  is  no  way  in  which  the 
sentiments  and  grievances  of  the  people 
can  be  freely  expressed.  You  are  la- 
bouring in  the  durk.  You  are  driving 
disaffection  beneath  the  suifaee.  Yoa 
alone  will  be  responnble  for  the  conse- 
quences of  the  terrible  and  stxingent 
measures  you  have  adopted.  As  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  said, 
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there  is  no  longer  any  probability  of  the 
Irish  Leaders  or  the  Irish  Members  of 
FarliameDt  Btandiog  between  you  and 
the  elements  of  conspiracy.  I  do  not 
blame  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  so  much  for  the  change 
that  has  come  about.  The  responsibility 
for  that  change  I  lay,  as  I  have  already 
said,  on  the  woulders  of  another  man. 
I  may  say  of  him,  as  was  said  of  another 
famous  polhioian»  that  it  has  seldom  been 
within  ua  power  of  any  human  creature 
to  do  80  much  good  as  the  right  htm. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bradford 
has  prerented. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NOBTHOOTE:  Sir, 
in  the  first  place,  let  me  acknowledge . 
that  the  debate,  which  has  now  extended 
over  several  days,  has  travelled  rather 
wide.  At  the  same  time,  I  think  there 
has  been  much  more  connection  between 
some  of  the  subjects  that  have  been  dis- 
cussed and  some  of  the  speeches  that 
have  been  made  than  would  appear  at 
first  sight.  I  am  bound  to  say  it  seems 
to  me  that  the  additions  which  have 
been  made  to  the  knowledge  which  the 
House  already  possessed  as  to  the  con- 
dition of  Ireland  have  been  oontribu- 
tione  of  very  considerable  value  in  teach- 
ing UB  the  oourse  which  the  Government 
oaghfc  to  pursue  with  regard  to  it.  But 
I  vish  to  adhere  as  clos^y  as  I  possibly 
can  to  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr. 
Gorst) ;  and  I  may  say  that  it  appears 
to  me  that  it  has  been  found  much 
easier  on  the  part  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  to  rebuke  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  and  to  taunt  those  sitting  on 
this  side  of  the  House,  than  to  meet  his 
argument  or  to  answer  it.  The  argu- 
ment of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
was  somewhat  of  this  nature.  He  said 
— "You  take  credit,  in  Her  Majesty's 
Speech  from  the  Throne,  for  an  im- 
provement in  the  civil  condition  of  lTe<- 
land,  and  for  the  power  and  success  of 
the  Government  in  patting  down  crime." 
No  doubt  that  is,  so  far,  satisfiactory ; 
but  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  says 
that  that  partly  satisfactory  state  of 
things  has  been  brought  about  by  a 
policy  materially,  different  from  that 
yon  formerly  pursued ;  and  he  desires, 
in  inviting  the  House  to  express  its 
opinion  upon  the  words  he  has  placed 
before  us,  to  give  utterance  to  the  hope 
that  the  new  policy  will  be  maintained, 
and  not  weakened  or  destroyed  by 


counter  actions  of  a  different  kind.  We 
are  told  that  this  is  weakening  the 
authority  of  the  Government,  and  that 
it  is  occasioning  embarrassment  to  them. 
We  are  sorry,  I  am  sure,  to  weaken  or 
embarrass  the  Government ;  but  there 
is  something  more  to  be  considered  than 
the  possibility  of  weakening  or  embar- 
rassmg  the  Government.  We  have  asked 
— How  are  we  embarrassing  the  Go- 
vernment ?  I  have  heard  no  answer 
except  this— that  if  the  Amendment  is 
carried  the  Govei'nment  will  feel  it  im- 
possibte  to  carry  on  their  duties.  That 
would,  of  course,  be  extremely  embar- 
rassing to  the  hon.  Gentlemen  and  the 
noble  Lord  sitting  on  that  side  of  the 
House ;  but,  in  the  cause  of  good  go- 
vernment in  Ireland,  it  is  far  better  that 
the  truth  should  be  spoken,  and  that 
the  real  facts  should  be  known,  even  if 
such  conaequences  were  to  ensue,  rather 
than  thathon.  Gentlemen  opposite  should 
go  back  to  those  false  principles  upon 
which,  as  we  say,  they  have  so  long 
acted.  There  were  expressions  in  a  few 
of  the  speeches  of  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site— even  in  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  lor 
Ireland  (Mr.  Trevelyan) — which  show 
that  it  is  not  unnecessary  nor  inoppor- 
tune for  the  House  to  go  into  the  mat- 
ter and  endeavour  to  obtain  a  distinct 
assurance  from  the  Government  that 
they  do  adhere  to  the  views  they  have 
now  adopted.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary,  when  speaking 
to-night  of  the  position  of  affairs  in 
Ireland,  said  the  danger  lay  rather  on 
this  side  of  the  water  than  on  that.  I 
could  not  help  connecting  the  expression 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  with  an- 
other expression  that  was  used  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Forater),  when,  in  speaking  of 
thedifference  between  his  late  CoUea^es 
and  himself,  he  said  he  explained  it  in 
this  way — "  They  have  not  been  in  Ire- 
land, and  I  have."  We  cannot  help 
seeing  this — that,  throughout  the  deal- 
ings of  Her  Majesty's  Government  with 
the  great  Irish  Question,  there  has  been 
a  great  desire  to  make  it  appear  that 
while,  on  the  one  hand,  measures  of  re- 
presBion  to  maintain  the  law  have  beon 
put  forward,  it  was  not  upon  those  mea- 
sures that  they  rested — that  it  was  not 
upon  them  they  intended  to  rely  for 
the  maintenance  of  peace  in  Ireland, 
but  that  it  was  upon  something  else. 
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And  what  was  that  something  else  ?  It 
yrm  put  before  us  in  muoh  fine  and  elo- 
quent language,  but  it  became  too  evi- 
dent that  they  were  still  inclined  to  the 
policy  of  coaxing  and  bribing  those  you 
want  to  keep  in  order.  And  if  we  are 
rather  reproached  for  having  allowed 
the  discussion  to  turn  too  much  on  a 
particular  incident~namely,  the  ques- 
tion of  the  release  of  certain  Members 
who  were  iu  prison  in  the  early  part  of 
last  year,  and  when  we  are  reproached 
for  allowiDg  debate  to  turn  too  much  on 
that  particular  transaction,  we  say  that 
that  particular  transaction  was  of  im- 
ptniance,  because  it  illustrated  unmis- 
takably what  the  principles  of  the  trans- 
action of  one  portion  of  Hor  Majesty's 
Government  were  ;  and  it  is  because 
those  are  principles  which  appear  to  be 
in  a  manner  dangerous  to  the  State,  and 
it  is  because  we  fear  that  there  is  only 
too  much  reason  to  think  that  the  same 
leaven  which  was  working  then  may  be 
working  in  certain  portions  of  the  Oo- 
vemment  now,  that  we  think  it  necessary 
to  call  for  a  olear  and  definite  under- 
standing upon  the  matter.  The  story 
that  was  told  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  yes- 
terday, in  his  most  remarkable  and 
powerful  speech,  was  a  story  which,  in 
many  of  its  details,  to  anyone  who  has 
attended  to  the  recent  ooune  of  Irish 
history  was  budly  novel.  It  contained 
within  a  short  space,  and  in  a  power- 
fully condensed  form,  a  very  large  num- 
ber of  cases  illustrating  in  a  very  re- 
markable manner  the  condition  of  the 
country ;  yet  the  particular  incidents 
and  character  of  the  agitation  with 
which  the  Qovemment  have  had  to  deal 
have  been  really  known  all  through 
these  proceedings,  and  they  were  known 
of  course — necessarily  known — to  the 
Government  at  the  time  when  they  had 
to  choose  between  the  policy  which  they 
adopted  at  the  end  of  April,  1882,  and 
the  requisitions  which  were  made  by 
their  Colleagues  then  epeoiaUy  changed 
with  the  governmrat  of  Ireland.  And 
what  was  the  net  result?  Why*  the 
right  hon.  (Gentleman  tells  us  in  a  sen- 
tence what  the  real  difficulty  and  dif- 
ference was.  He  tells  us  in  one  sentence 
—"I  was  asked  to  rely  upon  assurances 
which  I  never  expected  to  get ;  "  and  he 
complains,  which  is  a  far  more  serious 
matter,  that  he  could  not  get  the  powers 
which  he  considered  necessary.  Well, 
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then,  Sir,  we  oome  to  the  state  of  things 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  de- 
scribed yesterday,  and  that  stateof  things 
which  is  now  so  vividly  before  our 
minds  was  known  to  him  at  the  time 
he  was  asking  for  further  powers.  Are 
we  to  suppose  that  he  communicated 
that  state  of  things  to  his  Colleagues  or 
not  ?  If  he  did  not,  no  lai^uage  can 
be  too  strong  to  express  our  astonish- 
ment at,  and  our  reprobation  of,  such 
negligence  as  he  would  have  been  guii^ 
of.  But  it  is  impossible  to  suppose  that 
that  could  have  been  the  case.  It  ia 
impossible  not  to  suppose  that  those 
facts,  and  that  description  of  the  state 
of  Ireland,  must  have  been,  not  only 
once,  but  upon  many  occasions,  and  on 
renewed  opportunities,  brought  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  the  notice  of 
his  Colleagues.  And  what  was  the 
result  ?  Why,  that  Her  Majesty's  Mi- 
nisters, in  the  face  of  all  that  was  told 
them,  after  all  preferred  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell) 
to  their  own  Colleague.  I  am  aware 
that  I  shall  be  told  that  I  am  speaking 
of  an  isolated  transaction  and  alluding 
to  a  piece  of  ancient  history.  But  it  is 
not  ancient  history.  If  it  were  ancient 
history  it  would  not  be  without  its  value ; 
for  history,  we  are  told,  is  philoaophy— 
teaching  by  examples — and  this  is  a 
striking  example.  But  it  is  not  ancient 
history,  nor  an  isolated  transaction.  It 
is  a  part  of  the  histoiy  of  the  adminis- 
tration of  Ireland  by  the  present  Go- 
vernment— by  men  who  are  still  respon- 
sible— and  it  is  illustrative  of  the  spirit 
in  which  they  acted  then.  It  may 
possibly  be  that  some  of  the  same  spirit 
remains  among  some  of  those  Ministers 
now.  We  are  anxious  to  have  a  clear 
assurance,  and  I  am  much  deceived  if 
the  country  does  not  desire  also  to  have 
an  assurance,  that  those  old  fallacies 
have  been  laid  aside,  and  that  the  Mi- 
nistry are  not  in  the  position  of  that 
family  of  whom  it  was  said  that  they 
had  learnt  nothing  and  forgotten  no- 
thing. We  hope  that  they  hare  really 
turned  over  a  new  leaf,  and  that  it  is 
in  the  spirit  of  the  new  Irish  Govern- 
ment of  Xord  Spencer  as  he  is,  not  of 
Lord  Spencer  as  he  was,  and  in  the 
spirit  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
present  Chief  Secretary  that  the  law 
18  to  be  administered,  and  that  the 
Irish  Government  is  to  be  supported, 
not  only  by  commendation^  but  by  the 
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supply  of  vhatever  material'  aBsiBtance 
they  may  require,  and  also  in  this  way 
that  they  are  not  to  be  hampered  by 
any  connter  legiBlation  or  counter  irri- 
tation. They  bare  a  moit  diflBcult  and 
a  most  arduoae  task  before  them,  in  ful- 
filling which  they  deserve,  and  ought  to 
receiTO,  the  support  of  every  class  in  this 
country.  If  the  work  which  they  are 
dome  were  to  be  countermined  or  injured 
— I  do  not  assume  that  it  is — but  if  it 
were  to  be  injured  or  countermined  by 
work  done,  or  by  expressions  used,  or 
by  speeches  made,  or  by  expectations 
encouraged  in  an  opposite  sense,  their 
very  difficult  and  responsible  task  would 
be  a  desperate  instead  of  a  possible  one. 
But  I  may  be  told  that  it  is  foolish  to 
talk  in  this  way.  Who  can  suppose  that 
there  can  be  any  such  danger  ?  I  do 
not  intend  now,  at  this  time  of  the  de- 
bate, and  after  all  that  has  been  said, 
to  eo  in  detail,  into  all  those  utterances 
and  mysterious  hints  which  have  come 
at  different  times  from  Ministers  and 
persona  supposed  to  be  in  the  confidence 
of  Sf  inisters.  But  I  would  wish  to  say 
a  word  with  regard  to  the  most  impor- 
tant of  those  utterances.  Unfortunately, 
we  are  in  a  poBitiou  when  we  cannot 
have  among  us  him  who  is  the  real 
guiding  and  presiding  spirit  in  these 
matters — I  mean  the  Prime  Minister. 
"We  are  carryihg  on  this  debate  at  a 
very  great  disadvantage  in  consequence, 
becanae  it  is  quite  certain  that  whatever 
may  be  the  measures  that  may  be  ap- 
proved by  the  Ministry,  a  very  few  sig- 
nificant words  from  the  Prime  Minister 
may  at  any  moment  have  the  effect  of 
destroying  the  efficacy  of  them.  There- 
fore it  is  that  we  are  most  desirous  to 
have  some  assurance — and  on  the  part 
of  the  House  of  Commons  I  think  that 
we  may  not  unfairly  express  our  desire 
by  words  such  as  those  which  have  been 
suggested — that  the  policy  which  has 
been  adopted  in  Ireland,  and  which,  on 
the  whole,  seems  to  have  been  sup- 
orted  by  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
as  the  thorough  and  complete  approval 
of  the  Prime  Minister.  We  cannot  but 
remember  that  last  year  we  heard  in 
this  House  very  sigoifieant  words,  words 
it  was  not  altogether  easy  to  measure 
the  effect  of,  but  words  which  evidently 
possessed  a  grave  significance.  They 
were  the  words  spoken  by  the  Prime 
Minister  in  the  debate  on  the  Address, 
and  they  indicated  no  unfriendly  dispo- 


sition of  that  demand  which  is  put  for- 
ward by  some  of  the  Lish  Party — 
namely,  the  demand  for  Home  Rule. 
We  never  clearly  got  what  the  meaning 
of  those  expressions  were ;  but  we  were 
ominously  reminded  of  them  by  some  of 
the  utterances  made  by  one  who  might 
be  supposed  to  be  in  the  confidence  of 
the  Pl-ime  Minister.  At  all  events,  it  is 
of  great  importance  that  we  should  ex- 
press our  opinion  that  that  is  not  the 
way  in  which  Ireland  is  to  be  governed. 
We  are  ready,  and  always  have  been 
ready,  to  consider  any  reasonable  pro- 
osals  that  may  be  made  for  the 
enefit  of  Ireland  in  any  way  in  which 
it  is  desired  that  her  wants  should  be 
met,  but  not  as  the  bribe  and  the  sop 
which  is  to  produce  quiet  and  peace. 
Peace  and  quiet  and  order  must  be  main- 
tained by  proper  and  legitimate  methods, 
and  not  by  the  offer  of  bribes  and  sops 
to  those  who  are  disorderly.  That  b^ng 
our  principle,  we  complained  of  the 
policy  adopted  at  the  time  when  the 
three  Members  were  released  from  con- 
finement, and  against  a  continuance  of 
that  policy  we  should  have  probably  had 
to  contend  last  Session  if  it  had  not 
been  for  the  tragic  events  which  occurred 
at  that  critical  moment..  We  have 
heard  in  the  oonrse  of  this  debate  of 
certain  contradictions  between  the  right 
hon.  member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster)  and  his  Colleagues,  in  regard  to 
what  was  done  exactly  at  the  time  when 
he  left  the  Government  about  the  Bill 
afterwards  introduced  and  known  as  the 
Crimes  Bill.  I  will  not  enter  into  the 
difficult  region  of  the  secrets  of  the 
Cabinet.  But  I  would  call  the  attention 
of  the  Honse  to  a  very  remarkable  cir- 
cumstance that  occurred  just  after  the 
resi^ation  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  just  before  the  atrocious  crime  which 
led  to  an  entire  alteration  in  the  policy 
of  the  Government.  On  the  5th  of 
May,  the  day  before  that  event  took 
place,  a  Question  was  put  to  the  Prime 
Minister  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Gid- 
way  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry).  The  hon. 
Member  said — 

*'  He  wished  to  address  a  QuoetioD  to  the 
Premier,  arising  out  of  the  hostile  Notice  of 
Motion  that  had  proceeded  from  the  Frout 
Opposition  Bench ;  ho  wished  to  ask  whether, 
considering  the  tneasuTes  the  Oovemment  con- 
templated in  regard  to  Treland  were  of  two 
kinds,  one  remedial,  and  the  other  coercive, 
the  Premier  would  consider,  hearing  in  mind 
the  two  Notices  of  Motion  which  were  given  on 
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the  Liberal  eide  of  the  Hoiue  previous  to  the 
Notice  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  oppoBite  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks- Beach),  the  desirahility  of  deal- 
tog  with  these  two  subjecto  sejiarately,  in  the 
hope  that  the  remedial  measures,  if  annouaced 
early  and  carried  quiclcly  into  execution,  mi^ht 
prevent  the  necessity  for  further  coercive 
moasnres  P  "—(3  Hamard,  [a6(>]  241.) 

That  is  to  say,  he  proposed,  after  the 
"  suspects"  had  been  released,  and  when 
the  Government  were  preparing  their 
measures,  ''thecoeroivemeasures  — that 
IB  to  eaj,  the  measures  for  strengthening 
the  law  should  be  put  off,  and  not  con- 
sidered, and  not  dealt  with,  in  the  hope 
that  no  coercive  measureswould  be  neces- 
sary at  all.  What  was  the  answer  of 
the  Prime  Minister  'i  His  answer  was 
this 

"  I  can  hardly  suppose,  Bir,  that  hon- 
Friend  the  Member  for  Glalway  (Mr.  Mitchell 
Henry)  has  put  this  Question  to  me  in  the 
expectation  of  receiving  an  immediate  answer. 
X  can  only  say  now  that  it  involves  a  matter  of 
very  great  oonsequence,  and  tiiat  we  are  sen- 
sible of  its  importance  and  do  not  make  light 
of  it.  Probably  either  in  the  course  of  the 
debate  on  Slonday  or  at  a  very  early  period  it 
will  bo  right  for  the  Government  to  give  the 
information  asked  tat."— {Ibid.  242.) 

Now,  Sir,  we  see  by  that  answer  the 
turning  point  of.  the  whole  affair.  Up 
to  themoment  when  the  "suspects"  were 
released  the  feeling  of  the  Qovemment 
was  against  giving  to  the  Irish  Secretary 
the  powers  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man their  Colleague  tiiought  necessary ; 
and  even  when  they  determined  to  pro- 
ceed without  him  with  measures  which 
they  considered  necessary,  they  were 
quite  ready  to  take  into  consideration 
whether  there  need  be  any  coercive  mea- 
sures at  all.  And  in  that  direction  they 
were  going,  relying  upon  what  they 
called  their  remedial  measures^that  is, 
the  further  extension  of  the  Land  Act, 
the  Arrears  BiH»  and  so  forth,  and 
putting  off  measures  for  maintaining  law 
and  order.  At  that  critical  moment 
came  the  terrible  event  which  occurred 
on  the  6th  of  May,  and  which  entirely 
reversed  the  feeling  of  the  House  and  of 
the  Government  itself,  and  led  totheadop- 
tion  of  more  ene^etio  steps,  and  to  that 
immediate  pressing  forward  of  that  very 
measnre  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
desired  to  have  and  .thought  essential, 
and  which,  as  far  as  we  con  judge,  with 
proper  zeal  and  application,  has  worked 
beneficially  for  Ireland.  We  have  a 
right,  therefore,  to  know  whether  the 
Government  remain  still  of  the  opinion 

8ir  Stafford  NotthwU 


to  which  they  were  brought  at  the  time 
when  they  took  that  more  energetio 
course.  But  when  we  be^n  to  ask 
questions  of  that  sort,  we  receive  answers 
of  a  perplexing  character.  The  Home 
Secretary  the  other  day,  when  speaking 
of  this  matter,  stated — "  Oh,  with  regard 
to  the  rdease  of  the  'suspects'  see  how 
wrong  you  were."  It  was  said  that  the 
release  of  the  "suspects"  would  weaken 
the  hands  of  the  (Government.  They  were 
released,  and  have  the  hands  of  the 
Government  been  weakened  7  No. 
But  what  helped  you  ?  It  was  not  the  re- 
lease of  the  "suBpects,"  but  the  passing 
of  the  measure  which  you  refused  to 
your  former  Colleague,  but  which  you 
have  now  granted.  We  are  told  that  we 
ought  not  now  to  be  going  into  these 
old  matters,  that  our  interest  ought  to  be 
for  the  present  and  future,  and  not  with 
the  past.  It  is  with  regard  to  the  future 
that  we  are  anxious.  It  is  quite  natural 
that  many  Members  should  have  said 
that  they  desired  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  should 
speak  out  and  tell  us  what  his  feeling 
and  views  are,  and  what  his  answer  is 
with  respect  to  those  matters  of  which  we 
have  heard  so  much  in  this  debate.  We 
were  anxious  and  desirous  to  hear  what 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
might  have  to  say.  But,  after  all,  we  must 
consider  that  that  is  not  a  matter  of  so 
much  importance  to  us  by  any  means  as 
what  the  Government  have  to  say.  We 
are  not  to  be  governed  according  to  the 
views,  more  or  less  criminal — we  may 
say,  more  or  less  subversive  of  order  and 
peace — that  may  be  held  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork.  We  do 
not  lie  at  the  mercy  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork.  We  con- 
sider that  we  are  looking  to  the  Gbrem- 
ment  to  protect  us,  and  we  are  anxious 
to  have  a  clear  and  distinct  expression  of 
opinion  from  them  as  to  what  their 
views  are  and  what  is  the  policy  under 
which  we  ore  tu  be  governed,  we  have 
no  doubt  that  they  will  proceed  upon 
the  principle  of  endeavouring  to  repress 
outrage,  and  maintun  the  law  as  they 
have  been  doing,  as  they  have  found 
themselves  able  to  do,  and  as  they  are 
bound  to  provide  efficient  instruments  to 
enable  them  to  do.  But  then  that  is  not 
enough.  We  do  not  fear  that  they  will 
keep  doing  that.  If  I  may  venture  upon 
an  Ulustratiou,  I  would  remind  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  of  an  illustration  in  the 
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PUffrim'i   Progrett.    The    pilgrim  ia 
fihown  a  great  fire  burning  against  a 
Trail,  and  while  some  were  eng^ed  in 
throwing  water  upon  it  to  put  it  out,  the 
fire  waa  still  burning  fiercely,  beoauae 
someone  else  behind  the   wall  .waa 
throwing  oil  npon  it.  We  hare  no  doubt 
that  they  will  throw  water  on  any  in- 
cendiarism that  may  exist  in  Ireland ; 
but  what  we  want  to  be  assured  is 
whether  they  will  not  be  stirring  up  the 
mischief  behind,  and  undoing  with  one 
hand  the  good  that  they  are  doing  with 
the  other.    I  cannot  but  remember  that 
the  two  points  which  were  so  frequently 
put  forward  by  the  Prime  Minister  that 
we  may  consider  them  as  the  cardinal 
points  of  the  policy  of  the  QoYemment 
were,  on  the  one  hand,  that  force  was 
no  remedy — that  is,  force  must  remain 
in,  the  hands  of  the  authoritiea  of  the 
country  for  the  purpose  of  putting  down 
misduef— while,  at  the  same  titde,  force 
in  the  hands  of  the  Revolutionary  Party 
was  the  remedy  l^ey  ought  to  apply  if 
they  wanted  to  draw  attention  to  their 
grievances.   We  trust  that  that  is  no 
longer  to  be  considered  the  policy  of  the 
Government.    We  trust  that  there  will 
be  much  greater  firmness  and  much 
greater  vigour  in  the  future.   I  will 
not  say  more  than  that,  because  I 
believe  that  at  the  present  time  the 
Lord   Lieutenant  and  Ohlef  Secretary 
are  administering  the  law  in  a  man- 
ner which  is  satisfactory,  and  which 
is  of  advantage  to  the  country.  But 
it  waa  easy  to  see  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  speech  to-night  that 
those  for  whom  he  speaks  cannot  but 
feel  anxiety  and  apprehension  lest  they 
should  be  impeded  and  embarrassed  in 
their  good  work  by  a  want  of  sympathy 
on  the  part  of  those  who  poaaeas  great 
influence  in  atirring  and  guiding  the 
Councils  of  the  Cabinet.    The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  referred  to  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Oollings), 
a  speech  powerful  in  itself,  good,  no 
doubt,  from  the  hon.  Member's  own 
point  of  view,  and  significant,  because  I 
believe  it  represents  the  feelings  of  others 
of  the  same  political  association  as  the 
hon.  Gentleman  himself;  and  whether 
there  are  any  such  Gentlemen  to  be 
found,  even  in  the  ranks  of  the  Cabinet, 
I  am  unable  to  say.    I  do  not  know 
whether  the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich, 
as  a  Kadical  of  Radicals,  is  raising  this 
cry  of  municipalities,  which  are  to  deal 


with  questions  of  local  government,  and 
are  to  be  the  better  way  of  settling  theae 
difficulties  than  meeting  the  real  wants 
of  the  country ;  but  if  this  is  to  be  the 
policy  pursued  by  the  Govemmoit,  if 
this  IB  the  line  recommended  to  them,  if, 
unfortunately,  it  should  turn  out  that 
the  leading  spirits  in  the  Government 
adoptthat  Tine,  I  venture  to  say  we  should 
be  doing  that  than  which  nothing  could 
be  more  inj  urious  and  more  fatal  to  the 
cauee  of  peace  and  order  and  tranquillity 
in  Ireland.  I  do  not  like  to  speak  much 
of  these  matters  in  the  absence  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the 
Government — I  would  far  rather  speak 
directly  in  his  presence ;  but  it  ia  impos- 
sible that  I  should  altogether  abstain 
from  making  the  remarks  which  I  have 
ventured  very  briefly  to  make  on  this 
subject.  I  fear,  indeed,  that  in  this  as 
in  other  measures  we  are  running  a  risk 
of  having  something  like  divided  ooun- 
s^  in  the  Government,  and  therefore 
weakened  action.  It  was  said  the  other 
day,  in  reference  to  another  Department 
of  policy,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Prime  Minister  had  succeeded  in 
establishing  nothing  but  instability.  I 
earnestly  hope  that  may  not  be  the  ver- 
dict which  posterity  will  pass  on  the  Irish 
policy  of  the  Government. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN:  Sir,  I  do  not 
think  it  is  necessary,  and  I  am  quite  sure 
that  it  would  not  be  agreeable  to  the 
House,  that  at  this  hour  I  should 
prolong,  to  any  considerable  length,  a 
debate  that  has  already  been  somewhat 
unexpectedly  protracted,  especially  aa 
my  noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  made  last  night  so  full  and 
complete  a  statement  that  I  am  not 
presumptuous  enough  to  think  that  I 
can  ada  to  it  anything  of  interest  or  im- 
portance. I  do  not  know  that  I  should 
have  troubled  the  Houae  at  all,  bnt  for 
the  fact  that  throughout  the  whole  of 
the  discussion  continual  allusions  have 
been  made  to  myself,  personal  allusions 
of  a  style  and  taste  to  which  I  think  the 
House  is  not  altogether  accustomed. 
But  challenges  have  been  thrown  out  to 
me  which  make  me  fear  that,  if  I  were 
entirely  silent,  my  silence  might  be  mis- 
interpreted and  attributed  to  a  division 
of  opinion  between  myself  and  my  Col- 
leagues. To  many  of  these  allusiona  I 
will  not  refer,  but  I  ask  the  Houae  to  bear 
with  me  for  a  few  moments  while  I  refer 
to  a  few  of  tho  accusations  which  have 

\_S»venih  KigH.^ 

Digitized  by  Google 


795  Addrett  in 

been  made  against  me  in  the  course.of 
the  debate.  The  first  accusation  of  which 
I  will  take  notice  was  formulated  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chatham 
(Mr.  Gorst)  at  the  outset  of  the  discus- 
sion, and  it  has  been  adopted  to  some 
extent  by  implication,  although  not  in 
the  same  personal  tone,  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down 
(Sir  Stafford  Northcote).  It  appears  to 
be  the  opinion  both  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst)  that 
the  Goremment,  in  the  course  of  this 
Irish  bunness,  bare  bad  three  separate 
policies ;  that  of  my  right'  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster)  up  to  tbe  beginning  of  April, 
1 882,  when  they  were  led  astray  by  the 
.insidious  persuasions  of  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  and  adopted  a 
policy  which  lasted  till  the  terrible  events 
in  the  Phoenix  Park ;  and  a  third  policy, 
which  consisted  of  a  reversal  of  the 
policy  of  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  and  reverting,  after  those  terrible 
events,  to  the  original  policy  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend.  In  the  view  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chatham 
(Mr.  Gorst),  the  Government,  like  the 
soul  in  the  old  myth,  were  constantly 
vaoillaiing  between  the  good  and  the 
aril  spirit,  the  good  spirit  being  that  of 
m;^  right  hon.  Friend,  and  the  evil 
spirit  that  of  bumble  self.  Well, 
in  all  this  there  is  a  modicum  of  truth ; 
how  small  a  modicum  I  hope  to  be  able 
to  satisfy  the  House.  It  is  true,  un- 
doubtedly, that  there  was  a  change  of 
policy  on  the  part  of  the  Government  in 
the  beginning  of  April,  1882— that  is  to 
say,  the  Government  became  themselves 
convinced  that  the  first  Coercion  Act  had 
not  been  entirely  and  completely  success- 
ful. They  came  to  the  conclusion  that 
it  would  not  be  their  duty  to  ask  the 
House  to  renew  that  Act,  and  they 
decided  to  substitute  for  it  a  measure 
which  tbey  hoped  would  do  much  to  re- 
move agrarian  discontent  in  Ireland, 
which  thjBy  thought  was  lai^ely  due  to  the 
ovictions  that  were  then  going  on  in  lai^e 
numbeora.  Throughout  these  evictions 
the  question  of  arrears  had  been  upper- 
most, and  they  believed  that  by  settling 
the  question  of  arrears  they  would  do 
much  to  remove  the  causes  of  agrarian 
discontent;  but  they  knew  that  they  had 
also  to  deal  with  secret  societies,  and  they 
thought  that  when  the  agrarian  discou- 
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tent  was  removed  the  machinations  of 
these  secret  political  societies  would  be- 
come more  dangerous  than  ever.  They 
were  therefore,  of  opinion  that  it  was  ne- 
cessary the  Executive  authorities  should 
be  armed  with  greater  powers  to  meet 
this  contingency.  That  was  the  opinion, 
not  of  a  part  of  the  Government,  but  of 
the  whole  Government,  and  of  every 
Member  of  the  Cabinet.  Every  Mem- 
ber of  the  Cabinet  was  at  the  time  in 
favour  of  some  measure  of  the  kind 
afterwards  introduced,  as  the  Prevention 
of  Crime  Bill.  Evenr  Member  of  the 
Government  was  in  fovouf  of  dealing 
with  arrears.  My  right  h<m.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster)  was  also  prepared  to  deal  with 
the  question  of  arrears.  Yet  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  Op- 
position, in  spite  of  contradictions  pre- 
viously given  to  a  similar  statement, 
repeated  again  to-night  the  assertion 
that  we — the  Members  of  the  existing 
Administration — had  refused  my  right 
hon.  Friend  a  measure  similar  to  the 
Prevention  of  Crime  Act. 

SiB  STAFFORD  NORTH(X>TE:  I 
said  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
so. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER  ;  I  am  sorry 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should 
misunderstand  me ;  I  distinctly  stated 
last  night  that  there  had  been  no  re- 
fusal. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE : 
The  words  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
used  were— "  I  could  not  get  the  powers 
which  I  wanted." 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER :  What  T  did 
say  was  that  I  could  not  get  the  Cabinet 
to  agree  with  me  that  a  Bill  conferring 
fresh  powers  should  be  passed  before 
the  imprisoned  Members  were  released ; 
but  I  also  stated  that  it  was  not  the  case 
that  there  had  been  any  refusal  to  pass 
such  a  measure. 

Mb.  CHAMBERLAIN :  All  that  is 
necessary  for  me  to  do  now  is  to  oon- 
fii-in  in  every  particular  the  statemmt 
which  has  been  made  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend.  [Cri«  of  "Which?"]  The 
statement  which  has  just  been  made. 
The  Cabinet  did  not  at  any  time  refuse 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ^e  powers  he 
asked  for ;  on  the  contrary,  the  Cabinet 
were  prepared  to  give  those  powers,  or 
their  equivalent ;  and  the  only  question 
between  us  was  as  to  the  exact  time  in 
the  Session  in  which  the  Bill  for  giving 
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those  powers  should  be  iDtrodnoed.  That 
is  really  rery  much  a  question  of  Parlia- 
mentary procedure,  which  does  not  ap- 
pear to  me  to  involve  any  very  large 
question  of  principle.  At  all  events,  be 
that  as  it  may,  it  was  clear  to  the  mind 
of  every  Member  of  the  Cabinet  at  the 
time  I  am  speaking  of  that  some  Bill  in 
the  nature  of  a  Onmes  Z^vention  Bill 
must  be  introduced  and  carried  in  that 
Session  oi  Parliament.  Now,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition has  been  good  enough  to  tell  us 
that  he  is  satisfied  with  our  present  con- 
duct ;  and  if  he  could  be  assured  that  we 
have  really  turned  over  a  new  leaf,  and 
have  entirely  abandoned  the  old  fallacies 
of  our  previous  administration,  he  will 
be  disposed  to  tender  us  the  support  and 
assistance  of  the  Conservative  Party. 
"Well,  Sir,  we  have  had  a  proof  to-night  of 
the  nature  of  the  support  and  assistance 
which  the  Conservative  Party  is  pre- 
pared to  tender  to  their  (^ponents  when 
it  agrees  with  them.  All  I  have  to  say 
is,  that  I  am  not  prepared.  Sir,  to  accept 
the  support  of  the  right  hon.  QeQtleman 
under  ulse  pretences.  We  have  not 
tnmed  over  any  new  leaf.  We  have 
not  abandoned  any  old  fallacies,  nor 
has  otir  policy  altered  from  what  it 
was  in  April,  1882.  On  the  contrary, 
we  have  never  swerved  from  it ;  it 
is  the  same  now  as  it  was  in  the 
beginning  of  April ;  and  the  terrible 
events  which  took  place  in  the  Phoenix 
Park,  although  they  altered  to  some  ex- 
tent the  order  of  our  Parliamentary  pro- 
ceedings, and  the  order  only,  did  not 
cause  the  slightest  change  in  our  policy. 
Then  the  next  accusation  is  that  at 
the  period  I  have  referred  to — that  is, 
from  the  middle  of  April — we  availed 
onrselveB  of  criminal  orp^anication  and 
of  the  services  of  criminals,  with  the 
view  of  securing  the  respect  for  the  law 
and  the  peace  of  the  country,  or,  as  it 
has  been  put  by  another  hon.  Member, 
we  employed  those  who  got  up  outrages 
to  help  to  put  them  down.  Whom  did 
we  employ  ?  Whom  did  we  employ  who 
had  got  up  outrages  to  help  to  put  them 
down  ?  All  of  those  accusations  rest 
upon  the  connection  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell) 
with  a  certain  Mr.  Sheridan,  who  was 
supposed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster)  to  have  been  engaged  in  the 
commianon  of  ontrages,  and  who  the 


hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  de- 
clared would  use  his  endeaTours  to  put 
down  outrage  and  secure  respect  Ibr  the 
law  in  the  West  of  Ireland.  Mr.  Sheri- 
dan's name  was  a  name  I,  for  one,  nevw 
heard  of  until  it  was  mentioned  in  con- 
nection with  the  Memorandum  which  mj 
rieht  hon.  Friend  circulated  among  the 
Members  of  the  Cabinet.  In  the  con- 
versations which  the  hon.  Gentieman 
the  Member  for  Clare  (Mr.  O'Shea) 
had  with  me,  he  never  mentioned  Sheri- 
dan at  all,  and  I  confess  I  have  always 
felt  a  difficulty  in  accepting  the  im- 
pression produced  upon  the  mind  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  by 
his  conversation  with  the  hon.-Mem- 
ber,  because  it  has  always  appeared 
to  me  BO  improbable  as  to  be  almost 
impossible  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  would  have  sent  a 
message  to  the  Government  to  say  that 
the  Land  League  was  a  conepirat^  for 
etting  up  outrages,  and  that  it  would 
e  in  future  employed  in  patting  ont- 
rages down.  It  really  is  to  mv  mind  too 
absurd  to  suppose  that  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  (Atj  of  Cork  were  in  posses- 
sion of  his  senses,  he  would  have  admitted 
that  the  Land  Leagae  was  a  conspiracy 
in  order  to  get  up  outrages ;  and  there- 
fore I  have  always  believed  that  ttiere 
must  have  been  tome  misapprehension 
either  in  the  mind  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Clare  (Mr.  O'Shea),  or  in  the  mind 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster).  But  passing  over 
that— I  think  myself  there  is  something 
in  the  argument,  but  I  am  going  to  give 
you  the  benefit  of  the  doubt— I  will 
grant,  for  the  sake  of  argument,  that  the 
services  of  Mr.  Sheridan  were  offered  to 
the  Government  in  order  to  assist  the 
Government,  and  I  grant  also  wlutt  at 
present  you  may  please  to  observe  has 
not  been  proved,  that  Mr.  Sheridan 
was  an  outrage-monger.  \^Laughter.'\ 
Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  laugh,  but  I 
myself  do  not  think  it  is  either  honour- 
able or  honest  to  condemn  a  man  on 
hearsay  who  has  not  been  tried.  As- 
suming, for  the  sake  of  argument,  that 
both  these  things  were  true,  what  I  have 
next  to  point  out  is  that  the  offer  was 
not  accepted,  and  I  have  further  to  say 
that  the  offer  was  not  entertained  or 
considered  for  one  moment.  There  was 
only  one  thing  which  was  in  the  view  of 
the  Government  at  the  time  of  these 
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transacttonR,  and  tbat  was  the  evideDce 
that  was  oflFered  hy  the  faon.  Member  for 
aare  (Mr.  O'Sbea)  of  the  state  of  mind 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Oitrof  Cork 
(Mr.  Paraell). 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHUECHILL : 
How  about  the  suppressed  passage  ? 

Mk.  chamberlain  :  It  is  impos- 
sible for  me  to  notice  all  these  inter- 
ruptions, as  I  am  afraid  they  would 
have  the  effect  of  compelling  me  to 
detain  the  House  longer  than  may  be 
agreeable.  I  say  that  at  this  time  we 
had  nothing  before  us  but  evidence  as 
to  the  state  of  mind  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  ;  and  we  had  to  con- 
sider whether,  with  the  evidence  which 
was  afforded  to  us  of  the  state  of  his 
mind  and  of  his  intention  not  to  break 
the  law,  but  to  assist  the  law,  we  had 
any  right  any  longer  to  keep  him  in 
detention  as  a  "suspect"  without  trial. 
AVo  came  to  the  conclusion  that  we  had 
not,  but  that  it  was  our  duty  to  release 
him ;  and,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  we  did 
release  him,  three  months  before  he 
must  have  been  released  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend. 

LoED  RANDOLPH  OHUBOHILL : 
How  about  Bavitt  ? 

Mp.  OHAMBEBLAIN:  That  was  the 
sole  effect  of  the  so-called  transaotions. 
The  hon.  Member  was  released  three 
months  before  be  must  have  been  released 
in  consequence  of  the  expiration  of  the 
Act.  Of  course,  I  include  with  him  Mr. 
Davilt  and  the  other  gentlemen  who  were 
released  at  the  same  time.  Just  con- 
sider for  a  moment  what  was  the  alter- 
native proposed  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Bradford.  He  told  the 
House  again  last  night,  as  he  told  us  on 
a  previous  occasion,  that  he  would  have 
been  perfectly  well  satisfied  to  release 
theso  gentlemen  if  ho  could  have  ob- 
tained one  of  three  things — either  that 
Ireland  should  have  been  quiet  and 
pacified,  and,  of  course,  that  was  not  ob- 
tainable at  that  moment,  though.  I  think 
the  release  of  the  "  suspects  "  materially 
f»>ntribnted  to  the  subsequent  pacifica- 
tion of  the  country ;  the  second  condition 
with  which  he  would  have  been  satisfied 
was  that  the  Grimes  Bill,  or  some  similar 
measure,  should  have  been  first  passed ; 
but  the  third  condition  was  tbat  we 
fhonld  have  got  from  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  a  public  assurance 
tbat  it  was  not  his  intention  to  break 
the  law.    The  Prime  Minister  explained 
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at  the  time  that  we  did  not  think  that 
we  had  a  right  to  subject  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  a  demand  which  was  practioally 
a  demand  for  his  self-humiliation.  If 
we  had  followed,  I  will  not  say  the  ad- 
vice, but  the  opinion  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  we  should  have  done  the  thing 
for  which  hon.  and  right  hon.  Qentle- 
men  opposite  are  now  blaming  us — we 
should  have  entered  into  negotiations. 
If  we  had  suoceeded  in  obtaining  from 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Oity  of  Oork 
such  an  assurance  we  should  have  made 
a  treaty ;  and  in  that  case  you  would 
have  been  justified  in  speaking  of  the 
negotiations  as  the  Kilmainham  Treaty. 
I  want  to  consider  for  one  or  two 
moments  the  object  of  the  Amendment 
before  the  House,  or  rather  what  will 
be  the  effect  of  the  Amendment,  because 
it  is  always  invidious  to  impute  motives. 
One  effect,  of  course,  will  be  to  dis- 
credit the  Government,  and  that  is,  per- 
haps, not  an  altogether  improper  object 
for  an  Opposition.  Another  effect  will 
be  to  delay  the  progress  of  Buaiaess,  and 
to  prevent  the  passing,  during  this  Ses- 
sion, of  those  practical  measnrea  which 
the  Government  have  pat  in  their  pro- 
gramme and  which  the  country  have 
set  their  hearts  upon.  These  are  the 
evident  and  immediate  effects  of  such  an 
Amendment  as  this,  and  of  the  protracted 
discussion  which  has  taken  place  upon 
it.  But  there  will  be  also  less  direct 
results.  We  are  told  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  borough  of  Eye  (Mr.  Ashmead- 
Bartlett)  that  the  object  of  this  Amend- 
ment is  to  strengthen  the  Party  of  order 
against  the  Party  of  disorder  in  the 
Cabinet.  Hear,  hear  !  "]  The  cheer 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Portsmouth 
(Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff)  reminds  me 
that  he  adopted  that  theory.  [Sir  H. 
DEUHMOsn)  Wolff:  I  scud  it/}  The 
hon.  Member  claims  to  have  originated 
the  cry.  I  cannot  admit  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's claim  to  originality,  but  X  admit 
that  he  adopted  it  and  made  it  his  own, 
and  that  he  bettered  it  by  the  extra- 
ordinary language  with  which  he  ac- 
companied it.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Portsmouth  «mado  charges  which  are 
so  wild  that  I  really  do  not  think  I  am 
called  upon  to  reply  to  them.  He 
charged  me  with  countenancing  outrage 
in  order  to  pass  Liberal  measures.  That 
is  a  charge  which,  whether  made  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Portsmouth  or  anybody 
else,  I  treat  with  entire  contempt.  I 
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hare  been  called  upon  to-night  to  answer 
for  the  opinions  expressed  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr. 
OoUinga).  I  hare  also  been  called  to 
aeoonnt  for  articles  which  have  appeared 
in  3%s  Poll  Mail  QmstU.  I  have  a  great 
reepeot,  I  have  a  great  regard  for  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Ipawicn 
(Mr.  OoUings),  as  I  have  also  for  the 
editor  of  Tha  Pall  Mall  ffawWa— Mr. 
John  Morley.  Bat  I  do  think  it  is  rather 
too  hard  that  I  am  to  be  made  account- 
able for  all  the  opinions  of  two  gentle- 
men who  are  among  the  most  indepen- 
dent men  in  the  Kingdom.  I  am  no  more 
responsible  for  what  they  may  think 
than  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Woodstock  (Lord  Eandolph  Churchill), 
who  has  invited  me  to  clear  myself,  is 
roBponsible  for  everything  that  appears 
in  Vanity  Fair,  or  some  other  of  the 
Society  journals  to  which  he  is  believed 
to  be  an.  occasional  contributor.  Well, 
then,  Sir,  it  has  been  asserted  again  and 
again  that  I  have  been  a  party  to  in- 
tri^es  within  the  Cabinet,  having  for 
their  o^ect  the  expulsion  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Bradford 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster).  It  seems  to 
me  that  such  a  charge  pays  a  poor 
compliment  to  my  CoUeaguee  in  the 
Cabinet  and  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford,  who  is  not  a  man  to  be  ex- 
pelled by  unworthy  intrigues.  For  my 
part,  I  am  content  with  the  statement 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  himself  that 
while  he  was  in  the  Cabinet  he  was 
loyally  supported  by  all  his  Colleagues ; 
and  I  have  only  to  add  that  any  commu- 
nication addressed  to  me  with  reference 
to  the  transaction  known  as  the  Kil- 
mainham  transaction  was  communicated 
by  me  instantly  to  my  right  hon.  Friend, 
who  was  as  much  a  party  to  all  that 
took  place  during'  the  time  tiiat  he  was  a 
Member  of  the  Cabinet  as  I  was  myself. 
If  ever  I  had  any  difference  &om  him  I 
never  hesitated  to  tell  him  so  foirly  to 
his  face.  I  should  have  been  ashamed 
to  have  been  a  party  to  anything  like 
backstairs  intrigues,  liie  fact  was  that, 
in  a  Cabinet  of  13  persons,  12  out  of  13 
were  in  favour  of  the  prisoners  being  re- 
leased, and  one  was  against  it.  That  was 
the  sole  difference  of  opinion.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  says — "  I  knew  Ireland, 
and  they  did  not."  But  my  right  hon. 
Friend  was  not  the  only  man  who  knew 
Ir^ud.  The  release  of  the  "  suspects  " 
was  supported  by  Lord  Spencer,  whose 

TOL.  OOLXXVL   [tbxkd  asaiu.] 


23,  1883)         GraeioHt  Speech.  802 

administration  you  are  Batisfied  with 
now;  by  Lord  Eimberley,  who  had 
also  been  the  authority  of  the  Engl^h 
Qovemment  in  Ireland ;  by  my  noble 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
who  had  conducted  the  administration 
in  Ireland  during  a  time,  perhaps,  as 
much  troubled  as  the  present ;  and  also 
by  Lord  Carlingford,  a  previous  Chief 
Secretary.  I  say  that  we  were  entitled 
to  set  the  opinions  of  four  Members  of 
the  Cabinet,  who  knew  Ireland  at  least 
as  well  as  he  did,  against  his  judgment. 
Well,  now,  Sir,  there  is  one  other  object 
which  has  been  perfectly  evident  through- 
out the  whole  course  of  this  debate. 
That  is  the  desire  on  the  part  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  todiscredit  thepolicy 
of  conciliation  to  Ireland — to  take  ad- 
vantage of  the  excitement,  of  the  natural 
indignation  which  is  caused  by  the  dis- 
covery  in  Dublin  of  the  assassination 
conspiracy  in  Ireland,  and  they  try  to 
divert  that  indignation  so  as  to  cause  the 
whole  people  of  Irdaad  to  suffer  for  it. 
It  seems  to  me  that  there  can  be  nothing 
more  unstatesmanlike  than  to  refuse 
justice  to  Ireland  because  a  horde  of 
assassins  have  been  unmasked  in  Dub- 
lin. We  are  told  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  junior  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
Gibson)  that  we  are  to  rely  entirely  on 
the  Crimes  Act.  [Mr.  Gibson  :  I  made 
no  such  statement.]  I  say  the  whole 
effect  of  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman— and  I  will  be 
judged  by  those  who  heard  it  — was  to 
show  that  at  this  time  it  was  only  by 
firm  administration  of  that  Act,  and 
not  by  remedial  measures, '  that  the 
difficulty  in  Ireland  could  properly  be 
dealt  with.  Well,  Sir,  I  say  that  the 
Crimes  Aet  is  for  assassins;  it  is  not 
for  the  people  of  Ireland.  When  the 
conspirators  nave  been  erushed  out,  what 
are  we  to  do  fOT-the  Irish  people  ?  How 
are  we  to  meet  the  discontent  which  it 
is  admitted  still  prevails  there?  Does 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man really  think  it  is  passible  we 
can  go  on  governing  Ireland  perma- 
nently by  a  system  of  absolute  repree- 
eion  and  nothing  else  ?  How  long  will 
such  a  policy  bear  the  test  of  expe- 
rience ?  How  long  is  England's  danger 
to  be  Ireland's  opportunity?  How  long 
do  you  suppose  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try would  tolerate  a  policy  which  in- 
volves, as  I  have  suggested  in  another 
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place,  the  existence  of  a  Poland  within 
four  hours  of  our  efaoree  ?  I  say  that  a 
policy  of  that  kind  will  break  down  in 
practice,  as  it  deserves  to  break  down ; 
and  thus  you  will  be  once  more  face  to 
face  with  what  has  been  truly  called  the 
greatest  problem  of  our  time.  If  your 
only  remedy  for  Irish  discontent  is  repres- 
uon,  then,  I  say,  you  hare  a  rifrht  to  be 
dissatisfied  with  the  policy  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Gorerament.  But  the  policy  of 
Her  Majesty's  GoTomment  remains  what 
it  always  has  been,  a  two-fold  policy — a 
two-fold  policy  of  firm  repression  of  crime 
and  outrage,  and,  at  the  same  time,  a 
persistent  search  for  the  causes  of  crime 
and  outrage,  together  with  a  patient  en- 
deavour to  remove  them.  If  you  are 
dissatisfied  with  that  policy,  you  are 
right  to  do  your  best  to  turn  us  out  of 
Office.  No  other  policy  will  we  remain 
to  carry  out.  We  believe  that  any  other 
policy  would  be  impracticable,  and,  if  it 
were  possible,  that  it  would  be  immoral, 
unjust,  and  altogether  unworthy  of  the 
Qovemment  of  a  free  people. 

Mb.  BAIKES  said,  he  did  not  wish 
to  stand  for  more  than  a  few  momenta 
between  the  House  and  a  Division. 

MB.8PSAEER:  I  must  remind  hon. 
Members  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
is  in  poseesaion  of  the  House,  and  is  en- 
titled to  be  heard. 

Mb.  SAIKES  said,  he  thought  the 
speech  they  had  just  listened  to  required 
one  or  two  words  of  protest  from  that 
side  of  the  House.  He  considered  they 
were  indebted  to  the  right  hon.  G^entle- 
man  for  having  put  the  question  in  a 
form  which  it  would  be  in  the  power  of 
anyone  to  answer  in  a  very  few  words, 
by  saying  that  the  issue  had  been  mis- 
placed. They  had  been  anxious  through- 
out the  whole  of  the  discussion  to  reach 
the  right  hon.  Qentieman,  because  it 
was  the  desire  of  the  whole  House  to 
ascertain  which  had  been  the  master 
mind  of  the  Cabinet  during  these  diffi- 
cult and  tortuous  negotiations.  The  right 
hpn.  Gentieman  had  at  last  disdoaed 
himself,  and  shown  himself  to  the  coun- 
tiT  to  be  the  apologiet  of  that  policy 
which,  by  this  Amendment,  it  was 
■ought  to  impugn.  He  would  only  cite 
from  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman two  or  three  sentences,  in  order 
to  indicate  where  the  line  was  to  be 
drawn  between  the  policy  which  he  un- 
derstood vas  supported  on  that  side  of 
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the  House,  and  the  policy  whi<^  was 
recommended  by  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said  he  did  not  consider  it 
honourable  or  honest  to  believe  a  man 
to  be  an  outrage-monger  until  it  was 
proved ;  and  that  remark  seemed  to 
afford  a  key  to  the  whole  question. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  not 
prepared  to  accept  the  statement  of 
his  own  Oollei^e,  who  waa  familiar 
with  all  the  circumstances,  and  who  had 
had  the  whole  of  this  case  before  him 
day  and  night  for  two  anxious  years, 
unless  that  statement  were  made  the 
subject  of  judicial  investigation.  He 
(Mr.  Baikes)  said  that  to  bring  to  the 
government  of  a  great  country  a  mind 
like  that  was  characteristic  of  such  a  man 
as  had  never  sat  in  a  Cabinet  before. 
There  was  another  remark  made  use  of 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  which  did 
much  more  credit  to  his  humanity  than 
to  his  discretion.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  pleased  to  tell  the  House  that 
he  was  desirous  of  seeing  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  was  not 
exposed  to  any  humiliation ;  and  so,  in 
order  to  save  the  hon.  Member  anything 
in  the  nature  of  self-humiliatioB,  A,e 
country  was  to  be  exposed  to  the  danger 
which  attended  his  release,  under  the 
circumstances  with  which  they  were  ac- 
quainted. Another  point  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  made  was  this — that  if 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
had  carried  out  the  demands  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Brad- 
ford, if  he  had  made  any  public  declara- 
tion of  his  willingnese  to  submit  himself 
to  the  law  and  order,  it  would  have 
constituted  a  treaty.  He  (Mr.  Baikes) 
wished  the  House  to  note  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  shrank  from  anything 
like  a  public  treaty.  What  he  preferred 
was  a  secret  treaty.  The  House  had 
been  accustomed  to  hear  a  great  deal 
in  the  days  of  the  late  Government  of 
secret  diplomacy ;  and  he  was  happy  to 
find  that  the  right  hon.  Gentieman  had 
studied  sufiSciently  in  the  school  of  pdi- 
tics  to  know  that  be  must  negotiate  in 
a  secret  manner  anything  whiui  he  be- 
lieved to  be  desirable  for  his  country's 
government.  The  right  hon.  Gentieman 
said  he  treated  with  contempt  the  chargea 
of  countenancing  outrages,  and  it  was 
an  easy  thing  for  him  to  do  that.  But 
that  night  they  had  seen  othws  besides 
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the  right  hon.  Gentleman  treating  those 
ohaiges  irith  contempt  —  namely,  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Cify  of  Cork,  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Longford  (Mr. 
Justin  M'Carthy).  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  entirely  at  one  with  his  for- 
mer negotiators  in  that  respect ;  and 
that  led  him  (Mr.  Raikes)  to  the  point 
which  he  wished  the  Honae  and  the 
country  to  understand — that  was  to  say, 
t^at  the  question  as  between  the  right 
hon.  d-entleman  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  was  only  one  of 
degree.  The  House  regarded  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  as  a  man 
who  had  not  f  ally  explained  his  rela- 
tions with  the  outrage-moiwera  of  the 
West ;  and  tiiey  must  regard  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  as  a  man 
who  preferred  rather  to  treat  with  con- 
tempt than  to  explain  his  relations  with 
the  hon.  Member.  Eren  if  they  had 
not  heard  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bradford, 
and  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork,  the  supporters  of  the  pre- 
sent Amendment  would  find  sufficient 
justification  for  the  course  they  had  pur- 
sued in  the  statement  of  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  that  he  also  de- 
clined to  offer  any  explanation  of  con- 
duct which  the  whole  country  had  con- 
demned. It  was  enough  for  his  object 
to  have  fixed  that  upon  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  The  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  went  on  to  state  that  Gentle- 
men on  those  Benches  desired  to  dis- 
credit a  policy  of  conciliation  towards 
Ireland;  but  he  said  that  their  desire 
was  to  discredit  a  policy  of  concession — 
two  very  different  things.  He  asked 
whetlner  there  had  ever  been  a  Qo- 
vernment  drawn  from  Parties  on  either 
side  of  the  House  that  had  not  shown  a 
spirit  of  conciliation  to  Ireland  ;  but  it 
had  been  reserved  for  the  present  Go- 
vernment to  pursue  towards  that  country 
a  policy  which  it  was  to  be  hoped  would 
remain  unique  in  the  annals  of  the 
country — namely,  that  of  making  con- 
cession to  outrage.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  divided  the  Irish  policy  of 
the  Government  into  two  parts,  and 
identified  it,  first,  with  the  policy  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford,  and,  secondly,  with  that  of 
the  present  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Li^tttenant;  but  he  had  forgotten  that 
tiwre  was  one  week  between  the  ria- 
tirement  of  the  former  and  the  ap- 


pointment of  the  latter  right  hon.  Oen- 
tleman,  during  which  time  neither  of 
them  were  responsible,  and  in  which 
the  responsibility  of  governing  Ireland 
must  be  divided  between  the  Cabinet 
and  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Clare  (Mr.  O'Shea).  The  House 
had  not  lost  sight  of  that  fact,  and 
they  also  took  note  that  at  the  time  at 
which  the  hon.  Member  was  sent  on  his 
mission  there  were  three  distinguished 
prisoners  within  the  walls  of  Kilmain- 
ham.  They  also  noted  the  fact  that 
there  was,  at  the  present  time,  when 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
had  ceased  to  exercise  his  influence 
over  the  people  of  Ireland,  another 
Member  of  the  House  within  the  walls 
of  an  Irish  prison,  and  it  might  be  that 
in  a  few  weeks  or  months  wey  would 
hear  of  some  further  negotiations  car- 
ried on  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Wex- 
ford (Mr.  Healy),  now  in  confinement. 
\^Interruption».'\  He  regretted  that,  owing 
to  the  uproar  occasioned  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers below  the  Gangway,  it  was  impos- 
sible for  him  to  do  otherwise  than  take 
a  course  which  he  should  not  have  taken 
under  other  circumstances — namely,  to 
move  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 

—{Mr.  Raikei.) 

The  Mabquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
I  trust  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
not  think  it  necessary  to  persevere  with 
luB  Motion  for  Adjournment,  considering 
the  hour  (12.40),  and  the  period  over 
which  the  debate  has  extended.  Al- 
though the  House  has  shown  some  signs 
of  impatience  while  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tieman  was  making  his  observations, 
yet  I  believe  he  has  1>een  able  to  place 
before  the  House  with  tolerable  clear- 
ness some  of  the  views  he  desired  to 
express  with  reference  to  the  speech  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade ;  and  having  regard 
to  the  inconvenience  which  would  result 
from  the  adoption  of  his  proposal,  I 
venture  to  hope  that  it  will  not  be 
pressed. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE :  I 
quite  sympathize  with  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  but  I  think  it  would  be  very  in- 
convenient to  the  House  to  press  this 
Motion.  My  right  hon.  Friend  had  a 
perfect  right  to  a  fair  hearing,  and  it 
would  not  have  been  for  a  very  long 
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time ;  but  the  interruptions,  of  course, 
made  him  speak  all  the  slower.  I 
would  ask  him  howeTer,  not  to  press 
this  Uotion. 

Kb.  BAIKEd  said,  that,  having  had 
opportunity  of  ascertaining  that  hon. 
Members  opposite  were  able,  under  cer- 
tain circumstances,  to  abstain  from  in- 
terrupting a  speaker,  he  should  be 
happy  to  withdraw  his  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrQum, 

.  The  MAEQUEsa  of  HARTINGTON  : 
Before  you,  Sir,  put  the  Question  from 
the  Chair,  perhaps  the  House  will  allow 
me  to  make  a  very  short  statement  by 
way  of  personal  explanation  in  reference 
to  a  matter  upon  which  there  was  some 
difference  of  opinion  between  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Bradford 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  and  myself  last 
night.  I  do  this  because  I  think  it  ex- 
tremely desirable  that  in  relation  to 
matters  of  the  character  of  the  difference 
between  my  right  hon.  Friend  and  my- 
self, although  they  may  not  be  of  first 
importance,  the  greatest  possible  accu- 
racy should  be  observed.  I  have  had 
an  opportunity  to-day  of  making  inquiry 
of  my  Colleagues,  and  of  referring  to 
dates ;  and  I  find  that  my  right  hon. 
Friend  was  perfectly  accurate  in  stating 
that  the  Committee  for  the  considera- 
tion of  the  proposals  he  had  submitted 
to  the  Government  on  the  subject  of  a 
Bill  for  the  better  repression  of  crime  in 
Ireland  was  not  appointed  until  the  day 
of  his  resignation.  But  I  have  also  been 
confirmed  in  my  recollection  that  the 
introduction  and  passing  of  a  measure 
for  that  purpose  had  bMn  accepted  by 
the  Cabinet.  I  find  that  Lord  Spencer, 
who  had  accepted  the  Office  of  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  some  days  before 
the  resignation  of  my  ri^t  hon. 
Friend,  had,  as  was  natural,  asked  for 
some  explicit  assurances  upon  cer> 
tain  points.  Among  these  was  the 
subject  under  discussion,  and  he  had 
been  definitely  informed  of  the  inten- 
tions of  the  Government  in  regard  to 
the  passing  of  this  measure.  I  also 
find  that  the  intentions  of  the  Govern- 
ment with  regard  to  that  matter  were 
announced  in  this  House  on  the  2ud  of 
May  by  the  Prime  Minister  simulta- 
neously with  the  announcement  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend's  rengnation.  The 
words  of  my  right  hon.  Frioid  the 
Prime  Minister,  were  theso — 

Sir  Stafford  KorthwU 


"  So  Boon  as  the  neceasuy  Busineae  of  the 
House  of  Commons  -will  permit,  to  shall  ask 
leave  to  ioiroduce  a  Bill  to  strengthen  the 
(ffdinsry  Isw.  ...  No  port  of  the  Business 
annonnced  in  the  Queen's  Speech  will  be  allowed 
to  interfere  with  the  porpose  I  have  just  de- 
scribed—namely, to  satisfy  what  we  conceive  to 
be  the  demands  of  the  necessity  with  re^rd  to 
future  legal  provision  ior  peace  and  tranquillity 
and  the  enforcement  of  the  law  in  Ireland.  I 
may  add  that  we  are  now  engaged  in  amtderinr 
the  details  of  this  measure.  —(3  JXsRMnf,  [368] 
ld68-9.) 

This  statement  was  made  by  the  Prime 
Minister,  and  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Bradford  explained  the 
cause  of  his  resignation  two  days  before 
the  4th  of  May,  and  four  days  before 
the  assassinations  in  Phcenix  Park. 

Question  pat,  "  That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

The  House  dmd«i:~A.jw  359; 
Noes  176:  Majority  83. 


ATES. 


Acland,  C.  T.  D. 
Ap^ew,  W. 
Ainsworth,  B. 
Allen,  H.  G. 
Anderson,  Q. 
Arnold,  A. 
Asher,  A. 
Ashley,  hon.  E.  M. 
Balfour,  Sir  G. 
Balfour,  J.  B. 
Balfour,  J.  S. 
Barclay,  J.  W. 
Baring,  Viscount 
Barnes,  A. 
Barran,  J. 
Bass,  Sir  A. 
Bass,  H. 

Baxter,  rt.  hon.  W.  E. 
Biddolph,  M. 
Blake,  J.  A. 
Blennerhassett,  Sir  R. 
Bolton,  J.  O. 
Borhise,  W.  C. 
Brand.  H.  R. 
Brassey,  Sir  T. 
Brett,  R.  B. 
Briggs,  W.  E. 
Bright,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Bright,  J.  (Manohester) 
Broadhurst,  H. 
Brogden,  A. 
Bruce,  rt.  hon.  Lord  C. 
Bruce,  hon.  B.  P. 
Bryce,  J. 
Buchanan,  T.  R. 
Buszard,  M.  C. 
Butt,  C.  P. 
Caine,  W.  8. 
Cameron,  0. 
Campbell,  Sir  G. 
Campbell,  R.  F.  F. 
Campbell-  Bannennan, 
H. 

Carbutt,  £.  U. 


Carington,  hon.  R. 
Cartwright,  W.  C. 
Canston,  R  E. 
Cavendish,  Lord  G. 
Ohamherlain,  rt.  hn.  J. 
Cheetham,  J.  F. 
Childera,  rt.  bn. 
Clarke,  J.  C. 
Cohen,  A. 

Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  B. 
Ceilings,  J. 
Collins,  G. 

Coltburst,  Col.  D.  La  T. 
Corbett,  J. 
Cotes,  0.  a 
Courtauld,  G. 
Courtney,  L.  H. 
Cowen,  J. 

Cowper,  hon.  H.  F. 
Copper,  J. 
Cnws,  J.  K. 
Orum,  A. 
Cunlifio.  Sir  K.  A. 
Currie,  Sir  D, 
Bavey,  H. 
Davie8,B. 
Dickson,  T.  A. 
Dilke,  rt.hn.^aW. 
Dodson,  rt  hon.  J.  0-. 
Duff,  R.  W. 
Ebringtoo,  '^sooont 
Edwards,  H. 
Edwards,  P. 
Egerton,  Adm.  hon.  F. 
Elliot,  hon.  A.  R.  O. 
Fairbaim,  Sir  A. 
FarquhaiBon,  Dr.  B. 
Fay,  C.  J. 

Ffolkes,  Sir  W.  H.  B. 
Fiodlater,  W. 
Firth,  J.  P.  B. 
Fitsmanrice,  Lord  E. 
Fitzwilliam,  hon.  W./. 
Flower,  C. 
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FoQaiDbe.  C.  G.  8. 
Fdjambe,  F.  J.  8. 
Fontar,  rt.  hon.  W.  E. 
Fonter,  Sir  O. 
Fort.fi. 
Fovln,  H.  H. 
Fowlor,  W. 
Fry,  L. 
Fr7,T. 
Qivan,  J. 
OIad>toiM»  H.  J. 
OladBtono,  W.  H. 
Oordcm,  Sir  A. 
Gordon,  Lord  D. 
Goschen,  rt.  hon.  G.  J. 
Goorley,  E.  T. 
Gower,  hon.  E.  F.  L. 
Gnfton,  F.W. 
Gnat,  A. 
Grant,  J>. 
Grant,  Sir  G.  M. 
Grov,  A.  H.  G. 
Goeet,  M.  J. 
Gurdon,  R.  T. 
Hamilton,  J.  G.  C. 
H«rcourt,  rt  hon.  Sir 

W.  Q.  V.  V. 
Hardcastle,  J.  A. 
Hartiugton,  Haiti,  tA 
HaBting^  G.  W. 
HaytM-.  8b-  A.  D. 
HenderBon,  F. 
Henchc^.  Sir  F. 
HiblMrt,  J.  T. 
mi,  T.K. 
Holdcm,  I. 
Holland,  8. 
HoUond,  J.  E. 
Holmt,  J. 
Hop«ood,  0.  H. 
Howard,  B.  8. 
Howirdi,  J. 
Hlingwcnth,  A. 
Indearwick,  F.  A. 
Jameo,  C. 
James,  Sir  H. 
James,  Vf.  H. 
JenUnSr  D.  J. 
JohnKm,  E. 
Jones-Parry,  L. 
Laboactiere,  H. 
Laing,  S. 

Lambton.  hoa.  F.  W. 
Lawrence,  Sir  J.  0. 
lawronoo,  W. 
Lea,T. 
L«ake,B. 
Laatham,  W.  H. 
Lee,  H. 

Lafane,  rt.  hii.0.  J.  S. 
Lloyd.  &I. 
Lnbbock,  Sir  J. 
Losk,  Sir  A. 
Lymington,  Yitcoant 
M* Arthur,  A. 
M'Arthur,  Sir  W. 
M'Clore,  Sir  T. 
U'Coan,  J.  0. 

H'EemuL,  Sir  J.  N. 
Mackie,  K.  B. 
Uaekintosb,  a  F. 
»<La^F. 
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M'lAren.  C.  6.  B. 
MacliTcr.  P.  S. 
M'Minmee,  J.  Gr. 
Uaitland.  W.  F. 
Mappio,  F.  T. 
Haijoribanks.  E. 
Marriott,  W.  T. 
Martin,  P. 
Martin,  R.  B. 
HaBkelyne,M.H.S«ory- 
Meldon,  C.  H. 
UoUor,  J.  W. 
Monk,  C.  J. 
MoretoQ,  Lord 
Morgan,  rt.  hon.  G.  O. 
Morley,  A. 
Horley,  8. 

Mand«]la,rt.hoii.A.  J. 

Nicholson.  W. 

Noel,  E. 

Nolan,  Colonel  J.  P. 
O'Beime,  Goloasl  F. 
O'Shaughnossy,  R. 
O'Shea,  W.  H. 
Otway,  Sir  A. 
Paget,  T.  T. 
PaSner.  C.  M. 
Palmer,  G. 
Palmsr,  J.  H. 
Parker.  C.  8. 
Pease.  A. 
Pease,  Sir  J.  W. 
Peel.  A.  W. 
Pender,  J. 
Poinii^fton.  F. 
Playfair,  rt.  hon.  L. 
Fort«r,  A.  M. 
Portman,hn."W".H.B. 
PottCT,  T.  B. 
Powell,  W.  K.  H. 
Pnlley.  J. 
Balli,  P. 
Bamsdeo,  Sir  J. 
Bathbone,  W. 
Beed,  Sir  K  J. 
Beid,  K.  T. 
Biohard,  H. 
BichardKm,' J'.  N. 
Richardson.  T. 
Roberts,  J. 
Bobortson,  H. 
Rogers.  J.  £.  T. 
Bothschild.  SirN.M.ds 
Boundell,  C.  S. 
BoBsell,  Lord  A. 
Rnasell.  a 
Bnssell,  G.  W.  E. 
Bylanda,  P. 
SamuolsoD,  B. 
Samaelaon,  H. 
Seely,  C.  (Lincoln) 
Seely.G.  (Nottingham) 
Sellar.  A.  O. 
Shaw,  T. 
Sheridan,  H.  B. 
Shield,  H. 
Simon,  Serjeant  J. 
Sinclair,  Sir  J.  G.X. 
Smith,  B. 
Smith.  8. 

Stanley,  hon.  E.  L. 
Stansf eld,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Stanton,  W.  J. 


Stevenson,  J.  C. 
Stewart,  J. 
Summers,  "W. 
Talbot,  0.  It.  M. 
Tavistock,  Marquess  of 
Taylor,  P.  A. 
Tennant,  C. 
Thompson,  T.  C. 
TiUett,  J.  H. 
Tracy,  hon.  P.  8.  A. 

Hanlmry- 
Trevelyan,  rt  hn.  0. 0. 
Villiers,  rt.  hon.  C.  P. 
Vivian,  A.  P. 
Vivian,  Sir  H.  H. 
Waddy,  8.  D. 


Walter,  J. 
Waterlow,  Sir  S.  H. 
WhaUey,  G.  H. 
Whitbiead.  S. 
Wbitwartli,  B. 
Wiggin.H. 
WilliamB.  S.  0.  E. 
■Williamson,  8. 
Willis,  W. 
Wilson,  C.  H. 
Woodall,  W. 
WooU,S. 

TBLLBBI. 

GroBvenor.  Lord  B. 
Eensmgton,  liord 


NOES. 


Alexander,  Oolonel 
AIlsopp,  C. 
Amherat.  W.  A.  T. 
Archdale,  W.  H. 
Ashmead-Bartlett,  E. 
Aylmer,  J.  E.  F. 
BaUey,  Sir  J.  E. 
Balfour,  A.  J. 
Barttelot,  Sir  W.  B. 
Bateson,  Sir  T. 
Beach,rt.hon.  SirM.H. 
Beach,  W.  W.  B. 
Bective,  Earl  of 
Bentinck,  rt.  hon.  G.  C. 
Beresford.  G.  De  la  P. 
Birkbeck,  E. 
Blackbume,  Col.  J.  I. 
Boord,  T.  W. 
Bourke,  rt.  hon.  B. 
Brise,  Colonel  E. 
Brodrick,  hon.  W.  St. 

J.  F. 
Brooke,  Lord 
Brymer,  W,  E. 
Bnlwer.  J.  B. 
Bu^hley,  Lord 
Bumaby,  General  E.  8. 
Buxton,  Sir  E.  J. 
Oampbell.  J.  A. 
Garden.      B.  W. 
Cecil,  Lord  E.  H.B.G. 
Chaine,  J. 
Chaplin,  H. 
Christie,  W.  L. 
Churchill,  Lord  E. 
Clarke,  E. 

CUve,  Col.  hon,  G.  W. 
Cobbold,  T.  C. 
Coddington,  W. 
Compton.  F. 
Coope,  O.  E. 
Corry,  J.  P. 
Cotton,  W.  J.  B. 
Cross,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R.  A. 
Cubitt,  rt.  hon.  G. 
Dalrymple.  C. 
Davenport,  H.  T. 
Davenport,  W.  B. 
Dawnay,  Col.  bn.  L.  P. 
Dawnay,  hon.  G.  0. 
De  Worms,  Baron  H. 
Digby,  Col.  hon.  E. 
Dixon-Uartland,  F.  D. 
Donaldson-Hudson,  C 


Douglas,  A.  Aken- 
Dyke,  rt.hn.ffirW.H. 
Eaton,  H.  W, 
Ecroyd,  W.  F. 
Egerton,  hon.  A.  F. 
Elcho,  Lord 
Emlyn,  Viscount 
Ewing,  A.  0. 
Feilden,Major.General 

R.  J. 
Fellowee,  W.  H. 
Fenwick-Bisset  M. 
Fletcher,  Sir  H. 
Floyer,  J. 
Forester,  C.  T.  W. 
Freshfield,  C.  E. 
Gamier,  J.  C. 
Gibson,  rt.  hon.  E. 
Giffard,  Sir  U.  8. 
Goldsey,  Sir  O. 
GoTst,  J.  E. 
Grantham,  W. 
Greene.  E. 
Greer,  T. 
Gregory,  G.  B. 
Halaev,  T.  F. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C.  J. 
Hamilton,  right  hon. 

LordG. 
Haroonrt,  E.  W. 
Hay.  rt.  hon.  Admind 

Sir  J.  C.  D. 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hicks.  E. 
HiU,  Loid  A.  W. 
Hill,  A.  8. 
Holland,  Sir  H.  T. 
Home,  Lt-CoL  D.  U. 
Hope,  rt.hn.  A.J.B.B. 
Jackson,  W.  L. 
Kennaway,  Sir  J.  H. 
Knight,  F.  W. 
Laocm,  SirE.  H.  K. 
Lawrance,  J.  C. 
La?rrence.  Sir  T, 
lieighton.  Sir  B. 
Leighton,  8. 
Lennox,  Lord  SL  Ot, 
hever,  J.  O. 
Levett,T.  J. 
Lewisbam,  Viaeoont 
Lindsay,  Sir  R.  L. 
Long,  W.  H. 
Lopes.  Sir  M. 
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it  is  extremely  demrable  that  the  Bnu- 

ness  of  Supplj  should  be  taken  not  later 
than  on  Thursday  in  next  week.  I 
would,  for  these  reasons,  therefore,  ni^ 
hon.  Members  to  condense  their  obaer- 
TatioDB,  80  as  to  bring  the  debate  on  the 
Address  to  a  close  during  the  early  part 
of  next  week. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  askod  when  the 
Supplementary  Estimates  wonld  be 
brought  in  ? 

The  OHANCELLOB  of  the  EXOHE- 
QUKEt  (Mr.  Ohilders)  said,  that  per- 
haps he  might  be  allowed  to  answer  the 
question.  Under  the  old  Rales  the  Esti- 
mates could  not  hare  been  presented  be- 
fore Supply  was  aet  up ;  but  in  conse- 
quence of  the  extremely  short  time  thw 
would  hare  this  year  for  dealing  wiw 
Supply  before  Easter,  they  had,  to  save 
time,  already  presented  part  of  the  ordi- 
nary Supplementary  Intimates.  They 
had  presented  to-night  special  Sup- 
plementary Estimates,  which  would  be 
circulated  on  Monday,  explaining  the 
expenditure  on  the  Egyptian  War,  so 
that  there  would  be  no  delay  in  going 
on  with  Supply  on  Thursday  if  the  de- 
bate on  the  Address  was  finished. 

Sm  HENEY  FLETCHER :  WiU  the 
Army  Estimates  come  on  before  Easter  ? 

TheCHANOELLORofthbEXOHE- 
QUEB  (Mr.  Obilbxeb)  :  They  most. 

Question  put,  and  aifrMd  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Monday  next. 


Bitoliis.  0.  T. 
Kollfl,  J.  A. 
Koss,  A.  H. 
Rosfli  C.  C. 
Ronod,  J. 
St.  Aubyn,  W.  M. 
Salt,  T. 
Schreilw,  O. 
Scott,  Lord  H. 
Scott,  M.  D. 
SflTeme,  J .  E. 
Smith,  A. 

Smith,  rt.  hon.  W.  H. 
Stai^ope,  hoD.  E. 
Stanley,  rt.  hn.  Col.  F. 
Stanley.  E.  J. 
SykeB,  C. 
Talbot,  J.  Or. 
Thonuon,  U. 
Thornhill,  T. 
Tollemftche,  hon.  W.  T. 
Tomlinson,  W.  E.  M. 
Tottoiham,  A.  L. 
Wallaco,  Sir  R. 
■Walrond,  Col.  "W.  H. 
Warburtoo,  P.  E. 
Warton,  0.  K. 
■Welby-Gregory,BirW. 
Whitley,  E. 
Wilmot,  Sir  H. 
Wilmot,  Sir  J.  E. 
Wolff,  Sir  H.  D. 
Wortley,  C.  B.  Stuart- 
Wrooghton,  P. 
Torke,  J.B. 

TBLLIRS. 

Crichttm,  Tiaeount 
Winn,  R. 


Ix>wtlter,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Lowther,  hon.  W. 
Mao  Iver,  D. 
Hacnaghten,  E. 
M'Garel-Hogg,  Sir  J. 
Makine,  Colonel  W.T. 
Maonera.rt.  hn.  Lord  J. 
liaroh,  Earl  of 
Master,  T.  W.  0. 
Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E. 
Milefi,  C.  W. 
Miles,  Sir  P.  J.  W. 
Mills,  Sir  C.  H. 
Monclcton,  F. 
MoB^  R. 

Mowraay,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

J.  R. 
MnlhoUand,  J. 
Morray,  C.  J. 
Newport,  Viscount 
North,  Colonel  J.  S. 
Northoote,  H.  B. 
Korthoote,  rk  hon.  Sir 

8.H. 
Onslow,  D. 
Peek,  Sip  H. 
PeU,  A. 

pMBberton,  E.  L. 
Percy,  Earl 
Petoy,  Lord  A. 
Fhipps,  C.  N.  F. 

^^t,  rt.  hon.  I>.  R. 
PoleatOD,  J.  H. 
Raikes,  rt.  hon.  H.  0. 
Saakin,  J. 
Rendlflriiam,  Lord 
Bepton,  G.  W. 
Ridley,  Sir  M.  W. 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  arising. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
—{Mr.  Biggar.) 

The  Mabqitbss  of  HARTINGTON  : 
I  do  not  propose,  Sir,  to  oppose  the 
Motion  for  Adjournment;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  as  I  understand  that  it  is 
tiie  intention  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  to  move 
one  or  both  of  his  Resolutions  on  Mon- 
day, I  think  it  would  be  as  well  that  I 
should  make  an  appeal  to  hon.  Members 
to  endeavour  to  restrict  the  remainder  of 
this  debate  within  reasonable  limits.  We 
have  now  been  discussing  Irish  subjects 
discursively  for  four  nights,  and  though 
we  have  not  come  to  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork,  it 
la  obvious  that  a  great  deal  that  might 
have  been  said  upon  it  has  already  been 
stated ;  and  I  would  point  out,  farther, 
that  on  Booonnt  of  the  extremely  short 
period  that  will  elapae  before  Easter, 
and  the  amount  of  work  thero  is  to  do, 


OOHSOLIDATED  FITHD  [fEHUAITBHT  CHABOX8 

bbdehptioh]. 

Con»id»rtdia  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Jtsnlvtd,  That  it  ii  expedient  to  authoiise  the 
Commiwionen  for  the  Reduction  of  the  Na- 
tional Debt  to  lend,  ont  of  mone^  in  Hhtir 
handi  on  account  of  Trostee  and  Post  Office 
Savings  Banks,  soms  payable  by  the  Trssniry 
in  redemption  of  any  permanent  annuities 
char^«d  on  the  Consolidated  Fund  or  moneys 
provided  by  Parliament,  and  also  to  aatbonse 
the  repayment  of  such  loans  by  the  creation  of 
terminable  aannities  charged  upon  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund  of  the  United  Eingdom.- 

Resolation  to  he  reported  upon  XtniMy  next, 

Hons*  adjourned  at  One  o'doek 
till  Monday  next. 
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HOUSE  OF  LOBDS, 
Monday,  26th  Ftbrutay,  1888. 


MINTTTESJ— SBtBCT  Committbb  —  Standing 

Ordera,  The  Lord  Clinton  ad4$d. 
Ptbuc  Bihif—Iirit  £tadiiu—Reac9aeD.MiTe 

Peen  (SootUnd)  (6). 

PBXTATB  BZXX8. 

Ordered,  That  this  Honae  will  not  receive  any 
petition  for  a  PriTat«  Bill  after  Friday  the  9tA 
day  of  March  next,  unleea  Buch  rrivate  Bill 
shall  have  been  approved  hy  the  Chancery 
Division  of  the  Bi^h  Court  of  Justice ;  nor 
any  petition  for  a  Pnvat*  Bill  approved  by  the 
Cbaneaty  Divinm  of  the  High  Court  of  Justice 
after  TuMday  th«  $th  tUf  of  May  next : 

That  this  House  will  not  receive  any  report 
from  the  Judges  upon  petitions  presented  to 
this  House  for  Private  Bills  after  Tuetday  the 
%th  day  of  May  next : 

Ordered,  That  the  said  orders  be  printed  and 
puUiaAad,  and  affixed  on  the  doors  of  this  House 
and  Westminster  Hall.   (No.  4.) 

CHANNEL  TUNNEL  SCHEME. 
QITBSnOS.  OSSBaVATIONB. 

LoBD  STANLEY*  07  ALDfiBLET,  in 
riain^  to  ask  the  Seoretaiy  of  State  for 
Foreign  A£fairs,  Whether  he  has  given 
any  intimation  to  the  French  GKnrem- 
ment  that  this  country  does  not  wish  for 
the  construction  of  a  submarine  tunnel 
between  France  and  England,  with  a 
Tiew  to  prevent  the  possibility  of  dis- 
appointment, or  of  claims  arising  in 
France  for  money  expended  in  that 
country  in  attempts  to  construct  a  sub- 
marine tunnel  under  the  misapprehen- 
sione  caused  by  the  fact  of  a  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  being  the  chairman  of  one  of 
the  tunnel  companies?  said,  that  to  the 
Question  which  stood  on  the  Notice 
Paper  he  had  only  to  add  that,  notwith- 
standing that  the  works  for  the  construc- 
tion of  a  tannel  had  been  stopfwd  on 
tins  ride  of  the  Ohannel,  it  was  said  they 
were  still  proceeding  on  theFreneh  aide. 
He  would  like  to  point  out  that  thore 
appeared  to  be  some  inconsistency  be- 
tween taking  out  an  injunction  against 
one  Ohannel  Tunnel  Oompany  and  not 
offering  to  the  Ohairman  of  the  other 
Company  the  option  of  resigning  the 
Lordship  of  the  Treasury  or  the  Chair- 
manship of  the  Tunnel  Oompany. 

Eabl  GEANTIIiLE  :  My  Lords,  I 
have  to  inform  your  Lordships  that  it  is 
proposed  that  a  Joint  Committee  of  the 


two  Houses  shall  be  appointed  to  consi- 
der this  subject,  and  that  a  proposal  to 
that  e£Fect  will  shortly  be  made  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, until  the  matter  shall  have 
been  considered  by  the  Conunittee,  we 
think  it  undesiraUe  that  any  progress 
should  be  made  with  the  two  Bills,  or 
that  any  oonuuunicaUon  should  be  made 
to  the  French  Government  on  the  aub- 
jeot. 

Thb  MABQUEsa  OF  SALISBT7BT :  My 
Lords,  I  feel  bound  to  say  that  I  am 
considerably  surprised  to  hear  it  stated 

by  the  noble  Earl  that  the  Government 
intend  to  refer  this  subject  to  a  joint  or 
any  other  Committee.  I  dare  say  that 
a  Joint  Committee  would  be  as  suitable 
an  instrument  as  any  other  for  conduct- 
ing an  inquiry ;  but,  surely,  the  ques- 
tion as  to  whether  it  is  expedient  to 
make  a  junction  between  the  two  coun- 
tries below  the  Ohannel  is  one  which 
belongs  to  that  class  of  political  ques- 
tions which,  hitherto,  the  Government 
have  always  been  held  competent  and 
been  obliged  to  decide  upon  Uieir  own 
responsibility.  It  is  impossible  that  any 
Committee  can  have  all  the  considera- 
tions  before  them  which  should  govern 
the  decinon  to  which  this  country  ought 
to  come.  There  are  considerations  wUoh 
are  present,  no  doubt,  to  the  minds  of 
the  Foreign  Secretary  and  the  Cabinet 
— considerations  which  depend  upon  the 
knowledge  which  the  Foreign  Office  pos- 
sesses of  the  condition,  of  the  intentions, 
and  of  the  policy  of  the  various  States  of 
Europe,  but  which  it  is  impossible  to 
produce  in  evidence,  and  which,  there- 
fore, cannot  assist  in  the  guidance  of  any 
Committee,  however  able  or  well-chosen. 
I  do  not  wish  to  discuss  the  matter  at 
length;  but  the  course  proposed  is  a 
Constitutional  precedent  of  no  little  mag- 
nitude, and,  therefore,  I  do  not  like  to 
allow  even  a  mention  of  it  to  pass  by 
without  entering  a  protest. 

Eabl  GBAKYILLE  :  I  think,  my 
Lords,  it  vill  be  better  to  defer  any  dia- 
ousaion  until  the  proposal  is  made  to  the 
House.  As  to  the  raiowledge  which  the 
Foreign  Office  may  possess  with  regard 
to  the  state  of  Europe  at  auy  parti<}ular 
time,  I  may  say  that  it  appears  to  me 
that  this  is  a  question  which  must  be 
decided  very  much  upon  its  general 
merits,  and  not  in  regard  to  the  particu- 
lar policy  of  any  foreign  country  at  thxi 
partioiUar  moment. 
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The  Eael  of  EEDESBALE  (Ohaib- 
UA»  of  CouMiTTEEs)  Bald,  he  did  not 
consider  a  Joint  Oommittee  a  desirable 
method  of  settling  the  question,  for  this 
among  other  reasons— that  it  was  impos- 
Bible  to  say  how  such  a  Committee  was 
to  be  formed  which  would  be  free  from 
objections.  The  responnbUity  ought  to 
rest  with  the  Government.  He  trusted 
that  when  the  proposal  was  made  the 
noble  Earl  would  tell  them  that  the 
Members  of  Uieir  Lordships'  Houee  who 
were  to  be  appointed  to  the  Joint  Com- 
mittee woold  oe  named  hj  the  Gorem- 
meni 

BEPBESEKTATITE  PEERS  (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 

BILL  PUX8ENTED.     FIRST  BEADINQ. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  rose  to 
present  a  BUI  to  regulate  procedure  at 
the  elections  of  Bepresentative  Peers  for 
Scotland.  The  noble  and  learned  Earl 
pointed  out  that  hy  some  error,  though 
he  gave  his  Notice  for  to-day,  it  had 
been  printed  on  the  Paper  circulated  on 
Saturday  as  ifitstoodforto-morrow;  but 
he  did  not  think  that  any  noble  Lord 
vonld  be  prejudiced  by  his  presenting 
the  Bill  at  once.  A  communication  had 
been  made  to  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl 
of  Galloway),  who  took  some  interest  in 
this  Bubject,  and  he  was  sorry  not  to  see 
that  noble  Earl  in  his  place ;  but,  on  the 
whole,  he  thought  it  would  be  conve- 
nient to  those  wesent  that  he  should 
proceed  now.  ^Their  Lordships  were 
aware  that  this  subject  had  been  fre- 
quently discussed  in  this  House. 

The  Ejlbl  of  LIMERICK  said,  he 
rose  to  a  point  of  Order.  He  objected 
to  the  subject  being  brought  forward,  as 
tiie  noble  and  learned  Earl's  Notice  for 
presenting  the  Bill  was  not  on  the  Notice 
Paper  for  that  day,  which  had  been  cir- 
culated to  Members  of  the  House. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  said,  that 
on  Thursday  last  he  gave  Notice  of  his 
intention  to  proceed  with  the  Bill  to-day, 
and  he  had  never  retracted  his  Notice  or 
authorized  any  variation  of  it.  The  No- 
tice Paper  now  on  the  Table  contained 
the  correction. 

Thm  Eaal  of  limerick  :  Then 
there  most  be  two  Notice  Papera.  The 
noble  and  learned  EarFs  NotioOi  and 
that  of  another  noble  Earl  on  the  same 
subject,  were  on  the  Paper  for  to- 
morrow. 


{Scotland)  Bi,l.  816 

The  Marqttess  of  SALISBUBY  :  As 
to  the  point  of  Order,  there  can  be  no 
doubt  that  the  Notice  given  in  the  House 
is  the  one  to  follow,  and  the  printed 
Notice  is  of  no  authority  whatever.  That 
being  so,  there  can  be  no  objection 
to  tbe  course  which  the  noble  and 
learned  Earl  on  tbe  Woolsack  proposes 
to  take. 

The  LORD  OHANOELLOR  said, 
their  Lordships  were  aware  of  the  con- 
siderable divergence  that  existed  in  the 
three  parts  of  the  United  Kin^om  as 
to  the  mode  of  verifying  the  rights  of 
Peers.  In  England  there  was  every 
Session  laid  on  their  Lordships*  Table  a 
Boll  of  all  the  Peers  entitled  to  Ht  in 
their  Lordships'  House ;  and  if  any  sue- 
cession  took  place  by  death,  the  usual 
course  was  for  the  Peer  who  desired  to 
have  a  Writ  to  summon  him  to  that 
House  to  make  an  application  to  the 
liOid  Chancellor,  who  looked  into  the 
evidence  of  his  succeaeion,  and  if  it 
appeared  clear  and  satisfactory  the  Writ 
issued  as  a  matter  of  course.  A  nominal 
Roll  was  also  drawn  up  in  Ireland, 
called  the  Ulster  Boll,  which  contained 
a  list  of  all  Peerages  in  respect  of  which 
votes  could  be  given ;  and.  when  any 
change  took  place  there  by  succession, 
the  practice  was  for  the  Peer  claiming 
the  right  of  succession  to  present  a 
Petition  to  their  Lordships'  House ;  the 
Petition  was  then  referred  to  the  Lord 
Chancellor ;  and  if  he  reported  that  the 
Petitioner  was  entitled  to  vote,  the  Peer 
was  entered  on  the  BoU  as  entiUed  to 
vote  for  the  election  of  Representative 
Peers.  If  any  substantial  question  were 
raised  about  the  Petitioner's  right,  the 
matter  was  referred  for  invest^ation  by 
the  Committee  of  Privileges ;  and  so  it 
would  be  in  England  also,  if  there  were 
any  doubt  or  difficulty.  With  regard  to 
Scotland,  16  Peers  were  elected  to  sit 
in  that  House  in  every  Parliament ;  but, 
with  that  exception,  all  Scotch  Peers 
were  on  a  footing  of  perfect  equality 
with  English  Poem.  Tiin  Union  Roll, 
which  was  made  up  under  the  direc* 
tion  of  that  House  after  the  Unitm 
with  Scotland,  was  a  Boll  of  Peen^es, 
and  not  a  nominal  Boll,  and  did  not 
show  who  were  entitled  to  vote.  In 
cases  of  doubt  no  provision  was  made 
as  to  the  admission  or  rejection  of  any 
claim ;  anybody  who  pleased  mig^t  ap- 
pear and  vote ;  and,  consequently,  great 
inoouvenienoe  had  sometiniee  Arisen  in 
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connection  with  the  eleotions  of  Scotch 
SepTesentative  Peers.  As  early  as  1739 
the  matter  was  referred  to  the  Oourt  of 
Session,  with  a  request  that  a  general 
inrestigatioD  of  Peerage  rights  in  Scot- 
land might  be  made ;  but  vne  Court  re- 
ptn-ted  that  they  could  not  perform  tliat 
task.  Then  for  a  long  time  matters 
went  on  as  before.  In  1822  the  House 
passed  a  Besolation  determining  that 
where  the  desoent  was  not  direet  either 
from  a  lineal  uioestor,  or  Arom  a  brother, 
there 'Aould  be  an  application  to  the 
House  to  ascertain  the  succession  before 
the  right  to  vote  was  admitted.  That 
was  acted  on  for  40  years.  But  in  1862, 
not  faftving  been  found  completely  to 
answer  its  purpose,  the  Rule  was  re- 
scinded, on  the  Motion  of  the  Buke  of 
Baccleuch.  Many  Committees  had  in- 
quired into  the  subject.  There  had 
been  such  inquiries  in  1832,  1847,  1851, 
1669,  1874,  1877,  and  1882.  All  agreed 
in  representing  the  state  of  the  law  and 
practice  as  very  inoonreuient  and  ob- 
jeetionable  and  requiring  a  remedy.  The 
evil  was  thus  stated  in  me  Report  of  the 
Committee  of  1847 — 

"  It  is  believed  tliRt  the  Peerage  of  Scotland 
is  the  oalj'  body  invested  with  important  priri- 
le^es  in  this  Kingdom  without  any  provision 
heuig  made  for  testing  the  right  of  those  who 
may  claim  to  exercise  them ;  whereby,  not  onlj 
the  dignity  of  this  branch  of  the  Peerage  ii 
compromised,  but  the  retorn  of  Repreientative 
Fears  to  the  Honw  of  Lorde  may  be  affected, 
■nd  the  public  subjected  to  fraad  by  the  condaot 
of  persons  acting  as  Peers  of  Scotland  who  are 
not  justly  entitled  to  the  honours  they  assume. 
This  state  of  things  has  been  long  felt  to  be  a 
mat  evil  and  grievance,  and  various  remedies 
han  beesi  proposed,  same  of  a  general  and  oom- 
inehensiva  oatore,  others  in  reference  to  parti- 
cular cases  brought  before  the  notice  of  the 
House  ;  butall  these  have  either  been  abandoned 
before  they  vera  matured,  or  have  been  found 
insufficient  forcomc^g  abuses  whidi  have 
been  described." 

In  Bome  points  these  abuses  had  nnce 
been  mitigated,  but  in  general  they  had 
remained  to  the  present  time.  He  said 
that  the  abuses  had  been  mitigated, 
for  there  was  legislation  on  the  subject 
inl847aadl851.  Thele^slationof  1847 
diseoted  that  no  title  of  Peerage  should 
be  called  after  that  time  at  elections 
except  those  in  respect  of  which  votes 
had  been  tendered  and  received  since  the 
eonuaenoemeBt  of  the  century — namely, 
sinee  1800 — ^unless  the  House  of  Lords 
should  otherwise  order.  It  provided,  also, 
that  no  title  of  Peerage  should  be  called 
when  the  Houseof  Lends  diould  direct  the 


contrary  after  a  vote  had  been  disallowed 
on  a  contested  election.  It  alao  provided 
that,  in  the  case  of  two  Lords  protesting, 
the  protest  should  be  reported  to  that 
House,  and  the  House  might  require 
the  claimant  to  establish  his  right  before 
the  House,  and,  if  he  did  not  establish 
his  claim,  the  House  might  direct  his 
title  not  to  he  called.  It  was  farther 
provided  that  effect  should  be  given  to  aU 
claims  of  Peerage  allowed  by  the  House 
of  Lords.  In  1861  the  time  limited  by  the 
Act  of  1847  irae  further  abridged,  the 
Lord  Clerk  Register  being  directed  to 
report  the  titles  of  all  Peerages  appear- 
ing from  time  to  time  on  the  Roll  in 
respect  of  which  no  votes  had  been 
received  for  60  years ;  and  it  was  pro- 
vided that  this  House  might,  if  it 
thought  fit,  order  that  they  should  not 
be  called.  In  1874  there  was  a  general 
inquiry  by  a  Committee,  presided  over 
by  the  Earl  of  Rosebery,  into  various 
questions  affecting  Scotch  and  also  Irish 
Bepresentative  Peers ;  and  that  Com* 
mittee  reported  in  paragraph  6  as 
follows : — 

"  They  would  recommend  that  for  the  futore 
the  Peers'  EoU  used  at  elections  should  be  as  in 
Ireland— a  Boll  of  individuals,  and  not  of  Peer- 
ages; such  new  Roll  of  individual  Peers  of 
Scotland  to  be  drawn  up  by  the  Lord  Clerk 
Kegiater  of  Scotland,  under  the  direction  of  the 
House  of  Lords ;  and  no  alteration  to  be  made 
in  that  Roll  at  any  time  thereafter  without  the 
auth<)rity  of  the  House  of  Lords.  Some  difficulty 
might  at  first  be  experienced  in  mahdag  up  the 
BoU ;  bat  it  would,  m  the  opinion  of  the  Com- 
mittee,  be  practicable  to  lay  down  certain  rules, 
as  suggoatod  by  one  of  the  witnesses,  which, 
would  greatly  simplify  the  proceeding." 

This  Bill  was  in  substance  founded  upon, 
and  it  endeavoured  to  give  effect  to,  that 
Report.  Since  that  time,  as  he  had 
stated,  the  matter  had  been  still  further 
considered.  Last  year,  1882,  there  was 
another  inquiry  by  a  Committee  presided 
over  by  Lord  Monoreiff,  and  that  inquiry 
was  followed  by  the  introduction  of  a 
Bill.  He  (the  Lord  Chancellor)  gave 
Notice  of  his  intention  to  propose  cer- 
tain Amendments  to  that  Bill ;  and  tiie 
Bill  which  he  now  presented  was,  snb- 
stantially,  in  accordance  with  what  he 
then  proposed.  The  difference  between 
the  Report  of  the  Committee  of  1882 
and  that  of  the  Committee  of  1874  was 
an  important  one.  The  Committee  of 
1874  proposed  that  the  authority  of 
that  House  should  be  the  ruling  autho- 
rity, and  should  be  preserTcd  unim- 
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paired  in  all  these  matters;  but  the 
Gommittee  of  1882,  influenced  appa- 
rently by  the  evidence  given  by  two 
learned  witnesses,  recommended  that 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Court  of  Ses- 
sion ahould  be  used  for  two  purposes — 
in  the  first  place,  to  set  right  all  errors 
and  omissions  which  might  be  alleged 
to  exist  in  the  Bull,, as  prepared  by  the 
Lord  Clerk  Begister — be  was  not  quite 
sure  whether  that  was  to  be  subject  to 
the  assent  of  that  House  or  not;  and, 
in  the  next  place,  it  was  proposed  that 
the  claims  of  all  aaooesflors  should,  in 
the  first  instance,  pass  through  the 
Court  of  Session,  ana  then  come  to  the 
Hovse  of  Lords,  which,  as  to  those  claims, 
should  have  final  authority.  He  sub- 
mitted to  their  Lordships  that  the  re- 
commendations of  the  Committee  of 
1874  were,  in  these  respects,  preferable 
to  those  of  the  Committee  of  18U2.  He 
agreed  that,  looking  to  the  di£ference 
between  the  law  of  Scotland  and  the  law 
of  England  and  Ireland,  it  might  some- 
times be  convenient  to  send  down  cases 
for  the  opinion  of  the  Court  of  Session, 
and  also  to  refer  it  to  that  Court  to 
take  evidence.  But  he  did  not  think 
there  would  be  any  advantage,  whether 
from  the  point  of  view  of  Constitutional 
principle,  or  of  Constitutional  law  and 
practice,  in  giving  any  direct  power 
of  determining  questions  of  Peerage  to 
the  Court  of  Session.  No  gronnd  what- 
ever of  a  legal,  historioal,  or  Consti- 
tutional kind  was  suggested  by  or  before 
the  Committee  of  1 882,  except  that  cer- 
tain oases — he  believed  10  or  11  in 
number — were  mentioned,  in  which,  be- 
fore the  Union,  the  Court  of  Session 
had  exercised  some  authority  as  to  cer- 
tain Peerages.  He  would  not  trouble 
their  LordehipH  with  the  questions  which 
might  exist  as  to  the  nature,  validity,  or 
final  character  of  the  jurisdiction  which 
was  so  exercised  in  those  10  or  11  cases 
before  the  Union  by  the  Court  of  Session. 
Assuming  that  jurisdiction  to  have  been 
clear  and  unquestionable,  it  was  under 
a  state  of  things  which  had  since  en- 
tirely ceased.  The  only  other  jurisdic- 
tion which  then  existed  was  that  of  the 
Parliament  of  Scotland.  There  was 
evidence  that  the  Farliamoit  of  Scotland 
did,  more  than  once,  eome  to  resolutions 
on  certain  questions  of  Peerage.  But 
in  Scotland  there  was  not  a  separate 
House  of  Lords.  After  the  Act  of 
Union,  the  Scottish  Parliament  ceased 
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to  exist.   Although  the  Aot  of  Union 

did  not  settle  the  mode  of  procedure  so 
as  to  exclude  the  questions  which  had 
since  arisen,  yet  it  did  provide  that  16 
Bepresentative  Peers  should  sit  in  that 
House,  and  that  in  all  other  respects 
all  Peers  of  Scotland  should  be  on  an 
equality  with  the  Peers  of  England  ;  and 
if  their  Lordships  were  to  g^ve  to  any 
other  authority  the  power  of  deciding 
who  those  Peers  were,  they  would  be 
delegating  to  another  tribunal  the  right 
to  determine,  indirectiy,  who  should  have 
seats  in  that  House.  And  the  Peers  of 
ScoUand  would  not  be  in  the  same  posi- 
tion as  the  Peers  of  Eoghind,  if  a  different 
authority  were  to  determine  questions 
affecting  their  tities  and  di^itiM.  Then 
there  was  the  practice  during  tiie  whole 
time  since  the  Union.  A  sin^e  in- 
stance was,  indeed,  alleged  in  which 
there  was  some  appearance  of  the  Court 
of  Session  dealing  with  a  question 
of  suooesston  to  a  Scotch  Peerage,  in 
1730.  But  that,  when  examined,  was 
found  to  be  not  really  to  the  purpose. 
All  that  the  Court  of  Session  did  in  1 730 
was  to  rescind,  or  reduce,  a  decree  *'  in 
absence" — that  was,  sxparU — which  it 
had  made  three  or  four  years  before  the 
Union  as  to  the  succession  to  the  Lovat 
Peerage.  Even  this  exercise  of  jurisdic- 
tion was  considered  so  doubtful,  that  it 
became  the  subject  of  a  rompromise; 
and  there  seemed  reason  to  believe  that 
a  lai^  sum  of  money  was  paid  to  pre- 
vent that  order  of  the  Court  of  Session 
f^m  being  brought  to  the  House  of 
Lords  by  way  of  appeal.  With  that  one 
exception,  every  question  of  the  kind 
was  always  determined  by  the  House  of 
Lords.  Beginning  with  the  year  1714, 
and  coming  down  to  the  present  time,  47 
disputed  questions  of  Scotch  Peerage 
had  been  decided  in  one  way  or  the 
other  by  the  House  of  Lords,  and  11 
Scotch  Peers  had  been  added  to  the 
Union  Roll,  all  by  the  authority  of  that 
House.  Moreover,  the  authority  of  the 
House  was  affirmed  and  declared  by  all 
the  legislation  affecting  Scotch  Peer- 
ages. The  Preamble  of  the  Act  of  1847 
said  that  it  was — 

"  Expedient  thai  no  person  should  be  allowed 
to  vote  OD  the  TTaion  Roll  in  respect  of  any 
Peerage  whiah  had  bean  for  aome  tame  dcnnnaat 
in  any  election  until  hii  claim  had  been  ad- 
mitted by  the  Honae  of  Lords." 

And  the  same  Statute,  and  the  Act  of 
1851,  contained  those  provisions  which 
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he  bad  already  broi^ht  to  their  Lord- 
ahips*  notioa.  The  House's  authority, 
thwefore,  was  maintained  by  principle, 
by  nnifonn  practice  since  the  Union,  and 
by  FarUamentary  enactments.  Under 
tbeee  circumstances,  he  considered  that 
the  proper  course  would  be  to  legislate 
In  accordance  with  the  recommendations 
of  the  Committee  of  1874.  That  Com- 
mittee recommended  that  they  should 
bare  a  nominal  Boll,  which  alone 
should  be  called,  with  proper  provi- 
sion for  cases  of  succession,  and  to  do 
that  in  the  same  way  as  in  Ireland. 
The  Bill  which .  he  introduced  would 
accomplish  these  objects.  It  provided 
that  the  Lord  Clerk  Be^ster  should  in 
every  year  make  up  this  nominal  Boll 
to  be  in  force  for  one  year  from  the  Ist 
of  January,  subject  to  such  amendments 
as  might  be  malde  in  it  during  the  year 
by  the  auUiority  of  the  House  of  Lords. 
It  vould  contain,  set  against  his  title 
of  Fewage,  in  the  order  of  precedence 
appearing  by  the  Union  BoU,  the  Chris- 
tian and  surname  of  every  Peer  living 
at  the  time  when  the  Boll  was  made 
out,  who  should  have  at  any  time  been 
a  Bepresentative  Peer  in  that  House,  or 
who  should  have  voted  at  any  election 
of  Bepresentative  Peers  since  1 862, 
without  protest,  or  whose  right  to  vote 
had  been  established  by  an  order  of  that 
House.  It  was  proposed  that  on  the 
death  of  a  Peer  anyone  claiming  to 
be  his  successor  might  proceed  in  the 
same  war  as  was  done  in  Ireland — 
namely,  by  presenting  a  Petition  to 
that  House.  AU  orders  of  the  House  of 
Lords  were  to  be  given  e£Fect  to.  Errors 
in  the  Boll  might  be  corrected,  and 
claims  of  Peers  not  entered  upon  the 
Boll  might  be  adjudicated  upon,  as  at 
present,  upon  Petition  to  the  Crown, 
which  would  be  referred  to  that  House, 
and  considered  before  the  Committee  of 
Privileges.  Special  cases  might  be  stated 
for  the  opinion  of  the  Court  of  Session, 
which  would  also  have  power,  on  a  refer- 
ence from  the  House,  to  take  evidence. 
The  House  of  Lords  would,  in  the  same 
manner,  decide  all  questions  of  prece- 
dence. He  had  been  favoured  with 
a  communication  from  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  (Lord  MoncreifF),  which 
led  him  to  believe  that  these  provisions 
would  be  satisfactory  to  that  noble  and 
learned  Lord.  Ha  would  therefore  ask 
their  Lordships  to  give  the  Bill  a  first 
reading. 


Bill  to  regulate  procedure  at  the 
elections  of  Bepresentetive  Peers  for 
Scotland ;  and  for  other  purposes — Pre- 
lertUd  (The  Lokd  Ouasckllob-). 

Thb  &f  ahquxss  of  LOTHIAN  said,  it 
appeared  to  him  that  it  would  be  beUer 
if  the  names  of  Peers  were  arranged 
alphabetically,  instead  of  according  to 
the  order  of  precedence.  He  thought 
the  arrangement  he  suggested  would  ob- 
viate a  good  deal  of  difference  and  diffi- 
culty. He  agreed  with  every  remark 
that  had  fallen  from  the  noble  and 
learned  Earl  (the  Lord  Chancellor), 
and  he  regretted  that  the  noble  and 
learned  Earl  had  not  taken  the  same 
view  last  Session  as  he  now  took. 

TheLOBD  CHANCELLOEsaid, 
that  he  could  not  let  that  observatioiL 
pass  without  saying  that  what  he  had 
signified  was  tiiat  Lord  MoncreifiF  bad 
said  that  he  should  be  satisfied  with  the 
Bill  that  was  introduced  on  the  last 
occasion.  He  thought  it  would  be 
better  that  the  BiU  should  not  follow 
the  Union  EoU. 

The  Mabqubss  of  HUNTLT  said,  he 
hoped  the  Bill  would  settle  a  long-vexed 
question ;  but  suggested  that  the  second 
reading  should  be  postponed  till  after 
Easter,  in  order  that  Lord  Moncreiff, 
who  took  so  much  interest  in  the  sub- 
ject, might  be  able  to  be  present,  and 
the  House  might  have  the  benofit  of 
his  opinion  upon  the  matter,  with  which 
he  was  so  well  acquainted, 

LoED  ELPHINSTONE  said,  that,  as 
one  of  the  electod  Peers  for  Scotluxd,  fae 
thanked  the  Lord  Ohuicellor  for  bring- 
ing forward  the  Bill.  If  any  of  thnr 
Lordships  happened  to  be  at  Edinburgh 
at  the  time  when  the  next  election  of 
Bepresentative  Peers  took  place,  he 
would  strongly  recommend  them  to  go 
down  to  Holyrood  and  see  the  pro- 
ceedings. A  table,  covered  with  green 
cloth,  was  laid  down  the  centre  of  the 
room,  and  there  were  benches  for  the 
accommodation  of  those  of  the  Scottish 
public  who  wanted  to  see  what  was 
going  on.  The  Lord  Clerk  Begister 
appeared  in  his  robes.  There  was  a 
scramble  among  the  people  for  seats, 
and  how  it  was  that  they  went  there  to 
witness  Buoh  uninteresting  proceedings 
was  more  than  he  could  understand. 
The  Lord  Provost  and  Magistrates  and 
the  Town  Oouncdl  of  Edinburgh  attended 
in  their  official  robes,  and  some  Ui- 
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nisters  were  also  present.  The  Union 
Boll  was  called,  and  then  commenced 
the  wrangling.  When  one  Peer  was 
called  in  precedence,  he  was  represented 
by  a  learned  gentleman  in  a  gown  and 
wig,  who  protested  against  any  other 
Peer  being  called  beibre  him.  Then 
they  came  to  handing  in  th^  votes.  A 
Peer  handed  in  his  vote,  and  votes  for 
Bo-and-Bo,  and  then  a  learned  counsel 
protested  against  so-and-so  being  allowed 
to  vote,  and  another  Peer  protested 
against  this  being  done,  and  so  on  ad 
infinitum.  He  had  been  about  to  des- 
cribe the  proceedings  as  disgraceful,  but 
he  would  say,  at  ful  events,  that  they 
were  not  creditable.  He  thought  the 
Bill  now  brought  in  would  put  an  end 
to  all  that  scandal.  He  therefore  hoped 
their  Lordships  would  permit  it  to  pass. 

The  lord  OHANCELLOE  said,  he 
could  hardly  postpone  the  second  read- 
ing till  after  Easter,  but  he  would  be 
quite  willing  not  to  take  the  Committee 
before  then.  It  was  in  Committee  that 
the  presence  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  (Lord  Moncreiff)  would  he  most 
valuable,  and  he  hoped  that  arrange- 
ment would  suit  the  convenience  of  Uie 
noble  and  learned  Lord  and  other  noble 
Lords.  He  proposed  to  take  the  second 
reading  that  day  fortnight,  and  hoped 
the  noble  Lord  would  not  object. 

Bill  read  and  to  he prini«d.  (No.  5.) 
THE  EDDYBTONE  LXOHTHOTTSE. 

QUESTIONS. 

The  Eaul  of  HABDWICKE  asked 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  Whether  a 
current  report  is  true  in  regard  to  pri- 
vationa  recently  undergone  by  the  light- 
keepers  at  Eddystone  Lighthouse ;  and, 
if  so,  whether  they  have  ordered  an  in- 
quiry to  be  made  ? 

The  Bam.  of  MOnNT-BDGCUMBE 
asked  Her  Majesty's  Government,  Whe- 
ther there  is  any  intention  of  laying  a 
telegraph  cable  from  Plymouth  to  the 
Eddystone  Lighthouse? 

Lord  SUDELET:  My  Lords,  in 
reply  to  the  noble  Earls,  I  have  to 
state  that  although  some  of  the  reports 
which  appeared  in  the  Press  have 
been  exaggerated,  it  is  nndoubtedly 
true  that  the  relief  of  the  Eddystone 
has  been  delayed  through  very  ex- 
ceptionally boisterous  weather  oight 
weeks  beyond  the  proper  period.  The 
keepers,  who  should  have  come  on  shore 
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on  the  28th  of  December,  were  not 
landed  until  the  20th  of  Febzuaiy. 
There  appears  to  be  nearly  always  some 
delay  in  the  December  reliefs,  but  this  ia 
thelongestonrecord.  During  that  period 
there  were  three  or  four  days  on  whioh 
it  is  allied  the  relief  could  have  been 
attempt<^  with  some  ohance  of  success, 
and  this  is  being  inquired  into.  The 
relieving  steamer  for  Eddystone  is  a 
contract  vessel  not  belonging  to  the 
Trinity  House.  The  district  in  whioh 
that  lighthouse  is  included  has  its  head- 
quarters at  Penzance ;  and  as  its  steam, 
vessel  is  stationed  there,  a  special  ar- 
rangement is  made  for  the  Eddystone 
to  secure  better  service.  The  Great 
Western  Dock  Company's  steamer,  hired 
for  that  work,  is  stated  to  have  been 
otherwise  engiwed  at  those  times.  This 
matter  is  under  investigation.  The 
keepers  have  a  money  allowance  for 
foodf  and  victual  themselves  by  thrar 
own  preference ;  but  a  reserve  is  kept  in 
atore  upon  which  they  can  draw  in  case 
t&ey  fall  short.  This  store  was,  or 
should  have  been,  sufficient  to  last  two 
months ;  but  as  the  principal  keeper  is 
still  on  the  rock,  the  reason  of  its  earlier 
failure  cannot  yet  be  ascertained.  This 
also  is  under  inquiry.  Signals  were' 
made  from  the  rock  on  the  5th  of  Feb- 
ruary for  glass  lamp-chimneys;  but  none 
for  provisions,  so  far  as  is  at  present 
known,  until  the  19th  of  February. 
When  the  men  were  relieved  it  was 
found  that  they  had  finished  their  re- 
serve stock  of  tinned  meat,  and  were 
living  on  biscuit,  and  had  enough  for 
two  days  more,  together  with  a  little 
flour,  plenty  of  water,  but  no  coal.  If 
the  relief  had  then  proved  impracticable, 
supplies  would  have  been  floated  to 
them  in  tiie  usual  way.  The  men  were 
at  that  time  naturally  depressed  and 
anxious,  hut  they  were  able  to  hail  tlie 
Isoat  and  help  in  landing  stores  when 
the  relief  came,  and  are  reported  to  be 
all  in  good  health  and  spirits.  The 
Trinity  House  propose  to  increase  the 
reserve  stock  of  provisions  for  the  future. 
No  telegraphic  communication  between 
the  rock  and  the  shore  has  ever  been 
contemplated  as  necessary  for  lighthouse 
service,  and  it  does  not  appear  that  the 
delay  in  relief  was  at  all  attributable  to 
want  of  knowledge  of  the  position  of 
affairs  in  the  lighthouse.  As  to  com- 
munication for  other  purposes,  such  as 
ngnallin^  a  wrecks  9i/o^f  between  t|i« 
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shore  and  outlying  lightships,  the  Elder 
Brethren  of  the  IMnity  House  hare  had 
for  some  time  past,  and  still  have,  the 
question  under  consideration. 

Eabi.  stanhope  said,  he  did  not 
think  the  answer  given  was  altogether 
sati^tetory.  He  trusted  the  noble  Lord 
would  draw  the  attention  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  and  of  the  Trinity  House  to 
the  immense  importance  of  baring  tele- 
graphic communication  with  Eddystone. 
The  very  fact  of  men  being  taken  ofif  in  a 
dispirited  condition  showed  the  necessity 
of  iraproTod  oommuuioation  with  the 
shore ;  besides  which  it  was  important 
to  give  notice  of  ships  in  distress  at  the 
earnest  posaible  moment. 

Thb  Ejlkl  o;HA£DWIOKE  said,  he 
ho^  that  the  lighthouse  on  Wolf  Book, 
which  was  in  a  more  dangerous  and 
isolated  position,  would  also  not  beorer- 
looked  in  the  matter  of  communication, 
as  a  means  of  roidering  assistance  to  a 
Teasel  in  distress.   

Tsn  Eabl  of  MOUNT-EDCKTUUBE 
said,  tiiat  it  was  a  very  serious  matter 
that  tiie  men  at  snch  an  important  posi- 
tion as  Eddystone  should  be  left  without 
food.  He  thought  it  was  extremely 
eurious  that  they  had  not  been  relieved, 
when  it  was  stated  that  they  might  have 
been  reached  on  several  occasions. 

Lord  8UDELET  said,  he  thought  he 
had  explained  that  it  was  the  practice  to 
have  provisions  in  the  lighl^use  for 
two  months,  and  the  last  period  of  two 
months  did  not  expire  till  the  28th  of 
Felnnaiy.  It  was  supposed,  therefore, 
that  thex«  was  a  sufficient  quantity  of 
provisions  in  the  lighthouse.  With  re- 
fsrence  to  the  remark  of  the  noUe  Earl, 
be  eonld  only  repeat  that  the  whole  sub- 

J'sot  ol  telegraphic  communication  with 
ighthooses  and  lightafaipe  was  under 
oonsideration. 

HouM  adjonrasd  at  half  past  Fire  o'clock, 
till  To-morrow,  a  quarter 
past  Teno^oloek. 


HOUSE  OP  COMMONS, 
JTen^,  26M  Ftirturf,  1883. 
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Redemption]  Act  (1873)  Amendmeni  *  [1071 : 
Bills  of  Safe  (Ireland)  Act  (1879)  Amend- 
ment *  [105]  :  Police  •  [106]  ;  Seed  Advances 
(Scotland)  (No.  2)  •  [108]. 
irUhdraien-SMA  Adrances  (Scotland)  •  [763. 

NOTICES. 

KILUAINHAM  PRISON  (RELEASE  OF 
MR.  PARNELL,  Sco.) 

ironoB  07  iconoir  (sm  s.  iroBTHOoiB). 

Db.  OA.MERON  gave  Notice  that 
when  the  Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Gen* 
tleman  the  Member  for  North  Devon 
was  brought  forward,  he  would  move 
the  Previous  Question. 

Me.  LABOTIOHEEE  gave  Notice  that 
in  the  apparently  not  very  probable  event 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  North  Devon  moving  his  Beso- 
lution  in  regard  to  the  Kilmainham 
transaction,  he  would  move  an  Amend- 
ment, to  leave  out  all  the  words  after 
the  word  **  That,"  in  order  to  substitute 
the  following : — 

"  The  Prime  HintBter  baring  stated  that  all 
the  matters  connected  with  the  release  of  Mr. 
PameU,  M.P.,  Mr.  DiUon,  M.P.,  and  Mr. 
O'Kelly,  M.P.,  reqoliite  for  the  Hoase  to  form 
itfl  jadgment  as  to  the  said  release  hare  been 
made  irablic,  the  appointment  of  a  Select  Com- 
mittee to  ioqaire  further  into  these  matten^ 
and  to  ezamiue  witneasea  npon  oath  in  r^ard 
to  them,  would  be  a  waste  of  pnblic  time  and 
money,  and  an  impatatiim  npon  the  Prime 
Minister." 

Q  VESTI0N8, 


SPAIN— SLAVERY  IN  CUBA. 

Mb.  a.  pease  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretaiy  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  a  eonuuunication  in  the  "  Standard  " 
newspaper  of  the  9th  instant,  from  its 
correspondent  at  Madrid,  showing  that 
the  provisions  of  the  "  Moret "  (Eman- 
cipation)^ Law  are  being  extensively 
evaded  in  Cuba;  and,  whether,  consi- 
dering that  this  information  is  widely  at 
variance  with  the  brief  report  £rom  Her 
Majesty's  Consul  in  Cuba,  reoentlpr  pre- 
sented to  Parliament,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  obtain  a  more  extended 
and  detailed  report  not  only  from  the 
Consul  at  Havana,  but  from  the  Yice 
Consuls  in  the  other  districts  of  the 
Island  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMATJEICE  : 
The  Consul  General,  who  has  returned 
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to  his  post  from  leave  of  absence,  vill 
be  instructed  to  send  a  full  Beport,  and 
to  supplement  it,  as  far  as  possible,  by 
Beports  from  the  Yice  Consuls. 

RAILWATS-WORKMBN'S  TICKETS. 

Mr.  BROABHURST  asked  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether 
he  will  use  his  influence  with  the  Metro- 
politan Railway  Companies  to  induce 
them  to  extend  the  times  for  issuing 
workmen's  cheap  weekly  third  -  class 
tickets  from  7  o  clock  a.m.,  as  is  now 
the  rule,  until  9  o'clock  a.m. ;  and,  whe- 
ther he  will  use  his  influence  with  the 
Railway  Companies  to  induce  them  to 
issae  we^ly  season  tickets,  as  well  as 
quarterly  and  yearly  season  tickets? 

Mb.  GHAMBEHLAIN  :  I  am  afraid 
my  hon.  Friend  overrates  the  influence 
be  supposes  me  to  have  with  the  Metro- 
politan Railway  Companies ;  but  even 
if  it  was  as  great  as  he  imagines,  I  am 
not  certain  that  I  could  use  it  in  order 
to  secure  the  particular  measures  to 
which  be  calls  attention,  and  to  which 
there  are  some  very  considerable  practi- 
cal objections.  I  may  add,  however, 
that,  in  accordance  with  a  promise  I 
gave  last  Session,  I  have  received  a  Re- 
port on  the  whole  subject  of  the  work- 
men's trains ;  and  as  soon  as  I  have  had 
time  to  consider  this  Report  I  propose  to 
lay  it  on  the  Table. 

Sm  E.  A8SHET0N  CROSS  asked 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  at- 
tention had  been  called  to  the  Bailway 
Bills  brought  in  this  Session ;  and  whe- 
ther bo  would  take  oare  tbat  proper 
facilities  for  the  working  dassea  were 
put  into  those  Bills  if  they  interfered 
with  and  pulled  down  workmen's  houses 
in  London? 

Ma.  CHAMBERLAIN:  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  knows  I  have  no  power 
to  secure  that.  All  I  can  do  is  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  Committees  to  the 
subject.  I  propose  to  have  the  BiUs 
carefully  examined  with  that  view. 

ARMY— VETERINABY  DEPARTMENT- 
POSITION  OF  OFFICERS. 
Mb.  GREER  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  it  is  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government  to  act  wholly  or 
partially  on  that  portion  of  Colonel 
Harrison's  Report  referring  to  the  re- 
adjustment, relative  rank,  and  improve- 
ment of  the  position  of  the  Veterinary 
Officers  generally  ? 

L->rd  Mimond  FitmaurU* 
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The  MABQtTsss  of  HABTINGTOK  : 
The  subjects  to  which  this  Question 
refers  are  under  consideration,  although 
not  directly  in  connection  with  the  re- 
commendations in  the  Report  of  Colonel 
Harrison's  Committee,  which  somewhat 
went  beyond  its  instructions  in  entering 
on  such  matters. 


LO0AL8EI.F.O0TEBNMENT(IRELA1in)). 

BZFI^ATIOjr. 

Baeon  henry  DE  worms  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther, in  view  of  bis  recent  statement 

"  that  it  ia  sappoaed  by  tomb  that  "by  changea 
in  the  Bystem  of  local  Bdf-govemnieiit  va  can 
reatoro  contentment  to  the  Country.  It  -would 
be  madnou,  in  my  opinion,  to  gire  Ireland 
more  extended  Belf-f^vemment,  unlesa  ve  can 
receive  from  the  Iriah  people  some  auoranot 
that  this  boon  would  not  bo  uied  for  the  pur- 
pose of  agitation," 

the  Government  have  abandoned  the 
idea  of  introducing  a  measure  for  local 
self-government  in  Ireland,  or  vhethw 
the  statement  made  in  a  recent  speech 
by  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
that 

"  as  long  aa  Ireland  ia  withont  any  institation 
of  local  government  vorthy  of  the  name,  n 
long  the  seeda  of  discontent  and  dialoyalty  will 
remain,  only  to  burst  forth  into  laxuriant 
growth  at  a  fovourable  season," 

more  accurately  expresses  the  view  en- 
tertained by  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
and  that  it  is  the  intention  of  Her  Ma* 
jesty's  Government  to  introduce  soch  a 
measure ;  and,  if  so,  when  ? 

Thx  Marqubss  ot  HABTINGTOK: 
The  hon.  Member  has  given  only  a  short 
extract  from  the  speech  of  my  right  lum. 
Friend  the  nrntomt  of  the  Board  oi 
Trade.  Ibe  passage  in  my  right  hoo. 
Friend's  speech  to  whioh  he  nfera  is,  I 
think,  the  following : — 

"  According  to  all  preoedeDt,  we  may  now 
expect  a  breathing  space,  and  for  m  coniiaanbla 
time  at  least  ws  taxf  look  for  peaee  and  quiet 
If  we  take  advantage  of  this,  if  the  Britidi 
Parliament  could  be  persuaded  to  seek  ont  what 
are  still  the  wrongs  and  grievances  of  the  Irish 
people,  and  to  endeavoar  to  remedy  tbem,  not 
with  a  grudging  hand,  but  in  a  broad  and  gene- 
roos  spirit,  not  -waiting  for  clamorooB  agitation, 
then  I  believe  that  this  expected  truce  will  de- 
velop into  a  lasting  treaty  of  peace  and  amity. 
But  do  not  let  us  deceive  ourselves.  Do  not  let 
as  suppose  that  our  work  is  yet  complete.  As 
long  as  Ireland  is  without  any  institataons  of 
local  government  worthy  of  the  name ;  as  long 
as  nothing  is  done  to  cultivate  the  sense  of  re- 
sponsibility «moog  the  pooplo;  as  long  as  Irish- 


Digitized  by 


Google 


829   Afriea{^Wt*t  CoMt}—     (Fsbbuabt  26,  1883)  I%$  Congo.  830 


men  in  their  own  coantiy  are  deprired  of  rights 
and  privileges  which  are  conceded  to  English- 
men and  Scotchmen — even  to  Iriahmen  in  this 
country ;  h  long  as  the  large  proportion  of  the 
population  are  shut  out  from  any  part  in  the 
management  of  their  own  afihire,  while  the 
education  of  the  people  is  stinted,  their  preja- 
dicen  ignored — 8o  long  the  seeds  of  discontent 
and  disloyalty  will  remain,  only  to  hurst  forth 
into  luxuriant  growth  at  the  first  &T0UTab1e 
aeaaon." 

The  Honee  will  that  my  right  hon. 
Friend  was  not  speakinff  in  these  obser- 
Tations  of  any  immediate  legislation, 
but  of  the  general  tenour  of  English 
policy  in  Ireland.  The  other  night, 
when  addressing  the  House,  I  made 
Boch  references  as  I  thought  were  neces- 
sary to  my  own  speech.  I  am  sorry 
that  the  hon.  Member  should  think  that 
tiiere  is  any  difference  between  ray  right 
hon.  Friend  and  myself ;  but  I  must 
leave  these  speeches  to  the  judgment  of 
the  House. 

UiM  AJJD  JUSTICE— OFFICE  OF 
FTTfiUC  ritOSEOtTTOR. 

Sm  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  asked 
Mr.  Attorney  General,  Whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  yet  come  to 
any  decision  as  to  the  re-organisation  of 
the  office  of  Publio  Frosecntor,  with  the 
view  of  rendering  the  system  more  effi^- 
ctent,  and  really  making  the  prosecution 
of  serious  offences  a  public  and  not  a 
private  function  7 

Thk  attorney  general  (Sir 
Hbnbt  James),  in  reply,  said,  he  must 
answer  this  Question  in  the  negative. 
No  decision  had  ^et  been  come  to  as  to 
the  re-oi^anization  of  the  Office  of 
Public  Proseontor.  In  fact,  such  a  re- 
organization would  involve  a  great  addi- 
tion  to  tiie  staff,  and  for  that  an  appeal 
would  have  to  be  made  to  the  Treasury. 
He  was  afraid  that  this  was  not  a  very 
opportune  moment  to  ask  for  additionu 
expenditure.  At  the  same  time,  both 
the  Home  Secretary  and  himself  were 
quite  alive  to  ^he  importance  of  that 
matter,  and  they  would  endeavour  to 
make  the  best  arrangements  in  thur 
power  in  regard  to  it. 

Mb.  (K)R8T  gave  Notice,  in  conse- 
quence of  this  answer,  that  in  Supply  he 
would  move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote 
for  the  expenses  of  the  Office  of  Publio 
Prosecutor. 

8iB  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  gave 
Notice,  in  order  to  strengthen  the  hands 
of  the  Attorney  General,  that,  after  ttie 


second  reading  of  the  Criminal  Pro- 
cedure Bill,  he  would  move — 

"  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Oommittee 
to  inform  themeelTeB  as  to  the  Lev  of  Scotland 
with  re^rd  to  criminal  prosecutions  so  as  to 
frame  a  Bill  to  operate  tlvoughout  the  United 
Kingdom ;  that  the  prosecotion  for  serioni 
offences  shall  be  a  public  and  not  a  {oiTata 
function." 

AFRICA  (WEST  COAST)— THE  CONGO. 

Ma.  W.  E.  F0R8TER  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
If  there  is  any  truth  in  the  rumour  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  has  entered 
into  negotiations  with  the  Portuguese 
Government  by  which  both  banks  of  the 
River  Congo  and  a  very  large  district  in 
the  interior  of  Africa  would  become  part 
of  the  dominions  of  Portugal ;  and,  if 
so,  whether  the  Government  will  inform 
the  House  of  the  tcvms  of  such  proposed 
Treaty  before  it  is  conoluded  ? 

Loan  EDMOND  FITZMATTRIOE : 
Negotiations  have  been  taking  place  be- 
tween this  country  and  Portugal  wi&k 
regard  to  the  district  on  the  West  Coast 
of  Africa  to  which  my  right  hon.  Friend 
alludes.  They  involve  the  considera- 
tion, not  only  of  complicated  questions 
of  jurisdiction,  but  also  of  important 
points  connected  with  religious  liberty, 
freedom  of  commerce,  and  the  proven- 
tion  of  the  Slave  Trade.  It  is  impos- 
sible for  me  to  make  a  statement  on  the 
subject  within  the  limit  usually  assigned 
to  the  answer  to  a  Question ;  but  I  may 
assure  myright  hon. Friend  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  have  no  intention  of 
taking  the  House  by  surprise,  aud  that 
ample  information  will  be  i^orded  by 
Papers  which  will  in  due  course  be  laid 
before  Parliament.  No  decision  has  yet 
been  arrived  at. 

Me.  W.  E.  FORSTEB  :  WiU  the 
noble  Lord  give  me  any  idea  when  the 
Papers  will  be  produced  P 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE: 
As  I  stated,  negotiations  are  still  pro- 
ceeding, and  the  presentation  of  Papers 
will  be  as  soon  as  the  negotiations  are 
concluded. 

Ma.  BOURKE :  A  Treaty  will  not 
be  signed  until  the  Papers  have  been 
presented  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURIOB:  I 
give  no  pledge  as  to  that. 

Ma.  W.  E.  FORSTEB:  In  conse- 
quence of  what  my  noble  Friend  has 
stated,  I  suppose,  in  some  form  or  an- 
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other,  information  will  be  giren  to  tho 
House  before  the  Treaty  is  signed  ? 

LoBD  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE : 
I  think  that  was  covered  by  what  I  said 
— that  the  House  would  not  he  taken  by 
surprise. 

THE  DIPLOMATIC  SERVICE-SIR 
AUGUSTUS  PAGET. 

SieH.  DEUMMOND  "WOLFF  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Fo- 
reign Affairs,  Whether  the  five  year 
rule  is  intended  to  be  put  in  force  in  the 
case  of  Lord  Lyons  who  has  been  Am- 
bassador at  Paris  since  July  1867 ;  in 
tJie  case  of  Lord  Ampthill  who  has  been 
Ambassador  at  Berlin  since  1871 ;  in  the 
case  of  Sir  Henry  Elliot  who  has  been 
Ambassador  at  Vienna  since  1877  ;  in 
the  case  of  Sir  Jolin  Lumley  who  has 
been  Minister  at  Brussels  since  1868; 
and  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Stuart  who  has 
been  Minister  at  the  Hague  since  October 
1877  ;  or  whether  the  application  of  the 
rule  is  to  be  limited  to  the  case  of  Sir 
Augustus  Paget  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE : 
The  House  will  readily  see  tUat  it  is  not 
convenient  that  I  should  be  called  upon 
to  explain  how  the  Secretary  of  State 
proposes  to  deal  with  the  discretion 
Tested  in  him  by  regulations  adopted  on 
the  recommendation  of  a  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  sanctioned 
by  subsequent  votes  of  the  House.  In 
some  of  the  cases  quoted  by  my  hon. 
Friend,  the  appointments  have  been  re- 
newed for  the  full  term,  in  some  provi- 
sionally, and  in  others  the  case  has  not 
arisen  for  Lord  Granville's  decision.  My 
hon.  Friend  will  readily  understand  that 
a  more  detailed  or  personal  statement 
would  be  inconsistent  with  the  interests 
of  the  Public  Service  ? 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
as  he  did  not  quite  understand  the  an- 
swer of  his  noble  Friend,  he  begged  to 
give  Notice  that  on  the  earliest  possible 
occasion  he  should  move  for  a  Committee 
of  the  House  to  inquire  into  the  circum- 
stances and  salaries  of  the  Ministers 
mentioned  in  his  Question. 

NAVY— THE  SICK  BERTH  STAFF. 

Sib  H.  DKUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  Whe- 
ther any  step  has  been  taken  to  improve 
the  pay  and  position  of  the  sick  berth 
st&fi'  of  the  Navy  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  Furtttr 


Mb.  CAMFBELL-BANNEEMAN  : 
No,  Sir ;  no  decision  has  yet  been 
arrived  at  regarding  the  pay  and  posi- 
tion of  the  sick  berth  staff.  The  matter 
is  part  of  a  question  which  is 

under  consideration,  extrading  to  the 
whole  system  of  attendanoe  on  the  siok, 
both  in  naval  hospitals  and  afloat. 

THE  IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION— THE 
SUB-COMMISSIONERS— ME.  PETER 
FITZPATRICK. 

Mb.  TOTTENHAM  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether  Mr.  Peter  Fitepatrick, 
of  Corween,  Ballybay,  has  recenUy  been 
appointed  a  Sub- Commissioner  under 
the  Land  Act ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  he  is  an  active  member  of  the  Land 
League ;  whether  he  attended  a  Land 
League  meeting  at  Lattin  Chapel,  near 
Coote-hill,  in  the  early  part  of  1881, 
when  Mr.  McAleese,  the  editor  of  the 
"  People's  Advocate/'  was  Cn  the  chair ; 
and,  whether  he  was  present  and  took 
the  chair  at  another  meeting  of  the 
same  nature  at  Scotshouse,  county 
Monaghan,  about  the  same  date? 

Mb.  TEEVELYAN  :  Mr.  Peter  Fitz- 
patrick,  of  Corween,  Ballybay,  has  re- 
cently been  appointed  a  Sub-Commis- 
sioner under  the  Land  Act.  He  never 
was  a  member,  active  or  otherwise,  of 
the  Land  League,  and  he  did  not  attend 
the  meetings  referred  to  in  the  Question. 
There  was  evidently  some  confusion  be- 
tween him  and  the  Mr.  Fitzpatrick  re- 
siding in  the  neighbourhood. 

Mr.  GIBSON  asked  was  the  other 
Mr.  Fitgpatriok  called  Peter  also  ? 

Mb.  TBEYELYAN  :  Some  confusion 
exists ;  but  there  is  no  doubt  that  my 
aiwwer  is  perfectly  correct. 

TURKEY  IN  ASIA-JEWS  IN  PALES- 
TINE. 

Mr.  Sbrjrast  SIMON  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  letter  from  Mr.  Lawrence 
Oliphant,  in  the  ** Times"  of  the  30th 
January,  according  to  which,  in  pur- 
suance of  an  order  of  the  Yilayet  of 
Syria,  issued  in  December  last,  tiie 
Camaikan  of  Haifa  had  prevented  the 
landing  at  that  place  of  a  number  of 
Jews  who  had  arrived  by  sea,  many  of 
them  being  emigrants  from  Boumania, 
who  had  left  their  country  because  of 
the  disabilities  and  oppression  to  whidh 
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Jews  are  there  subjected,  with  the  in- 
tention of  forming  part  of  an  agricnl- 
toral  colony  which  was  being  estaUisfaed 
in  FaleBtine,  whilst  the  rest  were  of 
ottier  nationalitiea,  and  include^British 
gabjeots  with  British  passports,  who  had 
<»me  there  for  temporary  purposes,  or 
merely  to  visit  the  coaDtry.  That  not- 
withstanding the  protest  and  remon- 
strances of  the  British  Tice  Consul,  the 
Camaikan  presisted  in  bis  refusal  to 
allow  any  of  them  to  land,  and  threat- 
ened to  employ  force,  if  necesEary,  to 
prevent  it.  That,  in  consequence,  these 
unfortunate  people,  to  the  number  of 
120,  were  taken  by  sea,  in  violent, 
stormy  weather,  under  great  suCFering 
and  privations,  to  Alexandria  ;  and, 
whether  Her  Majesty's  GK>vemment  will 
cause  inquiiy  to  be  made  into  the  circum- 
stances, and  will  represent  the  case  to  the 
Turkish  GFovernment,  with  a  view  to.  the 
protection  of  Her  Majesty's  Jewish  sub- 
jects in  the  future,  and  to  the  rescinding, 
if  possible,  of  Uie  order  prohibiting  the 
settlement  of  Jswidi  emigrants  in  Pales- 
tine? 

LoED  EDMOND  FITZMAUBICE: 
The  attention  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
was  called  to  the  letter  to  which  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  refers,  and  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Oharg6  d'ASaires  at  Constanti- 
nople has  been  instructed  to  make  urgent 
and  pressing  inquiries,  and  report  as  to 
the  alleged  treatment  by  the  local  autho- 
rities of  Haifa  of  these  British  subjects 
of  the  Hebrew  faith,  and  to  take  any 
ojpportunity  which  may  arise  of  calling 
t&e  attention  of  the  Forte  to  the  viola- 
tion of  the  general  principles  oi  reli- 
gious liberty  uid  down  in  ue  Imperial 
Firmans. 

EAST  INDIA— CODE  OF  GBIMiyAL  PKO- 
GBDUEE— NATIVE  JURISDICTION 
OVER  BRITISH  SUBJECTS. 

Me.  STANHOPE  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  Whether  the 
proposed  change  of  the  Law  relaUng 
to  the  trial  of  Europeans  in  India  was 
submitted  to  the  Council  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  in  England  and  approved 
by  them  ? 

Thb  Mabqttbbs  op  HAETINGTON  : 
Yes,  Sir.  The  despatch  of  the  Oorernor 
General  of  India  proposing  this  change, 
and  the  draft  in  answer  thereto,  were 
sabmitted  in  the  ordinary  course  to  the 
Oounoil  of  the  Secretazy  of  State  and 
approved  by  thetn. 

TOL.  COLXXVI.  [xmoji  beuks.] 


THE  CENSUS  RETURNS. 

Mr.W.  H.  JAMES  asked  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  When 
the  Census  Betums  for  England  will  be 
printed  and  circulated  among  Members  7 

Snt  GHABLES  W.  DILEE:  Tha 
first  two  volumes  of  the  Census  Beport 
are  now  being  prepared  for  the  Frees, 
and  will  be  printed  and  rtiady  for  circu- 
lation before  the  end  of  April.  The  re- 
maining portion  of  the  Beport  will  be 
printed  probably  in  September,  and  the 
Begistrar  General  informs  roe  that  it 
will  all  be  circulated  before  November. 

PARLIAMENT- PRIVATE  BUSINESS- 
RAILWAY  BILLS-INCREASE  OF 
RATES. 

'  Mb.  J.  W.  BABCLAT  asked  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
increase  in  rates  and  higher  classification 
adopted  in  many  of  the  Bailway  Bills 
now  before  the  House ;  whether  it  is  the 
case  that  eighteen  Bills  propose  to  in- 
crease the  rate  or  raise  the  classification 
of  artificial  manures  ;  whether  the  De- 
partment of  the  Board  of  Trade  has,  in 
the  Beport  to  the  House  of  Lords  on 
Bailway  and  other  Bills,  called  attention 
to  the  proposed  higher  rates  and  classi- 
fication of  artificial  manures ;  and,  whe- 
ther he  can  inform  the  House  if  the 
Board  of  Trade,  or  any  official  uf  this 
House,  exercises  any  supervision  of  the 
rates  and  classification  proposed  in 
Bailway  Bills,  so  as  to  protect  the 
public  from  excessive  charges  or  un- 
usual powers  ? 

Mb.  OHAMBEBLAIN  :  The  Stand- 
ing Order  of  the  House  of  Lords,  to 
which  my  hon.  Friend  refers,  requires 
the  Board  of  Trade  to  make  a  Beport  in 
all  cases  in  which  Bailway  Companies 
propose  to  increase  their  authorized 
rates ;  a'nd  in  accordance  with  this  Stand- 
ing Order,  the  Board  of  Trade  will  re- 
port upon  the  Begent's  Canal,  City,  and 
Docks  Bailway  Bill,  which,  as  I  under- 
stand, is  the  only  Bill  this  Session  which 
proposes  to  increase  authorized  rates 
and  fares.  It  is  no  part  of  the  duty  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  and  they  have  no 
authority,  to  report  upon  or  to  exercise 
any  supervision  over  proposals  of  Bail- 
way  Companies  in  regard  to  either  the 
dUueification  or  the  rates  to  be  charged 
in  the  case  of  new  Bills.  In  these  oases, 
the  Committees  of  the  two  Hoases  are 
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the  authorities  who  are  competent  to 
deal  with  the  subject. 

Mb.  J.  "W.  BARCLAY  :  I  do  not 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
answered  the  last  Question. 

Mb.  chamberlain  :  I  am  nnder 
the  impression  that  I  have  answered  it. 
The  Board  of  Ti-ade  does  not  exercise 
any  Bupenrision  in  the  category  of  the 
Bills  referred'to. 

Ma.  J.  W.  BARCLAY :  May  I  ask 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  can 
inform  the  House  whether  any  official 
takes  oognisance  of  these  matters  7 

[No  answer  was  given.] 

EffDU— NATIVB  STATES— 
MOHURBHUNJ. 

Ma.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  com- 
plaints against  the  virtual  annexation 
of  the  Native  State  of  Mohurbhunj  in 
Orissa  contrary  to  the  Proclamation  of 
3  867;  whether  hia  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  statement  in  the  "Calcutta 
Englishman,"  that  the  treatment  of  this 
Principality  "seems  to  show  that  the 
days  of  high-handed  interference  with 
Native  States  are  not  yet  over  ;  "  and, 
whether  he  will  investigate  the  facts  ? 

Mb.  J.  K.  CROSS  :  The  attention  of 
tho  Secretary  of  State  has  been  called 
to  the  statement  in  Tk»  Caleaita  Engltth- 
man  to  which  the  hon.  Member's  Ques- 
tion refers,  ^rom  that  statement  it  ap- 
pears that  the  Rajah  of  Mohurbhunj 
having  died,  leaving  a  son  only  two 
years  old,  arrangements  have  as  usual 
been  made  for  the  temporary  adminis- 
tration of  the  State.  The  Secretary  of 
State  has  no  reason  to  question  that 
these  arrangements  have  been  decided 
on,  after  full  consideration  by  the  Go- 
vernment of  India,  as  the  best  suited  to 
the  circumstances  of  the  case,  and  he 
does  not  consider  there  is  any  reason  for 
his  interference  in  the  matter. 

INDIA-NATIVE  STATES -MYSORE. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether  \ 
it  is  the  case  that,  ever  since  the  re- ' 
storation  of  Mysore  to  theNadve  Maha-  | 
rajah,  the  wishes  of  the  Prince  and  | 
people  of  Mysore  in  the  selection  of  the 
administration  have  been  ignored  or  re-  ! 
jccted  by  the  British  Resident;  whether 
it  ia  the  fact  that  British,  Native,  and  1 
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European  ofBoials  from  Madras  have 
been  established  in  all  the  important 
and  lucrative  posts  of  administration  in 
Mysore ;  whether  it  is  the  case  that 
the  late  Dewan,  Mr.  Runga  Oharlu,  ao 
officer  from  Madras,  was  thus  imposed 
upon  tho  Government  of  Mysore  ;  whe- 
ther it  is  the  fact  that,  acting  in  con- 
junction with  the  British  Resident  and 
former  Regent,  Sir  James  Gordon,  the 
late  Dewan  dismissed  every  Native  of 
Mysore  he  could,  and  gave  Uie  ofHoea 
of  the  State  to  officers  from  Madras ; 
whether  it  is  now  proposed  to  impose 
another  British  officer  from  Madras  upon 
the  Prince  and  people  of  Mysore  ;  and, 
whether  the  Imperial  Government  will 
allow  Mysore  to  be  administered  by  its 
own  Prince  and  people? 

Mr.  J.  K.  CROSS :  The  hon.  Member 
concludes  hia  Question  by  asking — 

"  Whether  the  Imperial  Oovermnent  will 
allow  Mysore  to  be  administered  by  its  own 

Princo  and  people  F  " 

In  reply  to  that  I  can  only  repeat  tiie 
answer  which  I  gave  the  other  night, 
that  the  administration  of  Mysore  was 
transferred  to  the  Maharajah  on  the 
25th  of  March,  1861.  The  conditions  of 
the  transfer  are  to  be  found  in  the  Blue 
Book  presented  to  Parliament  in  1881 ; 
and  those  conditions  have  been  faith- 
fully observed  by  the  Maharajah,  and 
by  the  Imperial  Government.  As  re- 
gards tho  allegations  contained  in  the 
hon.  Member's  Question,  I  have  to  say, 
after  reference  to  the  Government  of 
India,  that — 

"  Since  the  transfer,  no  official  whatever  has 
boen  thruat  on  tho  Slaharajah.  No  Madrassee 
has  been  introduced,  and  no  Uyeoreaa  has  been 

dismiBBcd." 

The  present  Dewan  was  chosen  by  the 
Maharajah  himself.  He  is  from  Madras, 
but  has  been  for  14  years  in  the  service 
of  the  Mysore  Government.  Before 
sanctioning  his  appointment,  the  Go- 
vernment of  India  represented  to  the 
Maharajah  tho  desirability  of  selecting, 
if  possible,  a  Native  of  Mysore  for  the 
post.  The  Maharajah  replied,  that  there 
was  no  Native  of  Mysore  properly 
qualified,  and  pressed  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  %linister  in  whom  ne  had 
confidence. 

NAVT-THE  ROYAL  MARINES. 

Viscount  LEWISU AM  asked  the  So- 
cretary  to  tho  Admiralty,  Whether  he 
has  considered  if,  in  the  interests  of  the 
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BoyftI  Marines,  it  voold  be  advisable 
that  a  general  officer  of  that  force,  who 
should  alone  be  responsible  for  all  things 
relating  to  the  corps,  and  who  should 
half  9  direct  commnnication  vith  the  Oivil 
Lord,  nliould  have  a  erat  on  the  Board 
of  Admiralty;  and,  fm-ther,  if  he  has 
eoneidered  whether,  when  Officers  of  the 
ICoyal  Marines  are  under  the  Naval 
Discipline  Act  they  should  have  the  same 
rights  and  privileges  as  when  under  the 
Army  Discipline  Act  ? 

Mn,  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN : 
Sir,  w6  have  considered  the  subject  of 
tho  noble  Viscount's  first  Question,  and 
it  docs  not  appear  to  us  either  necessary 
or  desirable  that  an  officer  of  Sfariues 
should  have  a  seat  at  the  Board  of  Ad- 
miralty. The  Deputy  Adjutant  General 
is  DOW  in  a  position  fully  to  adviso  the 
Board  on  all  matters  relattug  to  the  in- 
teni(il  organization  and  discipline  of  the 
corps.  With  reference  to  the  second 
Question,  the  subject  of  which  was  pro- 
minently brought  to  notice  during  the 
Egyptian  operations,  the  dedsion  arrived 
at  wiU  be  expnssed  in  the  Bill  which  it 
is  intended  to  introduce  for  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  Naval  Discipline  Act. 

MADAOA5CAR-ADMIRAL  GORE 

JONES'S  REPORT. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  With  reference  to  Admiral  Gore 
Jonea's  Report  of  his  official  visit  to  the 
capital  of  the  Hovas,  at  the  instance  of 
the  Foreign  Department,  and  his  state- 
ment that  tiiel^me  Minister  is  forming 
a  regular  Army  of  40,000  men  in  order 
to  subject  the  tribes  not  now  under  Hova 
rule  and  submit  the  whole  island  to  what 
the  Admiral  calls  the  "mild despotism *' 
of  the  Hova  Government,  He  has  rightly 
represented  the  British  Government 
when  he  says  to  the  Hova  Queen — 

'*  It  is  our  ardent  wiBh  to  see  your  Majeaty's 
inflaence  extended  over  leogth  and  breadth 
of  tbe  land," 

and  expresses  the 

"  mncere  hope  that  the  whole  of  Sradaflrascar 
ifiU  Boon  be  under  the  benign  influence  of  your 
Mftieaty'B  control  and  of  your  Prime  Sliniater 
and  Commander  in  Chief ;  " 

or,  if  not,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment have  taken  steps  to  disabuse 
the  Hova  authorities  of  the  incitement 
to  conquest  thus  conveyed,  and  of  the 
view,  on  which  they  snzed,  that  the 


Admiral's  general  expressions  of  hia  be- 
lief in  the  friendship  of  the  Frenoh 
towards  them  amounted  to  an  aasoiaaoe 
that  the  French  also 

*'  desire  the  good  of  tliis  oomitrj,  and  the 
extending  of  the  Hova  inflaence  all  over  Uada- 
gaaoarP" 

Lord  EUMOND  FITZMAURIOE  : 
Admiral  Gore  Jones's  Report  was  laid 
before  Parliament  in  accordance  with  a 
request  addressed  to  myhon.  Friend  tho 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  as  an  account 
of  his  visit  to  Madagascar,  and  not  as  a 
statement  of  the  viows  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  with  regard  to  which  full 
information  will  be  found  in  the  Papers 
about  to  be  presented  to  Parliament. 

EGYPT— PRISONS. 

Me.  BOURKE  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
When  the  Report  respecting  the  Prisons 
in  Egypt  by  Mr.  Chermside  and  Mr. 
Beamen  will  be  produced  ? 

LoED  EDMOND  FITZMAURIOE: 
The  Report  to  which  my  right  hon. 
Friend  refers  will  be  included  in  the 
next  volume  laid  before  Parliament  of 
Papers  relating  to  the  afEairs  of  Egypt. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  OHURCmEL: 
And  Lord  Dufferin's  despatch  7 

LoBD  EDMOND  FITZMAURIOE  : 
The  Question  of  the  noble  Lord  ia  not 
on  the  Paper. 

THE  COMORO  ISLANDS. 

Sib  JOHN  HAT  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
If  any  Report  has  been  received  from 
Vice  Consul  Holmwood  upon  his  visit 
to  the  Comoro  Islands ;  and,  if  so,  whe- 
ther tho  Papers  may  be  produced  ? 

LoED  EDMOND  FITZMAURIOE: 
A  Report  upon  the  snb^ect  has  been 
received  from  Consul  Holmwood,  and 
will  be  included  in  the  Slave  Trade  Blue 
Book,  which  will  shortly  appear. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— VER- 

DICTS  OF  CORONER'S  JURIES. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, If  he  will  state  the  number  of 
cases  during  tho  past  two  years  in  which 
coroner's  juries  in  Ireland  have  returned 
verdicts  of  wilful  murder  against  agents 
and  officials  of  the  Government ;  of  the 
number  of  cases  in  which  the  Govern- 
ment applied  to  the  Queen'e  Bench  to 
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quash  the  result  of  the  coroner's  inqui-  i 
eition  ;  of  the  nnmber  of  oases  in  which 
the  Queen's  Bench  granted  such  appli- 
cations fay  the  Government ;  in  now 
many  casM  the  murdered  persons  were 
men,  and  in  faov  many  women ;  and  of 
the  nnmber  of  cases  in  which  the  Go- 
Temment  allowed  the  verdicts  of  coro- 
ner's juries  charging  Oovernment  agents 
or  offimals  with  v^ilful  murder  to  be 
made  the  subject  of  trial  according  to 
law? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Porter)  (for  Mr. 
Treveltait)  :  In  five  different  cases 
within  the  last  two  years  verdicts  of 
wilful  murder  were  returned  by  Co- 
roner's Juries  in  Ireland  against  mem- 
bers of  the  Royal  Irish  Constabu- 
lary. In  three  of  these,  the  inquisi- 
tions were  quashed  in  the  Queen's 
Bench,  on  the  application  of  the  Crown. 
Xhese  were  the  only  cases  in  which  such 
application  was  made.  In  four  cases 
the  persons  whose  deaths  were  inquired 
into  were  men  (5);  in  one  they  were 
women  (2).  In  two  cases  there  was  no 
prosecution.  In  one,  informations  were 
applied  for  and  refused.  In  one  infor- 
mations were  granted  and  the  Crown 
Prosecutors  came  to  tho  conclusion  that 
there  was  no  case,  and  did  not  send  up  a 
bill.  In  the  remaining  case  the  bill  was 
ignored  by  tho  Grand  Jury. 

Mb.  O'bONNELL:  Do  I  understand 
that  there  were  three  cases  in  which 
applications  were  made  to  quash  the 
convictions,  and  two  cases  in  which  there 
was  no  prosecution  ?  Am  I  to  conclude 
from  that  that  in  the  five  cases  in  which 
verdicts  were  returned  against  officials 
there  was  no  prosecutions  whatever 
against  the  incriminate^  servants  of  the 

Crown  P   

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Porter)  :  That  is  not 
the  case.  In  three  cases  the  inquisitions 
were  quashed.  In  one  of  these  proceed- 
ings were  directed  by  the  Crown  before 
the  magistrates,  but  informations  were 
refused. 

THE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND)— 
MR.  FERGUSON. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  If  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  statement  of  Mr.  Ferguson, 
Chairman  of  tiie  West  Riding  of  Cork 
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County,  at  the  trial  of  the  appeal  of 
Messrs.  Gilhooly.  O'Brien,  and  Hodnett 
for  alleged  intimidation  at  a  public 
meeting,  that  he 

"  Thought  it  was  a  cruel  thing  to  allow  those 
meetings  to  he  held  at  all,  for  if  the  old  lincB 
were  follovrcd  it  was  impossihle  that  a  man 
should  not  commit  au  offeoce  against  tiie  Aot, 
and  it  would  be  impossible  for  any  man  to  speak 
at  a  meeting  unless  he  had  a  lawyer  telling  him 
every  word  he  should  say  ; " 

and,  whether  the  Government  inteod  to 
take  any  notice  of  Mr.  Ferguson's  state- 
ment of  the  operation  of  the  Act  ? 

Mr.  TKEVELTAN  :  I  have  seen  a 
report  of  the  Judgment  delivered  by  the 
County  Court  Judge  in  this  case.  The 
words  quoted  in  the  Unestion  as  quoted 
apart  from  their  context  are  open  to 
misconstruction.  Mr.  Ferguson  spoke  as 
follows : — 

"Mr.  O'Brien  said  that  the  landlords  .were 
exacting  an  unnatural  hlood  tax  in  tiie  shape  ol 
rent,  and  that  they  should  be  got  rid  of.  How, 
could  any  one  havo  any  reasonable  doubt  but 
that  any  landlord  reading  those  remarks  or  hear- 
ing of  them  about  exercising  his  legal  rights 
would  be  intimidated  F  Mr.  O'Brien  further 
told  the  tenants  to  pay  only  what  they  did  not 
want.  There,  beyond  doubt,  was  the  advica 
given  in  ti^e  old  agitation." 

Having  explained  what  he  meant  by  the 
"  old  lines,"  Mr.  Ferguson  then  used 
the  words  quoted  in  the  Question.  His 
obvious  meaning  was  that  a  person  who 
makes  a  public  speech  advising  people 
not  to  pay  rent  is  guilty  of  intimidation 
under  the  Prevention  of  Crime  Act.  The 
Government  do  not  intend  to  take  any 
notice  of  his  statemant— first,  because  it 
is  perfectly  easy  for  any  speaker  to  re- 
frain fVom  advising  people  not  to  pay 
rent;  and,  secondly,  because  (and  this 
cannot  be  too  clearly  understood)  per- 
sons holding  judicial  positions,  suon  a4 
County  Court  Judges,  are  not  officers  oi 
the  Executive,  and  the  Executive  is  not 
responsible  for  any  remarks  they  may 
make. 

THE  DANUBE  COMMISSION— THE 
KILIA  MOUTH. 

Baeon  henry  DE  worms  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  it  is  the  fact,  as  stated 
by  Hobart  Pacha  in  a  letter  to  the 
"Times,"  published  on  Friday  last  that 
the  Kilia  Branch  of  the  Danube 

"  Has  only  to  be  cleared  of  sandbanks  and 
other  minor  impedinicnts  to  receive  tho  whole 
flow  of  the  rirer  into  its  watereonite,  tfaoa  toav. 
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ing  dxy  and  naeleaa  for  navigation  the  ohanneli 
loim-down,  called  the  SiiUna  and  Saint  George's 
Channels," 

and  that  Bussia.  if  allowed  to  hold  that 
branch  of  the  river  without  being  sub- 
ject to  the  control  of  the  Danubian  Com- 
mission, as  provided  by  Articles  15  and 
16  of  Treafy  of  Paris,  voold  not 
only  hold 

**  Entire  command  of  the  commerce  of  the 
Danube,  but  tarn  the  flank  of  any  warlike  action 
on  the  part  ol  Anetria  and  Germany  on  the 
Eastern  question,  eatablishiog,  in  fact,  a  second 
Oibraltar  in  the  Black  Sea,  the  more  so  as  she 
would  have  the  means,  from  the  formation  of 
the  land  at  the  entrance  of  tho  Kilia  Branch,  of 
making  a  magnificent  seaport  in  those  waters ;  " 

if  80,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment will  insist  on  the  Articles  of  the 
Treaty  of  Paris,  above  quoted,  being 
applied  to  the  Kilia  mouth  as  they  are 
to  all  the  other  mouths  of  the  Danube  ? 

LoBD  EDMOND  PITZMAUEICE: 
Full  information  on  the  Question  asked 
by  my  hon.  Friend,  and  the  opinion  of 
Hobart  Pftsha  therein  referred  to,  as  to 
the  Kilia  branch  of  the  Danube,  will  be 
contained  in  the  Papers  which  will  be 
Uud  before  Parliament  when  the  Oon> 
fereuoe  now  sitting  has  concluded  its 
labours. 

CUSTOMS  RE-ORGANIZATION —THE 
NEW  WAEEHOUSIKG  SCHEME— 
STJRVEYOBS. 

Mn.  EITCHIE  asked  Mr.  Chanoellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  it  is  true 
that  the  Board  of  Customs  last  June, 
with  the  sanction  of  the  Treasury,  in- 
creased the  number  of  surveyorships  in 
the  out-door  department  of  the  London 
Oustoms  in  order  to  provide  for  the 
establishment  of  the  new  Customs  ware- 
housing system;  whether  the  Board  of 
Customs  has  now  decided  to  reduce  the 
number  of  surveyorships ;  whether  this 
proceeding,  without  giving  compensation 
to  the  o^ers  for  the  chances  of  promo- 
tion of  which  they  are  thus  deprived, 
is  a  breach  of  faith  to  those  olerks  in 
the  old  warehousing  departments  who 
were  transferred  in  June  last  to  the  new 
out-door  department  of  the  Customs, 
and  who  accepted  employment  in  that 
department  upon  the  strength  of  the 
new  classification;  and,  whether  this 
proceeding  haa  been  adopted  with  his 
sanction  ? 

Thb  OHANOELLOE  op  thk  EXOHE- 
QUEB  (Bfr.  Chiu>eiub)  :  In  reply  to  the 


hon.  Gentleman,  I  have  to  state  that  I 
understand  that  the  Board  of  Ourtoms 
do  not  contemplate  filliagnp  an  existing 
vacancy  among  the  Surveyors  in  the 
Port  of  London,  the  number  of  which 
was  increased  last  year,  inasmuch  as 
that  number  is  found  to  be  in  excess  of 
the  requirements  of  the  Public  Service. 
I  am  infbrmed  that,  as  vacancies  occur, 
the  Board  of  Oustoms  will,  probably, 
still  further  reduce  the  number  of  Sur- 
veyors. As  to  the  third  Question  of  the 
hon.  Member,  I  am  afraid  that  I  must 
distinctly  say  that,  in  my  opinion,  the 
number  of  officers  in  any  rank  must  de- 
pend upon  the  requirements  of  the  Ser- 
vice, and  that  I  cannot  admit  that  any 
breach  of  faith  with  junior  officers  is 
committed  when  it  is  found  necessary  to 
reduce  the  number  of  the  seniors.  No 
officer  has  any  claim,  moral  or  equitable, 
to  the  retention  of  any  particular  classi- 
fication of  officers  senior  to  him.  In 
answer  to  the  last  Question,  I  have  to 
say  that  a  decision  of  the  Board  of  Cus- 
toms, not  to  fill  up  a  vacancy  when  the 
office  was  no  longer  necessary,  is  not 
one  as  to  which  I  should  interfere. 

Mb.  EITCHIE  gave  Notice  that  on 
an  early  date  he  would  call  attention  to 
the  matter. 

LAW  AND  POUCE— MURDER  IK  A 
POLICE  CELL,  NORTH  SHIELDS. 

Mr.  DAWNAY  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
^Vliether  his  attention  has  been  drawn 
to  a  murder,  committed  at  North  Shields, 
on  February  Slat,  by  a  drunken  man 
upon  the  drunken  fellow-occupant  of  a 
police  cell ;  and,  whether,  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  but  a  short  time  ago  another 
case  of  a  similar  nature  occurred,  when 
one  drunken  man  was  kicked  to  death 
by  another,  he  will  take  the  necessary 
steps  to  prohibit  the  promiBOUous 
locking  up  of  drunken  men,  and  to 
arrange  for  separate  confinement  in  such 
cases? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOTJET :  The 
hon.  Member  is  probably  aware  that 
the  Secretary  of  State  has  no  authority 
over  the  police  in  the  Provinces,  and 
that  the  local  authorities  are  there  su- 
preme. With  regard  to  the  Metropoli- 
tan district,  which  is  under  the  authority 
of  the  Home  Office,  regulations  to  tiie 
effect  which  the  hon.  Member  considers 
desirable  are  at  preeent  in  force. 
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SPAIN  —  INTERNATIONAL  LAW— SUR- 
RENDER OF  CUBAN  REFUGEES. 

Sin  B.  ASSHETON  CROSS  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
A£Fair8,  When  the  promised  Papers  on 
the  subject  of  the  Cuban  Kefugees  will 
be  presented  to  Parliament  ? 

LoED  EDMOND  'FITZMAUEICE : 
The  Papers  will  be  laid  on  the  Table  as 
soon  as  a  reply  has  been  received  from 
the  Spanish  GoYcmment  to  the  last 
communication  addressed  to  them  on 
behalf  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  asted 
if  there  was  any  reason  why  the  Honse 
should  not  have  the  Papers  as  far  as 
they  had  gone?  He  should  repeat  the 
Question  that  day  week;  and  if  the 
reply  was  not  more  satisfactory  he  should 
move  for  the  Papers. 

IRELAND— ENOLISH  FOLICT— THE 
"ECHO"  NEWSPAPER. 

SiK  HKRBEKT  KAXWELL  asked 
the  Secretaiy  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  followiiifi:  passage  in 
a  leading  article  in  the  "Echo,"  pub- 
lished on  Friday  23rd  February  : — 

"  If  the  hifltory  of  Ireland  teaches  one  thing 
more  thao  another  it  is  this,  that  no  reform, 
however  moderate  and  necessary,  can  he  wrung 
from  the  British  Parliament  when  Ireland  is  at 
peaoe.  Hr.  Gladstone  has  admitted  it,  Mr. 
Cbamherlain  has  admitted  it,  and  he  who aenies 
it  goes  in  the  teeth  of  facts.  If  that  he  so, 
can  it  bo  vronderad  that  the  Iriah  leaders,  we 
will  not  say  connive  at  crime,  hut  at  all  events 
do  nothing  to  chock  it  f  ....  It  is  too  mnch 
to  expect  that  there  will  be  any  very  earnest 
deaire  on  the  part  of  the  Irish  leaders  to  put  an 
end  to  outrage  when  withont  it  they  are  re< 

dneed  to  impotence  The  temptation  is 

too  great  to  he  rensted  Whatevw  may 

be  Ute  result  of  the  trials  now  pending  at  Dub- 
lin, oven  though  every  secret  society  in  Ireland 
is  discovered  and  its  members  scattered,  it  is 
folly  to  expect  that  Ireland  will  long  be  free 
from  the  machinations  of  other  secret  societies, 
frcnn  murder,  and  from  oatrage,  whilst  by  such 
means,  rather  than  by  reason,  redress  can  be 
obtained  for  such  wrongs ; " 

whether  he  is  aware  that  the  senior 
Member  for  Salisbury  is  proprietor  of 
the  paper ;  and,  whether  he  is  pre- 
pared to  direct  a  prosecution  of  the  pub- 
lishers on  the  ground  of  inciting  to  out- 

"Sb.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN :  Before  the 
right  faon.  and  learned  Gentleman  an- 
swers the  Qnestion,  I  would  like  to 


him  whether  a  statement  to  the  same 
effect  as  that  mentioned  in  this  Question 
was  not  recently  made  at  a  public  meet- 
ing in  Ireland  by  an  eminent  Member 
of  the  Conservative  Party — that  is  to 
say,  whether  the  junior  Member  for  the 
University  of  DabUn  (Mr.  Gibson)  did 
not  at  a  public  meeting  in  the  Botanda 
use  these  words — 

' '  Now  thoy  (tlio  Govemmont)  may  wriggle,  or 
deny,  or  suggest  as  they  please ;  but  every  sune 
man  in  the  Empire  knows  that  hut  for  the  Land 
League,  its  meetings,  and  the  crimes  and  out- 
rages which  too  often  follow  those  meetings, 
there  would  have  been  either  no  Land  Act  at 
ail,  or  a  very  different  one  from  that  which  now 
finds  its  place  on  the  Btatuto  Book." 

I  bog  to  ask  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  whether  this  statement  is 
not  precisely  to  the  same  effect,  only  a 
little  farther,  to  that  mentioned  in  the 
Question,  and  what  action  he  proposes 
to  take  thereupon  ? 

Sm  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  :  I  am 
in  the  unfortunate  position  of  knowing 
nothing  of  the  contents  of  Hit  ^ho,  and 
I  am  afraid  I  have  not  read  tiie  speeoh 
in  the  Rotunda.  I  can  give  no  0{n- 
nion  upon  eiUier  subject.  If  the  writing 
in  The  Echo,  which  I  have  not  had  the 
advantage  of  reading,  or  the  speech  in 
the  Rotunda,  are  at  all  to  the  effect  of 
the  passages  quoted,  I  can  only  eay  they 
appear  to  be  extremely  mischievous, 
and  in  the  highest  degree  reprehensible. 
As  to  the  Rotunda  speech,  that  is  a 
more  serious  thing,  because  that  was 
made  in  Ireland.  With  reference  to 
this  passage,  which  appears  to  be  quoted 
from  a  paper,  which  I  am  told  is  an 
English  paper,  all  I  would  say  of  it  is 
that,  in  my  opinion,  sentiments  of  that 
kind  meet  with  so  uniTorsal  reprobation 
in  thia  country  that  prosecutions  are  the 
less  necessary. 

Mr.  PASSMORE  EDWARDS:  I 
beg  most  distinctly  to  sa^  that  I  know 
nothing,  and  knew  nothing,  ol  tho  ar- 
ticle till  to-day.  In  the  second  plaee,  I 
beg  most  distinctly  to  say  that  the  ex- 
tracts, as  recorded,  are  most  garbled 
and  misleading. 

Sm  HERBERT  MAXWELL :  After 
the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member,  I  hope 
I  may  be  allowed  to  say  the  extracts  re- 
ferred to  are  vtrhutim  &om  the  leader  in 
Th*  Kcho  of  Friday  last,  and  the  omis- 
sions marked  by  asterisks  were  only 
made  to  prevent  the  Qaeation  from  being 
of  inorduinta  len^. 
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COOUES  (INDIAN)  AT  LA  REUNION. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
If  his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
Special  Oorrespondence  of  the  "  Stan- 
dard "  of  the  3Srd  instant,  which  states 
that  though— 

"  The  numerous  complaints  of  ill-ireatmeat, 
and  breacbeaof  the  Convention  under  which  the 
B£union  planter  waa  permitted  to  obtain  his 
labour  in  Hindostan,  led,  aa  is  known,  to  the 
Indian  Government  stopping  the  immigration 
altogether,  there  are  still  46,000  coolieB  on  the 
ialaad  irhoBe  deplorable  condition  is  not  in  the 
least  degree  affected  by  that  much-needed 
meaaare.  Thepr  are  flogged,  we  are  told,  at 
the  will  of  their  maatera.  They  may  eren  be 
flogpied  to  death,  and  there  ia  no  redresa  or 
punishment.  They  complain  to  the  British 
Consul,  who  can  do  little  to  help  them,  that 
they  axe  not  paid  regularly,  and  that  when 
their  term  of  service  has  expired  they  are  de- 
tained lor  longer  and  indefinite  periuds  on  some 
ezcase  or  oth^.  Indeed,  of  these  46,000  men, 
women,  and  diildren  —  British  subjecta,  bat 
pmotioally  slaTes— only  some  800  annoaUy  get 
away  from  H^union,  and  these  obiefly  an  in- 
dividoals  onflt  for  work ;" — 

irhether  it  is  true  that  46,000  British 
subjects  continue  to  be  subject  at  Be- 
union  to  the  abuses  which  caused  the 
Indian  Government  to  prevent  further 
Ooolie  immigration  into  the  island ;  and, 
if  so,  what  steps  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment intends  to  take? 

LoKD  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE  : 
Th6  Utesfe  Annual  Eetum  in  our  posses- 
sion is  that  of  the  Slst  of  December, 
1&81.  At  that  date  the  number  of 
Indian  immigrants  in  Beunion  was  said 
to  be  41,234.  During  last  year  only 
813  were  repatriated.  ThaGovemment 
are  doin^^  all  in  their  power,  by  repre- 
BMitationa  to  the  French  Goremment, 
and  throngh  the  exertions  of  the  Oon- 
suls,  to  ameliorate  the  condition  of  the 
immigrants.  Now  that  immigration  has 
been  etopped,  special  attention  is  being 
paid  to  the  question  of  repatriation. 

Me.  O'DONNELL  gave  Notice  of  a 
further  Question  on  the  subject,  as  he 
believed  the  Government  of  India  were 
not  doing  their  duty. 

NAVr— THE  EGYPTIAN  WAR  MEDAL. 

Mk.  J.  E.  YOBKE  asked  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty,  Why  the  Egyp- 
tian War  medal  has  not  yet  been  distri- 
buted  to  Her  Majeuty's  Naval  Forces 
who  were  present  at  the  Bombardment 
of  Alexandria  and  olsewbere,  in  ]^ypt, 


during  the  late  War;  and  who  is  re- 
sponsible for  the  delay  which  has  oe* 

ourred  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN: 
The  issue  of  the  Egyptian  War  Medal 
to  the  Navy  has  now  commenced,  and 
will  be  carried  on  with  as  little  interrup- 
tion as  possible.  The  delay  has  arisen 
from  the  &ot,  that,  under  the  arrange- 
ments hitherto  in  force,  medals  were 
Buppliod  to  the  Admiralty  by  the  War 
Office,  and  thus  the  Army  obtained  pre- 
cedence in  the  issue.  In  future  the 
Royal  Mint  will  furnish  medals  directly 
to  the  Admiralty,  eo  that  this  complica- 
tion will  be  avoided. 

THE  EXTRA  POLICE  TAX  (IRELAND) - 
GREAN  AND  BALLINACLOUGH. 

Ma.  O'BRIEN  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  he  is  aware  that  the  extra- 
police  tax  assessed  on  the  parishes  of 
Grean  and  Ballinaolough,  in  the  count/ 
of  limerick,  amounted  firom  the  24th  of 
August  to  ihe  SOth  September  lttll2  to 
Z^d.  in  the  pound  on  the  valuation,  and 
the  extra-police  tax  from  the  SOth  Sep- 
tember to  Slst  December  m82  upon  the 
same  area  amounted  to  £276  8«.  l\d.  or 
about  \  \d.  in  the  pound  on  the  valua- 
tion ;  what  was  the  number  of  policemen 
stationed  in  the  district  previously  to 
these  dates ;  how  many  extra  constables 
were  added ;  what  is  the  present  strength 
of  the  police  force  there ;  and  at  what 
rate  of  pay  the  assessment  of  £276  Ss.  1  \d. 
is  calculated ;  whether  it  is  the  fact  that, 
since  the  15th  of  August  last,  no  agrarian 
offence  of  any  nature  has  been  committed 
within  the  district;  and,  whether,  in  view 
of  the  peacefulness  of  the  district  during 
that  period,  of  the  sufferings  of  the  far- 
mers from  adverse  seasons,  and  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  the  small  parishes  of 
Grean  and  Ballinaclongh  (covering  less 
than  half  the  present  Catholic  pariah  of 
PaliasgreenJ  include  the  place  where 

Eetty  session  charges  are  heard,  he  will 
e  prepared  to  recommend  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  to  relieve  the  people  from 
this  burden  ? 

Me.  TREVELTAN  :  I  am  aware  of 
the  circumstances  mentioned  in  the  first 
paragraph  of  this  Question.  The  num- 
ber of  p<mcemen  in  the  district  previously 
to  the  appointment  of  additional  Con- 
stabulary was  20  ;  there  were  18  added^ 
and  the  present  actual  strength  of  the 
force  is  36,  showing  two  vaoanoies  of 
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the  ordiaanr  description.  The  rate  of 
pay  upon  which  the  aBsessment  is  calcu- 
lated is  the  ordinary  rate.  It  is  not  the 
fact  that  there  has  been  no  agrarian 
outrages  in  the  district  since  the  15th  of 
August.  There  have  been  six,  including 
cases  of  malicions  bumiug,  assault,  ma- 
licious injuries  by  flooding  meadows, 
"  Boycotting  "  notices,  and  threatening 
letters.  The  presence  of  the  extra  police 
is  required  in  consequence  of  the  exist- 
ence in  the  district  of  secret  societies, 
and  the  necessity  of  affording  protection 
to  several  respectable  families  and  others 
in  the  locali^.  At  present  no  reduction 
in  the  force  ean  be  made. 

Hb.  O'BBIEN  :  May  I  ask  the  ri^ht 
bon.  Gentleman,  -vhetiier  the  a^anan 
ontri^es  referred  to  hare  oooorred  within 
the  district  actually  described ;  or  whe- 
ther they  are  referrable  to  the  entire 
petty  sessions  district? 

Mb.  TEETELTAN  :  I  conclude  from 
the  terms  of  the  telegram  I  received  that 
they  occurred  in  the  district,  because  it 
mentions  specially  the  two  parishes  re- 
ferred to  in  the  Question. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND-THE  ASSASSINA- 
TIONS-MAGISTERIAL INQUIRY  AT 
KILMAINHAM. 

Mr.  O'BRIEN  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  he  will  state  to  the  House  why 
an  official  shorthand  writer  should  have 
been  present  during  portions  of  the  exa- 
minatuHU  of  witnesses  at  Dublin  Castle, 
under  the  Sixteenth  Clause  of  the  Crimes 
Act,  and  absent  during  other  portions  of 
those  examinations  ? 

Mb.  TEEVELTAN  :  For  reasons 
which  I  think  will  be  obvious  to  the 
House,  I  must  decline  to  answer  this 
inquiry. 

THE  ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY- 
RETURN  SHOWING  THE  p:STABLISH- 
MENT,  NUMBER,  AND  STRENGTU. 
Mb.  KENNY  (for  Mr.  Abthub 
O'Connor)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  a  Eeturn 
showing  the  establishment,  number,  and 
the  effective  strength  of  the  Constabu- 
lary Force  in  each  county  in  Ireland  on 
the  first  day  of  each  month  during  the 
year  1882 ;  the  number  of  extra  police 
employed  in  each,  county,  with  the  datw 
from  and  to  which  thev  were  so  em- 
ployed; the  amount  charged  against 

Mr.  Ttwefyan 


each  county  for  euch  extra  police ;  and 
the  area  of  ohar((e  in  each  case  ? 

Mb.  TRELTETAN  :  There  will  be 

no  objection  to  lay  upon  the  Table,  if 
moved  for,  a  Beturn  such  as  that  sug- 
gested in  the  first  part  of  the  Question. 
It  will  be  a  Betum  that  will  take  a  long 
time  to  prepare,  as  some  of  the  account 
will  not  be  made  up  until  after  the  Slst 
of  next  month ;  so,  perhaps,  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  A,  O'Connor)  will  let  me 
have  the  form  of  his  Beturn  in  manu- 
script. 

rORTUOAL— MOZAMBIQUE— 
TARIFF  1877. 

Me.  STEVENSON  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affaire, 
Whether  it  will  be  a  provision  of  the 
Treaty  understood  to  be  now  pending 
with  the  Portuguese  Government,  that 
the  Tariff  of  1877  for  the  Province  of 
Mozambique,  imposing  an  uniform  Duty 
of  three  per  cent,  upon  Imports,  and 
Transit  Duties  averaging  three  per  cent, 
u^n  goode  passing  through  the  eoun- 
tnee  lying  north  of  the  mouth  of  the 
Shire  Biver,  shall  be  confirmed  as  a 
permanent  arrangement  P 

LoED  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE: 
The  Mozambique  Tariff  of  1877,  which 
was  a  liberal  one,  was  modified  to  acer- 
tain  extent  in  1880.  Further  alterattona 
in  it,  made  recently  by  the  Goremor,  of 
a  restrictive  tendency,  have  been  dis- 
avowed by  the  Portuguese  Government. 
Its  application  to  the  other  African  Fos- 
sessions  of  Portugal  is  under  discussion 
in  the  negotiations. 

EAST  INDIA-OODE  OF  CRIMINAL  PRO- 
CEDURE—NATIVE JURISDICTION 

OVER  BRITISH  SUBJECTS. 

Me.  DALBYMPLE  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  ludia.  If  he  would 
state  who  are  the  eminent  authorities, 
unconnected  with  the  present  Govern- 
ment of  India,  by  whom  the  principle  of 
the  Procedure  Bill,  which  confers  in- 
creased jurisdiction  over  Europeans  on 
certain  classes  of  Native  magistrates,  is 
supported;  and,  where  any  record,  ao- 
ceseible  to  Members  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  ia  to  be  found,  whidi  shows 
that  the  subject  has  been  under  conn* 
deration  for  many  years  7 

Mb.  J.  K.  GROSS:  In  reply  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Buteshire,  whose  Ques- 
tion arises  ont  of  an  answer  wbieh  I 
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gave  on  Friday  last  to  the  hon,  Member 
for  Lambeth,  I  have  to  say  that  the 
eminent  authorities  whose  names  were 
in  my  mind  were  Lord  Napier  of  Mur- 
chistoun,  Lord  Napier  of  Magdala,  Sir 
Richard  Temple,  the  late  Lieutenant 
Giovernor  of  Bengal,  noT  Member  for 
Kirkcaldy  (Sir  George  Campbell),  and 
Sir  Barrow  Ellis,  now  a  member  of  the 
Secretary  of  State's  Council.  These  opi- 
nions may  be  found  in  the  Supplement 
to  Th9  QtadU  0/  India  of  the  4th  of  May. 
1872.  So  long  a^  as  1851  the  question 
of  equal  jurisdiotion  was  under  conside- 
ration, and  the  Indian  Law  Commission, 
appointed  by  the  Crown  and  presided 
over  by  Lord  Bomilly,  based  its  recom- 
mendations on  the  same  principle.  In 
the  Papers  presented  to  Parliament  in 
1856  the  following  passage  may  be 
fbund : — 

**  We  aname  that  the  q>eoiAl  privilegM  now 
enjoyed  by  BritiBh  subjecta  ar«  to  be  abolUbed ; 
and  ve,  therefore,  make  no  provision  for  such 
exceptional  cases.  In  the  Bystem  which  we 
propose,  all  claBsea  of  the  commimity  will  he 
•qauly  amsnaUe  to  the  Criminal  Coons  of  the 
oonnt^." 

Papers  on  the  suHect  have  been  pro- 
mised by  Lord  Kimberley,  and  will 
shortly  be  presented. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— PRO- 
VISIONS  AS  TO  LABOURERS'  COT- 
TAGES-MINUTES OF  THE  COMMIS- 
SIONERS. 

Me.  METGE  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
"Whether  the  attention  of  the  Govern- 
ment has  been  called  to  the  Minutes 
issued  by  the  Land  Commissioners  on 
the  2gth  May  1882,  on  the  provisions  of 
"The  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1881," 
as  to  labourers'  cottages ;  and,  whether 
any  effort  has  been  made  to  put  the 
recommendations  therein  contained  into 
efflBot ;  if  not,  whe^er  it  is  the  intention 
of  the  Goremment  to  amend  the  Land 
Law  Aot,  with  respect  to  these  provisiona, 
during  this  Session  ? 

Mb.  TKKVELYAN,  in  reply,  said, 
an  Amendment,  which  was  made  at  the 
snggeetion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  County  of  Longford  (Mr.  Justin 
McCarthy),  enacted  that  a  tenant  who 
neglected  to  comply  with  the  order  of 
the  Land  Commission  might  be  sum- 
moned before  the  Justices  at  Petty  (Ses- 
sions at  the  suit  of  the  labourer ;  but, 
hanng  regard  to  lihe  conditions  of  the 


employmentof  thelabourers,  that  remedy 
was  naturally  not  a  very  efficient  one. 
A  suggestion  had  been  made,  which  was 
evidently  the  moro  effective  proposal— 
namely,  that  the  farmer  should  make 
proper  provision  for  labourers*  cottages, 
in  case  an  order  to  that  effect  was  made 
before  the  decree  fixing  a  fair  rent  was 
made  by  the  Commissioners.  But  the 
Government  were  not  prepared  to  pro- 
pose any  legislation  on  the  subject. 

KILMAINHAM  PRISON  (RELEASE  OP 
MIL  PARNELL.  &o.). 

KoncB  OF  KonoN  (era  s,  itorthcotb). 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE:  Sir, 
I  wish  to  ask  the  noble  Marquess  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether  it 
will  be  in  his  power,  or  the  power  of  the 
Government,  to  give  me  any  facilities 
for  bringing  forward  the  Motion  of 
which  I  have  given  Notice  for  a  Select 
Committee  to  inquire  into  the  circum- 
stances of  the  release  of  certain  Mem- 
bers of  this  House  from  Kilmainham 
Gaol? 

Thx  Uabqukss  ov  HABTINGTON  : 
Mr.  Speaker,  before  stating  to  tiie  House 
the  oonrse  which  the  Govranment  pro- 
pose to  take  in  this  matter,  I  beg  to  ask 
leave  to  make  one  observation.  In  the 
oonrse  of  the  observations  whidi  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  made  on  Thursday 
night  on  the  Motion  for  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate,  he  said  ho  consi- 
dered that  I  had  rather  unfairly  com- 
mented on  the  action  of  the  Opposition 
in  regard  to  the  matter  of  the  release  of 
the  Eon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
and  of  the  other  Irish  Members  who 
had  been  imprisoned.  He  did  not  specify 
— it  was  not  consistent  with  Order  at  the 
time — the  particular  observation  of  mine 
to  whidh  he  referred,  and,  therefore,  it 
is  impossible  for  me  to  offer  to  the 
House  any  explanation  in  detail.  But 
I  wish  to  Bay  that  it  was  very  far  from 
my  intention  to  oomnwnt  unfairly  on 
the  action  of  the  Opposition  in  this  mat- 
ter ;  and  not  only  so,  but  I  had  no  in- 
tention whatever  at  that  time  to  utter 
even  any  comments,  either  of  an  unfair 
or  of  an  unnecessarily  Party  character. 
I  fully  expected  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  have  immediately  fol- 
lowed me  in  the  debate ;  and  I  certainly 
would  not  willingly  have  committed  my- 
self to  any  statement  or  imputation 
I  whioh  could  have  been  so  described. 
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Having  made  tliat  explanation,  I  have 
to  state,  in  reply  to  the  Qaestion  which 
has  jiiBt  been  put  to  me  by  the  right  hen. 
Gentleman,  that, in  the  opinion  of  theGo- 
vemment,  this  transaction,  having  now 
been  under  discussion  in  this  House  for 
nearly  a  week,  on  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chatham 
(Mr.Gorst) — aMotion  which  was  adopted 
and  supported  by  the  Opposition — the 
Gorerument  are  not  now  prepared  to 
assent  to  the  appointment  of  a  Select 
Oommittee,  because  it  would,  in  their 
opinion,  have  the  e£Fect  of  reviving  and 
keeping  open  the  controversy  for  an  in- 
definite period,  which  we  consider  would 
be  extremely  embarrassing  to  the  Go- 
Teniment  of  Ireland,  and  prejudicial  to 
the  interests  of  order  in  Ireland.  Ad- 
mitting, as  we  do,  the  obligation  under 
ordinary  circumstanceB  of  affording  to 
the  Opposition  the  earliest  opportunity 
of  bringing  forward  any  Motion  involv- 
ing either  censure  or  want  of  confidence 
in  the  Government,  we  cannot  admit  an 
indefinite  obligation — an  obligation  to 
^sA.  time  for  aurh  Mntiona  indefinitely 
repeated.  We  haveunHerStwijhe  Mo- 
tion of  the  hon.  and  leamed^Q^llJIlS^ 
for  Chatham  as  virtually,  though  per- 
haps rather  indistinctly,  aimed  at  the 
conduct  of  the  Government  in  regard 
to  these  transactions.  It  has  been  so 
treated  in  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  himself;  it  has  been 
80  treated  in  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  junior 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  GKbson),  and  other  speakers  on  the 
Opposition  Benches,  and,  to  a  certain 
extent,  in  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
himself.  Having  been  so  treated,  it  was 
met  by  us  in  that  sense ;  we  believe  it 
was  so  understood  by  the  House,  and 
the  House  has  pronounced  its  judgment 
upon  it.  It  would  be  impossible,  under 
any  circumstances,  looking  to  the  pro- 
tracted nature  of  the  debate  which  has 
already  taken  place,  and  which  is  not 
yet  concluded,  on  the  Address ;  looking 
also  to  the  urgent  necessity  of  making 
pvgress  in  Suppler,  and  also  to  other 
Business  of  great  importance  which  has 
not  yet  even  been  commenced,  fin:  the 
Government  to  have  aflforded  an  early 
day  for  this  discussion.  Bat  I  do  not  at 
idl  desire  to  limit  myself  to  a  considera- 
tion of  this  kind.  I  wish  to  state  dis- 
tinctly, that  while  there  may  be  occa- 


sions  md  opportunities  of  which  it  may 
be  possible  for  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  to  avail  himself  for  bringing  for- 
ward this  Motion,  the  Government  ate 
not  prepared  to  offer  any  part  of  the 
time  over  which  they  have  control  for 
the  renewal  of  a  controversy  whidi,  in 
their  opinion,  has  been  already  fully  de- 
bated, and  upon  which  the  judgment  of 
the  House  has  been  pronounced. 

81E  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE:  I 
am  quite  aware.  Sir,  that  it  is  not  in  my 
power  to  address  the  House  on  this 
occasion ;  but  with  their  indulgence  I 
would  moke  one  remark  on  what  has 
fallen  from  the  noble  Marquess.  I  wish 
to  remind  him  that  the  original  sugges- 
tion— that  the  proper  way  to  deal  with 
this  question,  if  it  is  to  be  dealt  with  at 
all,  was  by  a  Select  Committee — was 
the  suggestion  that  came  from  the  !|^me 
Minister.  Circumstances  at  the  time  at 
which  that  suggestion  was  made  ren- 
dered it  perfectly  impossible  for  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  East  Gloucester- 
shire (Mr.  J.  K.  Yorke}'to  bring  such  a 
Motion  forward  without  the  assistance 
of  the  Government.  That  assistance 
was  declined.  On  the  very  first  occasion 
he  discussion  in  this  House  of  Irish 
affEii^&sfhe  noble  Marquess  renewed,  as 
I  und'erstesj  language,  in  a  very 
distinct  manner  the  challenge  of  the 
Prime  Minist^  which  challenge  I  at 
onoe  accepted,  ^ani  rather  surprised 
that  these  ehalleng^  made  with  the 
understanding  that  feey  are  not  to  be 
taken  up.  I  can  only^  ^ay,  having  re- 
ceived an  answer  which  rather  sur- 
prised me,  I  must  take  a'ej^o'*  time  to 
consider  what  course  I  shall  t*^** 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— THE  a^ASSINA- 
TIONS-INTERVIEWS  WITF  JAMES 
CARET,  THE  INFORMER.  : 
Mh.  GEORGE  RUSSELL  ^sked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  LPntenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  he  is  in  aP'*^"^'**" 
to  inform  the  House  if  there  is  r°y 
in  reports  appearing  in  certa-*^  news- 

Eapers  to-day  as  to  interviews  atf^B®^.*" 
ave  been  had  wiUi  James  Oarey,>"^^ 
formw,  and  as  to  statements  alleged  ^ 
have  been  made  by  him  ?  ' 

Mb.  TRETELYAN  :  I  am  very^a^ 
my  hon.  Friend  has  given  me  an  oppor^ 
tunity  of  referring  to  this  matter,  and 
to  say  that  certainly  there  have  not  been 
any  interviews. 
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SCOTLAND-THE  SKYE  CROFTERS. 

Me.  8TEWAET:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, Whether,  having  regard  to 
the  statements  ia  the  public  journals 
to  the  effect  that  the  crofters  charged 
with  being  chiefly  concerned  in  the  re- 
eent  disturbances  in  Skre  have  made 
their  submission  to  the  Iwpreme  Oourt, 
the  GoTemment  are  now  prepared 
to  make  any  announcement  on  the 
enbjeiet  of  a  Boyal  Commission  to  in- 
quire into  the  condition  of  the  crofters 
in  the  Highlands  and  Islands  of  Scot- 
land? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAROOURT :  Yes, 
Sir;  it  is  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's 
Qovemment  to  make  an  inquiry  into 
this  matter,  and  I  will  take  a  later 
opportunity  to  state  in  further  detail 
what  it  will  be. 

Mb.  MAOFARLANE  :  As  I  under- 
stood the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
vdA  learned  Gentleman,  it  is  that  the 
GoTemment  have  made  u^  their  minds 
to  issue  a  Bo^al  Commission  to  do  that 
which  I  prenously  asked  them  to  do. 
If  my  nnderstan^ng  is  right,  I  Trill 
withdraw  the  Amendment  which  stands 
in  my  name  to  the  Address,  as  the 
object  with  which  I  placed  it  on  the 
Paper  has  been  attained. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  The 
hon.  Member  offers  me  a  great  tempta- 
tion, and  I  hope  the  answer  I  have 
giYon  will  substantially  be  found  to 
satisfy  the  objects  he  has  in  view. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL :  Might 
I  ask  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man when  he  expects  to  find  the  "later 
opportunity  "  of  explaining  the  details  ? 

BieWILLIAMHARCOURT:  I  hope 
to  make  a  statemmt  shortly. 

POST  OFFICE  —  C0NTRA.CT8  —  THE 
HAIL8  BBTWEEN  LONDON  A17D 
DUBLIN— THE  PAPERS. 

LoBD  CLAUD  HAMILTON :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
When  the  Papers  relating  to  the  Irish 
Mail  Contract  will  be  laid  on  the  Table  ? 
There  is  great  anxiety  in  Dublin  that 
they  should  be  presented  to  Parliament 
as  soon  as  possible. 

Mb.  COURTNEY:  I  will  lay  them 
on  the  Table  as  soon  as  possible ;  but  I 
cfinnot  name  a  day. 


CRIUE  (IRELAND)-ALLEOED  POSTING 
OF  A  LETTER  CONTAINING  DYNA. 
MITE  TO  THE  LORD  LIEUTENANT 
OF  IRELAND. 

Mr.  O'SHEA  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  he  had  received  any  informa- 
tion respecting  the  alleged  posting  at 
the  Ballydehob  Post  Office  of  a  letter 
containing  dynamite,  and  addressed  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  ? 

Mb.  TBEVELYAN  :  I  have  not,  Sir. 

ORDERS  OF  TBE  DAT. 

ADDRESS  IN  ANSWER  TO  HER  MA- 
JESTY'S  MOST  GRA0I0TT8  SPEECH. 

[adjouenbd  debate.]    [bigjith  night.] 
Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [15th  February] 
— [See  page  98.] 

Main  Uuestion  again  proposed. 

Debate  returned. 

Ma.  PARNELL:  Sir,  in  rising  to 
more  the  Amendment  which  stands 
in  my  name,  I  wish  to  express  the 
opinion  that  the  Irish  Qovemment, 
and  the  GK)Temment  generally,  lost  a 
Tery  great  opportunity,  aftw  the  assas- 
sinations in  the  Phoenix  Park,  of  re- 
storing peace  and  order  in  Ireland  by 
the  only  means  by  which  it  will  ever  be 
possible  to  restore  peace  permanently 
in  that  country,  and  that  is,  by  the  aid 
and  sympathy  of  the  people  in  that 
work.  I  think,  Sir,  that  never,  during 
all  the  centuries  of  English  rule  in  Ire- 
land, has  any  Government  had  such  an 
opportunity,  as  was  then  presented,  of 
rallying  to  the  side  of  law  (md  order  the 
sympathy  of  the  masses  of  the  people  in 
Ireland ;  and  I  regret  exceedingly  to 
find  that  the  impression  in  that  direction 
which,  daring  the  discussions  on  the 
Crimes  Bill,  seemed  to  hold  to  a  oertain 
extent  the  mind  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  (Mr.  Trev^yan)  has  since 
his  contact  with  the  evil  influences  of 
Dublin  Castle  been  removed,  and  thnt 
he  has  expressed  his  opinion  that,  with- 
out the  Crimes  Act,  it  would  be  impos- 
sible for  the  Government  to  maintain 
order  in  Ireland.  I  wonder  whether 
the  Chief  Secretary,  and  those  who  are 
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responsible  with  bim  for  the  goTem- 
ment  of  Ireland,  have  ever  considered 
■what  they  are  going  to  do  when  the 
Grimes  Act  expires;  whether  they  will 
propose  to  renew  that  Act,  or,  perhaps, 
to  replace  it  with  something  of  a  still 
more  drastic  character ;  or  whether  they 
will  propose  to  do  without  it.  If  they 
oontem]nate  being  able  to  do  without  it 
at  the  end  of  the  three  years  during 
which  the  Act  has  to  last,  I  think  it 
would  be  much  better  if  Uiey  had  not 
tried  it  at  all,  because  their  chances  of 
enlisting  the  Irish  people  on  the  side  of 
law  ana  order  on  the  expiration  of  that 
Act,  in  view  of  the  irritation  which  its 
duly  administration  is  exciting  through- 
out the  ^country,  will  be  infinitesimaJly 
small  as  compared  with  what  they  would 
have  been  had  the  Government  trusted 
to  the  honour  of  the  people,  and  had  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  gone  to  Ireland 
without  the  Crimes  Act  to  aid  him  in 
governing  that  country.  It  seems  to  be 
supposed,  on  account  of  what  are  kaown 
as  the  "  Kilmainham  Kevelations,"  that 
we  are  not  to  be  entitled  to  discuss  the 
Administration  of  the  Irish  Government. 
If  that  be  the  view  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  I  can  only  say  that  they 
would  most  fitting^  carry  it  out  by 
diBfranchising  the  Lrish  C(uutitaencie8. 
But  80  long  as  the  Oonatitution  allows 
Ireland  to  send  Members  to  thia  House, 
BO  long  will  Members  Mnt  by  Ireland 
assert  their  right  to  critioize  and  con- 
demn the  conduct  of  the  Government  in 
Ireland.  The  House  generally,  and 
public  opinion  also,  seem  to  forget  what 
sort  of  an  Aot  it  is  that  is  being  admi- 
nistered— they  seem  to  forget  that  it  is  an 
Act  of  the  most  drastic  severity  that  has 
ever  been  passed  against  that  country. 
[Mr.  Tkevklyan:  No,  no.^  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  says  "  No,  no ;  "  but  if  you 
compare  the  provisions  of  the  Crimes 
Aot  with  the  provisions  of  the  other 
Coercion  Acts,  you  will  find  that  these 
repressive  provisions  are  more  numerous 
and  more  sweeping  than  those  contained 
in  any  other  Act  which  has  ever  been 
passed.  You  have  powers  granted  under 
that  Aot  to  establish  a  spwial  Oommis- 
sion  of  Judges  for  the  trial,  without 
juries,  of  certain  offences;  you  have 
provisions  for  trials  by  special  juries, 
selected  from  the  county  and  city  panels, 
with  unlimited  right  to  the  Grown  to 
coder  jurors  to  stand  by,  and  limited 

Mr.  PameU 


Antiotr  to  Ber  8o3 

right  of  challenge  to  the  prisoners,  a 
power  which  has  resulted  in  the  selection 
of  juries,  for  the  trial  of  the  gravest 
offences,  for  the  purpose  of  condemning 
men  to  death,  from  the  very  classes  who 
are  smarting  in  pocket,  in  prestige,  and 
is  reputation,  from  the  results  of  the 
Land  League  agittion,  and  of  the 
legislation  of  the  Government,  and 
for  whom  it  is  perfectly  impossible 
to  approach  the  consideration  of  these 
grave  political  and  agarian  cases,  which 
are  brought  before  them,  with  that 
judicial  urame  of  mind  which  it  is 
80  imperatively  necessary  for  jurors  to 
possess.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
late  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant, the  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster),  said  that  if  he  had 
allowed  the  verdicts  of  coroners'  juries 
in  Ireland  to  be  followed  up,  judicial 
murders  would  have  taken  place.  With 
regard  to  that,  I  would  point^out  that  the 
class  from  whom  coroners'  juries  are 
chosen  represent  the  majority  of  the 
people;  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
of  ;oou»e,  meant  Uiat  if  to  this  class 
were  given  the  right  of  deciding  matters 
of  life  and  death,  they  could  not  be  ex- 
pected to  approach  to  questions  involved 
in  the  proceedings  brought  before  coro- 
ners'juries  with  any  judicial  impartifdity 
of  mind.  I  do  not  pronounce  any  opinion 
upon  this  point;  but,  if  it  be  so,  it  is  an 
argument  which  tells  with  tea-fold  foroo 
against  the  course  which  the  Govern- 
mentare  pursuing,  of  empanelling  juries 
to  try  issues  of  life  and  death  solely 
from  the  other  class,  constituting,  as 
they  do,  the  minority  of  the  people  of 
Ireland,  and  the  garrison,  or  the  des- 
cendants of  the  garrison,  which  was 
planted  in  the  country  three  centuries 
ago.  You  have  a  provision  in  this 
Crimes  Aot  for  the  appointment  of  tri- 
bunals of  summary  jurisdiction  to  txj 
offences  against  the  Act.  The  follow- 
ing acts  are  constituted  offences: — In- 
timidation, specially  defined  in  suoh  a 
way  as  to  render  it  impossible  for  any 
speaker,  in  the  words  of  the  County 
Court  Jud^  of  Cork,  "  to  address  any 
meeting  without  breaking  the  law,  un- 
less he  has  a  lawyer  at  his  elbow  to 
advise  him."  You  have  what  are  called 
"  unlawful  associations  "  —  comprising 
any  association  which  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant may  consider  to  be  unlawful, 
however  lawful  it  may  be  according  to 
the  ordinary  law;  you  have  power  of 
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mppresaing  meetings  wbieh  maybe  held 
hy  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  be  illegal,  and 
of  paniahing  people  who  may  not  dis- 
perse from  those  meetings.  You  give 
power  to  tribunals  of  summary  jurisdio- 
tion  to  try  these  offisnoea.  You  give  power 
to  any  polioeman  to  arrest  persons  out 
after  eunset.  That  power  has,  I  shall 
show,  been  very  extensively  naed ;  and 
in  hardly  one  of  the  hundreds  of  cases 
where  the  police  have  arrested  people 
oat  after  sunset  and  kept  them  in  the 
lock-up  for  that  night,  or  for  several 
nights,  have  the  magistrates  considered 
it  necessary  to  conviet  the  prisoners. 
You  have  power  given  to  any  policeman 
to  arrest  strangers,  and  we  have  had  an 
ezampleof  the  way  they  have  occasionally 
used  tiiat  power  in  the  arrest  of  Mr. 
Joynes  atid  Mr.  Henry  George.  You 
have  power  also  to  seize  newspapers 
and  to  make  searches  by  day  or  night. 
It  ia  a  remarkable  fact  that  although 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  desired  he  should 
not  be  given  this  power  of  searching 
by  night,  it  was  thrust  upon  him 
by  the  House  of  Commons,  and  has 
actually  been  extensively  used.  Again, 
you  have  the  application  of  the  Alien  Act 
to  aliens — I  believe  that  is  one  of  the  few 
provisions  of  the  Act  which  have  not  been 
used  and  abused,  although  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
stated  he  knew  several  dangerous  cha- 
racters who  were  in  the  country  whom 
he  wished  to  have  removed.  You  gave 
power  to  the  justices  to  summon  wit- 
nesses, to  examine  them  privately,  and 
to  commit  them  to  prison  for  an  inde- 
finite term.  You  have  power  to  send 
additional  constabulary  into  a  district 
and  to  chawe  the  ooet  on  any  area, 
no  matter  wntA  its  size.  You  have 
power  to  levy  blood  money  on  a  dis- 
trict. Nearly  all  these  powers  have 
been  used  ;  and,  aa  I  think  I  shall 
be  able  to  show,  they  have  also  been 
abused.  I  submit  that,  under  these  cir- 
cumstances, we  are  entitled  to  criticize 
the  working  of  the  Act,  especially  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  this  is  the  first 
opportunity  we  have  had  of  reviewing 
the  administration  of  an  Act  conferring 
such  enormous  powers  upon  the  Irish 
Sxeeutive,  which  practically  has  so  vety 
little  responsibility.  We  are  entitled  to 
put  our  case  before  the  House,  and  to 
take  ita  opinion  thereon,  and  we  ought 
not  to  permit  ourselves  to  be  deterred  or 
intimidated,  by  any  outside  influenoea 


whatever,  ftom  exercising  our  right  and 
performing  our  duty  iu  this  respect. 
Now,  Sir,  I  said,  a  while  ago,  that  I  re- 
gretted exceedingly  the  Irish  Gkivemment 
had  not  taken  the  tide  which  commenced 
to  flow  in  their  forour  for  the  first  time 
after  the  Fhcsnix  Park  assassinationa. 
It  is  an  indisputable  fact,  known  to 
everybody  who  has  studied  Irish  poli- 
tics, that,  during  the  last  eight  or  nine 
months,  a  feeling  did  arise  in  the  countty 
after  the  terrible  event  in  the  Phoenix 
Park,  such  as  had  never  appeared  there 
before,  a  feeling  of  active  sympathy  in 
favour  of  the  law  and  against  orime ; 
but  by  stupid  bungling,  which  I  can 
scarcely  call  less  than  criminal, and  which 
this  Goremment  will  have  to  atone  for, 
in  the  loss  of  confidence  by  the  countiy 
in  its  administration,  that  tide  was  not 
taken  advantage  of.  The  Ooercion  Aot 
was  brought  in  instead,  and,  in  con- 
aeqnence,  the  feeling  to  which  I  hare 
referred  was  turned  back  to  such  an 
extent,  that  I  believe  there  was  never 
ereater  hostility  to  English  rule  in  Ire- 
hind  than  exists  at  present ;  there  was 
never  greater  disinclination  on  the  part 
of  the  people  to  aid  law  and  order ;  and 
although  there  may  be  a  reduction  in 
the  number  of  agrarian  offences,  that 
reduction  is  only  due  to  the  fact  that  you 
are  keeping  down  the  people  by  a  brutal 
and  terrible  Coercion  Act,  which  yon  are 
administering  in  a  brutal  and  terrible 
way.  To  show  you  how  matters  were 
going  on  subsequent  to  the  assassina- 
tions—there were  in  April  738  outrages 
of  all  kinds,  in  May  702,  in  June  647, 
July  474,  August  376,  September  280; 
but  in  October,  by  which  time  the 
Crimea  Aet  had  got  fully  to  work,  they 
rose  to  310;  and  although  there  has 
been  some  diminution  recentiy,  yet  we 
find  that  the  outrages  for  the  last  month, 
the  agrarian  especially,  show  a  alight 
increase  upon  those  of  the  month  be- 
fore, BO  that  instead  of  the  diminution 
going  on,  as  it  had  been  daring  the 
months  Succeeding  the  Phcenix  Park 
assassinations,  and  before  the  Crimes 
Act  had  got  into  operation,  by  leaps  and 
bounds,  that  diminution  has  ceased,  and 
the  monthly  Betums  show  a  slight  in- 
crease of  outrages.  Sir,  I  said  that 
almost  every  power  given  by  the  Crimea 
Act  bad  been  used  and  abused ;  that  is 
remarkably  exemplified  by  the  power 
which  was  given  to  arrest  under  the 
Curfew  Clause.    I  find  that,  on  the  20th 
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July,  a  respectable  shoemaker  named 
John  Maher  was  ordered  o£F  the  streetB 
hy  the  police,  and  told  to  go  home.  He 
refused.  He  wae  arrested,  and  the  head 
constahle  detained  him  in  the  barracks 
that  night.  Next  morning  he  was  allowed 
out  on  bail,  and  on  July  24tb,  at  Ros- 
crea  Petty  Sessions,  Mr.  Vaughan,  R.M., 
discharged  him.  At  Carrick-on-Shannon, 
on  July  30th,  Patrick  Mahon  was  ar- 
rested in  Drumsbambo  as  a  stranger. 
He  was  then  six  miles  from  home.  The 
Besident  Magisfoate  discharged  him.  In 
nearly  all  the  cases  where  men  were 
arrested  and  detained  undw  the  Ouxfew 
Clause,  no  conriction  followed,  which 
shows  that  the  police  are  not  fitted  to 
exercise  the  powers  with  which  the  Act 
has  entrusted  them.  There  were  nume- 
rous other  cases  in  which  persons,  well- 
known  inhabitants  of  the  counties  of 
Mayo  and  Galway,  had  been  arrested 
under  the  Curfew  Clause,  or  as  suspicious 
strangers,  or  on  suspicion  of  intending 
criminal  offence,  but  who,  subsequently, 
were  discharged,  because  they  had  been 
able  to  gire  a  satisfactory  account  of 
themselrea,  though,  in  many  instances, 
they  had  been  kept  in  prison,  sometimes 
all  night,  and  sometimes  for  a  week  or  a 
fortnight,  being  remanded  without  the 
option  of  bail.  One  case,  in  which  con- 
viction followed  arrest,  was  that  of 
Maurice  Fitzgerald,  arrested  on  suspi- 
cion, and  Captain  Massey,  the  Besident 
Magistrate,  deemed  the  man's  expla- 
nation unsatisfactory,  and  sent  him  to 
gaol  for  14  days.  The  pohce  were  most 
reckless  in  their  action,  for  in  most 
cases,  on  examination,  it  turned  out 
that  no  ground  whatever  of  suspicion 
existed  against  the  person  charged.  In 
one  case  a  house  was  visited  from  which 
the  tenant  had  been  evicted.  The  man 
himself  was  absent ;  but  his  wife  and 
children  were  in  bed,  and  they  were 
turned  out  on  to  the  roadside  in  the 
middle  of  the  night.  On  the  4  th  of 
August  two  men  were  charged  with 
being  on  the  roadside  in  ciroamstonces 
whicn  were  said  to  constitute  a  case 
of  reasonable  .suspicion  against  them. 
No  evidence  was  forthcoming,  and  the 
magistrate  observed  that  it  was  not  the 
object  of  the  Act  to  terrorize  the  people 
of  Ireland.  The  case  of  Mr.  Joynes, 
the  companion  of  Mr.  Henry  George, 
had  been  made  familiar  to  everbody  in 
the  newspapers,  and  it  was  unnecessary 
to  detail  the  circumstances  of  that  case. 
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The  case  of  Stephen  John  Meany,  the 
newspaper  correspondent,  was  equally 
well  known  to  the  House.  Meany  was 
removed  to  the  county  gaol,  and  suffered 
one  month's  imprisonment  with  hard 
labour.  At  Loughrea,  one  Barratt,  who 
had .  long  been  a  resident  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood, was  ordered  to  leave  the  town, 
and  bound  over  in  his  own  recognizances 
in  £20,  or  in  default  to  go  to  prison  for 
three  months.  Subsequently,  however, 
it  was  discovered  that  there  was  no  evi- 
dence against  him,  and  the  case  was  dis- 
missed. On  the  8th  of  Octobra  a  man 
was  chfu^^  by  the  police  with  being  in 
the  road  after  noun  on  the  29t^  of  Sep- 
tember ;  the  case  was  dismissed.  Then 
came  the  extraordinary  attempt  at  in- 
timidation by  constables  against  Mr. 
Harrington,  the  recently  elected  Mem- 
ber for  Westmeath.  He  was  walking 
in  the  road  three  or  four  miles  from  his 
residence,  when  he  was  accosted  by  a 
constable,  who  asked  him  what  was  his 
business  there.  Mr.  Harrington  declined 
to  give  him  any  information,  whereupon 
the  constable  said  to  another  constable 
who  was  with  him—"  We  must  do  our 
duty."  But  the  constables  did  not  per^ 
form  their  duty,  for  Mr.  Hurington  was 
allowed  to  return  home.  Then  there 
was  another  case  of  a  man  who,  being 
being  about  to  leave  for  America,  was 
out  late  at  night  on  his  way  to  visit 
his  friends.  He  was  arrested  and  lodged 
in  a  police  barracks  all  night,  but  was 
dischai^ed  on  the  following  day,  on  the 
condition  of  his  leaving  at  once  for 
America.  On  the  13th  of  November, 
two  farmers  were  airested,  but  were  dis- 
charged on  the  following  day.  On  the 
17th  of  November  a  respectable  farmer 
was  arrested  under  the  Curfew  Clause, 
and  had  to  spend  the  night  in  a  police 
barrack.  On  the  I7th  of  Decembw  two 
young  men  were  charged  with  beingout 
of  doors  at  half-past  9  the  prevfous 
evening;  the  case  was  dismissed.  On 
another  occasion  three  jonilg  men  were 
charged  undertheOrimesAct  with  being 
out  at  10  o'clock ;  the  case  was  dismissed. 
At  a  special  Court,  held  on  the  12th  <^ 
January,  Sub-Inspector  King  prosecuted 
three  men  for  bemg  absent  from  th«r 
abodes  after  hours.  It  was  proved  that 
they  were  men  of  exemplary  character, 
and  they  were  discharged.  On  the  14th 
of  January  nine  respectable  farmers 
were  arrested  under  the  Curfew  Clause  ( 
the  magistrate  dismissed  the  ohai^ 
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against  all  of  them.  On  the  11th  of 
January  the  Castle  island  police  arrested 
persons  who  were  going  to  a  dance. 
They  were  discharged  the  next  day,  after 
having  spent  the  night  in  the  lock-up. 
Bat  magistrate  told  them  that,  if 
they  were  brought  up  ^ain.  he  would 
give  them  three  months.  On  the  1 1th 
of  January  three  men  were  arrested,  of 
whom  one  was  sentenced  to  one  month's 
hard  labour,  and  the  other  two  to  two 
months*  imprisonment  Out  of  all  I  have 
read,  up  to  the  present,  there  are  only 
two  in  which  ronviotiona  were  obtained 
in  the  case  of  persons  arrested  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Curfew  Clause. 
On  the  5th  of  January,  four  young  lads 
were  charged  with  being  out  of  their 
homes  a  little  after  9,  &c.  After  a  quarter 
of  an  hour's  consultation,  the  magistrates 
announced  that  considering  the  cha- 
racter of  the  night  on  which  they  were 
out — it  was  St.  Stephen's  night — consi- 
dering also  that  the  brother  of  the  pri- 
soners was  with  them,  and  that  they 
were  but  a  short  distance  from  their 
homes,  they  had  a  doubt  whether  they 
were  oat  for  any  nnlawfiil  purpose.  They 
gave  them  the  benefit  of  the  doubt  and 
disoharged  them.  I  thhik  I  have  given 
proof  of  how  the  Ourfew  Clause  hasneen 
used  and  abused ;  because  it  ia  evident 
they  have  not  arrested  men  who  were 
out  for  the  purpose  of  committing  crime, 
but  men  who  were  out  for  legitimate 
purposes,  against  whom  no  harm  could 
be  proved  when  the  cases  came  subse- 
quently to  be  investigated  before  the 
magistrates.  We  next  come  to  the 
powers  given  to  prosecute  editors  of 
newspapers  under  the  intimidation  sec- 
tion  of  the  Act.  The  first  prosecution 
which  took  place  under  this  section 
against  a  Pressman  was  th^t  against 
Mr.  Siohard  Kelly,  proprietor  of  The 
Tuam  Merald.  He  published  a  letter  in 
his  paper  which  had  been  written  by 
somebody  else.  Ujt.  Burke,  the  defen- 
dant's solioitorr  said  he  thought  the 
officer  of  the  Crown  had  made  a  great 
mistake  in  prosecuting  Mr.  £elly.  The 
defendant,  he  understood,  was  sorry  for 
having  inserted  the  letter,  repudiated 
the  contents,  and  said  it  had  been  in- 
serted in  his  absence  and  without  his 
knowledge.  The  bench  retired  and  the 
chairman  announced  that  they  were 
unanimously  in  favour  of  sending  the 
case  for  trial  before  the  Judge  of  the 
Assiaes.  This  action  seems  to  have  been 


really  taken  by  the  Beeident  Magistrates 
and  not  by  the  local  unpaid  justices, 
because  we  find  that  they  drew  up  the 
following  memorial : — 

"  We,  the  QDdenig^ed  jaBticoi  o2  the  peace 
amembled  at  Tuam,  having:  heard  ths  ease  of 
the  Uueen  v.  Kelly,  althoagh  there  was  no  other 
course  opea  but  to  seod  th«  case  forw&rd,  yet 
dodre  to  state  strongly  our  opinion  that  the 
defendant's  statement  is  true." 

That  statement  being  that  a  letter  bear- 
ing the  name  of  James  Bedpatb  had 
been  printed  in  Th$  TWam  Umratd  while 
Mr.  Kelly  was  from  home.  The  me- 
morialists added  that  they  had  known 
Mr.  Kelly  for  many  years  as  a  most 
respectable  man  ;  that  The  Tuam  Herald 
bad  always  been  a  supporter  of  law  and 
order,  and  they  respectfully  requested 
his  acquittal.  I  believe  that  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  local  unpaid  magis- 
trates subsequently  prevailed,  and  the 
proceedings  against  Mr.  Kelly  were 
dropped.  Then  I  come  to  the  celebrated 
case  against  the  proprietor  of  United 
Irdiand,  which  I  will  not  go  into,  he- 
cause  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
has  announced  that  the  proceedings  will 
be  dropped.  We  now  come  to  the  case 
of  the  Mayor  of  Wexford,  proprietor 
and  editor  of  a  newspaper,  who  was 
prosecuted  for  publishing  a  report  of 
a  meeting  of  the  Ladies*  Land  League, 
and  in  which  the  Crown  Solicitor,  Mr. 
M'Mahon,  said — "  We  have  nothing  to 
do  with  the  e£fect  of  the  article  ;  it  was 
the  intention  to  intimidate."  But  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  gave  a  dif- 
ferent construction  of  the  law.  He  said 
that  where  the  effect  was  intimidation, 
the  person  should  be  proceeded  against, 
even  if  the  intention  was  not  such.  So 
that  the  effect  of  the  Act  is  to  make  in- 
timidation penal,  whether  there  was  an 
actual  intention  to  intimidate  or  not. 
Then  we  have  the  case  of  a  number  of 
reporters,  and  Mr.  M'Fhilpin,  an  editor 
of  a  newspaper,  who  were  prosecuted  for 
attending  a  proclaimed  meeting,  and 
The  /Vmjrom,  in  its  report,  stated  that 
not  oidy  were  the  gentlemen  ocmvioted 
and  sentenced  to  cumulative  terms  of 
imprisonment,  but  they  were  marched 
through  the  town  of  Mullingar  in  prisoa 
garb  and  handcuffed  together.  We  now 
come  to  the  suppression  of  meetings,  in- 
cluding the  suppression  of  the  meetings 
of  their  constituents,  which  my  hon. 
Friends  the  Members  for  S]igo(Mr.  Sex- 
ton) and  Roscommon  (Dr.  Commins) 
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intended  to  address.  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  made  a  very  remar^kable 
statement  in  connection  with  this  matter, 
in  which  he  said  that  if  he  knew  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sligo  intended  to  ad- 
dress the  meeting,  it  would)  not  hare 
been  proclaimed.  But  I  think  that  state- 
ment carries  with  it  the  condemnation 
of  having  proclaimed  the  meeting  at  alL 
My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Sligo 
would  have  only  been  one  of  the  speakers 
at  the  meeting  in  question,  and  wo 
may  re^nably  suppose  that  the  same 
speakers  would  have  addressed  the  meet- 
ing in  his  presence  as  would  hare  ad- 
dressed it  in  his  absence.  In  what  way 
conid  this  matter,  then,  be  affected  by 
the  presence  of  the  Member  for  Sligo  ? 
How  could  he  take  away  by  his  presence 
from  the  mischief  that  might  have  been 
done,  in  the  opinion  of  the  chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  by  the  other  speakers. 
It  seems  to  me,  then,  to  be  absurd  to 
say  that,  if  one  speaker  was  to  attend  a 
meeting  it  would  not  be  prodaimable, 
bat  if  ne  did  not  attend.  oU  the  other 
probable  speakers  being  the  same,  that 
therefore  the  meeting  on^ht  to  be  pro- 
claimed. The  only  meeting  called  to 
hear  an  address  from  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Koscommon  was  also 
suppressed,  and  he  too  was  prevented, 
like 'the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo,  from 
fulfilling  his  Constitutional  duty.  Why 
was  not  the  same  consideration  shown 
to  him  r  There  are  some  who  say  that 
the  reason  why  the  meeting  called  to 
hear  the  hon.  Member  for  Boscom- 
mon  was  suppressed  was  becanse  he 
Toted  against  the  Liberal  candidate 
at  Liverpoolj  or  took  some  action 
against  him,  and  that  accordingly  this 
piece  of  vengeance  was  taken  on  my 
hon.  Friend,  for  I  am  sure  from  his 
character  for  sobriety  and  Constitutional 
attributes,  quite  equal  to  those  which 
hare  been  given  to  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Sligo,  and  the  fact  that  he 
is  a  lawyer  of  considerable  ability  and 
lengthened  experience,  he  would  know 
what  might  bo  said,  and  what  should  be 
left  unsaid,  and  be  very  well  able  to  say 
what  he  had  to  say  even  within  such 
a  stringent  Act  as  the  Crimes  Act. 
The  case,  however,  is,  that  meetings  have 
been  proclaimed  without  apparently  the 
slightest  discrimination,  or  the  slightest 
necessity — in  fact,  to  such  an  extent  are 
these  proclamations  being  carried  that 
the  people  have  given  np  all  idea  of 

dir.  Parneli 


Antuer  io  Her  864 

holding  meetings  at  all,  except  when 
there  happens  to  be  an  election  of  a 
Member  of  Parliament.  The  Govern- 
ment have  not  yet  gone  to  the  extent  of 
proclaiming  election  meetings ;  but  I 
have  no  doubt  that  they  will  arrive  at 
that  happy  condition  of  things.  There 
is  no  freedom  of  speech  under  this  Ad* 
ministration  in  Ireland ;  and  I  think  that 
any  public  speaker  will  agree  with  Mr. 
Ferguson,  the  County  Court  Judge  of 
Cork,  that  he  would  be  a  fool  who 
would  attempt  to  speak  in  Ireland  under 
the  clauses  of  this  Act,  and  would  deserve 
the  plank  bed  for  his  foolishness.  I  now 
come  to  one  of  the  most  important  clauses 
of  the  Act.  I  allude  to  the  powers  given 
to  the  Crown  in  empannelling  special 
juries  taken  from  the  special  jury  panel 
of  the  county  and  city  where  the  case  is 
tried.  These  powers  were  first  enforced 
in  the  trial  of  Francis  Hynes ;  and  I 
believe  that  their  effect  in  this  and  a 
number  of  the  succeeding  murder  trials 
was  that  the  juries  in  these  murders  were 
composed  exclusively,  or  almost  exclu- 
sively, of  Protestants,  drawn  from  the 
class  known  as  Castle  tradesmen,  or  per- 
sons who  are  dependent  on  the  aristo- 
cracy, who  are,  of  course,  the  landlord 
olass  in  Ireland,  for  their  means  of 
living,  from  persona  who  are  on  terms  of 
friendly  intimacy,  social  companionship, 
with  Lord  Spencer  and  the  Castle  offi- 
cials, or  with  persons  connected  in  some 
way  or  other  with  the  admistration  of 
the  present  system  of  government  in 
Dublin  ;  of  persons  drawn  from  a  class 
who,  by  the  veiy  nature  of  the  case,  can- 
not be  expected  to  approach  the  decision 
of  a  case  of  such  a  character  with  any 
sort  of  judicial  impartiality  of  mind. 
Now,  I  wish  to  be  perfectly  under- 
stood. I  do  not  suppose  that  the 
great  majority  of  jurors  in  the  cases 
tried  deliberately  brou^t  in  verdicts 
against  innocent  men.  I  believe,  how- 
ever, some  of  them  did.  You  talk 
about  "  Boycotting."  The  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  in  in- 
troducing the  Crimes  Act,  said  that  he 
would  try  and  prevent  "Boycotting." 
Well,  I  was  talking  to  a  j  uror  some  weeks 
since,  and  this  juror  left  me  strongly 
under  the  impression  that  if  he  had  re- 
turned a  verdict  of  a  different  character 
he  would  have  been  "  Boycotted  "  in  his 
business,  the  business  he  was  carrying 
on  being  dependent  mostly  upon  the  sup- 
port of  the  landlord  and  official  classes 
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in  Ireland.  Well,  I  can  assure  the  House 
that  an  J  prisoner,  when  be  ia  being  tried, 
cannot  feel  tbe  sbgbtest  confidence  in  the 
impartiality  of  juries  so  composed.  No- 
body can  believe,  in  the  face  of  the  con- 
stitution of  the  tribuoals  which  have 
been  empannelled  to  try  murder  cases  in 
Ireland,  that  the  prisoner  has  the  chance 
of  the  benefit  of  the  doubt  which  every 
prisoner  is  entitled  to  have.  It  is  not 
only,  however,  of  the  actual  constitution 
of  the  juries  that  I  have  to  speak.  I 
have  to  complain,  also,  of  the  conduct  of 
the  Judges.  The  conduct  of  many  of 
the  Irish  Judges,  and  particularly  of 
what  I  shall  oall  the  "  Oastle,"  the  poli- 
ticalJudges,  has  not  booD  judicial.  There 
are  exceptions,  and  noble  exceptions, 
however,  on  the  Irish  Bench;  but,  un- 
happily, it  is  too  true  that  a  great  num- 
ber of  the  Irish  Judges  are  chosen  from 
political  partizass  of  one  Qovernment  or 
the  other.  The  reasons  fur  this  are  not 
difficult  to  see.  In  England  you  never 
appoint  Judges  for  political  services — you 
appoint  them  on  account  of  their  legal 
ability.  In  England  you  do  not  give  sua- 
ries  to  Judges  that  exceed  the  average 
emoluments  of  the  Profession  to  which 
they  belong,  and  you  can  get  the  best 
men  for  a  salai^  the  amount  of  which 'is 
very  much  below  what  the  person  ap- 
pointed was  in  the  habit  of  making 
from  his  Frofeasion  at  the  Bar.  In  Ire- 
land, however,  the  case  is  entirely  dif- 
ferent. Your  Judges  are  appointed  by 
reason  of  the  person  successfully  con- 
testing some  seat  like  Mallow,  and  re- 
ceiving as  a  reward  tbe  Office  of  So- 
licitor General  or  Attorney  General. 
In  saying  that,  I  apeak  without  wishing, 
in  tbe  slightest  degree,  to  make  any 
offensive  or  personal  allusion  to  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 

E resent  Attorney  General  for  Ireland, 
ecause  I  recognize  in  him  a  man  to 
whom  the  words  do  not  apply,  who  has 
won  his  position  as  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment for  Londonderry  fairly,  and  after 
a  hard  contest,  and  who  undoubtedly 
represents  the  voice  and  feelings  of  the 
majority  of  the  electors  of  that  portion 
1^  Ireland  from  which  he  comes,  and 
who  has  also,  I  believe,  fairly  won  his 
position  as  Attorn^  Cteoeral  by  his  great 
ability  as  a  lawyer.  What  1  say  has, 
however,  I  think,  a  ^neral  application, 
and  it  holds  good  with  reference  to  the 
majority  of  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Grown  in  Ireland.   The  Judges  are  men 
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who  have  obtained  their  positions  for 
some  political  reason,  and  not  from  the  fact 
that  they  are  the  beet  men ;  and  when 
they  leave  their  Profession  and  become 
Judges,  they  are  given  larger  salaries 
than  they  were  able  to  earn  as  private 
lawyers.  Consequently,  a  direct  induoe- 
ment  is  held  out  to  the  Bar  in  Ireland 
to  use  their  {HK>feasion  for  tbe  Political 
service  of  some  Government  or  the 
other,  for  the  purpose  thereby  of  ob- 
taining a  seat  on  tbe  Bench ;  and  t^e 
conduct  of  the  Judges  in  trying  poli- 
tical oases,  or  cases  of  an  agrarian  cha- 
racter, has  been  such  as  to  persuade 
tbe  Irish  people  that  they  are  not  fit 
to  be  entrusted  with  the  trial  of  snob 
cases.  I  say  there  are  noble  ex- 
ceptions. For  instance,  Mr.  Justice 
Harrison.  He  is  a  fair  Judge.  He 
tried  grave  coses  the  other  day,  and 
he  obtained  convictions.  He  tried  mur- 
der oases  and  other  important  cases,  and 
nobody  found  fault  with  his  conduct  on 
these  trials.  Contrast  the  attitude  of 
Mr.  ■  Justice  Lawson  or  Mr.  Justice 
O'Brien,  both  of  them  political  Judges, 
or  the  late  Judge  Keogh  or  Chief 
J ustice  May,  who  had  to  retire  from  tbe 
Bench  during  the  State  Trials  of  1879, 
owing  to  the  fact  Uiat  he  had  disgrace- 
fully prejudged  the  ease,  and  who,  I 
see,  is  to  be  entrusted  with  the  trial  of 
murder  eases  to  be  shortly  pcooeeded 
with  in  Ireland.  Contrast^  I  saj,  the 
conduct  of  those  Judges  with  the  con- 
duct of  Sir  James  Stephen,  who  tried 
Walsh,  who  was  tried  for  supplying 
arms  to  persons  in  Ireland,  and  was 
convicted  of  treason.  Contrast  tbe 
way  in  which  Judge  Harrison  and  Sir 
James  Stephen  summed  up,  with  the 
way  in  which  Mr.  Justice  O'Brien  and 
Mr.  Justice  Lawson  were  in  the  habit  of 
summing  up.  I  can  tell  the  House  that . 
these  things  make  a  deep  impression  on 
tbe  Irish  people.  They  have  an  earnest 
longing  for  fair  play — they  desire  no- 
thing but  fair  play ;  but  when  they  see 
juries  packed  in  the  way  described,  and 
Judges  jumping  about  on  the  Bench 
and  delivering  their  judgments,  making 
themselves  practically  Crown  prosecutors 
— when  they  see  these  things  done  while 
prisoners  are  on  trial  for  their  lives, 
then,  I  say,  the  inevitable  result  is  to 
destroy  all  sympathy  of  the  people  for 
lav  and  order,  and  make  the  people  en- 
deavour to  shield  criminals.  It  can  have 
no  other  effect.   The  worst  traditions  of 
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EogHsh  rnle  in  Ireland  are  assooiated 
with  thie  question  of  jarypackingand  of 
the  conduct  of  Judges,  and  I  regret  to  say 
tiiat  daring  the  administration  of  this 
Orimes  Act  there  have  been  more  soan- 
dals  within  that  short  space  of  time  than 
have  ever  occurred  in  the  same  time  be- 
fore. Sir,  I  hare  said  that  the  juries  in 
all  these  murder  oases  hare  bem  chiefly 
oompoeed  cX.  Protestants.  -I  have  here  a 
table  showing  the  con^tutions  of  the 
juriea  who  friod  a  number  of  murder  and 
otiifltf  oases  in  Dublin  recently.  It  repre- 
sents seven  of  the  principal  trials  which 
have  taken  place  under  the  Crimes  Act — 
namely,  two  trials  for  arson,  four  trials 
arising  out  of  the  Lough  Mask  murders, 
and  the  trial  of  Patrick  Ddaney  for  the 
attempt  on  the  life  of  Judge  Lawaon. 
The  number  of  jurors  who  took  part  in 
those  seven  trials,  out  of  a  panel  of  200, 
was  56— that  is  to  say,  that  the  Crown, 
not  content  with  the  euormous  power 
they  possess  of  selecting  entirely  Pro- 
testant juries,  and  juries  from  a  par- 
ticular class,  have  made  a  further  selec- 
tion from  amongst  that  class,  and  they 
selected  56  oat  of  200  to  try  all  these 
seven  cases.  Outof  those  56, 47were  Pro- 
testants, and  nine  were  Catholics.  Now, 
Uie  prop(ntion  of  Catholics  to  Protestants 
on  that  jury  panel  of  200  is  just  the 
other  way.  The^ust  proportion  on  this 
particular  panel  is  represented  by  four 
and  a-half  Catholics  to  one  Protestant. 
The  proportion  of  four  and  a-half  to  one 
would  have  represented  45  Catholics  to 
10  Protestants,  instead  of  47  Protestants 
to  9  Catholics.  In  fact,  the  proper  order 
of  things  was  reversed.  In  one  trial 
the  Crown  Solicitor  ordered  18  Catholics 
in  succession  to  stand  aside,  and  even- 
tually there  were  on  the  jury  3  Catho- 
lics and  9  Protestants.  The  jury  dis- 
agreed ;  and,  on  the  second  trial,  the 
jury  which  convicted  the  prisoner  con- 
sisted of  11  Protestants  and  1  Catho- 
lic, the  one  Catholic  beingJatnes  Talbot 
Power,  distiller.  For  the  trial  of  Patrick 
Higgins  106  jurors  answered.  Tirenty 
Protestants  were  challenged  for  the  pri- 
soner, and  26  Catholics  were  ordered  to 
stand  aside  by  tlie  (^wn.  The  jury 
disagreed;  and  the  second  jury  wniuh 
tried  Higgins  consisted  of  11  Protestants 
and  1  Whig  Catholic,  the  same  Air. 
James  Talbot  Power  whose  services 
were  called  into  requisition  on  the  second 
trial.  Thomas  (Tom)  Higgins  was  con- 
vieted  by  a  jury  consisting  of  10  Pro- 
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testants  and  2  Catholics.  Michael  Flynn 
was  tried  by  10  Protestants  and  2  Ca- 
tholics, the  Crown  having  ordered  to 
stand  aside  53  jurors,  of  whom  41  were 
Catholics.  Patrick  Delaney,  for  the  at- 
tempt on  Judge  Lawaon,  was  convicted 
by  1 1  Protestants  and  1  Catholic.  Now, 
Sir,whenO'Oonnell  was  tried,  the  Crown 
empanaelled  a  jury  consisting  exda- 
bively  of  Protestants.  A  great  commo- 
tion was  excited  by  thia,  and  the  Gorwn- 
ment  of  the  day  was  held  up  to  exeoration 
for  the  course  which  it  took.  Bat  Idie 
proceedings  against  O'Connell  did  not 
involve  his  life ;  at  the  outside  they  onl^ 
involved  a  sentence  of  two  years'  impn- 
sonment  as  a  first-class  misdemeanant. 
But  nothing  could  exceed  the  severity 
of  the  strictures  which  were  passed  by 
Liberal  and  Badical  publio  opinion  in 
England  upon  the  conduct  of  the  Crown 
in  empannelling  an  exdusively  Protestant 
jury  in  his  case ;  and  the  proceedings 
were  subsequently  set  aside  by  the  House 
of  Lords,  on  the  ground  that  the  High 
SherilT,  in  packing  the  jury  iu  this 
fashion,  had  been  guilty  of  illegal  con- 
duct. By  the  Crimes  Act  it  is  no  longw 
necessary  for  the  Sheriff  to  pack  the  jury ; 
the  Crown  do  it  themselves.  They  are, 
however,  obliged  to  do  it  now  in  an  open 
manner,  so  that  it  can  be  seen  by  every- 
body. They  select  their  juries  in  open 
Court,  and  cwtainly  th^  have  sdeoted 
their  juries  in  the  most  unblushing 
fashion  in  the  recent  trials.  But  u 
O'Connell  was  entitled  to  commiseration 
for  having  to  go  before  an  ez<du8ively 
Protestant  jury,  so,  I  say,  men  on  trial 
for  their  lives  are  entiUed  to  greater 
commiseration  for  having  to  go  be- 
fore exclusively  Protestant  juries.  I 
think  it  would  have  been  far  better, 
and  would  have  given  rise  to  far  less 
criticism  and  distrust  in  Ireland,  if  you 
had,  instead  of  resorting  to  the  old  sys- 
tem of  jury  packing,  or  jury  selection, 
as  I  suppose  the  Government  will  oall 
it — if  you  had  constituted  your  tribunal 
of  Judges  at  once,  and  have  brought  be- 
fore it  the  persons  whom  you  dmre  to 
try  under  this  exceptional  systnn  of 
justice,  or  what  ^u  call  justice.  Thfl 
farce,  for  it  is  a  farce,  of  saying  that 
you  desire  to  preserve  the  right  of 
trial  1 J  jury  does  not  deceive  anybody. 
There  is  no  such  thing  in  Ireland 
now  as  trial  by  jury.  You  have  trials 
by  tribunals  of  partisans,  just  as  much 
partizans  as  the  juries  alluded  to  by  the 
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right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Membra  for 
Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster),  becanse 
they  are,  every  one  of  them,  smarting 
under  a  sense  of  injury  lastained  during 
tiie  land  movement.  Xhey  feel  tiiat 
thttT  incomes  haTe  been  reduced,  as 
nndofubtedly  they  have  been  reduced, 
the  land  agiiatnon.  It  is  impoe- 
lUtle  for  theio  tribunala  to  gire  any 
priaonw  a  fair  trial ;  and  I  beUere 
that  poblio  cqnnion  in  Ireland  is  praoti- 
oalty  uaaninunH  in  saying  that  it  would 
have  bden  far  better,  far  more  honest 
and  straightforward,  if,  instead  of  pre- 
tending that  you  are  attempting  to  pre- 
serve the  sacred  right  of  trial  by  jury, 
you  had  gone  slight  to  work  and 
eetabliriied  your  Oommission  of  Judges, 
as  provided  by  the  let  section  of  the 
Orimes  Act.  I  think,  ^r,  in  what  I 
have  said,  I  have  made  out  my  case 
that  this  Act  has  been  administered  in 
sooh  a  way  as  to  cause  profound  irrita- 
tion and  distrust  of  Uie  law  in  Ireland. 
There  does  not  appear  to  be  any  particle 
of  right  of  a  j^htical  churaoter  left  to 
any  individual  in  the  country,  £ve^- 
tbing  is  at  the  mwey  of  Lord  Spencer, 
who  is  jnst  as  mw^  an  autocrat  ut  Ire- 
luid  aa  the  Oar  oS  Bussia  is  in  his  own 
Laperial  Dominions.  I  can  see  no  dis- 
tinotioa  whatever  between  the  picture 
presented  by  Lord  Spmeer,  riding  at 
the  head  of  his  dragoons  through  the 
streets  of  DuUin,  and  that  presented  by 
the  Ozar,  when  he  goes  about  aocom- 
panied  by  his  military  escort.  The  only 
difference  is  that  it  may  be  that  the 
Emperor  of  Bnssia  has  a  very  much 
larger  proportion — perhaps  a  majority 
—of  the  peo^e  of  the  oottntry  in  his 
favour.  Oertainly,  the  administration  of 
the  Irish  Qovemment  in  Ireland  at  pre- 
sent is  universally  detested  by  every- 
body. It  is  driving  many  who  formerly 
deprecated  crime  to  feel  that  they,  at 
least,  will  not  aym^athize  with  the  at- 
tempts of  the  Qovemment  in  future  to 
hffing  oriminals  to  trial.  I  d^y  you  to 
etmtinne  the  goreniment  of  IreWd  un- 
less yon  do  obtain  the  sympathy  of  the 
majority  of  the  people.  I  know  well 
ftat  there  was  a  desire  amongst  all  sec- 
tions' last  summer,  brfore  this  Orimes 
Act  oame  into  force,  to  discourage  out- 
rage and  resistance  to  the  law,  and  to 
emidaot  whatever  further  agitation  for 
ether  reforms  might  be  neceesary  in 
Breland  upon  strieUy  Constitutional  and 
modeeate lilies.  I  believe  that  this  feel- 


ing had  permeated  amongst  every  class 
of  the  community,  even  the  lowest.  [A 
right  hon.  Mbhbbb  :  Except  the  Assas- 
sination Society.]  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman says  the  Assassination  Society 
excepted ;  but  it  will  be  noticed  that  the 
Assassination  Society— if  there  foe  an 
Assassination  Society— and  upon  that 
subject  we  are  not  entitled  to  give 
any  opinion  until  the  result  of  the  judi- 
cial imweedings  in  DabHn  has  bem 
ascertained— it  will  be  observed  that  no 
further  attempted  outrage  was  made  in 
Dublin  by  these  men  during  ^1  the 
months  between  May  and,  I  think  it 
was,  November  or  December,  when  the 
attMupt  on  Mr.  Justice  Lawson  teoh 
place.  During  those  six  months  tbere 
was  not  the  slightest  sign  of  what  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  designates  as  an 
Araassination  Society ;  and  it  was  not 
until  the  extraordinary  conduct  of  Mr. 
Justice  Lawson  in  imprisoning  my  hon. 
Friend  the  High  Sheriff  of  the  City  of 
Dublin  (Mr.  Gray),  and  the  extraordi- 
nary way  in  which  he  conducted  the 
trials  in  Dublin  for  muider^t  was  not 
until  then  that  there  was  an  unhappy 
and  lamentable  recnrrenee  of  the  at- 
tempts whicih  have  bem  alluded  to  as 
baring  been  made  by  the  so-oalled  Ab- 
sassinatioB  Society.  I  believe.  Sir,  diat, 
as  I  have  before  remarked,  all  classes  in 
the  country  were,  at  the  passing  of  the 
Orimes  Act,  desirous  of  restoring  peace 
and  order  in  Ireland,  and  that  it  would 
have  been  possible  for  the  right  hon; 
Gentleman  and  for  Lord  Spencer  to  have 
governed  without  a  Ooercion  Act.  I  feel 
couTineed,  however,  that  by  the  passing 
of  the  Orimes  Act,  by  the  way  in  which 
the  Irish  Government  has  administered 
it,  conciliation  has  been  postponed  for 
many  a  long  day  and  year.  You 
may,  perhaps,  keep  the  country  quiet; 
but  anybody  can  govern  during  a  state 
of  siege ;  and  the  problem  will  again 
come  up — "  What  are  we  to  do  to  re- 
ooncile  Ireland  to  England  ?  What  are 
we  to  do  enaUe  the  ordiuanr  process  of 
the  law  to  be  effsoted  wiu<nit  reeist- 
anee?  What  are  we  to  do  to  restore 
peace— permanentpeaoe  and  order  in 
that  country  f  "  Tou  will  have  to  con- 
sider this  question  between  now  and  the 
expiration  of  the  time  to  which  the  pre- 
sent Coercion  or  Orimes  Act  is  limited. 
You  will  have  to  find  some  answer  to 
the  question.  Is  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man prepared  to  find  an  answer  ?  Hrs 
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be  anjr  rMommendntion  to  make  to  the 
Government  as  a  satisfaotorj  answer  to 
that  question,  but  this  —  that,  by  a 
firm  administration  of  the  law,  and  by 
prompt  punishment  of  evil-doers  who 
offend  against  the  law,  and  of  a  great 
many  people  who  have  not  offended,  it 
will  be  possible  to  work  out  the  pro- 
blem of  the  government  of  Ireland? 
But  such  prooeedingB  are  simply  a  re- 
petition of  those  which  abonua  in  the 
hietoiy  of  your  connection  with  Ireland 
during  the  700  years  in  which  your 
rnle  Eas  existed,  and  you  admit  your- 
selvea  that  you  are  not  any  nearer  the 
end  than  yon  were  at  the  beginning. 
"Why,  then,  do  you  insist  upon  persever- 
ing in  a  course  which  has  been  amplydis- 
oredited  by  the  result  ?  We  are  told  we 
are  to  have  no  more  Remedial  legislation 
for  Ireland  because  of  the  alleged  disco- 
very  of  an  Assassination  Society  in  Dub- 
lin— that  is  practically  the  effect  of  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Marquess  the  present 
Leader  of  the  Government  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington) ;  that  is  practically  the 
effect  of  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant ;  it  is  not,  however,  the 
practical  effect  of  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Ohamberlain).  It 
ia  not  the  effect  of  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Leeds  (Mr.  Herbert  Glad- 
stone), bnt  it  is  the  effect  of  what  has 
been  said  by  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  laeutenant,  who  may  be  assumed 
to  be  speaking  the  sentiments  of  Lord 
Spencer.  If  I  were  asked  to  say  why 
it  is  that  Ireland  is  to  obtain  no  more 
remedial  legislation  at  present,  I  should 
say  it  was  not  because  the  Government 
thought  that  they  were  contending  with 
any  grave  crime  in  Ireland  at  present, 
because  I  do  not  believe  they  are  con- 
tending with  any  grave  crime ;  but  it  is 
because  they  believe  that  they  have  suo- 
oeeded  in  putting  down  crime  and  agita- 
tion in  Ireland,  and  that,  having  suc- 
ceeded in  putting  down  crime  and  agita- 
tion in  Ireland,  it  is  no  longer  necessary 
for  England  to  pay  any  attention  to  the 
Constitutional  wants  of  Ireland.  This  is 
tiie  lesson  you  have  taught  Ireland,  by 
the  hietoiy  of  century  after  century  and 
generation  after  generation — that  when- 
ever we  are  orderly,  whenever  we  obey 
the  law,  whenever  a  strong  Coersion  Act 
compels  that  appearance  only  of  respect 
and  obedience  ,to  the  law  which  the 
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people  do  not  feel,  we  receive  no  attention 
to  our  wants  and  necessities;  bnt  that 
when  a  great  agitation  arises  which 
shakes  the  foundations  of  society, 
threatens  revolution  or  civil  war,  we 
may  expect  that  the  nndivided  attention 
of  the  House  of  Commons  may  be  given 
to  the  affairs  of  Ireland.  Well,  Sir, 
Ireland  is  quiet  now.  It  will  be  many 
a  long  day  before  she  is  quieter.  If  you 
are  going  to  wait  until  yon  have  more 
peace  and  order  in  Ireland  than  at  pre- 
sent, I  fear  the  youngest  amongst  us 
will  not  see  the  resumption  of  remedial 
legislation  for  Ireland.  I  would  mrgo 
this  House — while  there  is  yet  tame, 
while  they  are  able  to  say  that  Ireland  is 
orderly  —  even  though  the  efforts  by 
which  that  order  has  been  produced  are 
infamous — I  would  urge  them  to  show 
that  they  still  do  think  of  justice  for 
Ireland — that  the  requirements  of  that 
country  are  still  in  their  minds.  Nobody 
can  pretend,  for  instance,  that  there  is 
any  question,  Imperial  or  English,  more 
worthy  the  attention  of  the  House  at 
this  moment  than  the  Irish  Question. 
No  one  can  say,  for  a  moment,  that  the 
defects  of  the  Land  Act — large  and  far- 
reaching  as  we  hold  them  to  be— smidl 
and  trifling  as  you  hold  them  to  be — 
are  not  worthy  of  the  attention  of  this 
House.  Let  us  not  lose  the  ship  for  the 
want  of  a  half- penny  worth  of  tw.  Per- 
haps, for  want  of  amendment  to  tJie 
Land  Act,  you  may  lose  the  opportunity 
of  permanently  settling  the  Irish  Land 
Question.  I  should  regret  extremely  if 
that  should  be  the  case.  I  believe  it 
would  be  possible  for  this  House,  if  Uiey 
allowed  their  minds  to  be  drawn  away 
from  the  contemplation — the  exduaive 
contemplation — of  whatever  is  evil  in 
the  state  of  affairs  in  Ireland  at  the  pre- 
sent moment,  and  to  take  up  once  more 
the  question  of  Irish  reform,  to  work 
out  a  permanent  settlmnent  of  the  Land 
Question.  I  believe  this  House,  if  it 
did  this,  would  feel,  in  the  satisfaction 
which  would  come  to  its  conscience, 
an  infinite  reward  for  any  trouble  and 
any  loss  of  time  which  might  be  en- 
tailed. But  I  do  not,  I  cannot,  hold 
out  any  hope  that  it  would  be  rewarded 
by  any  (jnenohing  of  the  spirit  of  Iridi 
nationality.  But  I  believe  that  a  way 
might  be  found  of  settling  this  question 
which  would  be  an  advantage  to  both 
coimtries,  and  which  would  bring  about 
a  restoration  of  good  fe^ng  between 


{C05IM0NS1 


Digitized  by  VjOOg 


873 


|FiBUUA&T  26,  1883) 


OraeioMt  Spt*eh.  874 


both  oountriea — a  traj  which  would  not 
injnte  your  Empire,  or  the  integrity  of 
that  Empire,  in  the  Blightest  degree.  I 
trust  that  the  House  may  pause  before 
it  blindly  believes  the  reports  which  are 
brought  from  Ireland  by  the  Chief  Se- 
cretaxy  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant.  It  is 
natural  that  the  right  hon.  Qentleman, 
who,  I  mippoBe,  imagines  that  he  had 
been  in  daily  and  hourly  danger  of  his 
life  for  some  monthspaat,  should  find  him- 
unable  to  take  ajuatviewof  the  situa- 
tion .  I  believe  that  his  impressions  and 
his  attitude  are  not  of  a  TindietiTe  cha- 
racter ;  that  he  went  over  to  Ireland  de- 
sinras  of  doing  bis  duty,  but  that  the 
situation  has  proved  too  much  for  him, 
and  that,  like  other  well-intentioned 
English  officials,  he  has  had  his  mind 
perverted  by  the  associates  and  officials 
by  whom  he  has  been  surrounded.  I 
feel  sure  that  if  we  could  get  through 
this  time  of  prejudice,  of  difficulty,  of 
danger,  the  House  would  see  that  it  is 
for  the  interest  of  England,  as  well  as  of 
Ireland,  that  the  course  which  the  right 
lion.  Qentleman  the  Prime  Minister  in- 
augnrated  two  years  ago,  of  remedying 
the  grievances  of  Ir«and,  should  be 
continued  and  persevered  with  to  the 
Mkd.  I  should  have  wished  that  we 
had  heard  from  ainae  Eng^sh  Member 
of  Badical  procliritieB  some  sentiments 
like  those  ezpreased  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade.  I  believe  him  to  be  one  of 
the  few  Englishmen  in  this  House  who 
correotly  appreciate  the  Irish  Question  ; 
and  I  ^ink  it  is  a  great  pity  that  his  ad- 
vice and  his  opinion  are  not  more  sought 
for  than  they  apparently  are;  Nobody 
can  deny  that  the  situation  and  position 
of  Ireland  in  the  English  Oonstitutional 
system  is  oneof  the  greatest  importance, 
and  that  it  will  be  impossible  for  the 
great  Liberal  Party  to  continue  its  course 
of  Qsefulnees  to  England,  the  Empire, 
and,  I  trust,  to  the  world  at  large,  without 
the  snpport  and  the  asristanoe — the  cor- 
dial aasutanee— of  Ireland.  You  never 
can  hare  that  assistaDce  so  long  as  you 
tram^e  upon  and  oppress  her  people. 
I-  am  not  now  speaking  of  the  Irish  vote 
in  the  English  oonstitnenoies.  I  do  not 
vish  to  sappoee  that  any  Member  of 
this  House  would  be  inflnenoed  by  con- 
ndexations  saoh  as  those  to  undertake 
any  course  wluoh  he  considered  wrong 
and  eontvary  to  his  duty.  But  it  is  a 
fact  tiiat  Ireland  occupies  to-day  a  more 


important  position  in  your  Oonstitutional 
system— a  position  fraught  with  greater 
danger  to  yourselves,  unless  you  satisfy 
her,  than  she  has  ever  occupied  before. 
You  may  talk  about  the  fewness  of  her 
numbers,  about  the  loyalty  of  Ulster, 
but  I  tell  you  that  the  people  of  Ulster 
are  no  more  loyal  than  uie  pet^le  <^ 
Munster.  You  may  say  that  we  are 
oirly  5,000,000  in  number,  but  we  have 
many  millions  of  our  countrymen  scat- 
tered over  the  -world,'  who  sympathise 
with  Ireland,  who  are  as  willing  to  make 
as  great  a  sacrifice  as  any  of  those  at 
home,  and  who  have  ability  and  means 
superior  to  those  in  Ireland  itself.  We 
have  a  greater  Ireland  beyond  the  seas  ; 
and  I  say  this  without  any  desire  to  dis- 
parage our  people  at  home ;  but  there  is 
no  doubt  that  in  the  sympathy,  and 
attention,  and  interest  which  are  now 
being  paid  by  the  Irish  millions  of 
America  to  the  progress  of  affairs  in 
Ireland,  we  have  a  certain  guarantee  of 
ultimate  snooess.  That  force  was  never 
enlisted  in  favour  of  Ireland  before.  It 
rested  with  the  Land  League  movement 
of  ltl79  to  obtain  for  us  the  cultivated 
and  trained  ability  of  the  Irish  oitisens 
of  the  West.  We  have  that  force  now , 
and  I  believe  it  will  be  utilized  in  such 
a  way,  constitutionally  and  moderately 
in  favour  of  Ireland,  as  will  be  tsi  enor- 
mous idvantage  to  our  country;  and, 
therefore,  I  would  entreat  this  House 
not  to  put  this  problem  lightly  on  one 
side.  It  is  the  very  greatest  and  gravest 
problem  that  they  can  be  called  upon  to 
solve.  Do  not  despair  of  attempts  to 
satisfy  the  Irish  people  if  you  desire  to 
do  justice  to  them,  and  I  believe  no  time 
would  be  better  spent  than  in  amending 
the  Land  Act,  because  I  am  satisfied 
that  if  you  renew  your  course  of  remedial 
legislation  good  and  happy  results  will 
ensue.  If  you  think  we  are  not  to  be 
trusted  with  the  terrible  powers  of  local 
self-government,  which  are  so  appalling 
to  the  mind  of  the  noble  Marquees  the 
Leader  'of  the  House  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington),  there  are  many  other 
local  qneetiona  yon  might  take  up; 
but  so  long  as  this  House  asserts  its 
right  to  legidate  for  Ireland,  yon  are 
bound  to  legislate  on  thosepoints  which 
require  your  attention.  Yon  may  say 
that  English  affairs  require  attention — I 
admit  that ;  but  they  are  not  of  so  grave  - 
and  pressing  importance  as  are  the 
wants  of  Irehuid  at  the  present  moment. 
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I  bee  to  more  th«  Amendment  whioh 
■tanas  in  my  name. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  ioaert,  at  the  end  of  the  10th  paragraph, 
after  the  word  "Executive,"  the  words: — 
**  And  humbly  to  assure  Her  llajesty  that  the 
manner  in  which  the  exceptienal  legislation 
known  as  the  Crimea  Act  has  been  and  ie  exer- 
cised by  the  officials  of  the  Grown  in  Irdand  is 
tyrannical  and  unjust.  That  grose  Uoeace  of 
oppression  is  granted  to  persons  and  classes 
bitterly  hosUIe  to  the  mass  of  the  Irish  people. 
That  Constitnttooal  agfitation  is  despotieally 
impeded  and  peraecated.  That  justioe  is  ad- 
ministered in  ft  most  partial  and  prejudiced 
spirit,  and  that  the  confidence  of  the  people 
in  the  application  of  the  Law  is  destroyed  \y 
a  system  of  jury  packing:  which  has  already, 
in  the  opinion  of  tiie  vast  muority  of  the 
Irish  people,  led  to  many  iniqniiout  sentenoes 
and  the  execution  of  innocent  persoos,  while  it 
is  practically  impossible  to  obtam  justice  or  pro- 
tection for  the  masses  of  the  people  from  the 
present  administrators  of  the  Law.  And  that, 
unless  the  Irish  Executive  abandon  unoonstitu- 
tional  and  ^nannioal  courses,  and  depend  upon 
the  Ccmstitutional  administration  of  the  ordinary 
Law,  the  result  may  be  prejudicial  in  an  ex- 
treme degree  to  the  cause  oif  peace  and  ordtr 
in  Ireland."— (Jfr.  PamOi.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  joh 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Pobtbr)  said,  he  was 
not  Borprised  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Oork  should  have  concluded 
his  observations  without  referring  to  the 
terms  of  the  Amendment.  In  the  course 
of  bis  speech  the  hon.  Member  had  made 
an  attack  on  the  principle  of  the  Grimes 
Act,  and  he  had  advanced  a  number  of 
instances  of  hardship  arising  out  of  its 
administration,  as  to  which  he  had  fur- 
nished the  House  with  no  eridenoe  what- 
ever. He  wouldi  at  t]i«  outset,  refer  the 
House  to  the  words  of  the  Amendment 
which  the  hon.  Member  had  brought 
before  the  House ;  and  with  reference  to 
the  charge  whioh  was  embodied  in  that 
Amendment,  he  would  ash  the  House 
whether  the  hon.  Member  had  been  jus- 
tified in  putting  such  a  charge,  without 
strong  proof,  before  the  Houee  and  the 
country.    The  Amendment  said — 

"  That  jnstioe  in  adminiatered  in  a  most  partial 
and  prejadioed  spirit,  and  tie  confidence  of  the 
people  in  the  ap|)licatton  of  the  Law  is  destroyed 
by  a  system  of  jury  packing,  which  has  already 
led  to  many  iniquitous  sentences  and  the  execu- 
tion of  innocent  persoDS,  while  it  is  practically 
impoenble  to  obtain  justice  or  protection  for  the 
massee  of  the  people  from  the  present  adminiS' 
tiatois  of  the  Law." 

Ifow,  that  was  a  very  grave  ofaarge— a 
Mr.  twrnell 


charge  tibat  therehad  been  iniquitous  sen- 
tenoes, many  innocent  persons  ezeonted, 
and  that  it  was  imposuble  for  the  vast 
majority  of  the  people  of  the  country  to 
obtain  protection  itom  the  administrators 
of  the  law.  In  reference  to  these  mat> 
ters,  they  were  charges  of  a  very  grwre 
character,  which,  uniesa  supported  by 
the  very  strongest  evidenoe,  ought  not 
to  have  been  pr^rred.  But  the  boo. 
Member  had  concluded  without  avea 
expressing  as  much  as  an  opision 
on  the  subject,  much  less  had  he  re- 
ferred to  one  single  case  upon  whii^ 
he  oould  adduce  any  evidenes.  He  (the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland)  did  not 
pn^KMe  to  debate  tlie  poli^  of  the 
Orimes  Act,  because  liiat  had  mob  dis* 
ouBsed  fully  during  last  Session.  It 
was  quite  true  that  that  Act  contained 
stringent  clauses,  which  were  as  many 
and  as  stringent  as  any  that  had  ever 
passed  the  Legislature  in  reference  to 
Ireland.  In  reference  to  that  Statute, 
however,  it  had  been  forced  upon  the 
country  and  the  House  by  the  obvious 
and  admitted  necessity  oi  the  ease,  for 
they  had  come  to  a  state  of  things  in 
which  crime  experieuoed  an  almost  eomr- 
plete  immunity.  As  reg;arded  its  pro- 
visions, he  did  not  now  propose  to  disouss 
them.  It  had  not,  for  instanoo,  beea 
necessary  to  use  tiiat  tribunal  of  Judges 
whioh  there  was  pow«r  in  this  Aot  to 
substitute  ibr  the  jury.  That  power  he 
hoped  it  would  not  be  netwssary  to  nse^ 
The  hon.  ICembw  had  refnred  to  the 
portion  of  the  Act  which  re-enacted  ^ 
Alien  Act.  Although  that  provision  had 
never  been  used,  and  oould  not,  there- 
fore, have  been  a  very  powerful  agent  of 
tyranny  on  tiie  part  of  the  Bxeeutive,  he 
did  not  think  it  had  been  an  unneoeesary 
provision,  and  had  undoubtedly  relieved 
the  country  of  many  pereona  who  would 
hare  been  dangerous  to  it.  The  hon. 
Member  had  referred  at  eonaiderable 
length  to  a  number  of  instanoes,  which 
he  was  apparently  reading  from  some 
document.  He  was  not  complaining 
of  that,  for  it  was  phyaieally  impoi^ 
Bible  for  an  hon.  Member  to  carry  in  ids 
head  the  names,  dates,  and  ^aeea  re- 
ferred to ;  but  the  ban.  Member  had 
given  about  a  soore  of  instanoes  of  oases 
in  which  the  provision  of  the  1 1th  see* 
tion  of  the  Act  had  been  put  into 
requisition  and  persons  brought  before 
the  magistrates.  He  (the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland)  was  not  in  a  poat< 
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tion,  having  never  heard  of  these  iUiis- 
tratfone,  to  disoase  each  parfeioalar  ease ; 
bat  he  coald  only  say  that  the  hon. 
Member  had  not  addnoed  a  eingle  fact 
of  positiTO  hardship  or  injustioe.  .  He 
would  admit  that  there  might  bare  been 
nuBt^es  oommittod  by  policemen  en* 
trasted  vith  the  Administration  of  that 
■action  of  the  Aot;  but  it  did  not  follow 
that  mistakes  had  generally  been  made 
by  the  polioe,  which  was  a  force  consist- 
ing of  men  of  whom  the  marvellously 
great  majority  were  persons  of  very 
great  intelligence  and  humanity.  It 
had  been  the  custom  in  many  quarters 
to  sneer  at  the  want  of  detective  power 
among  the  Irish  polioe  ;  but  in  the 
matter  of  the  better  detection  of  orime 
the  police  displayed  a  more  than  ordi- 
nary intelligence,  which  would  add 
credit  to  any  detective  force  in  the  world. 
With  regard  to  the  exerciBe  of  the  dis- 
oretionary  powOT  entrusted  to  them 
under  diat  Aot,  they  had  necessarily,  in 
cases  of  suspicion,  acted  upon  their  own 
discretion.  In  oases  where  pwsons  re- 
flued  any  name  or  ezplaaation  it  could 
not  be  wondered  at  that  the  policemen 
T^faided  the  cireumstanom  as  snspi- 
douB,  and  brought  those  praa(ms  oe- 
ftwe  the  magistrates.  Another  class  of 
complaint  which  had  been  made  by  the 
hon.  Member  had  been  with  reference 
to  cases  of  intimidation  by  newspapers, 
and  partioularly  that  of  the  case  of  Mr. 
Kelly,  an  editor,  who  had  been  sent  for 
trial  by  a  magistrate  before  a  Judge  of 
Aseize.  After  all  the  time  which  had 
elapsed  that  case  bad  been  brought  for- 
ward  as  a  charge  against  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  Crimes  Act.  If  it  had  been 
a  chai|^  under  the  Grimes  Act  it  could 
not  have  been  sent  before  a  Judge  of 
AsaiBe  at  all.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
prosecution  had  been  under  the  ordinary 
law,  and  after  Mr.  Kelly  had  been 
returned  for  ^al  by  a  magistrate  the 
proaaootion  dropped  and  an  apology 
tendered  by  Ur.  Kelly  was  accepted. 
What  had  been  the  reason  of  making 
that  oha^  as  one  of  hardship  against 
the  Iriah  EzeontiTef  It  had  had  no- 
thing whatever  to  do  with  the  Crimes 
Act,  and  in  the  case  of  Unitsd  Ir$land  he 
had  toremindthehon.  Member  that  that 
case  was  not  under  the  Crimes  Act  at  all. 

Hb.  PABNELL:  Ton  seized  the 
paper  under  the  Crimea  Act. 

Thb  attorney  general  for 
ICELAND  (Mr.  Fqbtbb)  said,  he  had 


understood  the  hon.  Member  to  refSnr  to- 
the  prosecution  of  Mr.  O'Brien,  editor 
of  Vnitfd  Ireland,  as  under  the  Crimes 
Aot  That  prosecution  had  not  been 
taken  under  the  Crimes  Aot,  and  the 
seizure  of  the  pa^er  had  ta^en  place 
long  before  the  Crimes  Act  was  passed. 

Mb.  PABNELL:  The  jury  in  that 
case  were  selected,  and  the  panel  struck, 
under  the  Crimes  Act. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Poeteb)  said,  the  jury 
had  been  a  special  jury ;  but,  except 
in  that  particular,  the  case  had  not 
been  tried  under  the  Crimes  Act.  With 
regard  to  the  case  of  the  Mayor  of 
Wexford,  that  had  certainly  been  taken 
under  the  Crimes  Act ;  but  the  Mayor 
of  Wexford  was  not  different  in  the 
eye  of  the  law  from  any  other  indi- 
vidual. It  was  said  that  he  suffered 
hardship  because,  though  there  was 
undoubtedly  intimidation,  it  was  not  his 
own,  but  the  work  of  the  Ladies*  Land 
League.  But  he  himself  was,  in  the 
eye  of  the  law,  responsible  fw  it.  The 
next  case  referred  to  was  that  of  the 
three  reporters,  and  there  were  oircum* 
stances  in  connection  with  this  matter 
which  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief 
Secretary  would  possibly  bring  before 
the  House  in  the  course  of  the  debate. 
The  hon.  Member  mentioned  two  other 
cases — meetings  which  were  held  in  Ros- 
common and  Sligo.  As  regarded  those 
meetings  which  were  to  have  been  ad- 
dressed by  two  hon.  Members  of  the 
House,  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  had  been  astonished  at  the  state- 
ment of  the  Chief  Secretary,  that  if  it 
had  been  known  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  was  going  to 
address  his  conBtitueuts  a  point  would 
hare  been  strained  and  the  meeting  not 
stopped.  He  (the  Attorney  Genered  for 
Ireland)  thought  the  case  was  easily 
understood.  In  the  first  place,  the 
presence  of  hon.  Members  would  be 
some  guarantee  that  the  proceedings 
would  be  conduct^  in  an  ordwlqr 
manner ;  and,  in  the  next  place,  tlma 
was  naturally  a  disinolination  im  the 
part  of  the  Executive  to  interfbre  witJi 
the  intercourse  of  Members  of  that 
House  with  their  constituents.  But  in 
the  oases  in  question  the  Government 
had  not  been  able  to  act  in  accordance 
with  that  view.  These  were  the  illus- 
trations which  had  been  given  as  tyran- 
nous conduct  of  the  Irish  Executive.  Ho 
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would,  however,  oonfidently  appeal  to 
the  House  whether  the  cases  brought 
forward  by  the  hon.  Member  were  the 
slightest  juBtification  for  the  most  atro- 
cious charge  he  had  made.  He  could 
characterize  the  charge  as  nothing  less 
than  atrocious,  brought  as  it  was 
against  men  who  tried  to  do  their 
duty  honestly  and  fearlessly,  in  times 
of  great  difftcolty,  and  under  much 
zeiqionBibility  and  some  danger.  The 
illustrations  amounted  to  nothing  more 
than  a  "grumble"  on  the  part  of  the 
hon.  Uemoer  agunst  the  policy  of  the 
Act  of  Parliament.  He  would  now  pass 
to  that  which  the  hon.  Member  made 
the  real  gravamen  of  his  char^ — the 
accusation  of  packing  special  Junes.  He 
did  not  know  whether  the  hon.  Member 
had  a  clear  conception  of  what  jury- 
packing  meant,  for  he  certainly  did  not 
give  ue  House  a  clear  explanatioo. 
what  he  (the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land) understood  by  it  was,  putting  upon 
a  jury  persons  who  were  improper  to 
try  a  case ;  and  he  could  not  think  that 
the  mere  fact  that  a  particular  person 
who  might  have  tried  a  case  wiu  per- 
feet  fairness  was  not  on  the  jury  would 
amount  to  the  charge  of  jury-packing, 
Bor  was  there  jury-padking  in  placing 
on  any  particular  case  men  who  would 
be  fair  and  impartial.  There  was  no 
portion  of  the  Crimes  Act  which  he  re- 
garded as  of  more  importance  than  that 
which  referred  to  i^ecial  juries,  and  he 
believed  it  could  be  advantageously  in- 
troduced into  the  jurisprudence  of  this 
country  as  well  as  Ireland.  The  provision, 
however,  was  a  positive  enactment  of  the 
Orimee  Act  for  the  purpose  of  securing 
juries  who  were  not  only  superior  in  in- 
telligence, but  in  independence,  and  free 
from  intimidation.  They  had  seen  how 
tiie  law  brokedown  in  many  counties  from 
the  intimidation  which  was  practised 
upon  men  of  humble  station  and  limited 
means ;  and  with  a  view  to  provide  men 
who  were  intelligent,  independent,  and 
fearless,  and  who  would  return  impartial 
Terdicts,  the  House  passed  an  Act  im- 
posing a  further  property  qualification 
upon  }urors.  He  desired  to  be  borne 
in  mind — that  no  change  was  really  in- 
toodneed  by  the  Orimes  Act  in  reference 
to  the  selection  of  juries,  to  their  being 
awom  and  empanaelled.  It  simply  sub- 
stituted a  higher  rating  qualification; 
and  in  this  respect,  therefore,  there 
had  been  no  change  in  the  law.  The 
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powers  given  to  Crown  solicitora  under 
this  Act  to  direct  persons  attending  to 
serve  on  a  jury  to  stand  by  were  of 
g^eat  value,  especially  when  intimida- 
tion iras  to  be  feared.  But  these  powers 
were  merely  those  under  which  they  had 
acted  from  time  inunemorial,  and  no 
alteration  whatever  had  been  made  by 
the  Crimes  Act.  It  was  not  regarded  as 
a  slur  when  a  juryman  was  ordered  to 
"stand  by,"  as  the  hon.  Member  had 
stated.  He  could  refer  to  cases  in  which 
jurors  themselves  had  asked  to  be  bo 
ordered,  so  that  they  might  be  relieved 
of  ^e  difficult  and  pecuIiarp08itiD&  in 
which  they  were  plaiced.  With  respect 
to  a  case  mentioned  by  the  hon.  Member 
in  which  a  person  who  had  served  upon 
a  special  jury  had  told  him  that  he  was 
threatened  with  "Boycotting"  by  his 
fellow  jurors  if  he  returned  a  verdict  ac- 
cording to  his  conscience,  he  could  hardly 
believe  that  any  special  juror  would  have 
beeu  guilty  of  returning  a  verdict  against 
his  conscience  because  of  anysuch  threat; 
but  if  this  case  struck  the  hon.  Member 
as  being  an  illustration  worthy  of  being 
brought  before  the  House,  he  would  ask 
him  what  he  thought  of  the  number  of 
cases  in  which  jurors  of  lower  social  posi- 
tion and  less  independence— men  who 
weremuch  more  open  to  bethusac^ed  upim 
— had  been  practised  upon.  And  it  was  a 
notorious  fact  that  this  class  of  men  wero 
intimidated,  until  it  became  neoessary 
for  the  Government  to  take  care  that 
only  persons  who  were  superior  to  saoh 
intimidation  should  be  called  on  to  serve. 
He  might  refer  to  the  murder  of  Mr. 
Herbert  and  the  attempted  murder  of 
Mr.  Field  to  show  thedangers  incurred  by 
serving  in  the  jury-box.  TheGovemment 
were  bound  to  take  care  that  persons  who 
were  called  on  to  serve  in  the  trial  of 
cases  were  protected  from  outrage  at 
the  same  time  that  they  were  fearless 
and  independent.  The  charge  of  the 
hon.  Member  that  the  juries  were  inten- 
tionally filled  with  Protestants  to  the 
exclusion  of  Catholics  was  also  without 
foundation.  The  hon.  Member  said 
the  percentage  of  Catholics  and  Pro- 
testants ujwn  the  special  jury  panel 
was  about  4^  to  1 ;  but  his  recollection 
was  that  of  the  panel  of  200 — 100  of 
whom  were  from  the  county  and  100 
from  the  City  of  Dublin — the  proportion 
in  the  City  was  two  Protestants  to  on* 
Catholic,  and  in  the  county  nearly  one 
to  one — the  figures  being  in  the  one  case 
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Al  to  8&,  and  in  the  other  61  to  48,  sotne 
deaths  having  taken  place  in  each. 
He  believed  Uiat  the  Grown  solicitors 
exnciaed  their  discretion  under  the  rule 
abstdutely  without  regard  to  religion. 
The;  were  ezerciaing  a  power  which 
they  had  been  directed  to  ezeioise,  and 
were  guided  solely  by  a  desire  to  pre- 
TOnt  pmons  from  serving  on  juries  who 
were  inflaenced  by  fear,  favour,  or  affec- 
tion. The  directions  to  Crown  Solicitors 
ware  in  print,  and  required  them  to 
set  aside  all  persons  likely  to  be  in- 
fluenced by  fear  or  favour,  and  all 
persons  engaged  in  the  retail  spirit 
trade.  It  was  the  anxious  desire  of  all 
repreaenting  the  Crown  in  the  recent 
trials  that  there  should  be  no  distinction 
of  religion,  and  there  bad  been  none 
whatever.  With  respect  to  Boman  Catho- 
lics of  good  position  and  well  known  to 
be  independent  men,  the  Grown  would 
be  raoet  anxious  that  they  ^onld  serve 
on  juries ;  but  in  many  cases  they  were 
challenged  by  the  prisoners.  He  would 
take  the  case  of  Hynes'e  jury.  This 
vas  taken  as  a  case  of  extoaordinary 
deameas  as  against  the  prosecution.  In 
that  ease  26  persons  were  told  to  stand 
by  under  the  ordinary  law.  Of  these, 
four  were  Protestants ;  eight  or  nine  were 
grocers  or  vintners,  most  of  whom  held 
retail  Excise  licenoes ;  three  were  farmers 
from  remote  districts,  who  could  not  be 
expected  to  give  an  independent  judg- 
ment ;  of  the  remainder,  two  were 
graziere,  one  a  pawnbroker,  and  another 
a  butcher.  Thus  there  only  seven  per- 
sons for  whose  rejection  no  specific 
reason  could  be  assigned ;  but  in  those 
cases  the  Crown  solicitors,  thongh  know- 
ing nothing  against  their  mortui  charac- 
ter, believed  mat  they  were  not  removed 
from  influence  or  intimidation.  Tfaatwas 
the  eutire  jury-packing  on  the  part  of 
the  Crown.  As  to  the  allegation  of  the 
Grown  putting  people  on  juries,  it  should 
be  remembered  that  the  prisoners  bad 
the  right  <tf  oballeDge.  There  were 
oi^nizations  which  placed  their  infor- 
mation at  the  service  of  prisoners  to 
guide  them  in  challenging  jurors.  Each 
prisoner  had  a  right  to  challenge  20, 
without  giving  any  reason,  and  any 
number  if-he  gave  a  satisfactory  reason. 
Hynes  did  exercise  his  right  to  the  ex- 
tent of  11,  but  challenged  no  more.  It 
was  G^ear,  therefore,  that  his  advisers, 
who  might  have  challenged  nine  of 
the  jury  who  t^ed  the  c^,  bat  did 


not  do  so,   were  satisfied  with  the 

Mb.  FABNELL  said,  that  a  country 
solicitOT  appeared  for  Hynes,  who  knew 
nothing  6f  the  men. 

Thb  attorney  general  poe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Pobtbr)  said,  that  the 
country  solic^r  was  advised  .by  a  town 
solicitor.  In  the  case  of  Patridk  Walsh 
only  four  of  those  challenged  by  the 
Crown  were  to  be  accounted  for,  and  in 
that  case  the  prisoner  only  challenged 
11.  In  Michael  Walsh's  ease  17  were 
directed  to  stand  by  ;  two  were  Protes- 
tants, leaving  13  Boman  Catholics;  of 
the  Catholics,  eight  were  vintners  and 
grocers,  five  were  farmers,  and  one  was 
a  butcher,  leaving  only  one  unaccounted 
for.  The  right  of  challenge  was  exer- 
cised in  eight  cases  by  Michael  Walsh. 
He  regretted  very  much  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  had 
thought  it  right  to  refer  by  name  to  one 
Catholic  gentleman  who  had  served 
upon  sevnal  of  these  juries.  Having 
regard  to  recent  events,  and  what  hap- 
pened to  Mr.  Field  in  consequenoe  ^ 
his  being  named,  and  in  regard  to  the 
state  of  society  in  DnbUn,  the  hon. 
Membw  might  have  spared  the  allnnon 
to  the  name.  The  hon.  Member  had 
observed  that,  having  regard  to  the 
conduct  of  the  juries,  there  was  no 
chance  of  prisoners  being  given  the 
benefit  of  the  doubt.  On  the  con- 
trary, a  special  jury  acquitted  a  man 
against  whom  there  was  a  strong  case. 
He  did  not  complain  of  that,  but  it  was 
a  fact  that  they  acquitted  him.  In  an- 
other case,  although  the  jury  felt  them- 
selves constrained  to  convict,  they 
brought  in  a  recommendation  to  mercy, 
and  the  Lord  Lieutenant  was  enabled  to 
exercise  his  clemency ;  and  in  other 
oases  the  juries  had  disagreed.  So  far 
from  being  men  blinded  by  political 
partizanship,  as  was  alt^d,  ^e  jurors 
were  men  who  were  brought  from  their  * 
homes  to  dischai^  a  most  difficult  and 
a  most  onerous  duty,  entirely  unre- 
munerated/  and  had  done  their  duty 
carefully,  impartially,  and  without 
shrinking  ;  and  it  really  was  that  they 
had  done  their  duty  unterrorized  that 
was  the  extent  of  their  offending.  Not 
content  with  attacking  the  jury  panels, 
the  hon.  Member  attacked  the  conduct 
of  the  J udges,  who,  if  his  account  were 
true,  had  been  guilty  of  conduct, 
through  political  partizanship,  amount- 
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ing  to  wilful  murder.  Beference  had 
particularly  been  made  to  Mr.  Justice 
LawBon  and  Mr.  Justice  O'Brien.  The 
hon.  Member  had  paid  him  (the  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland)  a  compliment, 
but  he  accepted  no  compliment  at  the 
cost  either  of  his  Colleagues  or  his  Pre- 
decessors. .  Hie  Predecessors  were  men 
of  infinitely  greater  abiii^  than  hi  mself, 
and  equal  honesty.  Wiw  respect  to  Mr. 
Justice  LawBon,  he  was  a  scholar  and  a 

Sindeman,  a  man  of  lai^  heart  and  the 
rgest  charity,  a  man  known  favourably 
throughout  tiia  TTnited  Kingdom  as  a 
man  of  culture  and  training ;  and  why 
was  he  to  be  dragged  before  the  public  f 
Who  was  his  accuser?  Mr.  Justice 
Lawsou  was  trained  from  his  youth  in 
the  study  of  the  law ;  he  was  a  man  of 
judicial  experience  and  great  strength  of 
mind.  Why  should  he  be  a  party  to 
^  convict  innocence  ?  What  had  he  to 
*  hope  for  ?  He  was  never  a  political 
partixan  in  any  extreme  sense.  He  was 
only  a  partisan  in  the  sense  of  being  a 
Member  of  one  of  the  g^at  Parties  in 
the  State ;  and  when  he  had  gone  upon 
the  Bench,  why  should  there  be  any  ais- 
tinetion  made  between  him  and  the 
Judges  of  England,  who  had  invariably 
been  credited  with  fairness  and  impar- 
tiality, whatever  their  previous  political 
action  might  have  been  f  As  r^arded 
Judge  O'Brien,  he  had  nerer  been  <me  of 
the  Law  Officers  the  Qrown,  and  he  was 
unable  to  imagine  how  any  reasonable 
being  could  suppose  for  a  moment  tfaat 
he  would  ever  be  guilty  of  judicial  mur- 
der. The  hon.  Member  stated  that 
Chief  Justice  May  had  admitted  that  he 
was  iacapable  of  trying  a  case  in  conse- 
quence of  misconduct.  He  (the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland)  abaoiotely  denied 
that.  Some  words  which  the  Chief  Jus- 
tice used  had  been  misinterpreted,  and 
had  been  held  to  convey  a  meaning 
which  he  did  not  intend.  Under  these 
oiroumstanoes,  as  there  might  have  been 
a  suspicion  of  prejudice,  he  retired  from 
the  Bench  upon  the  occasion  referred  to. 
The  hon.  Member  had  also  referred  to 
the  conduct  of  the  English  Judge  who 
recently  tried  a  man  called  Warn  for 
treason-felony  in  London,  and  had  con- 
trasted his  faimws  with  the  unfaimeoa 
of  the  Irish  Judges.  Now,  it  so  hap- 
pened that  that  English  Judge — who 
was  Mr.  Justice  Stephen — had  sat  upon 
the  Bench  at  some  of  the  Dublin  trials, 
and  he  (the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland) 
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was  willing  to  abide  by  his  estimate  of 
the  fairness  of  those  trials.  The  proceed- 
ings in  the  Courts  were  conducted  by 
officials  in  Court  absolutely  indepen- 
dent of  the  Executive,  Ijord  Spencer 
having  no  more  to  do  with  the  conduct 
of  a  case  in  Dublin  than  in  London. 
The  hon.  Member  had  tried  to  make 
much  of  the  fact  that  there  were  no 
outrages  in  Dublin  between  last  May 
and  November.  But  in  November  came 
the  Mtaok  on  Mr.  Fidd  and  on  Mr.  Jos- 
tiee  Lawaon,  and  those  who  committed 
the  assassinations  in  Hay  would  have 
oontinued  their  work  with  less  int«- 
mission  if  it  had  not  been  tat  the  terror 
inspired  by  the  Crimes  Act.  Aft» 
describing  the  outrages  committed  in 
Dublin  as  unhappy,  wretched,  and  la* 
mentable,  the  hon.  Member  asked  what 
was  to  be  done  to  reconcile  Ireland  to 
England.  .  He  would  reply  to  the  hon. 
Member's  question  in  these  words— 
"  Cease  to  abuse  every  person  connected 
with  authority  and  the  law ;  cease  from 
agitation ;  cease  from  encouraging,  or, 
at  any  rate,  from  not  discouraging,  a 
state  of  society  which  must  neoeasarily 
lead  to  crime,  and  let  the  Land  Act  and 
other  remedial  measures  have  time  to 
produce  the  results  antixapatedfipom  them ; 
let  the  people's  minds  haveeomerest,  and 
let  us  settle  down  in  peaoe  and  freedom 
from  agitation."  If  that  advice  were 
foUowea,  although  he  agreed  that  there 
was  an  amount  of  discontent  at  present, 
he  believed  that  discontent  would  ranidk 
much  sooner  than  the  hon.  Member  ex- 
pected, and  then  the  people  of  Ireland 
would  realise  how  anxious  the  House 
was  to  legislate  for  the  substantial  good 
of  their  country  as  an  integral  part  of 
the  United  Kingdom. 

Mb.  KENNT  said,  that,  judging  from 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land, there  could  be  very  little  expected 
from  him  in  the  direction  of  lenieacy. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
found  fault  with  his  (Mr.  Kenny's)  hon. 
Priend  the  Member  for  the  City  of  C!ork 
for  advancing  certain  objections  to  the 
administration  of  the  Crimes  Act ;  bat, 
having  listmed  to  the  speech  tiie 
Attorney  General,  the  House  would  oome 
to  the  conclusion  that  his  effwt  to  j  ustify 
the  administarstion  of  that  Act  was  a 
great  and  thorough  failure.  He  wished, 
at  this  early  stage  of  the  discussion,  to 
join  ia  the  protest  against  this  ini- 
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qaitoaa  Aot,  which  was  thruBt  upon 
Irelttad  daring  a  ware  of  English  anger. 
It  was  th«  last  link  of  the  blood- 
Btuned  chain  of  coeroion,  and  was, 
pethaps,  tiie  fouUeBt  and  most  objeo- 
timalMe  liskr  vhich  merited  t^ir  oon- 
damnation  and  oenmre.  The  ayatem  cA 
intnwtaag  to  the  SbEeontiTe  abw^e  and 
dupotio  powers  was  highly  cenanrable 
and'  dangerona.  The  amduot  of  the 
GoTerament  had  been  that  of  highway- 
men, "mho  held  down  their  Tiotims  while 
Uiey  plundered  them.  Some  doubts 
had  been  expressed  aa  to  whether  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  would 
propose  this  Amendment ;  bat  he  (Mr. 
Kenny)  was  at  a  loss  to  conceiTe  how 
for  a  moment  the  idea  could  enter  the 
minde  of  hon.  Members.  The  supposi- 
tion, he  nippoeed,  was  prompted  by  the 
fact  that  certain  disclosures  had  been 
made  in  Bablin,  and  that  certain  fero- 
oioHS  attaoks  were  made  on  the  Party 
witii  wbichha(Mr.  Kenny)  was  associated 
and  the  Land  League;  but,  so  far,  nothing 
of  the  ali^teat  moment  had  been  brought 
home.  The  disolosures  in  Dublin,  more- 
over,  did  not  affect  the  admini^ation 
of  £he  Oiimea  Act  elaewhara  in  Lreland ; 
and  tiiey  had  an  aoooaation  to  brin^ 
a|;ainBt  the  Gorenment  fbr  the  admi- 
matration  of  the  Aet.  In  the  country 
districts  in  Ireland  eyery  restige  of 
liberty  had  been  taken  away.  The 
powers  of  the  Aot  werd  not  placed 
mer^y  in  the  hands  of  special  magis- 
trates appointed  by  Dublin  Castle,  who 
were  not  popular  with  the  people,  but 
in  the  hands  of  every  Irish  constable. 
Matters  had  come  to  this—that  the 
humblest  Irish  policeman  considered 
himself  an  important  influence  in  the 
Government  of  Ireland.  This  Act  gave 
the  Government  almost  unlimited  power 
over  life  and  property  in  Ireland,  and, 
as  an  instance  which  he  could  quote 
would  bAisw,  had  been  administered  in 
a  tyrannical,  mguet,  and  unfair  mannw. 
Amcmgat  the  other  powers,  the  Govem- 
m«nt  ooold  aend  into .  districts  extra 
police  when  they  conaidereid  that  the 
police  already  there  were  not  suffident. 
£iXtra  police  had  been  sent  into  his  own 
district  of  Tulla;  and  the  Board  of 
Guardians,  which  now  were  really  the 
only  existing  elected  Boards  in  the 
oounties,  had  passed  a  resolution  in  which 
tiiey  set  out  that  not  only  had  there 
been  no  outrage  or  crime  in  the  locality 
nnoe  the  removal  of  Injector  Chrane 


and  Constable  Grady,  but  tlutt  the  last 
disturbance  was  caused  by  the  police- 
men themselves.  Why,  then,  shouU 
the  parish  he  taxed  with  an  extra 
poiioe  rate  amounting  to  6f .  in  Hxe 
pound  ?  Various  instances  ol  arbitrary 
arrest  might  be  cHed.  There  waa  the 
case  of  Mr.  Stephen  J.  Meany,  who  was 
taken  up  in  Ennia,  hia  nattve  plaee, 
though  it  must  have  been  known  to  the 
authorities  that  Mr.  Meany  was  the 
editorial  correspondent  of  The  Nno  York 
Daihf  SlKr,  and  had  come  over  to  Iro> 
land  merely  to  give  an  account  of  the 
state  of  the  country.  He  would  next 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
suppression  of  the  right  of  public  meet- 
ing ;  but  as  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Farnell) 
had  fully  treated  upon  this  portion  of 
the  Act,  he  would  simply  express  his 
amazement  that  such  an  apology  as  waa 
made  should  have  been  made  by  the 
Chief  Secretary.  If  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman did  not  know  that  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Bligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  was 
to  have  addressed  his  oonatituents  at 
the  suppressed  meeting  at  Sligo,  he 
must  have  pexCsotly  well  known  uat  the 
hon.  MemMr  for  Koseommon  propoaed 
to  speak  at  his  suppreaaed  meeting. 
Why  did  he  snppress  him  and  deny  hmi 
the  Constitutional  right  of  addressing 
bis  constituents  ?  He  was  a&aid  that 
the  defence  pleaded  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  not  a  vaUd  one,  and  it 
certainly  was  not  a  very  good  one.  He 
then  came  to  the  Intimidation  Clause 
of  the  Act,  and  would  again  refer  to 
the  Irish  newspaper  reports  which  had 
gone  unchallenged,  and  which  he  had 
reason  to  believe  were  absolutely  cor- 
rect. 

Mb.  SFEAKEB  :  I  would  remind  the 
hon.  Member  that  it  is  against  the 
Hules  of  Debate  for  the  hon.  Member 
to  read  his  speech. 

Ms.  KENNY  said,  that  he  was  simply 
referring  to  reports  for  the  purpose  m 
bearing  out  what  he  intended  to  itata 
in  his  speech.  Theee  reports,  he  main- 
tained, amply  showed  tiuat  the  perwma 
having  charge  of  the  administeation  of 
the  Act  in  Ireland  had  grossly  and  most 
unfairly  abused  their  powers.  No  doubt 
hon.  Members  who  sat  below  the  Gang- 
way opposite  would  join  with  him  in  con- 
demning the  imprisonment  for  what  waa 
called  intimidation  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Westpaeath  (Mr.  Timothy  Harring- 
ton).   The  Chief  Secretary  the  other 
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day  had  the  candour  to  admit  that  they 
imprisoned  him  not  forintimidating  those 
farmers  who  had  j&st  elected  him  of 
their  own  free  will  to  represent  them  in 
Parliament,  but  beoanse  it  was  neees- 
sarj,  hy  hook  or  by  crook,  to  do  some- 
thing to  silenoe  the  leaders  of  the 
popular  movement  in  Ireland.  In  eon- 
sidering  the  administration  of  the 
Obange  of  Venue  Olanee  in  the  Aot, 
there  is  the  case  of  Francis  Hynes, 
with  respect  to  which  the  Attorney  Ge- 
nera! for  Ireland  had  laboured  to  show 
that  the  jury  had  not  been  packed; 
whereas  the  true  object  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  should  have  been 
to  prove  that  they  were  not  drunk  during 
the  trial,  that  they  did  not  separate  at 
the  hotel,  and  that  they  had  no  commu- 
nioation  there  with  other  persons  while 
the  case  was  being  tried.  The  right 
hon .  and  learned  Gentleman  combated  an 
allegation  which  no  one  had  made,  and 
ignored  the  sworn  affidavits  of  those 
who  noticed  and  made  public  the  mis- 
conduct of  the  jury  and  their  inebriate 
condition.  These  affidavits  alone  should 
have  been  sufficient  to  have  quashed  the 
indictment;  but  the  case  did  not  rest 
tfasre.  Instead  of  condemning  it,  how- 
ever, that  very  virtuous  Judge,  who  was 
defended  with  such  pains  by  the  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland,  ordered  the 
imprisonment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Oarlow  (Mr.  Gray),  in  whose  paper  the 
comments  appeared.  The  fine  of  £500 
which  was  inflicted  in  addition  to  the 
sentence  was  promptly  subscribed  by 
the  people,  and  the  Government  r<** 
mitte^  the  greater  part  of  the  sentence. 
Mr.  Gray,  for  comments  on  the  be- 
haviour of  the  j  ury,  had  been  imprisoned 
and  fined  ;  Mr.  O'Brien,  for  similar  criti- 
cism, had  been  put  upon  his  trial,  so 
that  both  these  Gentlemen  had  suffered 
severely  from  the  unfair,  he  might 
almost  say  the  savage,  administration 
of  the  Act  As  for  Hynes  hinMolf,  he 
was  hanged ;  but  soeh  was  the  popnlar 
feeling  aroused  in  Ireland  by  the  evi- 
dently unfair  trial,  that  Petitions  were 
sent  from  all  parts  for  a  reprieve,  and 
if  the  heart  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
was  hardened  on  every  other  point, 
it  was  anticipated  that  he  would  have 
yielded  to  the  impulse  of  mercy  and 
generosity  if  he  would  not  g^ve  way  to 
justice.  The  indifference  of  the  Execu- 
tive to  the  manifestation  of  public  feel- 
ing in  this  case  reminded  him  of  one 
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which  ooourred  a  hundred  years  ago,  in 
which,  after  the  execution,  some  of  the 
jury  confessed  that  they  had  been  drunk 
during  the  trial.  This  case  of  Francis 
Hynes  had  given  fair  grounds  to  the 
people  of  Ireland  for  oonoluding  that 
they  must  expect  no  fair  play,  no  mercy, 
and  no  jnstioe  from  the  administratora 
ofthis  atrocious  Orimes  Aot.  The'lfaam- 
trasna  murders  were  so  atrooions 
they  affected  all  the  people  of  Ireland, 
and  moved  them  deeply,  and  witneeses 
came  forward  voluntarily  to  help-in  the 
conviction  of  the  murderers.  Of  the 
three  who  were  executed,  Mylee  Joyce 
protested  his  innocence  to  the  end,  and 
the  other  two,  while  not  denying  their 
own  guilt,  united  in  declaring  that  Joyce 
was  innocent,  and  was  not  on  the  ecene 
of  the  murder  at  the  time.  Sooner  than 
bring  discredit  on  a  Dublin  jury,  the 
Executive  preferred  that  this  man  should 
be  executed,  in  spite  of  the  doubt  thrown 
on  the  justice  of  his  conviction.  The 
two  men,  named  Poff  and  Barrett,  con- 
victed of  the  murder  of  a  man  named 
Brown,  made  themost formal  and  solemn 
declarations  of  their  innocence;  and, 
although  they  were  convicted  on  the 
evidence  of  a  woman  who  contradicted 
herself  in  giving  it,  they  were  executed, 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Mallow  (Mr. 
O'Brien),  for  mentioning  their  declara- 
tions, was  exposed  to  a  State  prosecu- 
tion, and  was  only  saved  from  imprison- 
ment with  hard  labour  by  the  disagree- 
ment of  the  jury.  The  Prime  Minister's 
denunciations  of  imprisonment  without 
legal  process,  trial  by  exceptional  tri- 
bunals, and  sentences  by  dependent 
Judges,  provoked  by  despotism  in  Italy, 
might  be  applied  to  Ireland,  where  these 
proceedings  terrified  not  the  criminal 
classes  so  much  as  well-condnoted  citi- 
zens. There  was  no  such  thing  as  sym- 
pathy with  crime  in  Ireland.  There 
was,  however,  a  feeling  amcmg  the  vast 
majority  of  the  {wople  that  when  a  man 
was  aooused  of  crime  it  was  10  to  1  that 
he  would  not  be  fairly  tried.  There  was 
a  want  of  oonfidence  in  the  Government 
and  a  feeling  of  misgiving;  and  it  was  no 
wonder,  therefore,  that  the  people,  who 
had  such  grave  and  serious  reasons  for 
mistrusting  the  present  Government, 
should  at  times  unite  in  concealing  for 
a  certain  time  those  who  were  supposed 
to  be  guilty  of  certain  offenoes.  If 
criminal  prosecutions  were  conducted  in 
IreUnd  as  they  were  in  Epghind,  and  if 
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the  people  were  taught  to  have  confi- 
dence in  the  laws,  witnesees  in  Ireland 
vonld  be  as  ready  to  oSw  their  evidenoe 
M  th«7  wer«  in  England ;  but  while  the 
|»are  fountain  of  juetioe  vas  polluted,  as 
it  had  been,  by  saooeesive  repression 
Acts,  it  must  be  expected  that  the  people 
vould  mistrust  the  Government,  and 
tttat  onme  would  go  undetected.  It  had 
been  alleged  that  crime  followed  in  the 
faail  of  tbe  Land  League.  In  point  of 
faet,  crime  had  always  followed  the 
trail,  not  of  the  Land  League,  but  of 
the  landlords  ;  and  when  they  indulged 
in  beartless  eviotioas,  which,  according 
to  the  Prime  Minister,  were  equivalent 
to  eenteaces  of  death,  it  was  no  wonder 
that  men  who  were  denied  the  protec- 
tion of  the  law  should  resort  to  certain 
means  that  were  unlawful.  It  required 
long  years  of  repression  and  injustice  to 
make  men  indnlre  in  crimes  like  the 
assaasinations  in  the  Fhcenix  Park. 

Mr.  speaker  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  not  speakii^  to  the  Amendment 
before  the  House. 

Mb.  KENNY  went  on  to  remark  that 
it  was  with  the  sinoerest  desire  to  assist 
and  not  to  harass  the  GoTemment  that 
he  pointed  out  to  them  the  fact  that 
their  administration  had  been  most  mis- 
ohieTons,  and  oalculated  to  make  it  stilt 
more  difficult,  and  perhaps  eventually 
impossible,  to  reconcile  the  Irish  with 
the  English  people.  Throughout  the 
agitation  at  least  four-fifths  of  the  people 
of  Ir^and  had  been  on  the  side  of  the 
Land  Lef^e ;  and,  but  for  that  circum- 
stance, it  would  hare  been  impossible  for 
that  body  to  force  an  auwilHng  Qovern- 
ment  to  grant  eoncessiona  which  would 
otherwise  have  been  denied.  He  would 
only  add,  in  conclusion,  that  the  courses 
open  to  the  Government  were  either  to 
indulge  to  the  full  in  coerdon,  or,  aban- 
doning this  CUmee  Act,  and  jury  pack- 
ing, and  every  other  repulsive  form  of 

Stvemment  which  was  antagonistic  to 
e  prinoiples  of  English  liberty,  to  deal 
with  the  Jxuh  people  honestly  and 
justly.  Then  they  might  expect  the 
people  of  Ireland  to  become  as  tranquil 
and  law-abiding  as  the  people  of  Eog- 
hud,  for  the  Irish  people  would  readily 
extend  the  hand  of  firiendahip  to  any 
Minister  or  Government  which  showed 
a  sincere  desire  to  throw  aside  the  blood- 
stained traditions  of  coercion,  and  enter 
upon  that  path  of  true  reform  and  just 
otmceseion  which  was  so  necessary  for 


the  welfare  of  Ireland,  and  which  the 
people  of  that  country  were  determined 
to  obtain. 

OoLonxL  BAWNAY  said,  he  thought 
that  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  (Ur.  Parnell) 
scarcely  required  the  very  powerful  and 
convincing  arguments  put  forward  by 
the  right  hoQ.  and  learned  Gent^man 
the  Attorney  General  tar  Ireland  (Mr. 
Porter)  to  demolish  it,  for,  in  his 
(Oolonel  Dawnay's)  opinion,  it  answered 
itself ;  for,  considering  that  it  had  been 
proved  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  over- 
whelming majority  of  the  House  that 
the  operation  of  the  Crimes  Act  was 
strengthening  the  cause  of  law  and  order 
in  Ireland,  it  was  hardly  advisable  or 
proper  to  ask,  or  possible  that  they 
would  be  persuaded,  to  repeal  that  Act 
in  the  so-called  interests  of  law  and 
order,  which  it  was  now  so  sucoestfully 
promoting.  The  course  of  the  debate, 
however,  had  stroi^ly  shown  one  fact, 
and  that  was  how  Uttle  the  Government 
had  failed,  up  to  a  recent  period,  to 
comprehend  the  real  state  of  affairs  in 
Ireland,  and  how  little  they  understood 
the  sort  of  people  with  whom  tkey  had 
to  deal.  They  had  been  dealing  with 
men  -who  had  two  objects  in  view — one 
of  which  was  to  get  the  land  of  Ireland 
without  paying  for  it,  and  the  other  to 
separate  Ireland  from  England;  and 
they  sought  to  attain  those  ends  by 
murdering,  mutilating,  and  ruining 
everybody  who  stood  in  their  way.  And 
how  did  the  Government  meet  those 
lawless  men  ?  Why,  at  first,  by  offering 
to  purchase  their  obedience  at  the  price 
of  security  of  tenure,  a  large  reduction 
of  rents,  and  the  passing  of  the  Arrears 
Act.  And  the  virtual  answer  made  by 
the  disaffected  to  that  offer  was — "  Since 
we  have  gained  so  much  from  a  system 
of  murderous  agitation,  we  shall  con- 
tinue that  system  until  there  is  nothing 
left  to  agitate  for."  The  result  was  that 
although  L:«land»  as  the  present  Prime 
Minister  had  admitted,  under  the  late 
Government  was  in  a  state  of  remark- 
able tranquillity  and  prosperity,  sheagain 
relapsed  into  the  most  deplorable  con- 
dition of  misery  and  crime.  With  re- 
gard to  the  Iridi  vote  at  Newcastle,  he 
denied  that  it  had  been  given  to  the 
Conservative  candidate ;  but,  if  it  had 
been,  the  House  might  rely  upon  it,  it 
was  more  out  of  ha^ed  to  the  present 
Government  than  from  any  otiier  motivo 
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—that  they  preferred  open  enemies  to 
doubtful  friends.  But  it  should  not  be 
forgotten  that  GoTernment  had  them- 
selves  come  into  power  on  the  strength 
of  the  Iririi  vote,  and  that  they  did  not 
repudiate  it  on  the  oooasion  of  the  laat 
lirerpool  Election.  He  therefore  hoped 
tiie  House  would  hear  no  more  indnua- 
tions  ci  that  kind.  In  the  course  of  the 
debate  the  epeeobes  of  the  hon.  Monber 
for  Leeds  (Mr.  Hnbert  Qlad^ne)  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr. 
0(^lingB)  had  undergone  mueh  evitunm. 
The  opinions  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Leeds  nad  eliuted  uniTBraal  reprobation 
ftom  all  except  those  whose  praise,  es- 
peetallj  after  recent  disclosures,  was 
hardly  to  be  desired  by  any  loyal  Eng- 
lishman. The  hon.  Member  for  Ipawioh 
was  in  a  different  position.  He  was  a 
Gentleman  whose  age  ought  to  have 
endowed  him  with  judgment  and  expe- 
xienoe,  if  not  witJi  wisdom.  Therefore 
his  speech  was  receiTed  with  a  good 
deal  of  hostile  criticism,  but  it  could  be 
Tary  easily  explained.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber belonged  to  that  very  small  section 
of  the  Liberal  Party  whom  he  (Colonel 
Dawnay)  had  heard  defined  as  "  theuu- 
teaohable  Zladicals,"  who  were  for  ever 
repeating  the  weU-wom  phrases  that 
"force  is  no  remedy,"  that  "crime  is 
the  nsnit  of  coercion,"  and  that  "  the 
present  condition  of  Irehtnd  is  due  to  an 
ni^aat  land  ^stem,"  until  they  hare 
oome  to  beUeve  that  there  u  a  sort  of 
obarm  or  talisman  about  these  re- 
marks, and  whose  speeches  were  only 
not  mischioTOus,  because  they  were  eo 
utterly  unpractical.  They  had  learned 
in  the  most  couviuoing  manner  that 
the  real  cause  of  the  ^esent  lament- 
able condition  of  Ireland  was  due  to 
the  evil  influence  of  agitatws  ovtat  an 
ignorant  and  excitable  people,  and  the 
want  of  the  oontrotUing  power  of  a  strong 
and  just  GoTemment.  He  was  glad  to 
find  that  such  a  controlling  power  waa 
beiiig  exeniBed  by  the  present  Lord 
Lieutenant  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  the  (Thief  Secretary  for  Ireland ; 
but  al^ugh  th^  was  now  some  im- 
]^raTttm«at  in  the  itfate  of  that  country, 
that  improTemoit  was  not  owing  to  any 
gratitude  for  past  eonoeestans  on  the 
part  a£  the  GoTomment,  but  to  ^»  fear 
of  pnnishnieat  on  the  part  of  evil- 
doers,  and  the  belief  tiiat  the  law  waa 
being  firmly  administered.  How  long, 
,  however,  was  that  state  of  thugs  likely 
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to  continue  ?  The  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Ohamberlain)  on 
Friday  was  not  very  re-assuring  on  that 
point.  At  any  moment  that  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  sympathy  for  the  Land 
League  might  become  too  strong  to  be 
repressed.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
still  adhered  to  the  speech  at  Liverpool, 
in  which  he  deolared  that  the  orimoal 
objects  of  the  Land  League  were  "legal 
and  even  praiseworthy,"  and  that  to 
stifle  its  ^tation  would  be  to  prevent 
refonn.  it  was  diffionlt^  howersr,  to 
understand  how  the  objei^  of  any  asso- 
ciation  which  depended  upon  murder 
and  outrage  for  its  soecees  could  be 
"legal  and  praiseworthy."  There  ap- 
peared, therefore,  to  be  influences  in 
the  Cabinet  which  at  any  moment  might 
lead  to  disastrous  results ;  but  be  hc^ed 
that  the  Govamment  would  take  warn- 
ing from  the  sad  experience  of  the  past, 
and  would  steadfastly  reject  the  counsels 
of  those  who,  like  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, might  again  tempt  them  to  try 
to  gorem  Ireland  through  such  in- 
famous ageneifis  as  the  Land  League. 

Mb.  OSBOBNE  MORGAN  said,  be 
should  not  have  intruded  himself  into 
that  debate,  but  for  the  fact  that,  by  a 
pure  accident,  he  waa  able  to  giro,  from 
his  own  permnal  experience,  the  most 
complete  contradiotioK  to  one  of  the  aa- 
sertKmB  made  by  the  hon.  Membw  for 
the  aty  of  Coric  (Mr.  Famell}.  The 
hon.  Member  had  said  that,  since  the 
Crimes  Act  was  passed,  juries  in  Ireland 
oould  not  be  trusted  to  exercise  judirial 
impartiality— that  trial  by  jury  in  Ire- 
land did  not  exist;  by  which  he  (Mr. 
Osborne  Morgan)  supposed  was  meant 
that  juries  empannelled  under  the  Crimes 
Act  could  not  be  trusted  to  do  their  duty. 
Now,  he  happened  himself  to  be  in 
Dublin  when  one  of  the  trials  for  mur- 
der—which had  been  several  timea  al- 
luded to  in  the  course  of  that  debate, 
and  which  had  been  pointedly  referred 
to  in  an  uttaet  in  United  Irtlani,  quoted 
by  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Se- 
oretary  for  Ireland — was  going  on,  and 
he  had  heard  ihe  most  impottant  part 
of  the  tiiaL  That  was  the  tiia!  of 
Michael  Walsh,  at  whidi  the  preaidiiw 
Judge  waa  M>.  Justice  lawson,  and 
the  foreman  of  the  jury  was  Mr.  field, 
both  of  whose  lives  had,  as  vAs  cur- 
rently reported,  been  atten^tted  in  con- 
aequenoe  of  the  part  they  had  iiAen 
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in  thai  trial.  It  would  be  impertment 
in  him  to  aaj  anything  in  commendation 
of  the  admirable  way  in  which  Mr.  Jus- 
tice Lawson  had  discharged  hia  dutiee 
on  that  oecasion.  But  he  did  wish  to 
saj  a  word  about  the  jury.  He  went 
into  Court  as  an  entirdy  unprejadioed 
spectator.  He  did  not  know  what  pro- 
portion d  tiie  jury  was  Protestant  and 
what  was  OamiDlio;  bat  he  desired  to 
■ay,  hBTing  had  some  experience,  both 
&rourable  and  un&vourable,  of  juries 
in  this  ooimtry,  that  never  in  the  whole 
course  of  his  life  had  he  beheld  a  more 
int^gent,  a  more  patient,  or  a  more 
impartial  jury,  and,  he  thought  he  might 
add,  a  jury  more  indulgent  to  the  pri- 
soner. Every  single,  question  they  put 
was  directly  to  the  point,  and,  as  far  ae 
he  oonld  judge,  most  of  their  questione 
were  directed  to  elicit  some  point  in 
faTOur  of  the  piisouer.  He  oonld  say, 
emphatically,  that  no  man  could  have 
had  a  fairer  trial ;  and,  at  the  oonolnsion 
of  it,  he  could  not  help  saying  t^at  if  that 
was  tiie  way  they  "  padked  "  juries  in 
Ireland,  he  only  wished  they  would  pack 
Eng^iish  jnries  in  the  same  way.  The 
jnry  was  compelled,  by  evidence  as  dear 
as  the  noonday  sun  in  Heaven,  to  convict 
tiie  prisoner ;  bat  they  added  a  strong 
recommendation  to  mnoy,  which  was 
seted  upon ;  and  for  doing  uiat  Mr.  Field, 
the  foreman  of  the  jury,  was  all  but 
murdered.  As  far  as  that  jury  was  con- 
cerned, he  asserted  deliberately  that  a 
more  wanton  and  unfounded  charge — 
he  was  a&aid  he  could  not  use  a  stronger 
expresmon  without  transgressing  the 
Bules  of  Parliamentary  debate — was 
never  made  against  any  jury  in  the 
world  than  that  made  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork.  He  did  not 
wish  to  say  more;  but  he  could  not, 
after  what  had  been  said  in  that  debate, 
sit  still  in  his  place  and  refrain  from 
bearing  his  personal  testimony  to  the 
conduct  of  men  who,  at  the  peril  of  their 
livM,  bad  done  their  duty  fearlessly  and 
faithfoUj  to  their  Queen  and  their 
eoantey. 

Ub.  (ySULLIVAN  said,  that  though 
he  did  not  agree  with  the  whole  of 
the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamell),  still  he  thought,  among  other 
things  that  required  amendment,  there 
was  one  portion  of  the  Crimes  Act  to 
which  be  should  call  attention,  and  that 
was  the  taxation  clause.  He  knew,  from 
personal  expwience  of  different  pdrts  of 


ihe  oounty  of  Limerick,  that  the  taxation 
for  extra  police  was  most  unjust  and 
unfair.  He  did  not  object  to  the  Go- 
vernment placing  as  many  police  as  they 
desired  in  a  district,  as  long  as  they  paid 
for  them  themselves;  but  the  strange 
part  of  the  story  was  that  scnne  time 
ago  they  reduced  the  force  in  certain 
!  puces,  and  then  iJiarged  the  people  for 
the  rest.  He  oould  not  understand  why 
there  were  extra  poUee  in  the  Eilmal- 
look  district,  when  there  was  not  a  angle 
outrage  committed  there  for  the  past  12 
months.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  said  there 
was  one  outrage  tiiere  in  that  time ;  but 
be  (Mr.  O'SulUvan)  had  made  inquiries, 
and  beyond  the  fact  of  a  boy  getting  a 
month  for  telling  an  old  woman  not  to 
sell  a  pennyworth  of  apples  to  the  servant 
boy  ot  a  person  who  was  "  Boycotted," 
thero  was  no  so-called  outrage  in  the 
district  for  12  months.  That  was  the 
only  outrage  he  oould  discover.  The  real 
reason,  he  believed,  for  ^^ingthe  poUoe 
there  was  this.  It  was  convn^  to  tiie 
people  that  if  they  asked  Mr.  Oliffovd 
Lloyd  to  have  the  extra  poUoe  removed 
it  would  be  done ;  but  he  was  sure  the 
people  would  be  content  to  pay  for  three 
times  the  force  of  Constabulary  rather 
than  ^  to  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd  to  ask  him 
to  relieve  them  from  an  unjust  charge. 
It  was  quite  evident  that  Ihiblin  Castle 
had  nothing  to  do  with  the  district— it 
was  quite  dear  that  Mr.  Lloyd  was  the 
sole  and  only  government.  The  same 
thing  applied  to  the  taxation  for  extra 
police  in  Bnlgadden  and  other  districts 
of  the  county  of  Limerick.  He  might 
also  complain  that  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentieman  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  Porter)  had  entirely 
failed  to  show  how  it  was  that  so  many 
Catholics  and  so  very  few  Protestants  had 
been  ordered  to  stand  aside  in  making 
up  the  juries  in  the  recent  trials.  There 
was,  he  could  tell  the  House,  a  strong 
feeling  in  Ireland  about  tlie  direeti<m, 
"  Catiiolics  aside." 

Ms.  ABTHUB  ABNOLD  regretted 
very  mudi  Utt&t  the  hon.  MMnber  tor  the 
aty  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  should  have 
proposed  this  Amendment.  It  was  re- 
ported that  he  would  defer  to  the  opinion 
of  many  of  his  Colleagues  from  Ireland, 
and  would  abandon  the  proposal.  He 
was  bound,  however,  to  admit  that  a 
section  of  the  British  Press  had  done  all 
in  its  power  to  render  suoh  prudeaoo 
most  difficult)  and  to  afford  the  hon. 
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Member  no  way  of  retreat  from  a  posi- 
tion which  the  QoTornment  might  safely 
haTO  left  in  the  hands  of  hon.  Members 
from  Ireland.  But  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Oity  of  Cork  ineisted  upon  their 
expression  of  opinion  as  to  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  Crimes  Act.  There  could 
be  no  doubt  that,  with  regard  to  the  vast 
majority  on  both  sides  of  the  House,  that 
opinion  mast  be  formed  upon  their  read- 
ing of  the  newspapers.  Those  who 
limrmed  last  year  that  the  saspenuon  of 
trial  by  jury  was  not  a  necessary  provi- 
non  of  the  Crimes  Act  must  have  seen 
with  deep  satisfaction  that  the  Gorem- 
ment  concurred  in  their  opinion ;  and 
from  those  Members— he  thought  there 
vere  nearly  60 — who  formed  that  opi- 
nion, the  most  cordial  acknowledgment 
was  due  to  the  courage  and  the  patriot- 
ism of  those  Irishmen  who  had  encoun- 
tered the  dangers  of  a  manly  perform- 
ance of  their  duty,  nor  had  they  failed 
to  observe  that  Lord  Spencer  had  been 
sensible  of  the  imperatire  claims  which 
those  men  had  to  protection  in  the  dis- 
charge of  one  of  the  severest  obligations 
which  civil  life  had  ever  imposed.  He 
had  felt  it  his  duty  to  read  with  oare  and 
fidelity  the  proceedings  of  the  trials — he 
spoke,  of  course,  only  of  those  which 
had  been  concluded — and  he  was  bound 
to  eAj  that  the  perusal  had  left  on  his 
mind  no  other  feeling  with  regard  to 
those  jurymen,  but  thattheyhaa  earned 
the  high  credit  which  was  due  to  men 
who  had  preserved  one  of  the  most  che- 
rished institutions  of  the  country  from  a 
suspension  wldeh  he  deeply  regretted 
had  received  the  sanction  of  Parliament. 
He  often  wished,  when  he  read  the  com- 
ments of  Irish  papers  upon  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  and  the  Chief  Secretary,  that 
Irishmen  possessed  even  as  much  ac- 
quaintance as  he  had  with  those  distin- 
guished men.  He  wished  to  see  Ireland 
governed  solely  and  wholly  by  Irishmen ; 
but  if  they  had  the  whole  of  the  Kingdom 
to  choose  from,  no  two  men  could  be 
selected  upon  whose  freedom  from  pre- 
judice, upon  whose  warm-hearted  love  of 
justice,  and  whose  hatred  of  oppression 
they  could  rely  more  safely  than  on  theirs. 
He  confessed  that  when  he  first  read 
the  Amendment  there  was  one  sentence 
which  struck  him  as  containing  matter 
for  careAil  consideration  by  the  Govern- 
ment, and  it  was  that  which  referred  to 
the  impediments  that  so  hindered  Con- 
stitutional agitation.  He  had  intended 
to  express  ms  ooncurrencOi  in  part  at 
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least,  with  this  allegation,  and  his  re- 
gret that  the  Government  should  have 
afforded  the  slightest  ground  for  such  a 
charge.  But  his  right  hon.  Friend,  with 
that  frankness  which  was  his  peculiar 
charm,  had  anticipated  nearly  all  that 
could  be  said,  and  had  expr^sed  his  re- 
gret that  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr. 
Sexton}  was  not  permitted  to  address  a 
meeting  of  his  constituents.  He  hoped 
he  would  find  means  to  commuoicate  his 
own  honourable  feelings  of  r^pret  to  all 
those  who,  misusing  his  authority,  might 
be  ill-advisedly  led  to  interfere  with 
legitimate  and  Oonatitutional  agitation ; 
and  if  he  acted  in  the  spirit  of  his  own 
confession  there  would  he  litUe  to  com- 
plain of.  He  did  not  wonder  that  those 
few  Irishmen  who  were  anarchists  de- 
sired the  return  of  a  Conservative  Go- 
vernment. That  was  a  condition  which 
would  bring  them  within  a  measurable 
distance  of  civil  war.  It  was  because 
the  policy  of  the  Government  was  two- 
fold that  they  were  able  to  hope  for  a 
brighter  future,  to  demand  from  Irish- 
men a  peaceful  and  orderly  conduct. 
They  were  anxious  to  reform  the  govern- 
ment of  Ireland.  The  late  Lord  Beacons- 
field,  when  Mr.  Disraeli,  described  the 
great  ills  of  Ireland  in  the  words — 

V  A  starving  people,  an  absentee  aristociacy. 
and  the  weakest  EzecaUve  io  the  world ; " 

and  upon  no  better  model  could  the 
desired  refbrm  proceed  than  that  sug- 
gested by  the  same  eminent  statesman, 
when  he  said — 

"We  ought  BO  to  reform  the  Ooverament 
that  it  will  baar  a  nearer  relation  to  the  loadiof; 
classes  and  ohsraoters  of  theooimtey  than  it  has 
done." 

Forty  years  ago  Mr.  Disraeli  said  that 
the  present  system  of  governing  Ireland 
was  doomed  ;  it  had  survived  even  to  the 
present  time.  But  it  would,  it  must,  be 
changed.  Nothing  would  stay  the  pro- 
gress of  reform  except  the  increase  of 
crime  in  Ireland.  He  grieved  to  see  the 
ill  weeds  of  exasperation  growing  apace 
in  that  House.  The  responsibility  lay, 
and  would  rest  heavily,  upon  those 
who  had  fostered  that  noxious  develop- 
ment. 

Db.  COMMINS  said,  there  were  some 
parts  of  the  Amendment  which  he  should 
have  been  inclined  to  draft  differently  j 
but  there  were  some  parts  which  de- 
served the  attention  of  the  House,  and 
particularhr  of  those  who  at  present 
governed  Ireland  under  what,  he  would 
admit,  was  very  grievous  difflonl^.  The 
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Amendment  affirmed,  amongst  other 
things,'  that  'ConBtitutional  agitation  in 
Irelaad  had  been  practically  suppressed ; 
and  one  instance  of  suppression  had  been 
gjren  vhich  he  thoup^nt  would  have  re- 
ceived  some  explanation  either  from  the 
Attorn^  General  for  Ireland  or  the 
Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant. 
It  had  been  said  that  he  (Dr.  Commins) 
was  prohibited  ftom  addressing  his  con- 
stituents in  the  County  Boscommon.  He 
had  never  been  extreme  in  his  language 
when  advancing  hie  views  either  in  that 
House  or  outside ;  but  he  had  always 
used  the  strongest  language  that  he  was 
capable  of  commanding  in  denunciation 
of  outrage  and  every  violation  of  the 
law,  and  he  was  at  a  loss  to  kno  wwhy, 
when  he  desired  to  give  an  account  of 
his  stewardship  to  his  constituents,  he 
should  have  been  prevented.  He  could 
not  understand  why  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland  had  passed  over  that  in- 
cident without  in  any  way  accounting 
for  the  notion  of  the  Government  in  the 
matter.  Why  was  the  meeting  sup- 
preased  ?  In  the  absence  of  any  reason 
being  asotgned  he  could  not  help  think- 
ing it  was  suppressed  capriciously.  He 
could  not  help  believing  that  if  such  ac- 
tion continued  in  Ireland  things  would 
become  very  much  worse  than  they  were 
at  present.  If  discontent  could  not  ex- 
press itself  in  public  meeting,  agitation 
would  be  driven  beneath  the  surface 
only  to  rise,  as  it  had  already  done,  not 
in  the  shape  of  Constitutional  action, 
but  in  that  of  murder  and  assassination. 
If  Constitutional  agitation  was  despoti- 
cally impeded  Uie  result  could  only  be 
the  promotion  of  un-Constitutional  agi- 
tation and  the  designs  of  men  who  did 
not  desire  peace,  union,  and  goodwill 
between  this  country  and  Ireland — de- 
signs which,  if  carried  out,  oould  only 
bring  grief  and  despair  to  those  who 
wwe  responsible  for  the  govemment  of 
the  country.  The  Attorney  G^eral  for 
Ireland  denied  that  there  had  been  any 
jury-packing  or  jury-selection.  It  was, 
however,  a  most  strange  fact  that  Catho- 
lics ahoiild  have  been  carefully  elimi- 
nated from  the  sworn  juries.  It  had 
been  said  it  was  the  result  of  chance. 
The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  had 
positively  made  no  answer  to  the  charge 
with  reference  to  the  jury  which  had 
tried  Francis  Hynes.  No  explanation 
had  been  given.  It  was  all  very  well  to 
say  that  certain  men  had  been  left  ou 
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to  suit  their  convenience ;  but  that  reason 
applied  e^ally  to  Catholics  and  Pro- 
testants. In  the  case  of  Patrick  Walsh, 
tried  at  the  same  Conunission,  all  the 
jurymen  were  Protestants.  Walsh  had 
been  twice  tried,  and  in  both  cases  the 
jury  had  been  exclasively  composed  of 
Protestants.  In  the  case  of  Michael 
Walsh*  every  single  juror  had  been  a 
Protestant ;  and  it  had  been  the  same  in 
the  caseof  Kyan,  Kinsella,  and  others,  al- 
though the  panel  had  been  nearly  equally 
divided.  He  had  made  a  calculation, 
taking  a  panel  of  78,  equally  divided  as 
to  religion,  as  to  what  the  odds  would  be, 
that  the  jury  should  be  composed  of  11 
Protestants  and  one  Catholic.  The  odds 
were  28,000  to  1,  and  against  a  jury 
being  composed  of  12Frotestant8S36,000. 
The  attempted  explanation  amounted  to 
no  explanation  at  all.-  If  the  composi* 
tion  of  these  juries  were  not  fortuitous, 
Rs  in  human  probability  it  could  not 
have  beeu,  it  must  have  been  so  com- 
posed designedly.  He  would  ask  who 
the  party  was  that  was  responsible  for 
it?  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
had  ^Ten  no  answer  to  the  question, 
and  it  was  certain  that  the  result  had 
been  designed.  If  the  law  was  ever  to 
be  respected  in  Ireland,  and  the  admi- 
nistration of  the  Act  was  to  avoid  de- 
serving the  bitterest  hatred  of  the  people, 
the  system  should  be  brought  to  an  end. 
He  had  been  glad  to  hear  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  pay  a  tribute  to  the 
independence  of  the  jurors  and  the  man- 
ner in  which  they  had  returned  verdicts, 
irrespective  of  any  apprehension  fur  their 
personal  safety;  but  in  passing  that  eulo- 
gium  on  the  jurors  the  Attorney  General 
for  Irelandhad  condemned  theCh-imes  Act 
in  the  strongest  possible  way.  If  jurors 
could  be  found  in  Ireland  who  would  do 
their  duty  despite  any  risk,  why  had 
the  condemnation  of  the  jury  system 
which  was  implied  in  the  Crimes  Act 
ever  been  passed  ?  He  would  advise 
the  Government  to  try  back,  and  trust 
to  jurors  more.  He  would  not  condemn 
the  administration  of  the  Crimes  Act  if 
it  were  used  only  against  criminals 
and  persons  meditating  crime.  But 
war  could  not  be  made  with  rose- 
water,  and  the  effect  of  Acts  like  the 
Crimes  Act  could  not  but  be  oppres- 
sive upon  many  people  who  were  entirely 
innocent.  Whatever  the  effect  of  the 
Act  upon  criminals,  there  was  no  doubt 
that  it  oppressed  and  intimidated  men 
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who  were  neither  oriminalfl  nor  who 
meditated  crime.  The  Act  had  had  the 
effect  that  everybody  had  thought  it 
would  have,  and  had  laid  a  burden  upon 
the  necks  of  those  who  were  neiuer 
criminals  nor  sympathizers  with  orimo. 
He  admitted  tliat  there  was  a  desire  on 
the  part  of  the  Executive  to  administer 
it  fairly.  He  looked  forward  to  a  re- 
union between  the  two  eonntries  of  good 
feeling  and  of  good  work,  a  union  whioh 
would  not  he  forced,  or  the  result  of 
mere  arbitrary  power  entrasted  to  the 
Executive.  Bat  as  one  means  of  helping 
to  bring  about  that  result,  he  appealed, 
to  the  Government  to  do  away  with  the 
system  of  jury-packing. 

Mr.  PLUNkET  said,  he  had  no  in- 
tention of  making  any  detailed  criticism 
of  the  vague  and  wandering  accusations 
which  had  been  brought  with  suoh  ex- 
cwaive  detail  against  the  Government, 
many  of  which  were  founded,  he  be- 
lieved, on  the  bare  statement  or  bare 
suspicion  of  hon.  Members ;  but  before 
the  debate  closed  he  wished  to  express 
the  opinion  of  those  who  sat  round  him 
with  respect  to  the  Amendment  now 
before  the  House.  He  desired  to  con- 
demn, in  the  strongest  way  he  could, 
the  policy  which  had  prompted  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  to  put  the 
Amendment  on  the  Paper,  the  terms  in 
whioh  it  was  couched,  and  the  total 
failure  which  he  had  exhibited  in  his 
attempt  to  support  it  by  argument  or 
facts.  What  was  the  position  of  the 
hon.  Member  ?  He  had  long  led  the 
Land  League  agitation,  and  was  proud 
to  be  the  leader  of  an  agitation  which 
had  brought  about  the  necessity  for 
the  stringent — the  severe,  as  he  (Mr. 
Plunket)  deemed  it  to  be — Coercion  Act 
—not  a  bit,  however,  more  strong,  or 
Btringent,  or  severe,  than  had  oeen 
absolutely  required  by  the  necessities  of 
the  case.  It  had  been  his  agitation 
which  had  given  rise  to  the  fearful  de- 
velopment of  crime  and  outrage  which 
at  last  had  made  it  neoessfoy  to  carry 
the  Act,  and  which  now  made  it  ne- 
cessary to  enforce  it  strictly.  When 
the  Grimes  Bill  was  passing  through 
that  House,  the  hon.  Member  and  bis 
Friends  did  all  they  could  to  oppose  it. 
The  House  would  remember  with  what 
difficulty  it  had  been  carried  against  the 
opposition  of  the  Irish  Party.  They 
prophesied  its  failure  for  the  purposes 
ior  which  it  was  intended.    As  soon  as 
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it  was  passed  they  and  their  friends  in 
Ireland  on  the  platform  and  in  the 
Press  did  everything  in  their  power  to 
discredit  its  administration,  to  mark  its 
failure,  to  defeat  the  object  for  which  it 
was  passed ;  and  now  when  its  snccese 
was  such  as  could  not  be  denied,  when 
those  abominable  outrages  whioh  had 
disgraced  the  land  for  months  and  yean 
were  fading  away,  when  the  tale  of 
crime  was  day  by  day,  week  by  week, 
and  month  by  month,  diminishing — what 
did  the  hon.  Member  and  his  Friends 
do  ?  The  hon.  Member  put  upon  the 
Paper  an  Amendment  for  which  he 
could  find  no  guarantee  or  warrant  in 
the  arguments  or  facts,  and  which  could 
have  no  other  effect,  if  it  had  any,  but  to 
stimulate  the  people  of  Ireland  to  carry 
on  this  hopeless  and  fatal  struggle,  and 
to  bring  more  victims  to  the  gaol  and  tlie 
scaffold.  It  was,  of  course,  most  painful 
and  melancholy  that  it  should  be  neces- 
sary that  such  laws  as  these  should 
be  enacted  at  all ;  but  he,  for  one,  felt 
bound  in  duty  to  support  Her  Majesty's 
Government  in  their  vigorous  and  just 
administration  of  them.  He  was  glad 
to  see  the  success  that  had  attended 
their  efforts ;  and  he  wished  on  faia  own 
behalf,  and  on  behalf  of  those  who  sat 
about  him,  to  express  sympathy  with 
them.  The  words  of  the  Amendment 
would  be  very  important  if  they  were 
true ;  if  they  were  founded  on  fact  they 
would  be  well  calculated  to  stir  up  the 
feelings  of  the  Irish  people.  The  Amend- 
ment first  said — 

"  That  the  manner  in  which  the  ezoeptaonal 
lagislatioD  known  aa  the  Crimes  Act  hai  bean 
and  is  exercised  by  the  officials  of  the  Crown  in 
Ireland  is  tyrannical  and  unjust." 

What  warrant  did  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  City  give  for  that  accusation  ?  la. 
what  instance  had  he  shown  that  those 
entrusted  with  the  most  dangerous  bum- 
ness  of  Crown  officials  in  Ireland  hul 
been  tyrannical  or  unjust  in  such  in- 
stances as  he  had  brought  forward? 
The  Amendment  also  said — 

"  That  gross  licmce  tft  oppreauMi  Is  granted 
to  petBons  and  61a8ses  Utterly  hos^  to  the 

mass  of  the  Irish  people." 

The  hon.  Member  had  argued  that  the 
class  of  men  who  had  not  taken  part  in 
the  agitation  were  now  hostile  because 
they  had  been  deprived  of  their  pro- 
perty by  legislation.  No  doubt,  that 
class  had  been  severely  tried;  but  he 
would  tell  the  hon.  MembdiTf  in  spite  <^ 
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all  ha  had  said,  that  whatever  might 
hare  been,  the  effect  upon  the  people 
who  were  being  perpetuallj  stimulated 
in  the  fasatio  hatred  of  every  other 
olaes,  that  no  auoh  feeling  existed  in  the 
minds  of  those  to  whom  tho  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  alluded,  and  he  would  defy  him 
to  bring  forward  any  proof  of  what  he 
had  stated.  Well,  then,  what  was  the 
next  aocnaati(ni? — 

"  That  OrantHatirauI  ag^tion  is  dMpotioall7 
kapeded  and  peraecated." 

He  would  leave  the  Cliief  Secretary  to 
add  anything  he  might  think  necessary 
to  what  had  seemed  to  him  (Mr.  Plunket) 
to  be  the  concluaive  argument  of  the  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  in  respect  to 
that  charge.  There  had  been  the  prosecu- 
tion of  one  or  two  editors,  and  there  had 
been  an  interference  with  one  or  two 
meetings.  Nearly  all  the  meetings  held 
during  the  Land  League  agitation  had 
been  attended  by  crime  and  Tiolenoe ; 
and  l^t  the  Chief  Secretary  should  not 
have  exercised  the  powers  entrusted  to 
him  by  Parliament  to  prevent  a  recur- 
reoce-of  such  outrages  was,  to  his  mind, 
an  absurd  supposition.   Then,  again — 

"That  justice  ia  admiDistcrGd  in  a  most 
partial  and  prejadiced  spirit,  and  that  the  con- 
ftdenee  of  the  people  in  the  af^licatioa  of  the 
Law  is  deetrc^ed  by  a  aystem  of  jury  packing 
which  alzeady,  in  the  opinion  of  the  vast 
majority  of  the  Irish  people,  led  to  many 
iniquitous  sentences  and  the  execution  of  inno- 
cent persons,  while  it  is  practically  impossible  to 
obtain  justice  or  protection  for  the  masses  of 
the  peopk  frcan  the  present  admioistratorg  of 
the  Iaw." 

Well,  he  would  not  travel  over  again 
the  ailments  of  his  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Attorney  Qeneral  for 
ibreland ;  he  thought  they  showed  as 
plainly  as  possible  that  there  had  bees 
no  syatematio  exolusion  of  juiymen  on 
acoonntof  their  religion ;  all  the  persons 
-who  had  been  ordered  to  stand  aside 
had  becm  ordered  to  do .  so  fbr  good  and 
Bufficieiit  reasoaa—suoh  reasons  as  in 
a  shnUar  state  of  things  in  this  country 
jurymen  here  wenld  be  passed  by ;  and 
it  was  clear  that  the  juries  so  selected 
were  fairly  and  justly  selected  from  the 
fact  that  the  prisoners  had  not  exhausted 
their  right  of  oludlenge.  Then  there 
were  the  attacks  upon  the  Irish  Judges. 
'When  everything  else  failed,  the  Irish 
2£ember8  below  the  Gangway  could 
always  attack  the  Irish  Judges ;  he  need 
not  add  anything  to  the  tribute  of 
n^-desendd  praise  pronounced  on  the 


Judges  assailed  there  that  evening  by 
his  right  hon.  and  learned  !EViend  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  —  Mr. 
Juctice  Lawson,  Mr.  Justice  0*Brien, 
and  Lord  Ohief  Justice  May.  Ther  were 
told  that  the  Judfes  in  Ireland  were 
put  upon  the  Bench  merely  for  p<ditioal 
reasons,  and  had  been  persons  of  no 
practice  at  the  Irish  Bar.  He  ventured 
to  say  that  in  the  case  of  those  assailed 
that  evening,  though  it  was  easy  to 
make  general  charges,  there  were  no 
three  men  who  had  at  the  time  they 
were  appointed  Judges  a  better  practice 
or  a  higher  reputation  at  the  Irish  Bar. 
Mr.  Justice  Lawson  had.  a  large  practice 
on  both  sides, both  at  Equity  and  at  Com- 
mon Law,  and  there  were  very  few  men 
who  were  making  so  large  a  professional 
income.  As  for  Mr.  Justice  O'Brien, 
nothing  could  be  more  absurd  than  to 
fix  such  a  charge  upon  him.  He  had 
been  all  his  life  an  advanced  Liberal  in 
politics ;  and  as  for  his  character  at  the 
Bar,  he  supposed  there  never  was  a  man 
more  entirely  above  suspicion.  And  the 
same  might  bo  said  of  the  Lord  Ohief 
Justice  also.  And  yet  these  three  high 
Judges  on  the  Bench  of  Ireland  were 
brought  by  name  into  the  debates  in  that 
House,  and  denounced  as  persons  wholly 
unfit  to  occupy  the  positions  which  their 
great  abilities  and  professional  reputa- 
tion so  well  fitted  them  for.  ■  But  it  was 
easy  to  know  why  that  was  done.  There 
was  a  speech  made  by  tho  hon.  Member 
for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy)  at  a  banquet 
at  the  Mansion  House,  in  Dublin,  from 
which  he  would  quote  a  passage.  It  was 
as  follows:— 

"  Jnetice  Lamon  was  pud  a  handsome  salary, 
and  for  his  part  he  liked  to  see  a  man  earning 
his  vagee,  and  he  knew  not  how  better  an 
English  placeman  could  earn  his  wages  than  in 
sending  an  Irish  patriot  to  a  prison  cell.  It  ill 
became  Irishmen,  in  whatever  difficulties  they 
might  encounter,  or  might  befall  them,  to  And 
famt  with  the  acta  of  the  enemy.  There  waa 
an  old  jffoverb  Uiat  those  who  played  at  bowls 
must  expect  rubbers,  and  Mr.  Justice  I-awson 
was  one  of  those.  When  dealing  with  tho 
enemy  they  must  expect  to  be  dealt  with  aa 
enemies.  The  mistake  the  Irish  peojile  make 
was  in  being  surprised ;  and  he  conridered  it 
better  that  uie  men  who  represented  enemies — 
the  garrison  in  this  country — should  stand  forth 
naked  in  their  true  guise.  They  had  in  the 
ermine— they  had  shadowed  forth  to  them  the 
actions  simply  of  an  Engliah  salaried  official, 
and  that  being  so,  he  conla  make  no  complaint 
of  what  had  been  draie." 
He  asked  the  House  to  listen  to  the 
argument  created  from  this  very  fair 
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st&tauent  by  the  hon.  Memberfor  Wex- 
JBord !  Thm,  again — 

« TtoM  conntiy  dther  lutd  to  1>e  ruled  \ry 
England  or  it  had  not.  England  had  got  to 
maintain  her  hold  on  Uiil  coon  try  or  to  drop  ii. 
■  <  To  this  complexioD  things  must  oome  at  last.' 
'The  people  of  this  country  must  bo  prepared  to 
face  all  and  everything;  that  stands  before  the 
patriot  which  was  set  before  them  in  past  days, 
or  ebe  be  prepared  to  let  Engluad  oome  in  and 
govern  them,  and  rale  their  coantry.  England 
maintfliued  in  this  country  a  very  large  garrison. 
Some  were  uniformed  as  policemen,  some  as 
Boldien,  some  as  Militia,  some  wore  the  ormino ; 
but  whatever  shape  or  form  these  men  might 
take,  he  looked  jrpon  them  all,  every  one  of  them, 
turn  the  bailiff  to  the  Judge,  as  their  enemy, 
aiui  he  was  glad  to  say  they  made  the  people 
feel  it. " 

This  was  plain  language.  These  Judges 
vho  did  their  duty  honestly,  and  were 
loyal  to  the  connection  between  the  two 
countries,  were  denounced  as  aliens  and 
enemies.  They  were  personally  insulted, 
and  false  charges  were  raked  up  and 
brought  against  them.  Then,  as  to  the 
Amendment,  be  bad  one  or  two  words  to 
say  as  to  the  manner  in  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Oork  bad  under- 
takea  to  support  those  grave  charges. 
Let  the  House  consider  whether  it  was 
poasible  for  the  perverse  ineeuuity  of 
any  man  to  frame  words  calculated  to 
rankle  more  in  the  minds  of  the  Irish 
people,  or  to  more  inflame  their  passions 
and  drive  them  to  despair.  They  were 
told  in  it — 

"That  justice  ia  administerod  in  a  moat 
partial  ana  prejudioid  spirit,  and  that  the  coa- 
ndence  of  the  people  in  the  application  of  the 
law  is  destroyed  by  a  system  of  jury  packing 
which  has  already,  in  the  opinion  of  the  vast 
majority  of  the  Irish  people,  led  to  many  ini- 
quitouB  sentences  and  the  execution  of  innocent 
persons." 

He  wanted  to  know  on  what  evidence 
the  hon.  Member  founded  that  charge. 
The  only  case  which  he  did  mention  was 
the  case  of  the  Huddys — one  of  the 
foulest  murders  ever  perpetrated.  He 
knew  those  persons ;  the  one  a  harmless, 
tottering  old  man,  who  had  com'mitted  no 
other  crime  than  that  of  acting  as  bailiff, 
and  the  other  his  grandson.  Such  was 
the  freoEj  created  in  the  minds  of  the 
people,  so  far  were  they  demoralized, 
.  that  these  two  harmless  and  inoffensive 
men  were  murdered  in  the  most  brutal 
manner  in  the  open  day,  and  their  bodies 
thrown  into  the  lake.  No  one  ever 
doubted  or  questioned  for  a  moment  the 
justice  of  the  verdict,  the  sentence,  or  the 
penal^ ;  but,notwitandiDg  this,  tlie  hoa, 
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Member  came  forward  and  told  not  only 
the  Irish  people,  but  the  English  pee^, 
that  the  system  had  "  led  to  many  ini- 
quitous sentences  and  the  execution  of 
innocent  persons,"  bitnging  forward 
only  this  one  oase  to  support  the  ofaai^ 
But  Uie  hon.  Member  had .  thrown  a 
touch  of  sarcasm  into  the  whole  matter 
when  he  said — 

"  And  that  unless  the  Irish  Executive  aban- 
don onoonstitational  and  tyrannical  ooarMS,  and 
depend  upon  the  Constitutional  adiainistiiitMa 

of  the  ordinary  Law,  the  result  may  be  pre- 
judicial in  the  extreme  degree  to  the  cause  of 
peace  and  order  in  Ireland." 

He  thought  the  Government  had  made 
an  experiment  in  depending  upon  the 
Constitutional  administration  of  the  or- 
dinary law  ;  for  when  they  came  into 

Eower  one  of  their  first  acts  was  to  fall 
ack  upon  the  ordinary  law — a  rash  and 
reckless  proceeding,  whibh  had  been 
attended  with  most  disastrous  conse- 
quences, and,  as  the  results  had  shown, 
an  experiment  which  they  had  to  come 
and  tell  the  House  had  failed.  Bat  why 
diditfail?  That  experimentof  itself  had 
the  seeds  of  great  danger  in  it ;  bat  it 
failed  because  the  htm.  Member  for  Coifc 
City  and  bis  Friends  set  themaalres, 
from  the  very  day  of  their  election  to 
this  Parliament,  by  every  meane  in  their 
po'wer  to  stir  up  the  paBsions  of  the  Irish 
people  and  to  set  on  foot  an  agitation, 
which,  as  he  (Mr.  Plunket)  said  at  the 
time,  eonld  lead  to  nothing  bat  a  bloody 
resistance.  It  had  led  to  nothing  eiie;  but 
now  that  organisation  had  been  broken 
down  by  a  strong  Act  of  repression  firmly 
administered.  Then  the  hon.  Member 
actually  came  to  the  House  and  told 
them  that  they  had  better  have  reoonree 
to  a  Constitutional  administration  of  the 
ordinary  law.  He  thought  that 
present  time  was  the  most  iojndicions 
time  possible  to  nuse  this  queetion. 
They  had  seen  lately  in  Ireland  tiie 
policy  which  he  advocated  ilbutrated 
and  illumined  by  fierce  and  twrible 
lights.  They  had  seen  how  agitation  was 
followed  by  outrages.  The  progress  of 
the  agitation  seemed  to  walk  and  talk  in 
the  persona  of  men  high  in  the  confi- 
dence of  the  hon.  Member,  and  yet  the 
hon.  Member  asked  the  Ghovsmment  to 
to  say  what  they  would  do  when  the 
Crimes  Act  expired  ?  He  should  say 
that  the  information  he  aak^d  of  the 
House  and  the  country  would  depend 
very  much  upon  the  state  in  irhioh  Ire- 
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land  might  be  found  vhen  that  time 
amvad.  They  ooald  easily  judge  of  the 
state  in.  which  it  would  be  fonnd  if  the 
tea<diing  of  the  hon.  Member  and  his 
^•nds  were  to  be  ti^m  and  acted  upon. 
He  would  raad  a  few  words  of  a  speech 
made  by  the  bon.  Member  for  Weulcnrd, 
who  was  speaking  of  the  operation  of 
tiie  Crimes  Act.  Having  admitted  ^t 
it  had  had  a  very  depressing  effect  on 
the  cause  in  which  he  was  interested,  he 
went  on  to  say  that— 

"  He  asked  Lis  friendi  not  to  display  im> 

C"  tnce  of  reEiuIt,  "but  to  continue  as  they  bad 
going  on,  and  to  eay  to  themselveB,  that 
sltboiM^  Uiere  might  be  a  paoeo  and  a  lull  at 
jnsent  in  cocaequeace  of  coercioii,  yet  that  the 
moTement  and  its  leaden  were  only,  to  ubo  an 
Irish  expression,  '  hacking  for  a  leap ;'  " 

and  having  explained  that  their  move- 
ment bad  started  for  the  purpose  of 
clearing  out  the  English  garrison  from 
Izelaad,  he  added— 

■■TlMrtfere  mm  of  Ireland  lift  up  your 
Jwaats  I  The  Griioee  Aot  kats  only  for  three 
yoBZB,  and  when  that  Aot  expires  we  will  once 
more  eally  forth  upon  the  enemy  with  renewed 
courage  and  greater  experience." 

Now,  it  would  depend  on  the  people  of 
thie  eonntry  whether  the  duastrous  his- 
tory of  the  past  few  years  in  Ir^and  was 
to  be  continued  or  not.  It  would  depend 
on  that  House  whether  it  was  to  go  on, 
stage  by  stage,  from  unwise  concession 
to  unwise  concession,  until  they  landed 
themselves  on  the  brink  of  a  precipice, 
over  which  they  would  topple  and  bring 
to  an  end  all  the  greatness  and  all  the 
gloryof theireonntry.  It  was  nouse  for 
the  people  of  England  to  say,  "  It  must 
come;  it  is  inevitable."  It  need  not 
oome,  and  it  would  not  come  unless  they 
chose.  He  would  also  refer  to  the  re- 
markable ohserrations  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  OUy  of  Owk  that  evwing. 
When  he  called  attention  to  the  differ- 
encea  which  he  detected  between  the 
cxproasod  viewa  and  the  declared  policy 
of  tiM  Tarious  sections  of  the  present 
Government,  he  denounced  the  action 
and  condemned  the  policy  of  the  Lord 
LieutmantT  and  the  Chief  Secretary, 
and  others  in  the  Oovemment,  and  said 
that  all  his  confidence  was  in  a  certain 
•et^on  of  politicians,  and  hie  greatest 
faith  in  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade.  He  (Mr.  Plunket),  ventured  to 
sabmit  to  the  House  and  the  country 
that  here  was  the  real  danger.  If  they 
once  persuaded  the  Xriah  people  that 


England  and  the  English  people,  as  a 
whole,  were  resolved  that,  whatever 
other  matters  they  would  discuss  in  the 
way  of  conciliation  and  concession,  there 
waa  one  matter  which  they  wotUd  not 
entertain,  which  they  would  not  admit 
into  the  field  of  diacuBsion  at  all— niunely , 
the  question  of  the  disseverance  of  the 
Union  between  the  two  countries — they 
would  understand  perfectly  well  that 
they  would  have  no  hope  of  obtaining 
such  a  thing ;  they  would  apply  them- 
selves, as  Englishmen  did,  to  seek  re- 
form and  improvement  by  fair  discus- 
sion and  legitimate  political  agitation ; 
they  would  return  to  the  ways  of  peace, 
capital  would  come  back  to  the  country, 
and  that  course  of  prosperity  which  waa 
proceeding  steadily  until  a  few  years  ago 
would  be  resumed  and  carried  suecees- 
fully  forward.  In  his  opinion  there  was 
one  view  which  must  be  taken  of  the 
action  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Ci^ 
of  Cork  in  bringing  forward  the  Amend- 
ment and  pressing  it  to  a  division.  Of 
course,  it  would  go  all  over  the  country 
that  the  hon.  Member  had  pressed  the 
Amendment  oontaining  the  passages 
which  he  had  quoted.  It  was  all  very 
well  to  talk  with  pathos  and  passion  of 
oppression  and  of  suffering  in  Ireland, 
of  the  gallows  and  the  gaol ;  but  the 
Amendment,  pressed  as  it  had  been,  by 
hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway,  was 
as  much  calculated  as  anything  could 
possibly  be  to  rouse  the  Irish  people, 
and  to  rouse  them  in  what  must  be  an 
ineffectual  struggle.  It  was  urged  that 
the  Crimea  Aot  was  passed  because  of 
the  assassination  of  high  officials,  and 
that  it  was  being  applied  in  Ireland 
with  increased  severity  because  of  the 
attempt  to  assaaainate  Judges  and  jury- 
men. Could  anything  be  more  calou- 
lated  to  agitate  an.  ezdtable  people  to 
oranmit  agwi  suoh  crimes,  or  attempt  to 
commit  them,  than  appmilB  to  the  pas- 
sions which  were  embodied  in  such  an 
Amendment  as  this  ?  It  was  all  very 
well  for  the  hon.  Member  to  dtarge  the 
Government  with  exciting  and  exaspe- 
rating tJie  people  by  such  legislation  as 
the  &imes  Aot ;  but  he  threw  back  the 
charge  on  the  hon.  Member  and  his 
Friends ;  and  if  it  should  appear  after 
the  debate  of  that  evening,  and  after  the 
Amendment  was  brought  forward,  that 
&esh  outrages  ocourred,  then  upon  him 
(Mr.  Pamell)  and  those  who  acted  widi 
him  would  the  rei^onsibility  reet;  on 
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him  and  them  would  rest  the  great 
respondlaUty  if  more  murdered  men 
were  thrown  upon  the  heap  that  already 
lay  there,  not  only  of  thoBO  who  met 
sudden  and  untimely  deaths  at  the 
hands  of  the  assassin  in  pursuance  of 
the  dictates  and  the  policy  of  this  agita- 
tion,but  also  of  those  other  unhappy  men 
who — crimiDalfl  though  they  were,  one 
could  not  help  regretting  their  fate — 
were  the  instruments  and  the  misguided 
victims  of  their  machinations. 

Mr.  O'BRIEN  :  Sir,  I  had  not  the 
advantage  of  hearing  the  whole  of  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  the 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land(Mr.  Porter);  but  the  position,  so  far 
as  I  can  make  it  out,  taken  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's present  AdvieerB  in  Ireland  is  that, 
because  there  have  been  crimes  springing 
from  the  attempt  to  repress  agitation, 
all  agitation  in  Ireland  is  a  crime,  and 
must  D6  ^nt  down.  Notwithstanding  all 
tiie  jocosity  and  the  disinterested  indig- 
nation of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  who  is  Inst  after  addressing 
the  House  (Mr.  Flunket),  I  venture  to 
assert  that  no  serious  attempt  has  been 
made  to  answer  or  dispute  the  facts  that 
were  enumerated  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell).  The 
argument  appears  to  be  that,  even  ad- 
mitting all  the  matters  which  he  enume- 
rated to  be  uncontested,  as  they  are  in- 
contestable, if  they  can  show  a  decrease 
in  the  statistics  of  crime,  no  matter  how 
produced — whether  naturally,  as  I  and 
my  Friends  say,  by  the  release  of  the 
''suspects"  and  the  operations  of  the 
Land  and  Arrears  Acts ;  or  violently  and 
unnaturally,  as  our  opponents  say,  by  the 
hangman — th^  need  give  no  farther  Jus- 
tification for  any  and  every  assault  upon 
publio  freedom  in  Ireland.  The  field  of 
complaint  against  the  Irish  Government 
is  so  wide  t^at  I  shall  confine  my  obser- 
vations to  two  of  the  subjects  that  have 
been  dealt  with  in  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  ;  and, 
with  the  leave  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  who  last  addressed 
you,  I  venture  to  say  that  they  alone 
would  justify,  and  amply  justify,  the 
terms  of  this  Amendment.  The  two 
subjects  I  speak  of  are  the  attacks  upon 
the  Press  and  the  so-called  administra- 
tion of  justice  in  Green  Street.  The  kind 
of  oixmlar  argummt  by  whidi  these 
two  sets  of  Govemmentid  outrages  are 
made  to  justify  ouo  another  is  worthy 
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of  the  ingenious  Gentlemen  who  are 
the  present  Advisers  of  the  Grown  in 
Dublin  Castle.  As  far  as  I  can  see,  it 
is  necessary  to  the  case  of  l^e  Gh>vem- 
ment  to  prove,  in  the  first  place,  that 
crimes  have  disappeared,  because  of  the 
hangings;  and  it 'is  necessary  for  them 
to  defend  their  attacks  on  the  freedom  of 
the  Press,  by  arguing  that  very  despe- 
rate crimes  in  Dublin  did  follow  in  the 
wake  of  the  hangman.  Now,  I  will  go 
at  once  straight  to  the  groands  upon 
which  these  trials  in  Dublin  were  im- 
peached in  Ireland,  and  upon  which 
they  are  also  impeached  in  this  Amend- 
ment. As  to  the  charge  of  miseonduet 
against  the  jury  in  the  Hynee'  case — a 
charge  which  alleged  that  three  jurors 
were  engaged  in  riotous  and  indecent 
conduct  the  night  before  they  sent  that 
unfortunate  youth  to  the  gallo  ws— I  only 
press  the  matter  to  this  extent.  Xhe 
Irish  publio  have  before  them,  on  the  one 
side,  the  oaths  of  11  independent  wit- 
nesses, not  one  of  whom  I  spoke  to  upon 
the  subject,  until  I  went  with  a  solicitor 
to  take  their  affidavits,  and  one  of  whom 
was  the  sister  of  an  eminent  ecclesiastic, 
who  happened  to  be  staying  in  the  hotel, 
and  with  whom  I  never  had  the  honour 
of  exchanging  a  word,  until,  in  the  inte- 
rests of  truth,  she  came  forward  to  give 
her  testimony.  Upon  the  other  side, 
there  are  loose  declarations  by  the  in- 
criminated jurors  and  officials,  admitting 
that  there  was  noise  and  disorder.  Then 
there  is  the  evidence  of  the  hotel  bill, 
showing  a  consumption  of  liquor  which 
would  account  for  more  than  all  I  ever 
alleged.  If  that  charge  were  unfounded, 
it  was  due  to  the  jurors  themselves  that 
its  falsehood  should  have  been  ^lUy  and 
publicly  established  and  punished ;  hut 
when,  in  Ireland,  anything  like  fne  or 
public  inquiry  was  shirked,  when  the 
hon.  Member  for  Oarlow  (Mr.  Gray), 
merely  because  he  called  for  an  inquiry, 
was  punished  in  a  manner  and  a  temper 
which  has  since  brought  down  the  silent 
censure  of  a  Bill  in  this  House  to  limit 
the  power  of  Judges,  what  were  the 
Irish  people  to  conclude,  except  what 
they  have  concluded — that  the  sting  and 
scandal  of  that  charge  was  that  it  was 
true  ?  These  charges  might  have  been 
small  in  themselves ;  but  they  must  be 
taken  in  connection  with  the  oondoct  of 
the  Judge ;  in  connection  with  the  fact 
that  one  of  tiiese  jarm — their  champion 
in  the  newspapwa — was  the  Secretary  of 
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the  Property  Defence  Association,  whose 
name  was  signed  at  that  time  to  an 
appeal  for  funds  to  be  used  against 
the  Irish  tenantry.  Above  all,  who 
denies  that  during  that  whole  Commis- 
sion, in  a  city  in  which  the  OathoUcs 
are  five  to  one,  the  jury  sworn  in  each 
of  the  four  capital  casea  was  composed 
ezoltuively  of  Protestants,  and  the  Cntho- 
lioa  were  bidden  to  stand  by  to  a  roan. 
That  extraordinary  state  facts  was  de- 
bated here  during  the  Autumn  Session. 
I  think  I  do  not  go  too  far  in  saying 
it  created  a  feeling  of  profound  uncom- 
fortableness  among  the  English  people. 
If  rumour  goes  for  anything,  even  the 
highest  quarters  are  credited  with  a  de- 
termination that  the  practices  in  Green 
Street  were  unfortunate  for  the  ends  of 
justice,  and  ought  to  be  amended.  At 
the  next  following  Commission,  at  all 
events,  before  Mr.  Justice  Barry,  a  very 
remarkable  change  was  manifeatiBd.  On 
the  jury  that  tried  Patrick  Joyce  for  the 
Haamtrasna  massacre,  there  were  at 
least  five  Catholics  sworn,  where  pre- 
viously every  man  of  their  creed  had 
be«i  banned.  These  gentlemen  did  their 
duty  like  fearless  citizens,  their  verdict 
was  acquiesced  in  by  public  opinion, 
and  there  was  an  universal  feeling  of 
relief  and  satisfiaction  in  Ireland  that, 
to  a  great  extent,  trial  by  jury  had  been 
rehabilitated  so  as  to  be  a  fair  tribunal 
for  the  trial  of  what  all  believed  to  be 
revolting  crimes.  Therefore,  the  Go- 
vernment had  arrived  at  a  time  when 
juries  which,  if  not  fairly,  were  at  least 
decently  constituted,  found  verdicts  that 
gained  respect  and  confidence.  What 
followed  ?  The  December  Commission 
came,  at  which  Mr.  Justice  O'Brien  pre- 
sided. Upon  one  trial,  that  of  Patrick 
Higgins  ^Long),  upon  more  doubtful 
evidence,  a  Jury  dared  to  have  a  doubt, 
and  disagreed.  A  particular  juror  (a 
Catholic)  was  held  up  to  public  obloquy 
by  1'h*  J)ail0  hxprtMt,  as  nomistakeably 
as  if  he  had  been  singled  out  by  name 
aa  the  canaa  of  the  disagreement.  Did 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  lor  Ireland,  who 

Ereviously  laid  down,  in  the  case  of  the 
on.  Uember  for  Oarlow,  that  news- 
papers had  no  right  to  review  judicial 
proceedings  —  did  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  institute  a  prosecu- 
tion for  wilfiil  and  malicious  libel  against 
Th«  Datiy  Expre>i$  f  Did  he  uphold  the 
right  of  honest  Juries  to  acquit  as  well  | 


aa  to  convict  according  to  the  evi- 
dence ?  On  the  contrary,  from  that  mo- 
ment the  system  of  merciless  exclusion 
of  Catholics,  which  had  been  dropped  as 
a  scandal,  was  resorted  to  more  per- 
sistently than  before.  In  the  first  trials, 
only  26  jurors  had  been  set  aside  in 
the  Hynos'  case,  only  20  in  the  case  of 
Patrick  Walsh,  and  17  in  the  ease  of 
Michael  Walsh.  In  the  Ust  trials,  alter 
one  jury  bad  been  guilty  of  a  disagree- 
ment, 41  jurors,  36  of  whom  were 
Catholics,  were  set  aside  on  the  trial  of 
Patrick  Htggins ;  50  jurors,  of  whom  44 
were  Catholics,  were  set  aside  on  the 
trial  of  Thomas  Higgins  (Long),  and 
53  jurors,  41  of  them  Catholics,  were 
ordered  to  stand  aside  on  the  trial  of 
Michael  Flynn.  The  fact  that  one  Whig 
Catholic  was  retained  on  each  jury  only 
made  the  exclusion  of  his  co-religionists 
more  galling,  and  brought  out  the  fact 
that  juries,  instead  of  being  indifferently 
chosen  from  the  panels  prescribed  by  the 
Act,  were  so  concocted  that  those  who 
would  have  heard  the  evidence  free  from 
vengefulness  or  panic  were  excluded, 
while  those  who  were  bidden  to  indulge 
their  prejudice  as  a  satned  duty  to  society 
were  sworn.  Was  the  constitution  of 
these  juries  corrected  by  the  conduct  of 
the  Judge  ?  I  do  not  intend  to  answer 
the  eulogiums  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Flunket)  with 
denunciations.  I  will  just  give  the  House 
one  example — I  could  give  hundreds  just 
as  easily.  Patrick  Higgins  (Long)  was 
the  first  of  three  persons  tried  before 
Mr.  Justice  O'Brien,  for  the  murders  re- 
ferred to  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman — the  murders  of  the  Huddys. 
He  was  convicted,  beyond  doubt,  on  the 
testimony  of  the  informer  Kerrigan.  The 
informer  stated  that  Higgins*  part  in  the 
murder  was  striking  the  elder  Huddy  on 
the  head  with  a  stone,  while  he  described 
the  two  other  prisoners  yet  to  be  tried 
as  the  persons  who  fired  the  shots  that 
caused  the  deaths,  and  the  ringleaders 
in  the  disposal  of  the  bodies.  Sudi  being 
the  state  of  the  evidence,  the  Judge 
came  to  pass  sentence  in  the  case  of  the 
first  prisoner,  Thomas  Higgins  (Long). 
The  learoed  Judge  evidently  had  pre- 
sent to  his  miod  that  his  simple  duty 
then  was  to  have  pronounced  that  sen- 
tence, for  he  commenced  by  saying— 

"  Ab  the  prisoner  does  not  ondcntand  th« 
Eoglish  language,  and  aa  there  are  other  per- 
sons to  be  tned  on  the  same  charge,  I  forbear 
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ftt  iMTMent,  f<Hr  obvious  and  neoeaiary  reuoiB, 
from  any  obfamtionB  in  posting  wntoioe." 

Nothing  coald  bave  been  more  consonant 
■with  fair  play  and  good  sense.  Yet,  fresh 
from  this  resolve  not  to  prejudice  the 
other  men  whom  next  day  he  had  to  try 
for  life  or  death,  the  learned  Judge  in 
the  very  next  sentence  bursts  out  into 
this  astounding  statement — 

"  Agreeing  as  I  do,  entirely  and  confidently, 
in  the  justice  and  necessity  of  the  verdict  of 
'  Guilty  '  that  has  hecn  found  by  the  jury,  I 
consider  it  my  duty  at  the  same  time  to  state 
that,  In  my  opinion,  the  prisoner  is  the  least 
guilty  of  the  persons  concerned  in  the  murder. 
The  evidence  hat  produced  in  my  mind  the 
firm  belief  that  the  murder  did  not  originate 
vith  him." 

Here  we  have  the  Judge  laying  down 
two  excellent  reasons  for  silence  and  for- 
bearance— one,  that  the  prisoner  whom 
be  was  supposed  to  be  addressing  did 
not  understand  a  word  he  said ;  the 
other,  that  two  prisoners  remained  to  be 
tried  on  the  same  charge,  and  with  pre- 
cisely the  same  evidence.  Bnt  here,  in 
the  very  next  breath,  he  breaks  violently 
through  his  own  prudent  rule,  and  de- 
clarea  the  man  whom  he  considers  to 
be  guilty,  to  be  yet  the  least  guilty  of 
the  parsons  concerned  in  that  murder, 
the  only  other  persons  -with  whom  he  or 
the  jury  had  to  do,  the  only  other  per- 
sons whom  they  had  reason  to  suspect 
of  greater  or  any  guilt,  being  the  two 
men  -who  yet  remained  to  be  tried,  and 
whom  the  informer  Kerrigan  declared 
to  be  the  principals.  These  obser- 
Tations  of  the  Judge's  were  not  meant 
for  the  prisoner  whom  he  was  sentencing. 
He  knew  that  he  did  not  understand  the 
lan^^age.  They  were  not  meant  by  way 
of  intwcession,  for  he  knew  where  to 
address  any  appeal  of  that  kind.  He 
knew  that  he  had  said,  in  justice  to  the 
other  men,  that  he  was  bound  to  guard 
himself.  The  jury  evidently  received  a 
shock  ttom  the  Judge's  speech.  The 
gentleman  who  stood  up  at  the  foreman's 
request,  in  agreeing  with  the  Judge, 
oonveyed  to  urn  umntontionally  a  very 
heavy  rebuke.   He  said — 

"The  jury  did  not  wish  to  express  any  opi- 
nion as  regards  the  amount  of  the  guilt  of  the 
present  prisoner,  as  there  were  two  others  to 
be  tried ;  hut  his  Lordship,  in  passing  sentence, 
having  mentioned  that  ntrick  Uiggins  (Long) 
was  the  least  guilty  of  the  tiiree,  they  folly 
endorsed  that  opinion." 

&)methtng   extraordinary  —  something 


that,  according  to  the  newspaper  re- 
ports, made  them  almost  speechless  with 
emotion  had  occurred  ;  but  as  it  was 
a  Judge  who  had  said  it,  they  said 
the  same,  probably  feeling  that,  if 
they  erred  at  all,  they  erred  in  good 
company.  A  still  more  extraordinary 
thing  happened  in  the  second  case,  when 
the  second  prisoner  was  arraigned  and 
the  jury  came  up  to  be  awom.  Two  of 
the  very  jurors  whose  expression  of  be- 
lief that  the  man  they  had  just  convicted 
was  the  least  guilty  of  the  three,  had 
barely  left  their  lips,  were  re-sworn  to 
try  one  of  the  only  two  othw  peraons 
upon  earth  whom  they  had  reason  to 
BUBpect  of  greater  g^nilt.  In  any  otiier 
language  than  tiiat  of  legal  fiction,  they 
were  pledged  up  to  the  hilt  to  conviet. 
Was  any  answer  given  to  that?  Has 
any  answer  to-night  been  given  to  facts 
like  these  ?  Did  the  Crown  officials,  in 
the  case  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Oarlow, 
or  my  own,  attempt  to  disprove  the  alle- 
gations that  the  juries  were  paoked,  thai 
the  Judges  were  prejudiced,  and  thai 
the  whole  proceedings  were  shame&I 
enough  to  give  some  point  to  the  remark 
of  one  of  the  men  in  the  dock  f-~'*  This 
place  is  no  better  than  a  slaughter- 
house." That  is  only  a  small  part  <^ 
what  has  been  happening  in  Ireland. 
We  hear  a  great  deal  of  ue  sufferings 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head 
of  the  Gtovenunent  in  Ireland  and  of  the 
officials.  I  do  not  undemlue  the  risk 
that  the  right  hem.  G^tleman  and  othm 
may  have  had  up  to  a  short  time  a^, 
for,  unhappily,  in  the  condition  in  which 
Ireland  has  been  governed,  both  for  the 
governors  and  the  governed,  risk,  and 
sacrifice,  and  suffering  is  the  badge  of 
all  our  tribe.  I  do  not  doubt  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  finds  his  work  tho- 
roughly disagreeable,  apart  from  the 
personal  risk.  I  hope  the  work  of  dra- 
gooning and  breaking  the  spirit  of  the 
Irish  people  will  always  be  found  dis> 
agpreeable,  and  will  always  end,  as  it 
always  has  ended,  in  political  broken- 
heartedness  and  failure.  Butif  theri^ht 
hon.  (}attl«nan  and  othws  go  about  in- 
voking sympathy  for  a  knot  of  Oastle 
officials,  who  are  keeping  Ireland  in  hot 
water,  and,  perhaps,  burning  their  own 
fingers  sometimes,  I  ask  this  House  not 
to  forget  that  these  Gentlemen,  who 
enjoy  escorts  of  police  and  marines,  have 
not  a  monopoly  of  the  suffering  which  is 
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going  on  in  Ireland.  Ura,  perhaps  as 
diaintereated  as  they,  are  in  Iriah  pri- 
sons to-day  —  degraded  fo  the  drees, 
and  the  food,  and  the  oompany,  they 
cannot  be  degraded  to  the  level  of  com- 
mon thieves — because  they  happened 
to  be  formidable  to  the  right  hon. 
Gontleman.  We  ought  to  be  grateful 
to  the  right  hon.  Gmtleman  for  the 
assurance  given  that  the  hon.  Members 
fbv  Bligo  and  Eosoommoa  ean,  for  the 
future,  call  a  meeting  of  their  oonsti- 
titents,  without  the  leave  of  the  local 
police  officers ;  but  tbere  are  men  in 
evMytown  and  village  in  Ireland  to-day 
vho,  every  time  they  open  their  lips, 
know  that  some  bungling  police  reporter 
is  taking  down  their  words,  or  perhaps 
mangling  them,  so  that,  as  in  the  ease 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Westmeath  (Mr. 
Harrington),  a  pretext  may  be  found  for 
putting  formidable  men  on  a  plank  bed 
for  months.  There  are  numbers  of  men 
who,  ev«ry  time  their  newspaper  is  pub- 
lided,  do  not  know  what  minute  para- 
graphs of  local  news,  or  obscure  adver- 
tisements, may  bring  down  fine  and  im- 
pnaonment  on  their  heads.  There  are 
men  jost  as  sensitire  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  are  every  other  day  the 
object  of  mordexona  accusations,  incen- 
diaiy  writings,  and  speedies  at  Hawick 
and  elsewhere.  If  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman and  others  point  to  their  suffer- 
ings, we  point  to  whole  districts — Castle- 
island,  in  Kerry,  is  one  of  them— where 
the  starving  people  are  called  upon  to 
pay  Sf.  in  the  pound  for  extra  poUoe,  and 
where  there  would  be  either  a  general 
fiscal  revolt  or  universal  bankruptcy  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  dared  to  en- 
force payment  of  the  blood-tax  which 
he  holds  suspended  over  the  heads  of 
the  people.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
lamented  his  hard  fate  in  his  Secretary's 
lodge,  I  am  forced  to  remind  him  that 
Irishmen  who  have  been  hustled  to  the 
scaffold  by  packed  juries  and  by  fero- 
cious Judges  are  orying  oat  from  their 
grarea  that  if  the  law  has  been  vindi- 
cated in  belaud  it  has  been  vindicated 
at  the  expense  of  justice  and  decency 
and  of  innocent  life.  It  has  been  amply 
shown  that,  instead  of  justly  claiming 
credit  because  crime  in  Ireland  has  sub- 
sided. Lord  Spencer's  Administration  is 
responsible  fbr  whatever  crime  has  sur- 
vived the  departure  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bradford. 
\  submit  that  not  only  has  Lord  Spen- 


cer's Administration  been  the  cause  of 
crime  in  others,  but  Lord  Spencer  has 
used  against  the  public  liberty  the  poww 
with  which  he  has  been  intrusted  by  the 
House  to  operate  against  crime  and  out- 
rage, aud  used  it  m  such  a  manner  as 
before  now  in  this  House,  when  it  was 
tried  in  England,  has  been  the  signal 
for  armed  revolution,  and  for  a  more 
humble  Addrass  to  the  Throne. 

Ma.  OHAFLIN  said,  that  there  were 
some  portions  of  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Pamell)  whic^  all,  on 
whatever  side  of  the  House  they  sat, 
must  have  heard  with  deep  regret.  The 
hon.  Member  had  drawn  a  picture  of 
parts  of  the  country  and  portions  of  the 
population  that  was  deplorable  in  the 
extreme.  How  far  it  might  be  ex^ge- 
rated  he,  for  one,  did  not  know;  but 
even  assuming  the  picture  to  be  true, 
who  was  responsible,  and  to  whom,  in 
the  first  instance,  was  it  owing  ?  The 
hon.  Gentleman  must  know,  as  well  as 
any  hon.  Member  in  the  House,  that  it 
was  to  the  organisation  of  which  he  was 
one  of  the  most  pr(»ninent  leaders  that 
the  despOTate  atato  of  things  to  which  he 
had  pointed  was  entirely  due.  He  was 
not  the  least  surprised  at  the  Amendment 
plaoed  on  the  Paper  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, and  still  leaa  so  at  the  hon.  Member's 
total  failure  to  adduce  a  single  ai^ument 
in  its  support.  From  some  of  the  an- 
tecedents of  the  hon.  Member,  which 
they  had  lately  witnessed,  it  was  pre- 
cisely what  he  should  have  expected. 
He  was  not  there  to  vindicate  the  Gfovem- 
ment  from  the  long  string  of  aspersions 
which  the  Amendment  contained.  The 
Chief  Secretary  was  more  than  eq^ual  to 
the  task,  if  he  thought  fit  to  undertake 
it;  but  he  might  observe,  in  passing, 
that  he  was  totally  unaware  of  any 
practice  or  precedent  in  Parliament 
which  required  a  Member  of  the  Go- 
vernment or  any  Member  of  the  House 
to  take  up  the  gauntlet  of  any  other 
Member  who  had  left  the  gravest  aeeusa- 
tions  against  himself  unanswered  and 
unrefuted — aoeusations  which  to  all  ap- 
pearance he  oould  not,  or  dared  not, 
meet.  His  object  in  rising,  however, 
was  to  call  attention  to,  and  to  empha- 
size, the  present  situation,  which,  as 
far  as  he  knew,  was  withoutprecedent  in 
the  annals  of  the  House.  He  would  not 
dwell  on  the  very  remarkable  incident 
which  occurred  early  in  the  evening, 
when  a  demand  from  the  responsible 
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Ijeader  of  the  Opposition  for  a  day  to 
move  a  Tote  of  Geasure  was  deliberately 
refused  by  the  noble  Marquess  who  was 
now  the  Leader  of  the  House.  That 
appeared  to  him  to  afford  an  admirable 
illustration  of  the  courage  and  candour 
of  the  present  Administration.  To  the 
best  of  his  recollection  it  was  a  proceed- 
ing without  precedent  in  that  House. 
Of  this  he  was  certain — Aat  never  when 
a  Vote  was  challenged,  not  once  but 
twice,  first  by  the  Prime  Minister,  and 
next  by  the  noble  Marquess  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  was  a  day  refused. 
A  day  or  two  ago  they  saw  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  in  the 
character  of  defendant  in  the  House 
against  accusations  distinctly  and  de- 
liberately brought  against  him  by  the 
right  bon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)— accusa- 
tions of  a  character,  it  should  be  remem- 
bered, which,  if  true,  covered  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  and  hie 
aasociaies  with  shame,  and  which,  if  not 
true,  must  entail  the  severest  condemna- 
tion and  even  the  censure  of  the  House  of 
OommooB  upon  the  man  who  made  them. 
There  was  no  escape  from  that  position. 
Conaequentl/,  when  Uie  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  rose  the  other  night, 
those  who  heard  him  in  that  House,  and 
that  infinitely  larger  audience  beyond 
those  walls,  waited  with  bated  breath  to 
hear  what  explanations  were  possible  on 
the  part  of  the  hon.  Member.  Those 
explanations  had  not  hitherto  been 
forthcoming,  and  yet  to-day  the  hon. 
Member,  with  brazen  front  and  de- 
meanour unabashed,  almost  came  for- 
ward, in  the  terms  of  an  Amendment 
which  he  was  totally  unable  to  aupport, 
in  the  character  of  an  accuser  of  the 
Government  of  crimes  and  misdemean- 
ours of  every  shade  and  hue.  He  took 
leave  to  tell  the  hon.  Member  that  it  did 
not  lie  with  him*  or  with  any  Member 
of  that  House  who  waa  himself  the  sub- 
jeet  of  the  gravest  possible  aocusatton, 
which  had  been  left  onrefuted  and  nn- 
answered,  to  bring  forward  aoousa- 
tions  against  othws.  He  would  re- 
mind the  hon.  Member  of  the  soom 
which  awaited  every  Member  of  the 
House  who,  when  challenged  and 
charged  with  accusations  which,  if  true, 
were  disgraceful  and  scandalous  in  the 
opinion  of  them  all,  was  yet  slow  and 
backward  in  defending  his  honour  and 
his  good  name,  or  who  could  not,  or 
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who  dared  not,  meet  them.  It  was  idle 
to  appeal  &om  England  to  the  public 
opinion  of  Ireland.  Surely  the  hon. 
Member  could  not  suppose  that  the 
people  of  Ireland,  a  people  quick  to 
resent  injuries  and  to  hurl  back  accusa- 
tions, would  be  satisfied  with  his  de- 
fence ?  It  was  a  pitiable  nght  for  them 
the  other  night,  it  was  not  a  pleasant 
one  for  any  Member  of  the  Honaa  of 
Commons,  to  the  hon.  Member  ooww- 
ing  beneath  the  charges  and  the  con- 
tumely of  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  the 
Member  for  Bradford,  and  being  all  the 
time  either  afraid  or  unable  to  answer 
him.  He  (Mr.  Chaplin)  never  would 
believe  that  his  speech  on  that  occasion 
was  satisfactory  to  the  people  of  Ireland, 
craven  as  it  was ;  and  be  apprehended 
that  as  soon  as  it  was  widely  known, 
that  evil  influence  which  he  had  wielded 
so  long  in  Ireland  would  be  weakened 
among  Irish  men  and  Irish  women,  and 
wherever  the  Irish  tongue  was  spoken 
in  every  oonntry  of  the  w(»-ld.  The  hon. 
Member*a  excuses  would  not  do,  and 
would  not  serve  to  hide  the  fiutt  Hiat  he 
was  totally  unable  to  meet  the  ohaives 
of  tiie  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bradfcvd ;  and  it  would  remain  on 
record  that  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen, 
through  the  silence  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Oity  of  Cork,  had  established  the 
charges  made  by  him  on  that  occasion, 
and  his  assertions  that  the  hon.  Member 
either  connived  at  outrages  or  was  will- 
ing to  gain  advantage  by  them.  In  the 
face  of  an  unanswered  charge  like  that, 
it  did  not  lie  with  the  hon.  Member  to 
asperse  the  Government  or  any  Member 
of  the  House,  and  he  had  no  claim  or 
right  or  title  to  any  answer  whatever. 
He  wished  that  the  matter  might  end 
here;  but  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bradford  had  so  estab- 
lished his  charges  as  to  do  mut^  to  <arush 
tide  Imders  oi.  the  Land  League,  he  had 
also  done  something  to  crush  and  expose 
his  lato  Colleagues  in  the  Oabin^,  and 
especially  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  who  hod  always  been  noto- 
rious for  the  patronage,  support,  and 
sympathy  for  the  Association  which 
now  stood  convicted  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford  of  having  syste- 
matically incited  to  outrage  and  murders 
since  1880.    He  was  not  the  least  sur- 

Erised  at  the  terms  in  which  he  hon. 
[ember  for  the  Oity  of  Cork  had  spoken 
of  his  «ld  and  faithful  ally— the  Preai- 
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dmt  of  tlie  Board  of  Trade — as  one 
of  the  few  EDg^iobmen  in  the  Houae 
vho  oorreotly  appreciated  the  merits  of 
the  Irish  Question.  Interpreting  those 
merits  ftvm  the  point  of  view  of  the 
hoB.  Member  for  the  City  of  Oork, 
it  VBB  sincerely  to  be  hoped  that  he 
stood  alone  in  that  appreciation.  The 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  when 
charged  with  countenancing  outrages  to 
pass  liberal  measures,  said  he  would 
treat  sucb  charges  with  contempt.  With- 
out endorsing  or  repeating  any  charges 
<^  that  nature,  he  would  submit  to  the 
House  one  or  two  facts  which  not  even 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  Ireat 
with  contempt,  unless  he  wished  to  be 
classed  in  the  same  category  as  the 
htm.  Member  for  the  Oity  of  Cork, 
It  was  abundantly  proved  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Chief 
Secretary  that  the  Land  League  had,  by 
its  agents  and  «mphyi»,  systematically 
inoited  to  outrage  and  murder  as  far  back 
Bs  the  year  1880.  l%at  knowledge  must, 
of  course,  have  been  communicated  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  OoUei^es  in 
the  (Mbinet,  it  being  tax  too  important 
to  be  withheld  fhvm  them.  Yet,  with  all 
this  knowledge  and  information  on  bis 
mind,  thePresident  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
went  down  to  Liverpool  in  October, 
1881,  and  there  deliberately  made  a 
speech  than  which  nothing  was  more 
calculated  to  encourage  and  strengthen 
the  Lend  League  to  continue  in  its  bate- 
fnl  course.  The  right  hon.  Gentlemansaid 
that  the  avowed  objects  of  the  League 
were  legal ;  and  he  coolly  limited  these 
avowed  objects  to  the  examination  of  a 
system  and  the  reform  of  an  unjust  law. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  knew  that 
the  Leader  of  the  Land  Leagtie,  who 
was  the  true  exponent  of  its  objects, 
would  not  endorse  that  stsftement;  he 
would  not  acknowledge  that  the  avowed 
olijeots  were  limited  in  any  way  as  the 
light  hon  G^tleman  had  snggerted  that 
they  were ;  indeed,  he  had  publicly  de- 
clared the  contrary.  A  year  and  a-half 
before  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  made 
has  speech  at  Liverpool,  the  hon.  Member 
Ibv  tne  Oity  of  Cork  had  said — 

'*  None  of  na  in  Ireland  or  America,  wherever 
ve  may  "be,  vill  be  satisfied  until  we  hare  de- 
■troved  the  lut  link  Trhich  connects  Irftlaud 
with  BnglMid." 

This  was  the  original  object  of  the  Land 
League,  and  always  had  been  from  the 
fint ;  and  yet,  in  spite  of  tiiis  distinet 


and  deliberate  expression  of  opinion  on 
the  part  of  the  Leader  of  the  Land 
League — as  the  exponent  of  its  objects 
and  its  views — the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  did  not  somple  to  de- 
clare, at  Liverpool,  that— 

"The  original  objecta  of  the  Land  League 
were  le^l,  and  even  praiseworthj ;  and  that  to 
have  stifled  agitation  at  that  tims  would  have 
been  to  hsvo  prevsated  reform." 

It  came  to  this,  that  to  have  stifled 
agitation — and,  remember,  that  in  sti- 
fling agitation  they  would  have  in 
great  degree  stifled  the  outrages  and 
the  murdent  which  were  the  outcome  of 
it — would  have  been  to  have  stifled  re- 
form, by  which,  he  supposed,  was  meant 
the  passing  of  some  Liberal  measures. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  therefore, 
persistently  neglected  to  take  the  steps 
that  were  necessary  and  which  would 
have  been  efifectual.  In  what  respect, 
he  asked,  did  the  conduct  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  differ  ftaax.  that  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Oork  in 
this,  that  both  wwe  contented  to  profit 
and  to  gain  advant^e  from  the  state  of 
tlungs — the  agitation  and  ontragea— 
which  then  existed  in  Ireland?  He 
awaited  an  explanation  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  with  as  much  anxiety  as 
he  had  awaited  that  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Oity  of  Cork,  and  he  trusted  it 
would  be  with  a  more  satisfactory  result. 
The  Conservatives  had  been  taunted 
throughout  these  debates  that  what  th^ 
desired  was  to  discredit  the  policy  of 
conciliation.  They  desired  nothing  of 
the  kind.  They  were  sick,  and  they  be- 
lieved the  country  to  be  sick  of  weak 
and  unworthy  concession  to  agitation 
and  outrage;  but  they  had  no  desire, 
and  never  had  a  desire,  to  discredit  the 
policy  of  wise  oonoiliation  and  reform. 
They  had  been  taunted  with  thi»— that 
the  Tory  Party  had  no  policy  whatever 
except  coercion.  There  never  was  a 
statement  more  exactly  the  opposite  of 
truth.  They  had  advocated  for  years 
measures  for  Ireland  whieb  would  bave 
tended  to  the  permanent  benefit  and  the 
permanent  amelioration  of  the  people  of 
that  country.  [CVwa  of  "Name!"] 
They  had  advocated  emigration  from 
the  congested  districts  of  the  country, 
and  migration ;  the  introduction  and 
encouragement,  wherever  it  waa  pos- 
sible, of  manufactures ;  the  opening  of 
public  works ;  they  had  advocated  any- 
thing and  everything  by  which  the  at- 
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tention  of  the  people  could  be  direrted 
in  Boma  degree  from  the  cuUivatioa  of 
the  soil  as  tLe  only  means  of  their  exist- 
ence wherever  it  was  inadequate  for 
their  suetenance  and  support,  whilst 
the  polioy  of  hon.  Oentlemen  opposite, 
vho  ridiculed  ail  Tory  propositions  of 
reform,  had  always  been  the  same — 
namely,  to  link  them  and  bind  them 
to  the  soil  more  inseparably  than  ever. 
The  charges  which  had  been  brought 
against-  the  Tory  Party  in  that  respect 
he  considered  totally  unjiutiBed,  and 
totally  unworthy  of  those  who  made 
them.  They  were  asked  another  ques- 
tion, and  it  was  this — "  When  this  con- 
spiracy of  asBassination  is  destroyed, 
what  message  are  yoa  going  to  eend 
to  Ireland  ?  What  are  you  going 
to  do  then  for  the  mass  of  Irish  peo- 
ple ? "  He  ventured  to  reply  to  that 
question  in  this  way.  Erer  since  he 
had  been  in  Parliament,  which  was 
some  time  longer  than  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  (Mr.  Ohamberlain),  the  Prime 
Uinister  and  the  Liberal  Party  had  been 
sending  messages  of  peaoe  to  Ireland, 
and  these  musagea  of  peace  had  alwi^ 
been  of  the  same  character  and  descrip- 
tion, and  had  invariably  ended  in  the 
same  results.  To  take  away  property 
from  one  class  and  give  it  to  another 
class  as  a  sop  to  agitation  had  been  their 
only  and  their  sole  resource.  Confisca- 
tion on  the  one  hand,  and  concession  to 
outrage  on  the  other  hand,  were  appa- 
rently the  highest  flights  of  statemanship 
at  which  they  had  ever  aimed.  Between 
them  the  Liberal  Party  had  rung  the 
changes,  till  it  came  to  this  that,  except 
Home  Bule,  they  had  little  more  to  give, 
and  as  far  as  property  in  Ireland  was 
concerned,  they  had  literally  left  nothing 
more  to  take,  andtheyhad  so  demoralized 
the  country  by  measures  of  this  nature, 
repeated  over  and  over  again,  that  the 
last  state  of  the  country  was  infinitely 
worse  than  it  was  at  fint.  Then,  what 
were  they  to  do  now  ?  He  would  tell 
them  in  »  sentence.  They  must  first 
make  the  law  respected,  ^nd  then,  since 
they  spumed  all  the  Tory  propositions 
for  the  amelioration  of  Ireland,  and 
would  have  nothing  to  do  with  them,  let 
them  for  a  considerable  period,  at  all 
events,  leave  Ireland  alone.  Try  it,  at 
all  events,  for  a  time,  and  it  would  be  a 
new  policy  with  tbem,  "  No,"  said  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
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the  Board  of  Trade,  "  it  would  be  impos- 
sible for  any  Liberal  Government  to 
entertain  sueh  a  policy  for  a  moment. 
Why,  it  would  involve  the  creation  of  s 
new  Poland  within  four  hours  of  ihii 
country!"  He  (l£r.  Ohaplin)  did  not 
wonder  at  the  looke  of  Uank  dismay  on 
the  Treasury  Bench  among  some  oC  hit 
Colleagues  when  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man gave  utterance  to  wat  remariEablo, 
very  foolish,  and,  he  feared,  painAil  state- 
ment SouLo  of  them,  at  all  events, 
appeared  at  last  to  reoognize  how  des- 
perate  was  the  condition  of  Ireland  at 
the  present  moment ;  and  he  (Mr.  Chap- 
lin) put  it  to  hon.  Members  on  both 
sides  of  the  House,  if  it  was  possible  to 
conceive  on  the  part  of  a  responsible 
Minister  of  the  Crown,  with  all  tlie  in- 
formation they  had  before  them  of  Ire- 
land, and  of  the  circumstances  of  Ire- 
land, at  the  present  moment,  if  it 
was  possible  to  conceive  a  atatement 
more  calculated  to  rendw  the  govern- 
ment of  Ireland  impossible  by  his  061- 
leagues  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
been  freely  ohu^ed,  in  the  course  of 
these  debates,  with  intriguing  behind 
the  backa  of  his  Colleagues.  He  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  alurald  not  repeat,  nor  4m  he 
denre  to,  for  a  single  moment,  endorse 
any  ohurge  of  that  character  ^^inst  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  Bat  he  did  un- 
hesitatingly say,  that  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  been  guilty  of  the  worst 
and  most  unworthy  of  all  the  unworthy 
motives  which  had  been  imputed  to  him, 
he  could  not  have  devised  a  course  more 
likely  to  embarrass  or  to  thwart  the 
action  of  Lord  Spencer  and  his  Col- 
leagues at  that  moment  than  by  the 
language  he  had  used  that  night,  or  one 
more  calculated  to  retard  the  hope  of 
lasting  peaoe  or  permanent  prosperity 
for  unfortunate  aud  unhappy  Ireland. 

Ma.  T.  D.  BULLIYAN  said,  the 
House  had  just  been  favoured  with  a 
somewhat  lively  contribution  towsurds 
the  struige  and  singular  sort  of  trian- 
gular duw  whieh  had  been  progressing 
for  some  time  within  the  walls  of  the 
House.  Hon.  aud  right  hon.  G«ntlem«i 
on  the  Government  side  of  the  House 
attacked  the  Opposition,  and  there  was 
a  vigorous  exchange  of  fire  &om  the 
other  side ;  then  right  hon.  and  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
opened  fire  upon  the  Irish  Benches,  and 
united  in  assailing  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  City  of  Oosk  (Mr.  Par- 
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mIX).   Well,  let  them  fire  away.  The 
Irish  Uemfoers  ooold  reply  to  them  and 
to  ai^  attaok  which  might  he  made  upon 
tiiom  from  any  ride  of  the  House.  They 
wazeMumataabynooontentions  for  situa- 
tions in  the  Administration ;  they  had  no 
desire  to  obtain  power  and  pay.  They 
stood  there  to  defend  their  country,  and 
they  had  no  interest  in  all  these  matters, 
except  tiie  wish  to  sustain  the  cause  of 
right  and  justice,  and  of  an  oppressed 
Nationality.   The  administration  of  the 
Grimes  Act  in  Ireland  was  really  what 
had  been  brought  under  discussion  by 
the  Amendment  now  before  the  House, 
and  they  had  beard  ench  a  defence  for 
it  as  eould  be  made  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Porter).  They 
had  certainly  been  immensely  edified 
by  the  innoceneo  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  and  ot  the  Party 
he  vepreaented,  who  were  now  located 
in  Dnblin  Caede.    Aa  to  jury-packing, 
why,  each  a  Uiing  bad  never  been  heard 
of.    No  jury  had  ever  been  packed  in 
Ireland.  It  was  only  some  innocent  and 
mild  process  of  elimiuating  one  set  of 
men  m>m  the  jnry  panel,  and  allowing 
another  set  of  men  to  remain.  The 
thin^  was  a  popular  delusion  ;  but  how 
did  it  happen  that  this  delusion  was  so 
prevalent  in  Ireland  ?  There  was  no  use 
in  trying  to  hoodwink  the  Irish  people. 
He  did  not  believe  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
could  hoodwink  the  House  of  Com- 
mons ;  but  he  was  satisfied  the  people  of 
Ireland  conld  not  be  deceived.  Did  they 
suppose  that  no  innocent  man  had  ever 
been  eonvieted  in  Ireland  and  hanged  ? 
Not  only  had  innocent  men  been  oon- 
Tided  and  hanged  in  Ireland,  bnt  it  was 
a  msftter  of  histoxy  that  sncb  had  been 
the  case  in  England  abo.   In  England, 
however,  they  had  trial  by  jury  in  its 
full  development,  and  the  Judges  upon 
the  Bench  were  not  seething  over  with 
political  hatred  against  the  men  who 
were  put  upon  their  trial.   In  Ireland 
there  was  no  such  seourity,  and  no  each 
safety;  at  any  rate,  they  did  not  exist 
at  the  present  day.    Did  they  not  all 
know  how  men  of  the  highest  position 
and  influence  felt  towards  the  people 
of  Ireland  at  the  present  moment? 
Thtty  were,  in  point  of  fact,  in  a  state 
of  ezaaperation  against  any  man  who 
was  alleged  to  have  taken  any  part 
irhatever  in  Uie  organiaation  of  tiie 


Land  League.  Then,  could  it  be  sup- 
posed that  men  chained  before  these 
special  juries  for  allegM  oflFencea  arising 
out  of  the  oiganization  of  the  Land 
Lefwue  eould  posribly  obtain  a  fair 
trial  ?  There  was  not  the  most  remote 
chance  of  it.  It  was  in  vain  that  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  tried  to 
smooth  over  this  burning  question.  It 
was  in  vain  that  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  represented  that  this 
proness  of  elimination  in  which  the  Ro- 
man Catholic  jurors  of  the  countiy  wore 
made  to  disappear  from  the  jury  panel 
was  in  harmony  with  justice.  The  feel- 
ing in  Ireland  was  this— that  a  case 
which  came  before  these  special  juries, 
and  these  very  remarkable  Judges,  es- 
pecially the  case  of  men  charged  with 
offences  arising  out  of  the  recent  agi- 
tation, had  no  chance.  'She  verdict 
was  as  good  aa  returned  against  the 
prisoner  tile  moment  ha  was  put  upon 
his  trial,  and  the  utmost  that  could 
be  expected  was  that,  in  some  cases, 
there  might  be  a  disagreement  among 
the  jury.  He  would  ask  the  House  to 
consider  for  a  moment  the  petty  perse- 
cution which  was  going  on  all  over  the 
length  and  breadth  of  the  land,  and 
then  to  say  whether  the  moment  a 
case  was  ordered  to  be  tried  beforo  a 
special  jury,  it  was  not  jnst  the  same 
as  a  conviction.  All  over  the  land  spe- 
cial magistrates  had  been  appointed  to 
work  this  Grimes  Act;  and  they  were 
exercising  their  powers  in  a  manner  that 
rendered  the  idea  of  a  fair  trial  an 
absolute  farce.  He  would  take  the  case' 
of  Mr.  Timothy  Harrington,  who  was 
recently  tried  in  Westineath  for  having 
made  a  so-called  intimidatory  speech. 
He  (Mr.  Sullivan)  would  assert  there,  in 
the  presence  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  that  the 
prosecution  of  Mr.  Harrington  turned 
entirely  upon  a  single  sentence  in  that 
speech ;  in  point  of  fact,  upon  a  single 
word  in  a  single  sentence,  and  that  word 
was  the  word  "agitation."  Mr.  Har- 
rington WHS  addressing  a  meeting  at 
Mullingar,  composed  largely  of  farmers, 
and  he  asked  the  farmers  of  Westmeath 
todeal  considerately  with  their  labourers. 
He  said  to  the  farmers — 

"  Tha  labouring  olassu  aaisted  in  work- 
ing out  the  agitation  which  baa  obtained  for 
you  considerable  advaDtages,  and  I  ask  you  in 
this,  their  day  of  trial,  to  remember  uiat  in 
tiieirfbvoar:  tog;ive  them  a  fair  day's  wa^- 
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for  a  fair  day's  work,  and  to  open  out  as  mach 
•mployment  for  -them  as  fon  possibly  can. 
Some  time  ago  a  labourers*  agitation  was  started 
in  Ireland,  l  did  not  join  in  that  agfitatioa, 
beCBose  I  do  not  like  clasB  morements  at  all ; 
bat  X  wish  the  farmu«  and  labonrers  to  stand 
together,  and  I  Bay  to  you,  the  farraers  of 
Wflstmeath,  if  you  do  not  give  them  help  in  their 
distress,  Mtub  fame  at  Uie  a^tatton  which  has 
been  earned  on  will  be  turned  against  you. 

Now  this  was  the  head  and  front  of  that 
C)«ntleman's  offending.  The  Govern- 
ment chose  to  Bttaoh  to  that  word  "  agi- 
tation "  a  particular  meaning — a  mean- 
ing which  was  nerer  in  the  mind  of  the 
speaker,  or  attached  to  it  by  anybody, 
except  by  the  policeman  who  took  a  note 
of  it.  It  was  said  that  by  "  agitation," 
Mr.  Harrington  meant  "  iatimidation," 
crime,  outrage,  arson,  and  hearen  knows 
what  besides.  That  was  a  forced  mean- 
ing attached  to  the  word,  and  a  meaning 
never  intended  to  be  conveyed  to  the 
mind  of  anybody.  Bat  on  that  single 
word,  and  the  Castle  interpretation  of 
that  single  word,  Mr.  Harrington  had 
been  sent  to  Mullingar  Gaol,  to  under- 
go two  months'  imprisonment.  He  was 
compelled  to  wear  prison  clothes,  to  feed 
on  convict  fare,  and  to  lie  on  a  plank  bed. 
"Was  that  justice?  He  (Mr.  Sullivan) 
called  it  an  outrage  upon  justice.  There 
was  an  official  in  Dublin  Castle  called 
the  Law  Adviser.  To  this  Law  Adviser 
the  magistrates  applied,  if  they  wanted 
to  know  the  law ;  and  when  the  Law 
Adviser  directed  the  prosecution  of  any- 
body before  two  special  magistrates,  was 
it  to  be  presumed  that  they  would  differ 
from  the  law  placed  before  them  by  the 
Law  Adviser  of  the  Castle  ?  There  was 
no  chance  of  it.  The  Special  Resident 
Magistrates,  therefore,  were  simply  Go- 
vernment clerks.  They  took  their  read- 
ing of  the  law  £rom  the  prosecutor,  who 
was  the  Law  Adviser  of  the  Castle,  and 
they  found  whatever  decision,  and  acted 
in  whatever  manner,  ho  directed.  Now, 
the  farmers  of  Wescmeath  were  said  to 
have  been  intimidated,  or  likely  to  be 
intimidated  by  the  speech  of  Mr.  Har- 
rington. What  reply  had  the  farmers 
of  Westmeath  tiiemeelvei  made  to  tiiat 
allegation?  Westmeath  was  an  agri- 
coltural  constituency,  and  Mr.  Harring- 
ton, while  an  inmate  of  Mullingar  Gaol, 
had  been  returned  unopposed  to  repre- 
sent that  agricultural  constituency  upon 
the  Benches  he  (Mr.  Sullivan)  was  now 
addressing.  The  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Iiotd  Lieutenant  (Mr.  Tierellyan),  in 
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answering  a  Question  upon  that  very 
subject  a  few  nights  ago,  said  he 
desired  to  protect  the  large  farmers. 
Now,  it  BO  happened  that  four  nomi- 
nation papers  were  handed  in  for  Mr. 
Harrington,  three  of  which,  were  signed 
by  some  of  the  largest  farmers  in  the 
county  of  Westmeath.  The  farmers, 
large  and  small,  all  co-operated  in  elect- 
ing him  for  their  Bepreaentative,  and 
not  one  of  that  class  came  forward  to 
say  that  he  had  been  intimidated,  or  was 
likely  to  be  intimidated,  by  this  speech 
of  Mr.  Harrington.  And  yet  the  Qo- 
vernment  had  the  indecency,  he  would 
not  use  any  other  term,  on  ue  wretched 
pretence  of  an  intimidatory  speech,  to 
send  Mr.  Harrington  to  two  months'  im- 
prisonment. The  result  of  the  election 
was  announoed  to  Mr.  Harrington  by  a 
signal  on  Saturday  night,  when  it  was 
not  allowed  to  be  announoed  to  him  by 
any  of  his  friends,  and  Mr.  Harrington 
replied  by  another  signal  from  the 
window  of  his  gaol.  That  waa  the 
way  the  GovMnmeot  were  developing 
respect  for  law  and  order  in  Ireland. 
They  were  at  their  old  work,  making  the 
very  words  "  law  "  and  "order"  hatefol 
and  detestable  to  the  Irieh  people.  Those 
words  were  invariably  associated  in  that 
country  with  unfair  and)  oppressive 
measures,  persecution,  and  injustice. 
The  right  hon.  Gentieman  (Mr.  Trevel- 
yan)  luid  told  them,  with  regard  to  the 
suppressed  meeting  in  Ireland,  a  meet* 
ing  about  to  be  addressed  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers of  that  House,  that  the  police  officers 
committed  a  mistake,  and  they  were  told 
that  it  was  not  to  be  expected  that  the 
police  in  Ireland  should  be  infallible. 
A  similar  apol<^y  had  been  made  for  a 
speech  delivered  by  a  distinguished 
young  Gentleman  who  was  a  Member  of 
that  House.  It  was  said  that  some  of  the 
observationsmadebythe  hon.  Member  fbr 
Leeds  (Mr.  Herbert  Gladstone)  did  not 
meet  with  the  approbation  of  the  (Go- 
vernment. It  was  further  said  tiiat  the 
Governmmt  did  not  hold  themselve*  re- 
sponsible for  every  attennoe  of  every 
one  of  its  Members,  and  that,  altiiong^, 
in  this  instance,  the  apraker  was  a  son 
of  a  distinguished  poUtiflian,  and  tiie 
Leader  of  the  Liberad  Party,  the  Mem<- 
bera  of  Her  Majesty's  GovemmeDt  were 
not  to  be  held  responsible  for  any  state- 
ment which  he  might  have  made.  That 
was  all  right ;  but  the  Land  League  was 
held  responsible  for  the  uttemnoea  of 
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erery  man,  however  obscure  or  untnown 
ia  any  part  of  the  country.  They  were 
called  to  aocoant  for  the  utterances  of 
erery  man  young  or  old,  educated  or 
uneduoated,  in  the  oountry,  and  for 
irords  in  regard  to  which  it  was  im- 
possible for  the  I^ond  League  to  exer- 
cise any  control  whatever.  Where  was 
the  justice  of  that?  He  objected,  fur- 
ther, to  the  way  in  which  indictments 
were  framed  against  members  of  the 
Land  League.  A  one-sidod  set  of  quota- 
tions was  picked  carefully  out,  and 
put  together,  and  then  launched  at 
their  heads.  He  could  only  say,  in 
answer  to  such  treatment,  that  the 
Irish  Members  would  stand  to  their 
principles,  and  trust  to  the  knowledge 
and  opinion  of  the  country,  and  Uie 
action  of  the  constituencies  to  justifying 
them  by-and-bye.  Only  recently,  the 
Hon.  Mr.  Forbes,  a  Special  Resident 
Magistrate,  in  a  certain  town  in  the 
county  of  Sligo,  where  the  hon  Member 
(Mr.  S«xton)  was  to  address  a  meeting, 
Bvd  that  ho  considered  it  neoessary  to 
have  the  meeting  proclaimed,  as  the  dis- 
trict had  been  in  a  very  disturbed  state, 
and  several  persons  had  been  "Boy- 
cotted" in  it.  Further,  it  was  not  long 
since  that  an  ex-"  suspect"  had  been 
sent  to  gaol  for  six  months  for  assault- 
ing somebody  or  other.  The  consequence 
was  that  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Sexton) 
was  not  allowed  to  address  the  meet- 
ing. The  same  course  was  taken  in 
the  case  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
BosGommon  (Dr.  Commins).  In  that 
case  it  was  also  statod  that  the  district 
had  been  disturbed,  and  that  someone 
had  been  sent  to  gaol,  and,  therefore, 
the  wdinary  right  of  holding  a  publio 
meeting,  and  the  right  of  a  Member  of 
Fbrliameut  to  addrose  hia  oonsftitaents, 
were  trampled  down  at  the  bidding  of  a 
police  officer,  under  the  threat  of  im- 
prisonment and  a  plank  bed.  In  the 
town  of  Bantry,  three  men  had  been 
sent  to  gaol  for  two  months  each,  and 
one  for  three  months,  and  the  magis- 
trate, in  sentencing  them,  explained 
that  they  were  imprisoned  because  they 
had  been  promoting  an  agitation,  which 
agitation,  however,  was  perfectly  legal 
and  perfectly  legitimate.  Those  were 
the  words  ik  the  magis^te  himself — 
"  that  the  a^tation  was  perfectly  legal 
and  legitimate."  Nevertheless,  the  men 
wwe  convicted,  and  upon  appeiding 
against  the  sentence,  it  was  confirmed 
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by  the  Chairman  of  the  Quarter  Sessions, 
who  stated  at  the  time,  that  it  would 
really  be  a  mercy  not  to  allow  any  pub- 
lic meetings  to  be  held  in  these  critical 
Umes,  as  it  was  impossible  for  men  to 
speak  upon  the  Land  Question,  or  any 
other  question  of  that  character,  with 
safety.  Where,  then,  was  the  right  of 
public  speaking  ?  They  had  been  told 
that  crime  only  was  to  be  dealt  with, 
and  that  political  rights  and  political 
liberty  were  to  remain  untouched.  He 
asked  the  House  if  that  promise  had 
been  carried  out?  He  knew  that  some 
special  pleading  might  be  heard  in  that 
House,  and  they  might  be  told  that 
speeches  were  part  of  the  machinery  of 
murder.  Speeches  might,  or  might  not, 
partake  of  that  character;  but  the 
speeches  in  question  did  not  partake  of 
that  character,  and  the  whole  case  was 
not  to  be  covered  up  by  a  well-rounded 
period  of  that  kind.  On  the  otiher  hand, 
where  intimidation  was  so  strongly  for- 
bidden and  so  severely  punished,  in  the 
case  of  men  who  were  alteged  to  be  act- 
ing on  the  part  of  the  Land  League 
interest,  how  was  it  that  other  men, 
clearly  guilty  of  intimidation,  wei>e 
not  punished  at  all?  It  would  be 
admitted,  he  presumed,  that  it  was  a 
legal  right,  even  in  Ireland,  to  hold 
meetings  for  legal  and  Constitutional 
purposes.  Why,  then,  were  men  intimi- 
dated from  doing  what  they  had  a  legal 
right  to  do?  Men  were  not  allowed  to 
assemble  in  public  meetings  without  a 
policemen  at  their  dbow,  with  a  book 
in  his  hand,  asking  every  man  as  he 
entered  the  door  his  name.  Of  course, 
men  were  intimidated  by  that  act.  Folioe- 
men  did  not  even  content  themselvea  with 
standing  at  the  door;  frequently  they 
went  into  the  room,  sat  down,  soratinized 
even  man  who  went  in,  interfered  with 
the  business  of  the  meeting,  and  ashed 
to  see  the  books.  Even  more  than  that. 
He  had  a  report  in  his  hand  of  a  case 
where  a  police  constable  went  upon  a 
railway  platform,  and,  accosting  one  of 
the  persons  he  met  there,  called  him  a 
"liar"  and  a  "blackguard."  The 
matter  was  brought  before  the  magis- 
trates; but  Mr.  Caffey,  the  complain- 
ant, got  no  redress.  The  constable  did 
not  deny  the  use  of  the  words  attributed 
to  him ;  but  he  asked  loftily  that  the 
case  might  be  scouted  out  of  Court. 
Why  ?  Because  the  police  constable  was 
a  high  and  mighty  official,  and  the 
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complainant    was  merely  a  cirilian. 
The  magistrate,  Mr.  Breddan,  after 
hearing  the  case,  retired  with  a  Sub- 
Inspector  into  another  room.  After 
being  absent  for  some  time,  he  re- 
turned into  Court,    and   said  that, 
after  carefully  cons^ering  the  case,  he 
thought  that  the  constable  had  used 
language  that  he  ought  not  to  have 
used,  and  which  was  very  improper  for 
him  to  have  used.    HoweTer,  as  he 
was  a  peace  officer,  the  Court  could  not 
bind  him  over  to  keep  the  peace ;  and 
so  there  was  no  satisfaction  and  no  j  ustice 
for  the  man  who  had  been  thus  outraged 
and  insulted  on  a  public  platform.  Mr. 
Breddan  dismissed  the  case,  and  said 
that,  in  his  opinion,  it  was  better  to  let 
the  matter  drop  ;  he  had  no  doubt  that 
language  of  an  improper  character  had 
been  used  by  the  constable,  but  it  was 
better  to  let  the  matter  drop.    Of  course, 
it  was  necesaary  to  preserve  law  and 
order ;  but  that  was  the  sort  of  law  and 
order  dealt  out  to  the  Irish  people.  The 
Land  League  had  been  assailed  over 
and  over  again  in  that  House,  and  the 
flotsam  and  jetsam  of  former  debates 
spread  out  before  them  night  after  night. 
Now,  h9  did  contend,  and  he  should 
continue  to  contend,  that  the  Land 
League  was  organized  for  a  good  and 
patno tic  purpose  ;  that  the  Land  League 
could  not  be  held  responsible  for  the 
words  and  acts  of  other  men,  many  of 
whom  had  no  connection,  with  it.  He 
was  satisfied  that,  in  future  history,  the 
Land  League  would  be  mentioned,  not 
as  it  had  been  mentioned  that  night, 
with  terms  of  opprobium  and  shame, 
but  with  honour  and  credit ;  and  it 
would  not  be  denied  that  it  had  done  a 
great  work  for  the  Irish  people.   It  had 
obtained  from  the  Government  a  Land 
Act,  which,  while  falling  short  of  a  full 
measore  of  liish  right  and  Irish  justice, 
conferred,  and  would  afterwards  confer, 
incalculable  benefits  upon  the  Irish 
people.  They  would  be  prepared  to  meet 
all  the  allegations,  and  charges,  and 
insinuations  made  against  the  Land 
League,  and  would  produce  all  its  papers, 
and  Dooks,  and  accounts,  if  it  were  only 
possible  to  submit  the  case  to  an  im- 
partial tribunal.    But  that  House  was 
nothing  of  the  sort.   Talk  of  packed 
juries,  there  never  was  a  better  packed 
^ury  against  Ireland  than  the  packed 
jury  which  was  in  that  House.    He,  for 
one,  refused  to  plead  before  it ;  but  if  it 
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were  possible  to  form  an  European  Com- 
mission to  try  the  whole  case  between 
England  and  Ireland,  he  would  not  be 
afraid  to  submit  the  case  of  Ireland, 
either  in  recent  or  former  years,  to  the 
verdict  of  aach  a  tribunal.  But  he  said 
to  the  House  of  Oommons,  that,  con- 
sidering the  way  in  which  they  were 
asked  to  submit  their  case,  they  re- 
fused and  declined  to  plead.  He  could, 
himself,  oollebt  from  the  weeohes  of 
Land  Leaguers  volumes  of  denunoia- 
tions  against  crime  and  outrage ;  but  if 
he  were  to  produce  them  there,  and 
to  read  them  fully  to  the  House,  he 
should  feel  that  he  was  doing  a  mean 
and  unworthy  act.  He  declined  to  do 
anything  of  the  sort ;  but  be  would 
leave  the  flood  and  storm  of  bittomesa 
against  Ireland  to  flow  on.  He  believed 
that  the  people  of  this  country  were  not 
too  well  a£fectod  towards  his  country. 
The  mischievous  incendiary  speeches  of 
hon.  Qentlemen  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  had  not  been  appraised  at -their 
true  value.  He  had  listoned  to  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Forstor),  who  had  garnered  up  in  his 
heart  for  12  months  the  hatred  and 
anger  of  a  beaten  and  disgraced  man. 

Mb.  SPBIAKEB  said,  the  expression 
used  by  the  hon.  Member  was  un-Far- 
liamentary,  and  he  was  not  entitled  to 
make  use  of  it. 

Me.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  said,  he  begged 
leave  to  withdraw  the  word  "  disgraced." 
He  wished  to  explain,  however,  that  he 
had  used  it  only  in  a  political  sense, 
and,  if  it  was  un-Farliamentary,  he 
would  readily  withdraw  it.  All  he  would 
say  was  that  they  had  a  fallen  politician, 
a  beaten  man,  and  a  man  whose  name 
would  be  for  ever  associated  with 
something  very  much  worse  than  failure. 
He  was  a  man  who  bad  done,  not  only 
to  Ireland,  but  to  England,  inoaloulaUe 
injury.  They  had  heard  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  against  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Famell)  and  the  Irish  Members  gene- 
rally, and  they  had  seen  tiie  artifices  to 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
condescended  in  his  speech.  They  had 
noticed  the  pantomimic  action  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  which  ought  to 
recommend  him  to  the  consideration  of 
Mr.  J.  L.  Toole.  Th  espeeoh  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  regarded  as 
a  triumphant  performance,  and  it  waa 
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stated  tbat  it  had  received  no  adequate 
answer.  The  right  answer  and  the 
right  defence  was  that  the  lAih  Mem- 
hers  stood  there  consoioas  of  their  own 
integrity,  and  they  refVised  to  demean 
themselves  by  pleading  as  criminals  at 
the  Bar  of  the  House,  or  elsewhere. 
They  had  been  acquitted  in  Ireland, 
where  they  were  known.  In  England 
every  calumny  directed  against  an  Irish 
politician  found  a  ready  acceptance. 
Notwithstanding  all  that,  they  looked 
with  confidence  to  the  safety  of  their 
reputation  in  Ireland ;  and  they  believed 
that  even  in  Eogland  justice  would  yet 
be  done  to  the  way  in  which  they  had 
fought  this  battle,  and  wore  fighting  it, 
against  the  terrible  odds  that  were 
arrayed  against  them. 

Mr.  CAIJjA.N  said,  that  with  much 
of  the  Amendment  he  conld  not  agree, 
and  in  regard  to  other  portions  of  it, 
absence  from  Ireland  prevented  him 
from  arriving  at  the  knowledge  which 
wonld  enable  him  to  form  an  impartial 
judgment.  He  could  only  say  that  if 
the  recent  verdicts  had  been  given  by  a 
fair  and  just,  and  an  impartial  juiy,  no 
sentence  oould  be  framed  too  severe  upon 
the  savage  perpetrators  of  these  dis- 
graceful murders.  But  there  was  one 
sentence  which  commended  itself  to  him, 
and  in  regard  to  which  he  had  a  perfect 
knowledge.  It  was  that  a  system  of 
jury-packing  had  been  practised  in  Ire- 
land, and  by  no  one  more  than  by  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland,  whom  he  (Hr.  Oallan)  now 
saw  in  his  place.  He  would  not  cruote 
from  a  newspaper,  but  from  official 
doonments.  On  the  first  day  of  the  first 
Special  Commission  instituted  under  the 
Crimes  Act  there  was  a  jury,  called  the 
O'Oonnell  jury,  empannelled  to  try  the 
case  of  the  Kerry  outrage.  It  was  not 
a  capital  case ;  but,  nevertheless,  20  men 
were  set  aside,  of  whom  18  wereBoman 
Catholics.  On  the  next  day,  The  Free- 
man's Journal,  commenting  upon  this 
fact,  stated  that  the  Crown  had  exercised 
its  right  of  challenge  upon  a  wholesale 
scale,  and  had  dismissed  20  men,  of 
whom  at  least  19  were  among  the  most 
reepectable  citizens  of  Dublin.  On  the 
next  day  the  still  more  celebrated  case 
of  Francis  Hynes  came  on  for  trial,  and 
in  that  case  the  jury  consisted  of  11 
persone,  one  of  whom  was  a  Jew,  and 
no  Oatholie.  The  case  made  out  by  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
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was  that  the  prisoner  did  not  exercise 
all  bis  right  <tt  challenge.  It  was  evi- 
dent, however,  that  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  exercised  his  right. 

Of  22  Catholics  summoned  upon  the 
jury  panel,  the  entire  22  were  set  aside. 
On  the  next  day  The  Freeman's  Journal 
drew  attention  to  the  matter,  and  said 
the  inference  was  that  certain  persons 
were  set  aside  from  the  jury  simply  be- 
cause they  were  Koman  Catholics.  If 
that  were  true,  it  was  a  revival  of  an  old 
and  often  condemned  practice,  and  he 
was  of  opinion  that  the  course  which 
had  been  taken  by  the  Crown  was  alto- 
gether unnecessary.  It  had  been  re- 
ceived with  much  indignation  in  Catholic 
circles.  On  the  following  day  there  were 
four  juries  empannelled,  and  the  verdict 
in  one  case  was  guilty,  the  prisoner  being 
sentenced  to  penal  servitude  for  life. 
He  wished  to  call  attention  to  the  fact 
that  upon  that  jury  the  same  wholesale 
system  of  excluding  Catholics  was  carried 
on.  In  the  case  of  Hynes  and  the  case 
of  O'Connell  the  Crown  refused  to  allow 
a  Koman  Catholic  to  serve,  and  so  on 
with  the  remaining  cases.  Then  came 
the  trial  of  Patrick  Walsh ;  and  in  that 
case  the  Crown  Solicitor  adopted  an  un- 
usual course  of  only  calling  out  a  num- 
ber, instead  of  a  name,  which  prevented 
the  reporters  from  ascertaining  who  the 
particular  person  was  who  was  chal- 
lenged. He  now  came  to  a  case  of 
which  he  had  some  personal  knowledge. 
At  the  second  trial  of  Patrick  Walsh, 
the  learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  opened  tho  cose; 
and  he,  therefore,  presumed  that  the 
learned  Gentleman  was  present  when 
the  jury  was  sworn.  Now,  whenever 
the  Attorney  General  or  Solicitor  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland  were  in  Court  they  were 
the  persons  who  were  responsible,  and 
not  the  Crown  Solicitor,  for  the  proceed- 
ings. The  Crown  Solicitor  acted  under 
the  instructions  of  these  Legal  Officers  ; 
and,  in  the  particular  case  to  which  he 
alluded,  no  less  than  20  jurors  were  set 
aside.  More  than  that,  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General,  in  the 
course  of  the  proceedings,  stated  that 
one  of  the  instructions  given  to  the 
Crown  Solicitor  was  to  set  aside  and 
strike  off  all  the  licensed  victuallers,  in- 
cluding in  that  term  licensed  grocers. 
When  the  case  was  being  taken  on  the 
2  let  August,  the  usual  Crown  Prosecn- 
tor,  who  manipulated  tlio  whole  of  tlie 
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panels  in  Dublin,  Mr.  Samuel  B.  Ander- 
son, well-known  since  the  Fenian  trials 
of  1867,  and  who  was  an  officer  in  the 
Castle,  and  knew  every  juror  in  Dublin, 
happened  to  be  away  from  Oourt,  and 
Mr..  Bolton  was  doing  duty  in  his  ab- 
sence. A  gentleman  of  the  name  of 
Thomas  Phillips,  of  4,  Adam  Street, 
Dublin,  was  ordered  to  stand  by ;  before 
that  he  was  sitting  next  Mr.  Michael 
O'Loughlin,  of  21,  South  Bridge  Street, 
butcher,  who,  although  not  amongst  the 
class  of  men  usually  ordered  to  stand 
by,  was,  nevertheless,  ordered  to  do  so. 
Mr.  Phillips  said — "  Tou  are  a  fortunate 
fellow;  I  shall  not  be  ordered  to  stand 
aside;  I  shall  be  sworn;"  but,  to  hie 
surprise,  he  was  ordered  to  stand  by 
also.  It  was  evident  that  Mr.  Bolton 
had  made  a  great  mistake,  Mr.  Phillips 
being  a  reputed  Orangeman,  but  in 
partnership  with  a  leading  Catholic 
named  O'Gallan.  The  next  case  brought 
forward  was  that  of  Michael  West ;  and 
Mr.  Bolton  having,  in  the  meantime, 
ascertained  that  Mr.  Thomas  Phillips 
was  a  good  sound.  Orangeman,  allowed 
him  to  he  sworn,  although,  as  had  been 
pointed  out,  he  objected  to  Mr.  O'Lough- 
lin, butcher.  These  facts  could  not  be 
denied,  and  he  could  prove  them  by  the 
evidence  of  persons  who  were  present 
in  Court  at  the  time  in  question.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said 
that  the  Crown  Solicitor  had  to  order  all 
suspected  persons  to  stand  aside;  but 
the  action  ho  (Mr.  Callan)  was  complain- 
ing of  related  not  to  "  suspects,"  but  to 
Catholic  Kontlemen.  In  another  ease 
he  found  that  the  ninth  juror  called  was 
a  grocer  and  a  Prcftestant,  who,  with  a 
Mr.  William  Belt,  a  wine  merchant, 
was  allowed  to  be  sworn,  while  Mr. 
Cornelius  Denny  and  another  Catholic 
were  ordered  to  stand  aside.  The  feel- 
ing in  Ireland  among  many  of  the  most 
eminent  ecclesiastics  was  that  both  the 
present  and  late  Attorneys  General  were 
parties  to  a  direct  insult  to  the  most  re- 
spectable Catholics  in  the  City  of  Dub- 
lin. He  had  been  asked  not  to  be  too 
hostile  to  the  Government  because  of  the 
improper  conduct  of  officials  such  as  Mr. 
Bolton  and  Mr,  Anderson  ;  but  he  was 
compelled  to  hold  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
responsible  in  this  matter.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said  they 
were  men  of  high  oharacter,  and  were 
only  exercising  their  right  as  Advisers  j 
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for  the  Crown  to  secure  a  fair  trial ;  to 
have  men  sworn  on  the  jury  who  would 
be  uninSuenced  by  fear,  favour,  or  affec- 
tion. But  the  gentleman  who  struck 
off  the  Catholic  jurors  was  a  man  who, 
had  it  not  been  for  false  and  fraudulent 
representations  to  the  Ijord  Chancellor 
of  Ireland,  would  have  been  struck  off 
the  Boll  of  Attorneys.  Such  was  Mr. 
Bolton,  Solicitor  to  the  High  Court  of 
Chancery,  Solicitor  for  the  County  of 
Tipperary,  and  Solicitor  to  the  Valuation 
Office,  and  who,  for  the  last  two  years, 
had  held  the  title  of  Prosecutor  to  the 
Crown  in  two  or  three  Irish  counties. 
This  gentleman,  in  cross-examination, 
was  compelled  to  admit  that,  in  the 
pleadings  against  him  in  the  High  Court 
of  Chancery  in  this  country,  he  was 
charged  not  only  with  unprofessional, 
but  fraudulent  conduct ;  that  he  directed 
a  letter  to  Sir  Hardinge  Qiffard,  saying 
that  the  decree  in  the  case  was  ruin  to 
him  if  he  impooed  it;  that  his  ruin  was 
inevitable;  and  that  if  he  had  a  line 
from  him  to  state  that  it  was  a  com- 
promise and  not  a  judgment,  he  would 
go  at  once  to  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State,  who,  he  had  no  doubt,  would  re- 
ceive it  as  a  sufficient  explanation  and 
allow  him  to  hold  on.  The  Judge  who 
heard  the  case  said  that,  quite  apart 
from  the  question  of  fraud,  the  settle- 
ment was  one  calculated  to  cause  grave 
silspicion  against  the  character  of  the 
man,  and  he  added,  that  he  found  it  his 
duty  to  report  the  ease  to  the  Lord 
Chancellorof  Ireland.  Now,  that  wasthe 
character  of  Mr.  Bolton ,  whohad  theright 
to  order  Catholics  to  stand  by.  This  que^ 
tion  of  the  packing  of  juries  had  not  been 
brought  forward  by  the  Amendment  be- 
fore the  House ;  but  he  should,  at  the 
proper  moment,  challenge  an  inquiry  into 
the  conduct  of  the  Law  Ofiioers  of  the 
Crown  in  Ireland.  In  no  period  during 
the  Protestant  ascendancy  in  Ireland  had 
anything  more  scandalous  taken  place 
than  the  ordering  to  stand  aside  of 
Catholics  during  the  recent  trials.  He 
could  understand  such  action  on  the 
part  of  the  Orange  Party  in  Ireland ; 
but  it  was  difficult  to  understand  it  in 
the  case  of  enlightened  Liberals.  One 
of  the  most  eminent  ecclesiastics  in  Ire- 
land, who  had  probably  covered  himself 
with  obloquy  by  the  support  he  had 
given  to  the  present  Government,  had 
said  to  him  (Mr.  Callan)  that  "the 
ordering  of  those  men  to  stand  aside 
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was  an  outrage  on  every  Catholic  in 
Dublin."  He  DelieTed  that  the  officials 
in  Dublin  were  as  prone  now  to  secure 
Terdiots  hj  the  manipulation  of  juries 
aa  was  ever  the  case  during  the  worst 
rigim$  of  Orange  government.  They 
had  listened  to  a  Member  of  the  Go- 
Teniment,  who  had  risen  to  bear  testi- 
mony to  the  fairness  of  the  Dublin 
trials — the  right  hon.  and  learned  J udge 
Advocate  General  (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan) 
— whOf  probably,  when  in  the  Court, 
had  attracted  the  attention  of  the  fair 
sex,  which  would  otherwise  have  been 
directed  to  the  dock,  and  was  himself 
the  "  admired  of  all  admirers."  But  wa? 
he  present  at  the  time  when  the  Catho- 
lics he  (Mr.  Callan]  had  named,  and 
whom  he  knew  to  be  qualified,  as  well 
as  amongst  the  most  independent  and 
respectable  gentlemen  in  Dublin,  were 
ordered  to  stand  by?  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  GentlemaD,  however,  was 
present  only  on  the  second  day  of  the 
trial,  when  the  action  on  the  part  of  the 
Crown  Solicitors  complained  of  had  al- 
ready taken  place.  Turning  to  the  re- 
verae  of  the  picture,  he  (Mr.  Oallan) 
found  that  the  men  allowed  to  stand 
were  drawn  from  amongst  ooal  mer- 
dianta,  builders,  and  tauors,  and,  in- 
deed, erery  class ;  but  against  their 
names  there  was  always  to  be  seen^  the 
magic  word  "  Protestant"  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  had  stated  that  persons  were 
not  excluded  &om  serving  on  the  juries 
because  they  were  Catholics ;  but,  al- 
though he  (Mr.  Callan)  could  swallow  a 
great  deal,  he  was  unable  to  accept  this 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman.  He  would  ask  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  to  the  facts  he  had  pointed 
out.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had, 
he  believed',  taken  the  very  best  steps 
when  in  Ireland  to  detect  crime  and  do 
justice.  He  (Mr.  Callan)  had  never 
joined  in  any  attack  upon  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland,  although,  if  he 
thought  he  deserved  to  be  held  up  to 
obloquy  for  his  conduct,  and  a  £ur  case 
sufficient  to  convince  him  were  made 
out  against  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
he  would  certainly  not  hold  back  from 
doin^  so.  The  present  charge  of  jury- 
packing  was  one  which  oomd  only  be 
denied  by  the  exercise  of  great  effiron- 
tery  ;  and  he  asked  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  turn  hie  mind  to  some  of 


the  circumstances  which  occurred  in  the 
month  of  May  last,  before  he  went  to 
Ireland,  and  to  pay  attention  to  the 
conduct  of  understrappers  at  the  Castle 
— to  Mr.  Bolton,  whom  he  was  obliged 
to  defend,  and  with  whom  he  was  sorry 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  connected 
by  his  official  duties,  and  to  Mr.  Ander- 
son. He  trusted  he  would  prevent  these 
gentiemen  &om  improperly  exercising 
their  powers  in  a  manner  which  seriously  - 
interfered  with  the  cause  of  justice.  He 
had  heard  one  of  the  most  trusted  offi- 
cials state  that  the  greatest  difficulty  he 
had  in  carrying  on  a  Crown  prosecution 
in  Ireland  was  to  restrain  the  Crown 
Solicitors  from  ordering  Catholics  to 
stand  by.  Ho  believed  that  if  the  Irish 
Bench  wore  composed  of  such  men  as 
Mr.  Justice  O'Brien,  a  Catholic  and  a 
fearless  and  hoaest  Judge,  the  great 
mass  of  the  people  of  Ireland  would  be 
satisfied  with  the  administration  of  the 
law  ;  but,  having  said  that,  he  must  ex- 
press his  surprise  at  the  manner  in  which 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  had  taken  upon 
himself  to  defend  Mr.  Justice  Lawson. 
Why,  Lord  Bacon  was  a  man  of  great 
legal  ability,  but  he  was  a  corrupt  and 
bad  Judge;  and  he  (Mr.  Callan)  believed 
ihat  prejudice  and  partizanehip  had  made 
Mr.  Justice  Lawaon  far  more  corrupt. 

Mb.  SPEAKEB  :  The  hon.  Member 
ia  not  entitled  to  speak  in  language  of 
that  kind  of  one  of  the  Judges  of  the 
land  - 

Mb.  CALLAN :  I  did  not  say  cormpt 

in  a  pecuniary  sense. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  must  call  on  the 
hon.  Member  to  withdraw  the  expres- 
sion. 

Me.  callan  :  I  withdraw  it,  and 
beg  to  substitute  the  words  "blinded 
by  partizanehip  and  political  feeling." 

Question  put. 

The  House  rf«>»rf#i .— Ayes  15;  Noes 
133 :  Majority  118. 


Oallan,  P. 
Commins,  A. 
Corbet,  W.  J. 
Kenny,  M.  J. 
Lalor,  B. 
Loamy,  E. 
McCarthy,  J. 
Marum,  E.  M. 
Metge,  R.  H. 
O'Brien,  W. 
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AYES. 

O'Connor,  T.  P. 
O'Donnell,  F.  H. 
O'QormanMahon,  Col. 

The 
PwneU,  0.  8. 
SnUivan,  T.  D. 

TSLLBBS. 

O'Connor,  A. 
Power,  IX. 
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NOES. 


Alezandsr,  Oolonel  C. 
Allen,  H.  G. 
Archdale,  W.  H. 
Armitatead,  O. 
Ashley,  hon.  S.  H. 
Aahmead.Bartlett,  E. 
Balfotur,  J.  B. 
Balfour,  J.  8. 
Baring,  Viscoimt 
Bftrttelot,  Sir  W.  B. 
BeT«8ford,  6.  De  la  P. 
Bidden,  W. 
Blennerhasaett,  Sir  B. 
Brand,  H.  R. 
Brasaey,  Sir  T. 
Bright,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Brown,  A.  H. 
Brace,  rt.  hon.  Lord  G. 
Bruce,  hon.  R.  P. 
Buchanan,  T.  R. 
Bulwer,  J.  R. 
Burt,  T. 
Cameron;  C. 
Oampbell,  J.  A. 
CMDpbell-Baimennant 
H. 

Carington,  hon,  R. 
Causton,  R.  K. 
Cavendiih,  Lord  E. 
Chamberlain,  rt.  hn.  J. 
Chaplin,  H. 
Chifdera,  rt.  hn.  H.C.B. 
Clarke,  E. 
Coddington,  W. 
Colthurst,Col.  P.  La  T. 
Corr y,  J.  P. 
Cotes,  C,  C. 
Courtney,  L.  H. 
OrosB,  J.  K. 
Crom,  A. 
Currie,  Sir  D. 
Bavey,  H.  . 
Dawnay,  Col.  hon.  L.  P. 
Dawnay,  hon.  G.  0. 
De  FerriereB,  Baron 
Pickson,  T.  A. 
Dilke,rt.hn.8irC.  W. 
Dillwyn,  L.  L. 
Dodda,  J. 

Dodson,  rt.  hon.  J.  O. 
Duff,  B.  W. 
Egerton,  Adm.  hon.  F. 
Foirbaim,  Sir  A. 
Farquharson,  Dr.  R. 
Findlater,  "W. 
Fitzmaurice,  Lord  E. 
Forflter,  rt.  hon.  W.  E. 
Fort,  R. 
Fowler,  B.  N. 
Fry,L. 

Oibf(m,  rt.  hon.  E. 
Gifiard,  Sir  H.  S. 
Gladstone,  H.  J. 
Olyn,  hon.  8.  0. 
Goldney,  Sir  G. 
Goschen,  rt.  hon.  G.  J. 
Grant,  A. 
GntnthaiD,  W. 
Orser,  T. 

Hartiiigton,  Harq.  vi 


Usyter,  Sir  A.  p. 
Hendaraon,  F. 
Herrchell,  Sir  F. 
Hibbert,  J.  T. 
Holland,  Sir  H.  T. 

HoltDB,  J. 

James,  Sir  H. 
JaniM,  W.  H. 
Jenfaios,  D.  J. 
Jones-Parry,  L. 
Lawaon,  Sir  W. 
Leatham,  W.  H. 
Lee,  H. 

Lefevre,  right  hon.  G. 
J.  S. 

Lennox,  Lord  H.  G. 
Macnaghten,  E. 
M'Arthur,  Sir  W. 
M'Lagan,  P. 
M'Minnies,  J.  G. 
Martin,  R.  B. 
Monk,  C.  J. 
Moreh)n,  Lord 
Morgan,  rt.  hn.  G.  0. 
Hundella,  rt.  hn.  A.  J. 
Northcote,  H.  S.  ■ 
Onslow,  D. 
O'Shanghaessy,  R. 
Otway,  Sir  A. 
Paget,  T.  T. 
Parker,  C.  8. 
Pease,  A. 
Pease,  Sir  J.  "W. 
Plunket,  rt.hon.  D.  R. 
Porter,  A.  M. 
PoweU,  W.  R.  H. 
Ueod,  Sir  E.  J. 
Richardson,  J.  TS. 
Rogers,  J.  E.  T. 
Rylanda,  P. 
Salt,  T. 
Schreiber,  C. 
'Scott,  M.  D. 
Shaw,  T. 
Shield,  H. 
Sttaton,  W.  J. 
Stevenson,  J.  C. 
Stewart,  J. 
Summers,  W. 
Thomson,  H. 
Thomhill,  T. 
Tomlinson,  W.  E.  M. 
Tottenham,  A.  L. 
TrBTelyan,rt.lm.  G.O. 
Waddy,  S.  D. 
Walter,  J. 
Warton,  C.  N. 
Whitbread,  8. 
Whitley,  E. 
Whitworth,  B. 
Williams,  S.  C.  E. 
Williamson,  8. 
Woodall,  W. 
Woolf,  8. 

WorUey,  C.  6.  Staui- 

TKLLBSS. 

Grosrenor,  Lord  R. 
Kensington,  Lord 


Maia  Question  again  piopOMd. 
Debate  arising. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— (JTr.  Jwtin  SPCarthjf.) 

Thb  Marquess  of  HASTINaXGN : 
I  should  like  to  make  an  appeal  to  hon. 

Members  opposite,  in  the  interest  of  the 
convenience  of  the  House  and  the  pro- 
gress of  Public  Business.  This  is  the 
eighth  day  of  the  debate  on  the  Address, 
and  during  a  very  considerable  part  of 
the  time  Jrish  affairs  have  been  under 
discussion.  I  do  not  ask  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Longford  (Mr.  Justin  M'Oarthy) 
to  abandon  the  Amendment  of  which  he 
has  given  Notice ;  but  I  do  think  it 
would  be  a  great  convenience  if  we 
might  be  permitted  to  dispose  of  the 
first  stage  of  the  Address  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty to-night.  If  the  Address  is  agreed 
to,  the  hon.  Member  would  have  his 
opportunity  on  the  Report;  and  we 
should  be  able  to  make  certain,  or 
nearly  certain,  of  being  able  to  dispose 
of  the  Business  of  the  Address  to- 
morrow, which  would  enable  us  to  pro- 
ceed with  Supply  on  Thursday.  The 
House  will  be  put  to  great  inconveni- 
ence, and  Public  Business  will  be  seri- 
ously delayed,  if  we  are  prevented  from 
going  on  with  Supply  on  Thursday. 

Mb.  PAKNELL  said,  he  did  not  see 
why,  if  the  debate  were  adjourned  that 
night,  the  Beport  on  the  Address  ouuld 
not  be  taken  on  Wednesday.  In  all 
probability,  there  would  not  be  a  long 
discussion  on  the  next  Amendment,  and 
the  inconvenience  the  noble  Marquess 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  antici- 
pated would  not  arise,  for  it  would  be 
possible  to  set  up  Supply  on  Thursday 
and  proceed  with  it  in  the  order  toe 
noble  Marquess  desired.  It  was  true 
the  debate  on  the  Address  had  gone  on 
for  a  long  time ;  but  the  House  would 
recollect  that  they  had  only  had  one 
night  on  the  Amendment  they  had 
been  discussing,  and  the  Irish  Members 
thought  the  question  of  the  relief  of 
distress  one  of  such  urgent  importance, 
and  one  on  which  they  had  been  treated 
so  badly  by  the  Government,  that  they 
would  not  be  justified  in  postponing  ita 
discussion.  It  would  produce  a  very 
bad  impression  in  Ireland  if  anything 
they  .did  should  lead  to  its  being  post- 
poned to  any  later  period  than  they 
could  help.   He  had  no  doubt  his  hon. 
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Friend  the  Member  for  Longford  (Mr. 
Justin  M'Oarthy)  would  be  very  un- 
willing to  do  anything  to  prevent  Supply 
from  coming  on  at  its  proper  time  ;  But 
he  (Mr.  Pamell)  failed  to  see  exactly  how 
the  adoption  of  the  ordinary  course — 
namely,  the  moving  of  the  Amendment 
of  his  hon.  Friend  on  the  present  stage 
of  the  Address — could  retard  Supply. 
The  QoTernment  might  take  the  Beport 
of  the  Address  as  soon  as  his  hon. 
Friend's  Amendment  was  disposed  of — 
as  they  did  in  the  Session  of  1881.  The 
Standing  Orders  were  suspended  and  the 
Report  was  agreed  to.  He  was  not  sure 
that  it  required  the  suspension  of  the 
Standing  Orders  for  the  purpose  of 
taking  such  a  stage.  At  any  rate,  he 
eould  not  see  what  objection  there  could 
he  to  allowing  them  to  go  on  in  the 
usual  order,  and  take  the  judgment  of 
the  House  on  the  Amendment  of  his 
hon.  Friend.  If  the  Irish  Members 
were  to  consent  to  the  postponement  of 
that  Amendment  to  the  Beport,  it  would 
look  as  though  they  were  giving  this 
very  important  matter  the  second  place 
— ae  though  they  were  treating  the 
whole  question  as  a  matter  of  form,  and 
were  only  bringing  it  before  the  House 
to  keep  themselves  in  favour  with  their 
constituents.  The  Irish  Members  would 
be  most  unwilling  to  give  the  House  for 
one  moment  to  suppose  that  they  looked 
upon  this  as  a  matter  of  small  import- 
ance. They  regarded  it  as  a  question 
of  the  greatest  emergency  and  urgency, 
and  wiuied  to  bring  it  before  the  House 
in  the  gravest  manner  possible. 

Ths-GHANOELLOB  0?  thxBXCHE- 
QTTER  (Mr.  Ceildsbs):  There  is  one 
question  on  which  we  all  agree,  and 
that  is  the  necessity  of  bringing  on 
Supply  as  early  as  possible.  I  would 
point  out  to  the  hon.  Member  opposite 
(Mr.  Farnell)  the  reasons  why  it  would 
be  more  convenient  to  pass  the  Address 
to-night,  and  go  on  with  the  Keport  to- 
morrow, than  adopt  the  course  he  points 
out.  If  I  understood  the  hon.  Member 
aright,  he  suggested  one  of  two  things, 
either  that  we  should  take  the  Address 
and  the  Beport  to-morrow,  or  the  Ad- 
dress to-morrow,  and  the  Beport  on 
Wednesday ;  and  so,  in  either  case, 
arrive  at  Supply  oh  Thursday.  There 
are  two  difficulties  in  the  way  of  taking 
the  Addrees  and  the  Beport  to-morrow. 
One  is  that  such  a  course  is  very  un- 
uaual.  It  has  been  done  I  know;  but 


it  is  a  great  exception,  whidi  I  am  sure 
none  of  us  would  like  to  see  made  a 
general  rule.  Then  there  is  another 
thing  we  have  to  consider.  After  we 
have  disposed  of  the  Address,  we  shall 
have  to  take  all  the  other  Motions  in 
their  order.  As  to  taking  the  Beport 
on  Wednesday,  it  must  be  remembered 
that  neither  the  Government  nor  anyone 
else  can  control  Wednesday,  ao  that  if 
the  discussion  on  the  Beport  went  on  to 
a  quarter,  to  6  the  day  would  be  lost. 
I  hope  the  hon.  Member  for  Longford 
(Mr.  Justin  M'Oarthy)  will  agree  to 
take  his  Amendment  on  the  Beport, 
which  will  insure  our  getting  through 
the  Business  in  proper  time,  and  being 
able  to  take  Supply  on  Thursday. 

-Mr.  GIBSON  said,  that,  looking  at 
the  observations  which  had  just  fallen 
from  the  right  hon.  GenUeman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  and  those  which 
had  -fallen  from  the  noble  Marquees  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington)  before,  he 
thought  there  ought  to  be  no  mistake 
about  the  Beport.  There  was  no  reason 
to  believe  that  it  was  intended  to  bring 
about  a  prolonged  debate  on  the  Beport; 
but  he  was  confident  there  were  some 
matters  hon.  Members  who  sat  near 
him  desired  to  mention  and  express  their 
views  about  upon  Beport.  It  was  not 
reasonable  to  suppose  that  Irish  Mem- 
bers, having  occupied  several  days  in 
the  discussion  of  Irish  matters,  other 
hon.  Members  would  not  wish  to  say 
something  on  Beport  on  questions 
in  which  they  were  interested.  He 
desired  that  every  progress  should  be 
made  with  Public  Business,  but  did  not 
think  it  was  right  to  assnme  that  the 
Beport  might  not  take  up  a  substantiiEd 
part  of  the  day,  whenever  it  was 
brought  on. 

Me.  JUSTIN  M'CABTHY  said,  it 
would  be  hardly  reasonable,  after  what 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
who  had  just  sat  down  (Mr.  Gibson) 
had  said,  to  expect  him  (Mr.  Justin 
M'Cartby^  to  postpone  his  Amendment 
to  the  Beport.  He  was  unable  to  recede 
from  his  position. 

The  MiEQUEss  of  HAETINGTON  : 
I  would  point  out  to  the  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  Justin  M'Carthy)  that  by  giving 
Notice  at  once  he  will  obtain  the  first 
place,  and  his  Amendment  will  be  taken 
before  any  others.  He,  in  that  way,  can 
obtain  priority  for  the  Amendment  he 
has  to  the  Addiess  on  Beport. 

lEighthlfighL^ 
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Ms.  QIBSOk:  Does  the  noble  Mar. 
quess  intend  to  move. that  the  Beport 
take  precedence  of  the  Address  on  Wed- 
nesday ? 

The  Marotbss  op  HARTINGTON  : 
Tes.  Until  the  Address  to  Her  Majesty 
is  concluded,  I  propose  to  move  that  it 
take  precedence  of  Noticos  of  Motion 
and  Orders  of  the  Day. 

Mr,  E.  power  said,  there  was  one 
difficulty  which  the  noble  Marquess  did 
not  see  at  the  moment.  Any  Amend- 
ment might  be  put  down  to  an  earlier 
part  of  the  Address,  which  might  take 
precedence  of  that  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Longford  (Mr.  Justin  M'Carthy) 
and  throw  him  out  of  his  opportunity. 

ThxCHANOELLOB  or  thxEXCHE- 
QUEB  (Mr.  Childxks)  :  That  can 
only  be  done  by  somebody  who  is  now 
present,  and  we  have  no  reason  to 
beliere  that  anyone  will  take  such  a 
course. 

Mb.  ONSLOW  said,  he  was  sorry  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  was 
not  in  his  place.  After  the  answer  the 
noble  Marquess  had  given  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  afternoon,  he  (Mr. 
Onslow)  was  not  at  all  sure  that  some- 
thing might  not  be  proposed  on  Beport ; 
and,  therefore,  he  thought  it  hardly  fair 
for  tiie  noble  Marquess  now,  he  would 
not  say  to  spring  this  mine  upon  the 
House,  but  to  make  the  remarks  they 
had  just  listened  to;  He  (Mr.  Onslow) 
was  justified  in  saying  that.  It  was  a 
serious  answer  the  noble  Marquess  gave 
the  right  hon.  Qentleinan  that  afternoon, 
and  it  was  the  right  hon.  Gentleman'-s 
duty— and  he  believed  he  was  speaking 
the  Qund  of  hon.  Gentlemen  on  that  side 
of  the  House,  when  he  said  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  ought  to  take 
some  notice  of  that  answer  on  Report. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  not  being 
present,  the  noble  Marquess  was  not 
quite  justified  iu  asking  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Longford  to  defer  the  discussion 
on  his  Amendment  until  the  Report.  If 
his  right  hon.  Friend  differed  from  him 
(Mr.  Onslow),  of  course  his  remarks  on 
the  present  occasion  went  for  nothing. 
In  the  absence  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, however,  the  noble  Marquees  should 
afford  him  time  for  considering  what 
eourse  he  ought  to  take  after  what  oc- 
curred in  the  afternoon. 

Thb  MABauxss  of  HABTINGTON 
•aid,  the  course  be  suggested  would  not 


Antwer  U  Bar  Bid 

in  the  least  prevent  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
(Sir  Stafford  N<u>thcote)  moving  any 
Amendment  he  chose,  because  he  would 

have  an  opportunity  of  doing  so  upon 
Report.  Upon  that  stage  of  the  Report 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  might  make 
general  observations,  or  move  an  Amend- 
ment. 

Ms.  SPEAKER :  What  course  am  I 
to  understand  the  hon.  Member  for 
Longford  wishes  to  pursue  ? 

Mr.  JUSTIN  M'CAKTHT  said,  he 
proposed  to  maintain  Ms  position  and 
keep  to  his  MoUon. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided:— Ajqb  HO;  Noes 
89:  Majority  6d.— (Div.  last,  No.  II.) 

Main  Question  again  {ooposed. 

Me.  T.  I».  O'CQNNOB  said,  that 
when  first  the  appeal  was  made  byfhe 
noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Har- 
tington)  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Long- 
ford (Mr.  Justin  M'Carthy)  he  was 
disposed  to  advise  his  hon.  Friend  to 
agree  to  the  course  suggested  ;  but  the 
action  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
since,  and  the  considerations  which  had 
been  adduced  by  his  hon.  Friends, 
prompted  him  to  think  that  they  really 
could  not  yield  in  this  matter.  What- 
ever might  be  said  to  the  contrary,  he 
and  his  hon.  Friends  had  very  good 
ground  for  thinking  that  bon.  Members 
on  the  Benches  above  the  Gangway  did 
intend  to  move  an  Amendment  on  tiie 
Beport  of  the  Address,  which  would  in- 
terfere with  the  Amendmmt  which  stood 
in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Longford.  An  immense  importance  was 
attached  to  the  Amendment  of  his  hon. 
Friend.  It  was  an  Amendment  which 
demanded  full  and  ample  discussion ; 
and  the  Party  with  whom  he  acted  were 
not  disposed  to  sacrifice  their  right  to 
discuss  the  question.  If  his  hon.  Friend 
dispensed  with  his  Amendment,  a  Notice 
by  him  would  not  secure  that  priority  of 
discussion  on  Beport  which  the  noble 
Marquess  seemed  to  suggest ;  for,  as  he 
(Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  understood,  any 
hon.  Member  could,  by  putting  down 
an  earlier  Notice,  shut  out  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  hon.  Friend.  As  had  been 
pointed  out,  the  Amendment  dealt  with 
the  distress  in  Ireland,  which  was  a 
matter  of  the  moet  serious  and  grave 
importance  to  tbem  aad  the  Irish  people, 
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the  latter  of  whom  would  have  just 
-  cause  of  complaint,  if  their  Eepresenta- 
tires  forfeited,  in  any  degree,  their  right 
to  briug  the  grieTances  of  the  country 
before  Parliament,  and  if  they  failed  to 
put  the  demand  for  relief  forward  in  an 
earnest  manner.  The  Qovernment  ought 
to  remember  that  the  Amendment  pro- 
posed that  night  was  not  pressed  at 
anything  like  undue  length  upon  the 
attention  of  the  House,  and  uiat  the 
Amendment  standing  in  the  name  of  the 
hon.  Member  tat  Longford  was  one  of 
the  greatest  importance.  Under  the 
ciroumstancee,  he  felt  compelled  to  more 
that  the  House  do  now  aqjoum. 

Mb.  LEAMT,  in  Becondin|f  the  Mo- 
tion, pointed  out  that  the  time  which 
had  been  occupied  by  the  debate  on  the 
Address  had  certainly  not  been  occupied 
by  hou.  Members  sitting  on  the  Iriah 
Benches.    On  the  contrary,  the  greater 

Eart  of  the  time  had  been  occupied  by 
on.  Gentlemen  above  the  Gangway; 
and  if  the  Irish  Members  were  to  accede 
to  tlie  suggestion  of  the  noble  Marquees, 
the  !Beport  stage,  or,  at  least,  the  lion's 
share  of  it,  would  be  also  oocupied  by 
the  hion.  Gentlemen  above  the  Gang- 
way. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  this  House  do  now  adjourn."— 
{Mr.  T.P.  0* Comer.) 

Thb  Maxqxtess  op  HARTINGTON 
said,  he  did  not  propose  to  enter  into  a 
contest  upon  this  subject;  but  he  re- 
gretted the  hon.  Member  for  Longford 
(Mr.  Justin  M'Carthy)  had  not  seen  his 
way  to  accede  to  the  proposal  of  the  Go- 
vernment. The  only  consideration  he 
wished  now  to  advance  was  one  which 
would  probably  prompt  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  acquiesce  in  the  coarse  the  Go- 
vernment suggested.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man must  know  that,  as  the  Motion  which 
"he  made  for  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate  had  been  negatived,  he  had  lost 
his  right  to  speak  in  the  debate,  and  it 
would  be  impossible  for  him  to  bring 
forward  the  Amendment  of  .which  he 
had  given  Notice.  He  (the  Marquess 
of  Hutihgton)  did  not  intend  to  enter 
into  any  contest  with  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite ;  and  if  the  Motion  now  before 
the  House  were  withdrawn,  he  would 
consent  to  the  adjournment  of  the  de- 
bate. 

Mb.  JTTSTIN  M'CAETHT  said,  the 
Qoble  Marquess  W4S  ver^  right,  when 


he  said  he  (Mr.  Justin  M'Carthy)  had 
been  cut  off  from  moving  his  Amend- 
ment. He,  however,  thought  the  Go- 
vernment had  acted  in  a  manner  any- 
thing but  creditable.  He  would  not 
merely  say  that  the  Government  had, 
in  order  to  defeat  him,  resorted  to  a 
strategem  ;  he  would  go  so  far  as  to 
say  that  they  had  had  recourse  to 
a  sudden  trick.  The  reasons  which 
were  given  for  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate  were  perfectly  good.  Had  he 
consented  to  bring  the  matter  forward 
on  Report,  it  did  not  at  all  follow  that 
he  would  have  secured  priority  of  dis- 
cussion. Any  hon.  Member  on  the 
Benches  above  the  Gangway  who  chose 
on  Report  to  bring  forward  any  Amend- 
ment relative  to  foreign  affairs  would, 
as  a  matter  of  course,  come  before  him. 
As  he  had  been^  by  the  result  of  the 
last  Division,  prevented  from  moving  his 
Amendment,  he  admitted  there  was  no 
other  course  for  him  to  take  than  to 
bring  the  Amendment  forward  on  Report 
in  the  beet  way  he  could. 

Mr;  0ALL.4N  said,  he  would  have  no 
objection  to  move  the  Amendment  which 
stood  in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Longford  (Mr.  Justin  M'Carthy); 
and  in  that  case  his  hon.  Friend  would 
have  the  opportunity,  in  seconding  the 
Amendment,  of  speaking  upon  it.  Such 
a  manoeuvre  must  commend  itself  to  the 
feeling  of  the  House  just  as  much  as  that 
adopted  a  few  minutes  ago  by  the  Trea- 
sury Bench.  The  hon.  Member  for  Long- 
ford had  been,  by  a  trick,  deprived  of 
his  opportunity  of  moving  his  Amend- 
ment. It  would  be  just  tit-for-tat  to 
prevent  the  Government  carrying  their 
point;  aiiii,  therefore,  he  would  a.';k  the 
hon.  Member  for  Galway  (Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor)  to  persist  in  his  Motion.  The 
Government  wished  to  deprive  them  of 
a  fair  and  legitimate  advantage  of  dis- 
cussing the  question  of  distress  in  Ire- 
land. If  the  question  were  relegated  to 
Report,  it  would  be  put  out  of  piece  by 
a  discussion  on  foreign  policy.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Longford  would  be  perfectly 
within  his  right,  and  would  commend 
himself  to  the  good  opinion  of  the  people 
of  Ireland,  if  ne  persisted  in  the  course 
his  Friends  advised— that  was,  not  to  ac- 
cede to  the  course  suggested  by  the  noble 
Marquess. 

Me.  KENNY  trusted  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Justin  M'Carthy)  would  persevere 
in  his  original  intention. 
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Ub.  WAHTOK  Baid,  the  noble  Uar- 
queu  (the  Hfttqneu  of  HartiDgton)  had 
expressed  his  willingness  to  give  wa^. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  should  not  forget  that 
there  was  another  hon.  Member,  who 
was  now  absent,  but  who  had  placed  an 
Amendment  dealing  with  the  distress  in 
Ireland  on  the  Paper.  He  beliered  he 
was  oorreot  in  saying  that  it  was  the  in- 
tention of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  the  County  of  Cork  (Colonel  Colt- 
hurst)  to  bring  forward  his  Amendment 
in  regard  to  Irish  distress,  in  the  event 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Longford  (BIr. 
Justin  M'Carthy)  not  bringing  forward 
his  Amendment.  In  the  interest,  there- 
fore, of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman, 
quite  apart  from  questions  of  jury  pack- 
ing or  aspersions  on  Judges  

Mb.  speaker  :  I  must  remind  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  that  the  Ques- 
tion before  the  House  is  that  of  adjourn- 
ment. 

Mr.  WARTON  said,  he  had  no  wish 
to  incnr  the  Speaker's  displeasure.  He 
only  interposed  for  the  purpose  of  stat- 
ing, as  one  reason  for  adjourning  the 
debate  that  tiiere  was  another  Amend- 
ment besides  that  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Longford  on  the  Paper. 

Me.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  that,  as 
he  understood  the  Amendment  could 
be  moved  by  any  of  his  hon.  Friends, 
he  would  ask  leave  to  withdraw  his 
Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mun  Question  again  proposed. 

Debate/ifr<A«r  at^urtwiUH  To-nurrew. 

OOVBOLIDATSO    FtTNI),     &0.  (FBBUANBNT 

CBABOBS  VMDjaanas)  act  (1873) 

ASmrDHBNT  BtLI.. 

BMolotion  [Febnuuy  23]  rtported,  and  affretd 
ta : — hfH  orSmi  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Flatpaiii,  Ur.  Chakcbuoe  of  tiie  £xchb4ubiIt 
and  Vi,  Covanm. 

BiUjHVNHfftffSndTetd  the  flnt  time.  IBiUlO?.] 

MOTION  8. 

 -€><i~4y  — 

BILLS  OF  SALE  (IBBLAHB)  ACT  (^879) 
AXENDHEHT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Monk,  Bill  to  amend 
**  The  Bills  <tf  Sale  (Ireland)  Act,  1879,"  ordered 
to  lie  brought  in  by  Mr.  Mokk,  Hr.  Patbick 
MAETm.  Hr.  Coebt,  and  Mr.  EDoaifi  Coluhs. 

Bill  pre$mteitjuiA.  raad  the  flnt  time.  [Bill  106.] 


FOUCB  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Ribbbst,  Bill  to  make 
proTtnOD  respecti'iiff  the  pensioat,  allowances, 
and  ^prataities  of  Police  Conatables  in  Great 
Britain,  and  their  widows  and  children,  and  to 
make  other  provieiona  respeoting  the  Police  of 
Qreat  Britain,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
HiDBBRT.  Secretary  Sir  William  Haiuwcrt, 
and  Xh«  Lobd  Advocate. 

Wlprtte^edtKoA  read  the  flnt  lime.  [Bill  106.] 

SEED  ADVAKCE8  (SOOTLAITD)  (NO.  2)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Dr.  Casiehoit,  Bill  to  enable 
Parochial  Boards  to  borrow  money  for  the  pur- 
pose of  procuring  Seed  Potatoes,  Seed  Oata, 
and  other  Seed  for  Tenants  in  Scotland ;  and 
for  other  purposes  relating  thereto,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Br.  Cahbrow,  Mt.  Cocheak- 
Patrice,  Mr.  U'Laoan,  and  Mr.  Mackjhtosk. 

Bill pnuHttijuaAjnA.  the  first  time.  [Bill  108.] 

HooH  adjonmed  at  half  after 
One  o'cUwk. 


HOUSB    OF  LOBDS. 
TtUfOtty,  27M  Ihhruatyt  1888. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bill— JVr«*  Reading-^ 
Represeatatire  Peers  (Scotland)  Election  no- 
cedore  (6). 

EEPEESENTATIVE  PEERS  (SCOTLAIfD) 
ELECTION  PROCEDURE  BILL. 

BILL  FBE6ENTED.     PIBST  BBADIKO. 

The  Eakl  op  GALLOWAY,  in  rising, 
according  to  Notice,  to  present  a  Bill  to 
amend  the  procedure  at  the  elections  of 
Representative  Peers  for  Scotland,  said, 
that  the  noble  and  learned  Earl  on  the 
Woolsack  had  presented  a  measure  on 
the  same  subject  on  Monday  evening, 
and  as  he  (the  Earl  of  Oalloway)  had 
been  subjected  to  a  certain  amount  of 
hardship  in  consequence  of  that  proce- 
dure of  the  noble  and  learned  Earl,  he 
hoped  their  Lordships  would  allow  him, 
under  the  peculiar  circumstanoes  of  the 
case,  to  advert  to  what  had  taken  place 
in  connection  with  the  matter  in  hand. 
It  might  be  within  their  Lordships'  re* 
collection  that  about  a  year  ago  he  (the 
Earl  of  Galloway)  moved  for  and  ob* 
tained  the  re-appointment  of  a  Com- 
mittee to  consider  the  whole  question  of 
^ooednre  %X  the  eleottoo  of  ICepresen*; 
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tative  Peers  in  Scotland.    The  Com- 
mittee sat  sereral  times,  took  evidence, 
and  made  a  Beport.    He  introduced  a 
Bill,  founded  upon  that  Beport.  That 
Bill  was  read  a  second>time  early  in  July, 
and  as  he  happened  to  have  preseing 
duties  in  Scotland  the  Committee  was 
not  put  down  until  Augnst.    In  the 
meantime  a  g^eat  many  Amendments 
were  put  on  the  Paper,  including  the 
number  that  were  put  down  by  the  noble 
and  learned  Earl.    Under  the  circum- 
stances, he  (the  Earl  of  Galloway)  did 
not  think  it  expedient  to  press  the  Bill 
further ;  and,  therefore,  he  withdrew  it, 
and  gave  Notice  of  his  intention  to  re- 
introduce it  this  Session.   On  February 
19  this  year,  he  gave  Notice  of  his 
intention  to  re-introduce  the  Bill  on  that 
day — namely,  the  27th  instant.    On  the 
22nd  instant,  the  noble  and  learned 
£arl  on  the  Woolsack,  as  he  (the  Earl 
of  Galloway)  was  informed,  gave  Notice 
that  he  would  present  a  Bill  on  tiie  fol- 
lowing Monday — namely,  the  26th  in- 
stant j  biit  on  the  28rd,  and  every  day 
since,  it  appeared  by  the  Notice  Paper 
that  the  noble  and  learned  Earl  would 
present  the  Bill  on  that  (Tuesday)  even- , 
mg,  the  27th  instant.   In  those  circum- ; 
stances,  he  (the  Earl  of  Galloway) ; 
thought  he  was  safe  in  being  absent 
from  town  yesterday  ;  he  had,  however, 
been  greatly  aurprised  to  hear,  on  his  re- 
turn late  on  Monday  night,  that  the  noble 
and  learned  Earl  had  brought  the  Bill 
in,  while  he  was  absent  from  the  Houee, 
although  he  (the  Earl  of  GallowayJ 
thought  he  might  hare  postponed  it  to 
the  day  for  which  it  stood  on  the  Notice 
Paper.  He  had  thought  it  necessary  to 
make  this  explanation  in  order  to  justify 
the  introduction  of  his  own  Bill — after 
the  iutroduotion  of  the  noble  and  learned 
EarPsmeasure — which — thatwashisowu 
— he  considered  should  be  called  No.  1, 
and  not  No.  2  Bill.  There  seemed  to  him 
to  be  another  reason  for  persevering  with 
his  own  Bill.    As  far  as  he  could  gather 
from  his  speech,  the  Bill  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Earl  seemed  to  consist  of  two 
clanseH  only.    Now,  he  thought  that  if 
their  Lordships  were  going  to  legislate  on 
this  matter  at  all,  it  would  be  better  to 
go  more  fully  into  the  question,  and,  if 
possible,  prevent  aor  further  difficulties 
arising.  He  hoped  the  noble  and  learned 
Earl  would  excuse  him  if  he  said,  in 
further  reference  to  his  speech  -of  last 
night,  that  he  seemed  in  some  re^eota 


to  have  been  trusting  to  a  broken  reed 
for  his  information.  First  of  all,  with 
r^ard  to  the  request  made  by  their 
Lordships'  House  to  the  Court  of  Ses- 
sion in  1 739,  he  could  not  acknowledge 
that  what  the  noble  and  learned  Earl 
said  was  correct.  The  noble  and  learned 
Earl  said  that  when  a  request  that  the 
Holl  of  Scotch  Peers  must  be  settled  was 
made  on  the  part  of  the  House  of  Lords 
to  the  Court  of  Session,  the  Court  re- 
ported, "That  they  could  not  perform 
the  task."  But  what  the  Court  really 
did,  in  its  reply  in  1740,  was  to  assert 
"its  right, to  entertain  and  decide  all 

?uestious  relating  to  Scotch  Peerages." 
t  was  true,  however,  that  when  the 
House  of  Lords  requested  the  Court  to 
announce  the  limitation  of  every  Peer^^ 
connected  with  Scotland,  the  reply  was 
made  that,  as  the  work  must  assume 
such  gisantio  proportions  in  oonsequence 
of  the  difficulties  arising  from  the  pecu- 
liar laws  and  customs  of  Scotland,  in 
respect  of  Peerages,  the  task  was  of  too 
vast  a  nature  to  undertake.  It  was  a 
fact  well  known  in  Scotland  that  all 
rights  and  privileges  existing  at  the 
time  of  the  Act  of  Union  were  preserved 
by  the  Articles  of  Union,  and  that  no- 
thing had  been  done  to  annul  the  juris- 
diction of  the  Court  of  Session,  but,  in- 
deed, the  very  reverse.  He  might  further- 
say  that,  by  the  law  of  the  land,  the  law 
of  Scotland  oughtto  be  applied  to  all  cases 
arising  in  Scotland,  as  laid  down  in  the 
Articles  of  the  Union,  and  acknowledged 
by  the  most  learned  lawyers.  In  answer 
to  the  contention  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Earl,  that  by  bringing  in  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Court  of  Session 
they  would  be  referring  to  another  tri- 
bunal, other  'than  the  House  of  Lords, 
the  right  to  determine  who  should  have 
seats  in  their  Lordships*  HousSj  he 
(the  Earl  of  Galloway)  stated  that,  as 
a  matter  of  fact,  the  House  of  Lords 
never  had  had  any  authority  whatsoever 
to  interfere  with  the  voting  of  the  Peers 
of  Scotland  at  Holyrood.  Their  Lord- 
ships were  bound  to  accept  the  list  of 
Peers  sent  up  by  the  Lord  Clerk  Begister 
as  the  1 6  Bepresentative  Peers  of  Scot- 
land. Therefore,  there  could  be  no 
question  now,  in  his  (the  Earl  of 
Galloway's)  Bill,  of  taking  away  any 
existing  right  or  power  from  the  House 
of  Lords.  The  only  question  was  whether 
it  was  advisable  ttiat  the  House  of  Lords 
should  have  new  powers.   The  noble 
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and  learned  Earl  laid  etress  on  the  fact 
that  there  had  onlj  been  one  instance 
in  which  the  Court  of  Session  had  been 
referred  to  as  the  proper  Court  of  juris- 
diction since  the  Union,  and  it  was 
quite  evident  that  he  was  referring  to 
the  case  of  Lord  Lovat  in  1733.  In 
that  case  the  noble  and  learned  Earl 
stated  that  a  compromise  was  arrived  at, 
resulting  in  a  large  sum  of  money  being 
paid  to  prevent  the  order  of  the  Court  of 
Session  from  being,  brought  before  the 
House  of  Lords  bj  way  of  appeal.  He 
should  really  like  to  know  where  the 
noble  and  learned  Earl  made  that  dis- 
oovery.  He  (the  Earl  of  Galloway) 
oould  not  find  any  such  record.  That 
had  been  said  before,  but  it  had  never 
been  stated  on  authority,  and  he  did 
not  believe  there  vas  one  iota  of  proof 
in  support  of  the  statement;  and  the 
best  proof  that  his  contention  was  right 
was,  that  Lord  Lovat  was  tried  Tor 
high  treason  before  that  House  as  a 
right,  inasmuch  as  it  was  the  right  of 
every  Peer  to  be  tried  by  his  co-Peers, 
and  he  had  the  satisfaction  of  being  con- 
demned to  execution  by  their  Lordships' 
House.  The  only  ground  on  which  he 
oould  claim  to  be  so  tried  as  a  Peer  was 
that  the  Court  of  Session  had  found 
that  he  was  entitled  to  the  Peerage  he 
claimed.  Therefore  he  thought  the  noble 
andlearned  Earl  had  fallen  uto  an  unfor- 
tunate error  in  citing  a  case  that  had  no 
weight  whatever,  and  he  had  also  been 
simply  misled  by  idle  gossip  when  he 
said  that  the  case  in  question  was  settled 
for  a  large  sum  of  money.  The  noble 
waA.  learned  Earl  compared  the  Be- 
port  of  the  Committee  of  1874  with 
that  of  thQ  Committee  of  1882,  to  the 
disparagement  of  the  latter,  the  sole 
object  he  had  in  view,  apparently,  being 
to  extol  in  the  highest  degree  the  merits 
of  the  Keport  made  by  the  former,  while 
throwing  cold  water  upon  that  made  by 
the  latter.  But  the  Committee  of  1882 
contained  the  names  of  the  Earl  of 
Milltown,  the  noble  Earl  the  Chairman 
of  Committees  (the  Earl  of  Bedesdale), 
Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh,  Lord  Inchi- 
quin,  the  Marquess  of  Lothian,  the  Earl 
of  Belmore,  Lord  Braboume,  Viscount 
Monck,  the  Earl  of  Stair,  the  Earl  of 
Kintore,  Yiscount  Sherbrooke,  and  Lord 
Watson ;  and  such  names,  with  that  of 
Lord  Moncreiff  as  Chairman,  surely  en- 
titled the  recommendations  they  made 
to  some  weight  and  consideration.  The 

The  Earl  of  Galloway 


noble  and  leumed  Earl  preferred  the 
Beport  of  the  Committee  of  1874;  but 
there  were  Beports  of  Committees  in 
1822,  1847,  1851,  and  1869,  as  well  as 
1874,  and  all  those  Beports  were  before 
the  Committee  of  1882,  which  selected 
from  them  such  recommendations  as 
they  thought  most  suitable,  and  notably 
that  of  1874  as  regards  instituting  an 
Election  Boll,  and  only  tried  to  supple- 
ment them  by  provisions  to  be  enacted 
in  a  legislative  measure.  He  (the  Earl 
of  Galloway)  wished  now  specially  to 
emphasize  what  was  not  in  his  Bill.  In 
the  £rat  place,  tiiere  was  not  to  be 
found  in  it  any  proposition  to  subvert 
any  Article  in  the  Treaty  of  Union ; 
secondly,  there  would  be  no  attempt  to 
infringe  upon  the  Prerogative  of  the 
Crown ;  and,  thirdly^  there  would  be  no 
attempt  to  interfere  with  the  prescriptive 
authority  of  their  Ixordships'  House. 
As  regards  its  provisions,  m  the  first 
place  it  proposed  to  delegate  to  the  Lord 
Clerk  Begister  to  form  the  Election  Boll 
of  Peers  himself,  to  make  it  up  not  only 
of  those  on  the  Union  Boll,  but  also  of 
others  which  happened  not  to  be  on  it 
at  the  time  of  the  Union,  inconsequence 
of  being  dormant  or  under  attaint, 
but  which  had  been  since  restored,  all 
in  their  right  and  proper  precedence. 
The  Boll  List  should  contain  not  only 
the  titles,  but  the  Christian  names  and 
surnames  of  the  holders  of  Peerages. 
In  the  second  place,  the  Lord  Clerk 
Begister  was  enjoined  to  send  up  to 
their  Lordships'  House  a  Beport  on  the 
matter  of  titles  not  upon  the  Election 
Boll,  in  consequence  of  controversy. 
Then  there-  would  be  a  provision  for 
enabling  any  individual  Peer  aggrieved 
to  present  a  Petition  to  Her  Majesty,  as 
to  his  right  to  be  on  the  Election  Boll, 
or  as  to  proper  precedency.  That  might 
also  be  in  the  Bill  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Earl. 

The  LOBD  CHANOELLOB  said,  of 
course  it  was. 

The  Eabl  of  GALLOWAY  said, 
it  was  not  so  reported  in  the  London 
papers. 

The  LOBD  CHANCELLOB  said, 
that,  at  all  events,  it  was  in  his 
speech. 

The  Eabl  of  GALLOWAY,  con- 
tinuing, said,  there  was  a  further  provi- 
sion that  the  said  Petition,  on  being  re- 
ferred by  Her  Majesty  to  the  House  of 
Iiords,  was  to  be  remitted— and  it  ww 
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here  he  thouebt  the  noble  and  learned 
Earl  would  differ  from  him — in  case  of 
investigation  being  evidently  required, 
to  the  Court  of  Session  for  their  Keport 
— ^tbe  final  adjuitmefat  resting  with  the 
House  of  Lords.  In  the  third  plane,  the 
Election  Boll,  which  was  to  be  made  out 
annually,  was  to  be  conoluBiva  evidence 
of  tbe  ri^ht  to  Tote.  The  claims  of 
fiitnre  daimants  to  the  right  to  be  put 
on  t^ie  Meotion  Roll  were  to  be  referred 
to  tbe  Lord  Clerk  Begister  for  Beport 
to  the  House  of  Lords ;  and,  if  doubtful, 
were  to  be  referred  to  the  Court  of  Ses- 
sion for  their  Beport  to  the  House  of 
Lords.  That  would  save  time  if  Parlia- 
ment were  not  sitting.  There  was  a 
special  provision  that  the  Order  of  the 
House  of  Lords  should  be  equivalent  to 
entry  on  the  Election  Roll,  when  no 
opportunity  of  getting  that  Order  on  the 
Boll  had  been  obtained.  With  respect 
to  claims  to  be  put  on  the  Boll,  the  Bill 
provided  that  they  should  not  be  made 
vwd  voce  at  the  time  of  the  Election,  but 
should  be  sent  in  in  writing  to  the  Lord 
Clerk  Register,  for  transmission  to  the 
House  of  Lords.  He  might  say,  gene- 
rally, that  the  Bill  was  practically  the 
Bill  he  introduced  last  year,  with  the 
exception  that  it  was  made  undeniably 
dear  that  it  was  not  intended  that  the 
Court  of  Session  should  decide  oases 
themselves.  There  was  simply  a  refer- 
ence to  the  Court  of  Session,  and  a  pro- 
vision that  their  Beport  on  each  case 
should  always  be  received  by  their  Lord- 
ships before  finally  determining  the 
lights  of  the  case.  He  might  add,  in 
conolnsion,  that  the  Bill  had  been  drawn 
in  a  cftreful  manner  and  moderate  spirit, 
such  as  were  likely  to  insure,  he  hoped, 
the  subject  no  longer  i-emaining  what 
was  termed  a  vixata  cuoitio.  He  moved 
the  first  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Bill  to  regulate  procedure  at  the 
elections  of  Bepresentative  Peers  in 
Scotland ;  and  for  other  purposes — J*r«- 
mtUd  (The  Earl  of  Galloway.) 

Ths  Eabl  op  BELMOBE  said,  it 
seemed  to  him  that  both  the  Bills  now 
b^ore  the  House  treated  the  matter 
simply  as  being  one  connected  with 
certain'  differing  rules  of  procedure. 
What  they  all  desired  to  arrive  at  was 
that  the  names  of  the  right  persons 
should  be  inscribed  on  the  Boll.  He 
was  aware  that  some  of  the  noble  Lords 
connected  with  ScotUmd  had  what 


seemed  to  him  somewhat  exaggerated 
opinions  with  reference  to  procedure. 
As  a  Member  of  the  Committee  of  1882 
he  had  voted  for  the  proposal  of  Lord 
Moncreiff  in  the  Committee,  and  he 
thought  that,  consequently,  his  noble 
Friend  might  expect  him  now  to  sup- 
port his  Bill;  but  he  must  say  it 
seemed  to  him  that  the  Bill  of  the 
noble  and  learned  Earl  on.  the  Woolsack 
seemed  to  be  preferred  by  almost  all  the 
Peers  from  Scotland ;  and,  inasmuch  as 
a  Bill  by  the  GK>Temment  was  much 
more  likely  to  receive  the  assent  of  Par- 
liament than  one  brought  in  by  a  pri- 
vate Member  of  that  House,  he  sub- 
mitted whether  it  was  worth  the  noble 
Earl's  while  to  go  on  with  the  Bill? 
For  himself,  he  (the  Earl  of  Belmore) 
though  he  voted  in  the  Committee  of 
last  year  with  hia  noble  Friend  (the  Earl 
of  Galloway),  he  should  now,  under  all 
the  ciroumstances  of  the  case,  consider 
it  his  duty  to  support  the  Government 
Bill,  as  providing  au  expeditious  machi- 
nery by  which  &e  right  person  would 
be  admitted  to  vote. 

Thr  LOBD  chancellor  said,  he 
very  maoh  regretted  that  the  noble  Earl 
(the  Earl  of  Galloway)  should  have  been 
misled  by  the  unauthorized  form  in 
whidi  the  printed  Notices  appeared, 
and  that,  under  these  ciroumstances,  the 
noble  Earl  wals  unable  to  be  present 
yesterday.  The  0erk  of  the  Parliaments 
sent  a  message  to  the  noble  Earl,  which, 
it  was  hoped,  might  reach  him ;  and  when 
he  (the  Lord  Chancellor)  came  down  to 
the  House,  he  found  there  was  a  suffi- 
cient attendance  of  noble  Lords  inte- 
rested in  the  subject,  and  it  appeared  to 
him  that,  on  the  whole,  it  was  the  better 
course  to  proceed  according  to  the  No- 
tice. Now,  he  had  nothing  at  all  to 
complain  of  in  the  observations  of  the 
noble  Earl.  He  proposed  an  alternative 
plan,  which,  if  he  thought  useful,  he 
was  entitled  to  press  on  the  House ;  but 
he  was  surpriwd  he  should  have  thought 
that  all  he  (the  Lord  Chancellor)  said 
was  reported  in  the  newspapers.  Of 
course,  ne  did  his  best  to  explain  the 
details  of  the  Bill ;  but  it  was  not  snr- 
prising  that  the  skilful  and  able  gen- 
tlemen who  reported  the  proceedings 
should  have  thought  that  those  details 
might  be  left  to  be  gathered  from  the 
Bill ;  and  that  it  was  better  they  should 
report  what  might  generally  interest 
newspaper  readers  than  the  technical 
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parts  of  the  Bill,  whioh  vas  not  confined 
to  two  clauses,  as  the  noble  Earl  sup- 
posed. On  the  contrary,  it  consisted  of 
10  clauses,  and  it  aimed  at  accomplish- 
ing all  the  o^'ects  mentioned  by  the 
noble  Earl.  He  vonld  not  say  it  did  it 
better,  because  he  had  not  yet  seen  his 
noble  Friend's  Bill ;  but  in  some  respects 
the  draftsmanship  of  bis  (the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor's) Bill  might,  perhaps,  bearfavonr- 
able  comparison  with  theBill  of  last  year, 
introduced  by  his  noble  Friend.  The 
only  material  difference  between  theBill 
now  presented  and  that  which  was  in- 
troduced la&t  night  appeared  to  be  as 
to  the  mode  in  which  claims  for  succes- 
sion were  to  be  presented,  and  disputed 
questions  of  title  were  to  be  adjudicated 
upon.  He  was  surprised  that  the  noble 
Earl  should  have  persuaded  himself  that 
the  proposal  that  every  Petition  pre- 
sented to  the  Queen  was  to  be  remitted 
by  that  House  to  tlie  Court  of  Session 
for  Beport,  was  the  same  as  his  (the 
Lord  Chancellor's)  own  proposal  of  last 
year.  That  proposition  was  that,  on 
a  Petition  being  presented,  it  should  be 
lawfnl  fat  the  Committee  of  FnTilegea, 
if  they  shonld  think  fit,  to  state  a  case 
as  to  the  question  of  the  law  of  Scot- 
land for  the  opinion  of  the  Court  of 
Session  ;  and  also,  if  they  should  think 
fit,  to  refer  it  to  the  Court  of  Session  to 
receive  and  report  evidence.  To  that 
proposition  he  adhered  in  theBill  which 
he  yesterday  presented.  The  noble  Earl's 
proposal  was  that  they  should  be  bound 
ta  send  everything  to  Scotland. " 

Thb  Eael  of  galloway  :  No,  my 
liOrds ;  I  said,  where  there  is  a  necessity 
for  investigation. 

The  lord  OHANCELLOR  said,  that 
if  the  words  "  if  they  think  it  neces- 
sary "  were  there,  then  he  did  not  see 
that  thero  was  any  very  great  difference 
between  his  Bill  and  that  of  the  noble 
Earl. 

Tee  Eabl  op  GALLOWAY  said,  the 
words  '*  if  they  think  necessary  "  were 

in  his  Bill. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  it 
had  appeared  to  him,  in  dealing  with 
that  part  of  the  question  which  re- 
lated to  succession  after  death,  more 
consistent  to  adopt  the  method  which 
was  in  use  as  to  the  succession  to  Peer- 
ages of  Ireland.  He  would  not  follow 
the  noble  Earl  through  all  the  excep- 
tions taken  by  him  to  his  n>eech  of 
yesterday ;  but  the  noble  Eu-l  had  him- 


self  made  one  or  two  rather  extraordi- 
nary statements  which  seemed  to  oall 
for  notice.  For  example,  the  nobl« 
Earl  had  said  that  the  House  had,  at 
present,  no  power  as  to  the  votes  taken 
at  Holyrood.  Surely,  he  had  foi^tten 
that  the  Act  of  1847  expressly  antho- 
rized  that  House,  in  the  case  of  thosa 
old  dormant  Feer^es,  which  had  not 
been  voted  upon  for  many  years,  to  re- 
store them  to  the  Roll  for  the  purpose 
of  voting.  It  also  gave  that  House  cer- 
tain powers  in  the  case  of  a  contested 
Election  of  Representative  Peers,  and 
entitled  it  to  order  that  in  case  of  pro- 
tests, which  were  not  properly  followed 
up  by  claims  in  that  House,  the  titles 
of  Peerages  should  not  be  called  at  elec- 
tions. And  in  1851  there  was  another 
provision — that  where  any  Peerage  had 
not  been  voted  upon  for  50  years,  the 
Lord  Olerk  Register  was  to  report  the 
fact  to  that  House,  and  the  House  might 
order  that  those  Peerages  should  not  be 
called.  The  truth  was,  as  he  (the  Lord 
Chancellor)  had  said,  that  since  the 
Union  the  House  had  a  cUrect  interest 
in  the  matter  of  a  kind  that  ooald  not 
have  existed  when  there  were  no  Repre- 
sentative Peers.  The  Representative 
Peers  sat  and  voted  in  that  House,  and, 
if  not  duly  elected,  as  might  happen, 
if  all  persons  who  chose  to  tender 
votes  at  Holyrood  could,  without  in- 
quiry, elect  Representative  Peers, .  the 
House  might  nave  Members  thrust 
upon  it  who  were  not  entitled  to  sit 
and  vote  in  it.  They  would  have  got 
in  irregularly  and  unconstitutionaUy, 
and  contrary  to  the  intention  of  the 
Act  of  Union.  His  noble  Friend  had 
thought  it  worth  while  to  refer  to  what 
he  (the  Lord  Chancellor)  had  said  about 
Lord  Lovat's  case ;  but  the  mistake  was 
on  the  part  of  the  noble  Earl.  It  was 
true  the  Court  of  Session,  after  the 
Union,  performed  this  one  act  of  juxis- 
diction — if  such  it  could  be  called — as  to 
a  Peer.  Three  years  before  the  Union 
the  Court  of  Session  had  declared  an 
heir  female  entitled  to  that  Peerage  in 
the  absence  of  the  heir  male;  and  in 
1730  Lord  Lovat  came  forward  to  ask 
the  Court  of  Session  to  "reduce"  its 
former  Order,  and  the  Court  of  Session 
did  so.  The  want  of  confidence  which 
the  Court  of  Session  had  in  its  own 
jurisdiction  over  such  a  case  was  appa- 
rent from  the  Beport  of  1740,  in  which 
the  Court  of  Session,  after  stating  tho 
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ciraumstanoea  of  that  oase,  said — "  But 
whether  that  judgment  is  of  euffioieiit 
aathority  they  humbly  submit  to  your 
Lordships ; "  plainly  showing  that  they 
were  doubtful  as  to  their  authority  in 
that  ease  even  in  the  peculiar  circum- 
stances. The  statement  that  there  had 
been  a  compromise  and  a  sum  of  money 
paid  was  made  on  the  authority  of  wit- 
nesses examined  before  the  Committee 
of  18lt2.  His  noble  Friend  appeared  to 
suppose  that  the  decree  of  the  Court  of 
Session  in  1780  had  been  recognized  by 
that  House  when  Lord  Lovat  was  tried 
for  hia  part  in  Uie  Bebellion  of  1745. 
To  him  it  was  surprising  that  his  noble 
Friend  seemed  not  to  be  aware  that 
Lord  Lovat  was  not  tried  by  that  House 
upon  an  ordinary  oriminal  indictment, 
but  was  tried  upon  a  Parliamentary 
impeacihment  by  the  House  of  Oom- 
mons,  just  as  warren  Hastings  was, 
who  was  no  Peer ;  and  no  question 
of  an^  title  to»  or  privil^e  of.  Peer- 
age cud,  or  could,  under  those  oircum* 
stances,  arise.  There  was  no  trace  of 
it  in  the  Report,  which  the  noble  Earl 
would  find  in  the  State  Trials ;  it  was 
wholly  immaterial  for  the  purposes  of 
the  impeachment  whether  he  was  a 
Peer  or  not.  It  was  the  clearest  thing 
in  the  world  that  since  the  Union  the 
real  and  substantial  operatire  jurisdic- 
tion had  been  exercised  by  the  House  of 
Lords  alone.  He  wished  to  add  that  he 
had  not,  aa  his  noble  Friend  seemed  to 
imagine,  said  anything  in  disparage- 
ment of  the  Committee  of  1862,  for 
whom  he  had  all  posuble  reapeot;  it 
was  no  disparagement  to  them  to  prefer 
the  unanimous  recommendation  of  the 
Oommittee  of  1874. 

Bill  read  i";  and  to  be  printed,  (No.  6.) 

House  s4j<"i™^    half  pnrt  Fir* 
o'olook,  to  Thursday  next,  a 
qnarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE   OF  COMMONS, 
I\u$dajf,  21th  Februarff,  1888. 


MIUTJTES.]  —  New  Mbm bkr  Swotik— John 
Morlw,  eaqoire,  for  the  City  of  Newcastle 
upon  Tjne- 

BiLicT  ComiiTTEis— Standing  Orders,  nomt- 
mtei;  Committ«a  of  Selection,  tiomitiatei. 


PttiTATB  Bills  (iy  0rder)-^8eeend  RewHng'— 
Alloa,  Bnnfermliiie,  and  Kirkcaldy  Railway, 
Mate  a4foumtd ;  Baiiy  Dock  and  Kail  way, 
dthatt  adjmmed  ;  Exeter,  Teign  Valley,  and 
Chagford  Bailway,  iebatt  a^'oumed ;  Hall 
and  Lincoln  Railway,  Matt  adjourned; 
Oxford,  Aylesbory,  and  Metropolitan  Junction 
Railway,  debate  adjoumtd ;  Seafield  Sock 
and  Railway,  debate  adjourned;  WindBor, 
Ascot,  and  Alderahot  Railway,  debate  ad' 
joumed. 

PcBLtc  Bills — Second  Reading — Oyster  and 
Masael  Fisheries  Orders  Conflraiatuui  *  [87] ; 
Patents  for  luTentious  (No.  2)  [89] ;  Patents 
for  InTentiona  (No.  3)  •  [99]. 

PRIVATE  BUSmS88. 

ALU>A,  DTTNFERHLIKE,  AND  KIRK- 
CALDT  RAILTTAT  BILL  (4y  (Mtr). 

SEOOBD  SBASIHO. 

Order  ton  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (ifr.  Doddt.) 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  said,  be  rose  to 
oppose  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill, 
and  to  move  as  an  Amendment,  that 
it  be  read  a  seocmd  time  on  that  day 
six  months.  By  the  Bill  it  was  pro- 
posed to  increase  the  rates  and  charges 
to  be  made  in  future  in  regard  to  certain 
commodities  which  were  neeessary  in 
the  successful  conduct  of  agriculture. 
The  rates  and  charges  in  question  were 
to  be  imposed  upon  artificial  manures. 
All  Bailway  Bills  dealt  with  this  ques- 
tion ;  but,  as  a  rule,  it  was  provided  that 
all  manures  should  be  carried  at  a 
certain  rate.  In  this  Bill  the  word 
"  common  "  was  inserted  before  the 
word  "  manures,"  and  the  effect  was 
that  exceptional  charges  were  imposed 
in  the  case  of  artificial  manures  com- 
pared with  what  had  hitherto  been  the 
practice.  Unless  he  could  secure  an 
alteration  in  this  respect  he  should  cer- 
tainly feel  bound  to  oppose  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill.  He  hoped,  how- 
ever, that  the  promoters  of  tiie  BtU 
would  not  persevere  and  insist  on 
making  this  fdteration  in  these  charges. 
They  must  be  perfectly  well  aware  that 
the  agriculturists  felt  strongly  upon  the 
subject,  and  that  the  rates  and  charges 
imposed  upon  ^^cultural  commodities 
was  already  a  matter  of  serious  com- 
plaint, and  inflicted  great  hardship  upon 
those  who  were  engaged  in  agricultural 
operations.   He  bulged  to  more  that 
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the  BiU  be  read  a  second  time  on  that 
day  BIX  months. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  upon  tiiis 
day  six  monliis." — (Kr.  Chaplin.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word 
'now  *  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

8iE  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  said,  that 
he  was  one  of  -the  backers  of  the  Bill, 
and  he  supported  it  not  in  the  interests 
of  the  promoters,  but  on  behalf  of  the 
public.  He  was  quite  as  desirous  as 
any  other  hon.  Member  could  be  that 
the  public  should  make  the  best  terms 
they  could  with  the  Bailway  Oompanies  \ 
but,  at  the  same  time,  he  wished  to 
point  out  that  this  was  not  the  extension 
of  the  powers  of  an  existing  railway. 
It  was  a  Bill  to  authorize  the  construc- 
tion of  a  new  railway;  and  it  seemed 
to  him  that  the  ag^cultural  interest  of 
the  county  of  Fife  would  benefit  very 
largely  by  the  passing  of  a  Bill  of  this 
kind,  which  brought  a  new  railway 
into  the  district  in  competition  with 
another  railway  which  now  enjoyed  a 
monopoly  of  the  carrying  trade.  "With- 
out saying  whether  the  charges  pro- 
posed to  be  imposed  on  chemical  manures 
were  right  or  wrong,  he  thought  that 
the  question  raised  hy  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lincoln  (Mr.  Ghaplin)  was  one 
that  could  be  readily  dealt  with  by  a 
Committee  upstairs.  The  House  was 
aware  that  a  Oommittee  sat  last  year  to 
otmsider  the  question  of  Bailway  Kates. 
One  of  the  recommendations  of  that 
Committee  was  that  the  authorities  in 
future  should  draw  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  any  Bill  which  proposed  an 
increase  of  rates.  That  recommendation, 
however,  had  not  yet  been  adopted,  and 
until  action  was  taken  by  the  House 
upon  the  Beport  of  the  Select  Commit- 
tee, he  thought  they  mast  continuie  to 
trust  to  the  Committees  upstairs  to  which 
these  Bills  were  referred.  He  under- 
stood that  the  words  objected  to  in  re- 
gard to  the  rates  and  charges  were  not,  as 
a  matter  of  fact,  a  part  of  the  BiU ;  but 
it  was  proposed  to  insert  them  in  Com- 
mittee. Therefore,  he  thought  the  Oom- 
mittee would  be  the  real  and  proper 
tribunal  for  deaUng  with  the  matter. 
He  understood  tiiat  some  time  ago  the 
Great  Nordi  of  Scotland  Bailway  Com- 
pany applied  for  powers  similar  to  those 
asked  »>r  in  this  instaooe ;  and,  although 

Jfr.  Chaplin 


it  was  an  existing  railway,  the  question 

was  referred  to  a  Committee  upstairs 
and  decided  there.  He  hoped  that  hon. 
Members,  however  reasonably  and  justly 
they  might  object  to  the  proposed  rates, 
would  reserve  their  objections  until  the 
BiU  was  sent  to  a  Committee,  and  that 
they  would  do  all  they  could  to  facilitate 
the  passing  of  a  BiU  which,  by  autho- 
rizing the  construction  of  an  entirely  new 
railway,  would  afford  new  means  of 
transit  to  the  public,  and  enable  a  compe- 
tition to  be  uudertaken  with  another 
Company  which  now  enjoyed  a  monopoly 
of  the  carrying  brade.  Under  all  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case,  he  hoped  the 
House  would  pass  the  second  reading  ot 
the  BiU, 

Mb.  GBEGOBY  said,  that  he  had 
had  the  honour  of  serving  upon  the 
Select  Committee  upon  Bailway  Bates 
last  year,  and  this  was  one  of  the  ques* 
tions  which  came  before  that  Committee. 
It  was  a  very  important  question,  and 
one  which  seriously  affected  the  agri- 
cultural interests  of  the  country.  As  it 
involved  a  principle  which  might  become 
of  very  general  application,  he  thought 
the  safest  course  would  be  to  stop  the 
BiU  in  limine.  It  was  contended  on 
behalf  of  the  BaUway  Companies  that 
there  was  a  distinction  between  artificial 
and  common  manures,  and  that  the  ratM 
of  carriage  in  the  former  case  ought  to 
be  increased.  He  certainly  failed  to  see 
upon  what  ground  su^  a  usUnotion  was 
drawn.  It  was  said  that  one  class  of 
manures  waa  of  a  more  valnable  descrip- 
tion than  the  other,  and  that  it  ought, 
therefore,  to  payheavier  rates;  but  he  did 
not  understand  that  the  cost  of  carriage 
was  in  any  way  increased  to  the  Bailway 
Company.  At  aU  events,  the  Select  Com- 
mittee had  made  no  recommendation  in 
that  respect.  On  the  contrary,  their  re- 
commendation only  went  to  this  extent 
— that  where  a  Bailway  Company  came 
to  Parliament  for  new  powers,  parties 
objecting  to  the  tolls  proposed  to  be 
charged  should  have  a  right  to  be  heard 
before  the  Oommittee,  and  that  no  saoh 
BiU  should  be  entertained  without  a 
statement  firom  the  Board  of  Trade  or 
some  pubUo  authority,  in  the  interests  of 
the  public,  that  the  rates  proposed  to  be 
levied  were  reasonable.  He  could  not 
help  thinking  that  the  House  was  some- 
what unfairly  dealt  with  on  the  present 
occasion  in  not  having  received  any 
assistance  from  the  Board  of  Trade  or 
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any  of  the  public  authorities.  It  was 
quite  true  that  they  received  a  general 
Report  from  the  Board  of  Trade  in  re- 
ference to  Bailway  and  Canal  Bills  ;  but 
it  was  little  more  than  a  catalogue  of  the 
Bills  which  had  been  introduced.  It  was 
urged  that  this  was  a  new  Railway,  and 
therefore  that  the  promoters  had  a  right 
to  make  these  propositions  in  reference 
to  tolls ;  but  it  had  been  settled  over  and 
over  again,  and  was  a  perfectly  well 
established  practice,  that  all  such  pro- 
posals by  Railway  Companies  should  be 
reviewed.  'E.e  believed  that  hitherto  it 
had  been  usual  in  Railway  Bills  to  in- 
sert all  manures  in  one  class ;  but  what 
was  flonght  by  this  Bill  was  to  t^e 
artificial  manures  out  of  this  classifica- 
tion and  place  them  in  another  class  by 
themselves.  It  established,  in  fact,  a  new 
principle,  and  he  hoped  the  objection 
which  had  been  taken  to  it  would  receive 
the  careful  consideration  of  the  House. 
It  was  said  that  the  objection  ought  to 
be  taken  when  the  Bill  went  before  a 
Oommittee  upstairs.  It  was  all  very  well 
to  say  that  it  was  a  matter  for  the  Com- 
mittee, but  see  how  it  would  affect  the 
parties  interested.  They  would  be  called 
upon  to  fee  counsel  at  a  very  heavy  ex- 
pense in  order  to  bring  their  case  before 
the  Committee.  It  was  a  case  of  general 
principle  and  general  application,  and  if 
the  pnnciple  were  now  adopted  it  would 
eventually  find  its  way  into  other  Rail- 
way Bills,  and  it  would  be  most  difficult 
for  the  House  to  deal  with  it. 

Seb  JOSEPH  PEASE  thought 
there  was  a  great  deal  of  truth  in  what 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  East 
Sussex  (Mr.  Gregory)  had  stated  ;  but, 
BO  far  as  he  understood  the  question,  the 
case  of  this  Bill  was  one  upon  which  the 
House  could  not  possibly  decide,  because 
the  House  was  not  the  proper  tribunal  to 
settle  a  Schedule  of  Tolls  in  a  Bailway 
Bill.  He  did  not  say  that  the  tolls  pro- 
posed to  be  charged  were  fair  or  un»ir ; 
but  with  regard  to  manures  it  was  very 
well  known  that  there  was  unquestion- 
ably a  wonddrful  di£ferenoe  between  mere 
Bweniines  of  the  streets  of  a  town,  which 
tiie  tocaf  autliozities  were  only  too  glad 
to  get  out  of  the  way  under  any  terms, 
and  ohemical  and  artificial  manures, 
wUch  were  worth  £6,  £7,  £8,  or  even 
£15  a-ton.  Chemical  manures  required 
a  considerable  amount  of  care ;  they 
had  to  be  conveyed  in  covered  vans,  and 
to  be  carefuUy  protected  from  the  weather. 


There  was  so  much  difference  between 
the  one  class  of  manure  and  the  other 
that  in  regard  to  the  carriage  it  was  only 
fair  to  the  Bailway  Companies  that  they 
should  charge  a  higher  rate  to  the  pub- 
lic. If  the  House  once  took  upon  itself 
to  settle  the  Schedule  of  Tolls  in  every 
Bailway  Bill  it  would  find  itself  involved 
in  very  great  difficulties.  It  was  all  very 
well  to  say  that  it  was  a  hard  case  upon 
people  who  desired  to  see  that  Uie  tolls 
in  the  Schedule  of  a  Railway  Bill  were 
right  and  iiEiir  to  compel  them  to  appear 
before  a  Select  Committee ;  but  it  was 
only  what  the  public  had  had  to  do  ^m 
the  very  commencement  of  ndlway  legis- 
lation. So  ifar  as  he  undovtood  the 
matter,  Uiere  was  nothing  very  special  or 
very  peculiar  about  these  tolfa.  The 
Bill  proposed  to  charge  a  higher  rate  for 
the  carriage  of  artificial  manures  than 
for  common  manures ;  but  that  was  not  a 
matter  with  which  the  House  should  be 
called  upon  to  deal.  It  was  a  question 
essentially  for  the  consideration  and  de- 
cision of  a  Committee  upstairs.  The  great 
question  would  arise  of  what  the  services 
rendered  by  the  Railway  Company  were. 
In  the  case  of  one  class  of  manures  it 
might  only  be  necessary  to  remove  them 
by  direction  of  the  local  authorities  for 
a  few  miles  out  of  town  at  a  low  rate 
of  carriage.  The  Bailway  Company 
would  render  hardly  any  service  what- 
ever beyond  the  carriu^.  In  the  other 
case,  that  of  artifiraal  manures,  they 
would  be  required  to  warehouse  them,  to 
ooavsy  them  under  cover,  and  to  ware- 
house them  again  at  the  other  end.  He 
hoped  the  House  would  allow  the  Bill 
to  go  to  a  Committee  upstairs  in  the 
usual  course. 

Me  SCLATER-BOOTH  remarked, 
that  the  Schedule  of  Tolls  which  the 
Bill  proposed  to  impose  involved  im- 
portant considerations  of  public  policy ; 
and,  unfortunately,  experience  showed 
that  Select  Committees  could  not  be 
trusted  to  safeguard  the  interests  of 
the  public  in  this  respect.  This  was  a 
public  question,  and  not  a  local  question 
at  all ;  and,  unless  it  was  brought  before 
the  Committee  in  some  authoritative 
shape,  there  was  no  security  that  ti^t 
Committee  would  enter  upon  the  subject 
at  all.  What  was  it  that  tiiey  had  found 
out  in  the  Select  Committee  on  Railway 
Rates  and  Fares  ?  They  found  out  that 
clauses  in  Railway  Bills  against  the  in- 
terests of  the  public  had  crept  in  from 
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time  to  time,  because  the  subject  had  not 
been  brought  specially  forward  by  some- 
ooe  interested.  As  be  had  said,  he  did 
not  think  it  was  a  Local  question  at  all. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (3ii 
George  Campbell)  said  it  was  in  the  in- 
terest of  the  county  to  have  a  second 
railway,  and  for  the  people  of  the  dis- 
trict affected  to  say  whether  the  tolls 
were  properly  charged  or  not.  But  that 
was  not  the  question  at  all.  The  ques- 
tion was  whether  the  matter  was  to  be 
allowed  to  be  passed  over  without  a 
word  being  saia  about  it.  If  it  was, 
it  might  be  that  a  precedent  would 
be  established  which  would  be  followed 
by  other  Railway  Companies  who  would 
quote  the  precedent  set  up  in  the  present 
case,  and  Uie  result  would  be  that  arti- 
ficial manures  would  be  placed  in  a  clas- 
sification higher  than  other  manures, 
and  higher  thaa  the  tolls  already  sanc- 
tioned by  other  Acts  of  Parliament. 
Brentually  the  sufferers  from  the  pre- 
cedent BO  established  would  be  the 
public.  Public  attention  having  been 
called  to  the  question,  be  thought  it  was 
necessary  that  the  House  should  have, 
either  from  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  or 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade,  an  as- 
surance that  the  matter  would  not  be 

Sermitted  to  pass  through  the  Select 
bmmittee  without  being  thoroughly 
sifted,  and  without  the  attention  of  the 
Committee  being  specially  drawn  to  it 
by  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 
Whether  or  not  this  was  in  accordance 
with  the  usual  practice  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  he  did  not  know.  The  general 
assent  required  from  the  Board  of  Trade 
to  Bailway  Bills  was,  he  was  afraid, 
merely  something  of  a  perfunctory  pro- 
cess. What  was  wanted,  was  something 
more.  Last  year  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  found  himself  unable  to 
deal  with  the  whole  subject  of  the  Ee- 
port  of  the  Select  Committee  on  Railway 
Bates  and  Fares ;  and  it  was  highly  de- 
sirable, pending  legislation  upon  that 
question,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
uiould  give  an  assurance  that  he  would 
take  on  himself  the  duty  of  having 
brought  under  the  notice  of  the  Com- 
mittees appointed  to  investigate  Bail- 
way  Bills  every  provision  by  which  an 
increase  of  rates  was  proposed. 

Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN:  There  are 
two  questions  which  have  been  raised  in 
tiie  discussion  upon  this  Bill.   Oae  is 

a/r.  Sclater-Itooth 


the  local  question  which  concerns  the 
particular  Bill  under  discussion.  That 
is  really  a  simple  matter,  although  it 
may  involve  an  important  principle,  aud 
in  reference  to  it  I  think  I  shall  be  able 
to  make  a  proposal  which  will  be  satis- 
factory to  the  House.  But  there  is  also  the 
general  {question  which  has  been  raised 
By  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
the  Member  for  North  Hampshire 
(Mr.  Sclater-Booth)  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Sussex  (Mr.  Gregory)  as  to 
the  action  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  or  of 
some  other  Government  Department,  in 
reference  to  the  provisions  of  any  Bail- 
way  Bill  which  proposes  a  change  in  the 
olassificatioti  or  amount  of  rates.  Let 
me  say,  in  the  first  place,  that  it  was  the 
custom  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  until  the 
last  few  years,  to  make  a  Report  on  every 
Railway  Bill  brought  before  the  House. 
These  Reports  were  sent  to  the  Com- 
mittees upstairs ;  but  they  were  treated 
by  such  Committees  merely  as  a  matter 
OS  form,  and  thus  the  practice  came  to 
be  of  not  the  slightest  value.  A  neat 
deal  of  unnecessary  trouble  and  labour 
was  caused  to  the  Department,  and  last 
year  they  were  finally  abandoned.  If  it 
is  considered  desirable  that  the  Board  of 
Trade  should  make  a  Beport  upon  these 
aud  similar  Bills,  I  think  it  is  necessary 
that  the  House  should  go  further  and 
give  some  sort  of  Instruction  to  the 
Committee  that  the  Beport  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  should  be  taken  into  considera- 
tion.   Even  if  the  House  is  prepared  to 

fo  as  far  as  that,  the  subject  will  be  a 
ifficult  and  complicated  one  to  deal 
with.  In  the  first  place,  it  must  be 
understood  that  any  Report  of  the  kind 
applies  to  all  rates,  and  not  simply  to 
the  case  of  rates  upon  agricultural  pro- 
duce or  manures.  It  will  apply  whraaver 
a RailwayCompany proposes  to  increase 
its  rates.  Whenever  an  old  RailwayCom- 
pany makes  such  a  proposal,  it  is  per- 
fectly easy  for  the  Board  of  Trade  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  Committee  to  it ;  but 
a  difficulty  arises  in  the  case  of  a  new 
railway  wliich  proposes  new  rates.  In 
such  a  case  there  are  two  questiona 
which  the  Board  of  Trade  would  have  to 
determine,  first,  whether  the  rates  are 
an  increase  of  the  ordinary  and  exist- 
ing  charge,  and  I  will  take  by  way  of 
illustration  this  question  of  manures.  It 
is  a  fact  that  the  rates  now  in  force  on 
different  railways  vary,  and  it  would  be 
a  very  dilHcult  thing  to  say  wheUier  the 
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particular  ratee  and  olassification  adopted 
in  a  new  Bill  could  properly  be  called  an 
increase  or  not,  because  there  were  pre- 
cedents for  exactly  similar  rates  and 
claseification  in  existing  Bills.  On  the 
other  hand,  there  are  precedents  for 
lower  rates  and  a  different  classification. 
And  that  is  not  all.  The  Board  of  Trade 
has  to  take  into  account  the  particular 
cironmstances  of  the  new  railway.  For 
instance,  a  new  line  of  railway  may  be 
made  at  a  cost  double  that  of  an  exist- 
ing line,  and  it  would  be  perfectly  fair 
for  the  promoters  to  demand  a  hia;ber 
rate  than  in  the  case  of  a  railway  vnich 
can  be  more  cheaply  and  economically 
constructed.  I  find,  therefore,  that  the 
qnestion  inTolves  a  large  amount  of 
detail  and  consideration,  and  I  am  not 
certain  that  any  tribunal  can  be  found 
to  deal  with  it  so  good  or  so  competent 
as  a  Select  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  with  power  to  call  evidence 
and  sift  the  matter  thoroughly.  The 
only  improvement  which  I  think  can  be 
made  upon  the  existing  practice  is  in 
the  natnre  of  a  suggestion  which  has 
been  thrown  out  already,  that  there 
should  be  on  all  occasions  some  sort  of 
Report  from  the  Board  of  Trade.  That 
we  should  be  willing  to  undertake  if  the 
House  would  accompany  the  request 
with  some  kind  of  Instruction  to  the 
Board  to  report  with  regard  to  the 
Bills  now  before  the  House.  There  are  a 
number  of  precedents  for  such  a  coarse. 
As  regards  the  question  immediately 
before  the  House,  there  are  1 1  Bills  in 
which  this  altered  classification  and  these 
increased  rates  have  been  adopted.  I 
do  not  sAy  whether  that  precedent  ought 
to  be  followed  in  the  present  case;  out 
it  is  clearly  a  matter  that  ought  to  be 
discussed  upstairs.  In  order  to  meet  the 
objection  that  the  Select  Committee  may 
overlook  the  alteration  in  the  classifica- 
tion, or  the  increase  of  tiie  ordinary 
rates  proposed  by  the  classification,  I 
shall  be  quite  willing  to  undertake,  in 
this  particular  case  at  all  events,  that  a 
special  Beport  shall  be  made  by  the 
Board  of  Trade,  calling  attention  to  the 
fact  that  an  alteration  of  the  rates  has 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  confessed  that 
he  was  disappointed  at  the  speech  which 
had  just  been  delivered  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade.  The  attention  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  had  been  specially  called 

TOL.  OCLXXYI.  [TniBD  8EIIIH0.] 


to  this  question  by  the  Beport  of  the 
Select  Committee  on  Bail  way  Bates ;  and 
he  had  hoped  that  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  rose  he  was  about  to  lay 
before  the  House  some  distinct  policy 
upon  the  matter,  and  to  tell  them  how 
the  question  was  to  be  dealt  with.  But 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had,  after  all, 
only  suggested  to  them  that  the  way  in 
which  the  difficulty  might  be  met  was  by 
laying  before  the  Select  Committee  on 
these  Bills  Beports  from  the  Board  of 
Trade,  to  which  Beports  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  told  them^  with  great  truth, 
Select  Committees  in  former  years  had 
paid  no  attention  whatever.  That  might 
be  a  satisfactory  course  in  the  view  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman ;  but  it  was 
not  at  all  satisfactory  to  the  House,  and 
especially  to  those  who  represented  the 
agricultural  interest.  Their  reason  was 
this — they  felt  that  Select  Committees 
could  not  be  altogether  trusted  in  the 
matter.  The  question  of  rates  upon 
manures  might  be  one  of  no  particular 
interest  to  any  of  the  parties  who  went 
before  the  Committee,  and  the  questions 
which  the  agricultural  interest  desired 
to  raise  might  not  be  brought  promi- 
nently  under  the  notice  of  the  Com- 
mittee, who  would  consec^uently  pay  no  . 
attention  to  the  complaint.  But  the 
question  was  one  in  which  the  general 
public  was  interested,  and  in  which  the 
agricultural  public  was  specially  in- 
terested ;  and,  so  fkr  as  he  could  test 
the  feelings  of  Members  who  repre- 
sented county  constituencies,  it  was  their 
determination  not  only  to  oppose  this 
Bill,  but  every  Bill  of  a  similar  charac- 
ter which  attempted  to  increase  the  rates 
upon  manures.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man told  them  that  certain  precedents 
had  already  been  established.  He  was  , 
very  sorry  that  was  so,  and  that  such  a 
precedent  should  have  been  allowed  to 
havebeen  created.  The  real  truth  was  that 
it  was  extremely  difficult  for  a  private 
Member  to  observe  the  clauses  of  all 
the  Private  Bills  tiukt  came  before  the 
House,  and  some  of  them  invariably  es- 
caped notice.  He  was  not  disposed  to 
deny  that  there  might  be  in  this  Bill 
some  provisions  which  would  benefit  the 
general  public,  and  would  not  hurt  the 
agricultural  interest  in  any  way.  It  was 
not  their  desire  to  prevent  those  portions 
from  becoming  law ;  therefore,  he  would 
suggest  to  Uie  House  that  as  this  ques- 
tion had  now  been  raised  in  a  manner 
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which  would  call  the  attention  of  the 
public  to  the  important  iseuea  iuTolTed, 
they  should  now  adjourn  the  debate 
Until  a  future  day,  and  take  it  up  at  a 
time  when  it  could  be  thoroughly  dis- 
cussed and  understood.  He  begged  to 
move  the  adioumment  of  the  debate. 

Mb.  TOMLiNSON  M»oonded  the  Mo- 
tion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— (iTr.  E.  Stanhop».) 

SZB  BAIiDWTN  LEIGHTON  asked 
the  right  hm.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  if  it  was  hie  in- 
tention to  secure  that  all  the  Eailway 
Bills  should  be  referred  to  the  Board  of 
Trade,  or  only  those  which  iuTolvedthis 
particularquestionof  anincrenseof  rates? 
— because  he  (Sir  Baldwyn  Leighton) 
wished  to  point  out  to  the  House  that 
although  there  were  only  a  certain  num- 
ber of  Bills  which  raised  this  particular 
question,  there  were  before  the  House 
this  Session  Bills  which  involved,  the 
principle,  he  believed  of  some  480  miles 
of  new  railways.  He  believed  that  many 
of  them  were  on  all-fours  with  the  Bill 
■they  were  now  discussing,  and  would 
come  under  this  special  proposal.  There- 
fore, he  wanted  to  know,  if  the  proposal 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  adopted, 
whether  it  would  only  apply  to  this  Bill, 
or  whether  he  intended  it  to  apply  to 
all  Bills  coming  under  a  similar  descrip- 
tion? He  (Sir  Baldwyn  Leighton^  hoped 
the  House  would  agree  with  the  pro- 
posal of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lin- 
coln (Mr.  Chaplin),  unless  they  got  some 
assurance  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
that  he  would  take  charge  of  these  Bills 
in  order  that  the  question  of  rates  should 
receive  proper  coneideration.  " 

Mh.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  In  answer  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Shropshire 

iSir  Baldwyn  Leighton),  I  may  say  that 
intended  to  make  it  quite  clear  that 
what  I  propose  is  this — that  the  Report 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  which  I  have 
suggested,  should  apply  to  all  Bills  fall- 
ing within  this  category,  which  have 
been  introduced  in  ^e  present  Session, 
and  whioh  projposd  an  uteration  in  the 
ordinal^  classification  of  the  rates  affect- 
ing agricultural  manures.  I  pointed  out 
that  the  principle  of  such  a  Report 
would  apply  to  all  rates  whatsoever ; 
bat  I  am  not  prepared  at  this  moment 

Jtfr.  £.  Sianhopt 


to  propose  to  the  House  that  the  Board 
of  Trade  should  be  called  upon  to  re- 
port upon  all  Railway  Bills.  My  only 
object  was  to  get  over  the  present  diffi- 
culty, and  to  insure  that  this  particular 
matter  was  specially  inquired  into.  The 
Board  of  Trade  will  be  quite  prepared 
to  make  a  Report  upon  any  changes 
which  have  been  made  in  the  classifi- 
cation of  agricultural  manures. 

Viscount  FOLKESTONE  said,  that 
his  name  appeared  upon  the  Paper  as 
opposing  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill, 
and  he  wished  to  apologize  to  the  House 
for  not  having  been  in  his  place  when 
the  Bill  was  called  on.  Unfortunately, 
when  he  was  coming  down  to  the  House 
there  was  an  accident  to  his  carriage, 
which  prevented  him  from'reaching  the 
House  in  time.  With  regard  to  the 
general  question,  he  did  not  gather  from 
the  remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of-  the  Board  of 
Trade  

Mr.  speaker  :  The  noble  Viscount 
must  confine  himself  to  the  Question  of 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

ViBOODNT  FOLKESTONE  said,  he 
only  desired  to  make  one  observation. 
He  did  not  gather  from  what  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade  stated  that 
his  answer  to  the  question  addressed  to 
him  would  be  satisfactory  to  those  who 
opposed  the  second  reading  of  the  BiU. 
He  therefore  trusted  that  the  House, 
would  consent  to  the  proposition  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mia  Lincoln  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope),  and  agree  to  the  adjonm- 
ment  of  the  debate. 

Mr.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  expressed  a 
hope  that  the  House  would  agree  to  the 
suggestion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site (Mr. E.  Stanhope).  Thiswasanim- 
portant  question,  and  it  was  desirable 
that  it  should  receive  some  consideration 
in  the  country,  and  by  those  who  were 
interested. 

Viscount  FOLKESTONE  rose  to  Or^ 
der.  He  wished  to  know  whether  tiia 
hon.  Member  was  confining  himself  to 
the  Motion  before  the  House  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER :  The  hon.  Member 
must  confine  himself  to  the  Question  of 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Mr.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  said,  that  he 
was  suggesting  that  the  proposal  which 
hod  been  made  for  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate  was  a  very  proper  one,  for 
the  purpose  of  giving  the  promoters  of 
the  Bill  an  opportunity  of  stating  whe- 
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iher  they  were  prepared  to  adhere  to 
the  proposition  contained  in  the  Bill  now 
before  tiie  House.  Ho  thought  that  the 
debate  ought  to  be  adjourned,  not  only 
in  regard  to  this  Bill,  but  also  in  r^ard 
to  the  other  Bills  which  rused  the  same 
question.  It  would  bo  most  inoonTenient 
to  adjourn  upon  one  and  not  upon  the 
other ;  and  it  was  quite  possible,  if  they 
were  to  refer  any  of  these  Bills  to  a 
Select  Oommittee,  without  the  Keport 
which  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  had  promised  to  make,  that  the 
whole  of  the  leading  features  of  the 
objectionable  olauses  might  not  be  dealt 
with. 

M».  SCLA.TER  -  BOOTH  said,  he 
hoped  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  would 
agree  to  a  short  adjournment,  in  order 
t£at  the  Board  of  Trade  might  consider 
vhether,  pro  hde  vie*,  they  would  send  a 
representative  from  that  Department  to 
consult  with  the  Committee. 

Mb.  OHAMBEItLAIN :  Perhaps  I 
may  be  allowed  to  point  ovt  what  I 
undentand  to  be  the  state  of  the  case. 
What  we  are  asked  to  do  is  really  to 
take  care  that  we  do  not  pass  these  Bills 
wilJurat  attention  being  called  to  any 
changes  proposed  to  be  effected  in  the 
classification  of  the  rates.  What  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
North  Hampshire  fMr.  Sclater-Booth) 
suggests  is,  that  I  should  do  much  more 
in  the  matter,  and  express  the  opinion 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether  the 
change  is  desirable  or  not,  and  have  our 
opinion  represented  before  the  Select 
Committee  either  by  counsel  or  other- 
wise. 

Mb.  80LATEK- BOOTH:  Evidence 
might  be  given  by  someone  deputed  to 
reprwent  the  Department. 

Ms.  OHAMBEBLAIN :  I  presumed 
that  to  be  what  the  right  hon.  Oentbs- 
man  meant — namely,  that  a  represen- 
tative of  the  Board  t>f  Trade  shoold 
attend  the  Oommittee  and  give  evidence. 
Of  course,  that  is  the  only  position  in 
which  be  could  appear  before  the  Com- 
mittee at  all.  Now,  I  do  not  think  I 
should  bo  quite  prepared  to  take  that 
course.  My  desire  is  that  the  Oom- 
mittee should  have  the  matter  brought 
under  their  notice  ;  but  I  do  not  desire 
that  tlie  Board  of  Trade  should  express 
an  opinion,  and  advocate  thi^  opuion 
before  the  Seloct  Conunittee. 

Mb.  TOMLINSON  desired  to  say  one 
word  before  the  matter  was  disposed  of. 


He  wished  to  suggest  a  reason  why  it 
was  desirable  they  should  adjourn  the 
debate,  and  that  was  in  order  to  give 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Fresioent 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  an  opportunity 
of  oonsidering  farther  whether,  in  pur- 
suance of  the  fourth  recommendation  of 
the  Bailway  Bates  Committee,  some 
provision  might  not  be  made  afford- 
ing Chambers  of  Commerce  and  others 
interested  on  behalf  of  the  general 
public  a  locus  standi  to  appear  before  the 
Select  Committee. 

Sjb  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  remarked 
that,  in  the  interest  of  the  promoters  of 
the  Bill  and  of  the  public,  he  saw  no 
objection  to  the  adjournment  of  the  de- 
bate, if  it  were  understood  that  it  would 
be  only  a  short  adjournment  for  not 
more  than  one  week. 

Motion  agreei  to. 

Sib  JOSEPH  PEASE  asked  to  what 
day  it  was  proposed  to  adjourn  the  de- 
bate? 

Sib  GEOBGE  CAMPBELL:  To  this 
day  week. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Tueiday  6th 
Maroh. 


BABRY  DOCK  AlTD  KAILWATS  BILL 

{by  Order). 

SECOni)  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (Ifr.  J)oddt.) 

Viscount  FOLKESTONE  said,  he  had 
placed  upon  the  Paper  a  Notice  for  the 
rejection  of  the  Bill.  The  opposition  to 
Uie  Bill  was  precisely  the  some  as  that 
against  the  previous  Bill,  and  it  was 
convenient  that  this  Bill  should  be  post- 
poned in  the  same  way  as  the  other  one. 
No  arguments  could  be  adduced  in 
favour  of  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill  other  than  those  which  had  been 
adduced  in  the  case  of  the  Alloa, 
Dunfermline,  and  Eirkcaldy  Railway 
Bill.  He  did  not  know  who  was  in 
charge  of  the  Bill ;  but  he  should  like  to 
have  an  assurance  that  the  Bill,  and 
Bjome  of  the  others  which  followed,  would 
be  postponed. 

Mb.  LYON  PLATPAIR  said,  there 
were  several  Bills  which  came  under  the 
same  category — the  Exeter,  leign  Yal* 
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ley,  and  Ohagford  Hailway  Bill,  the 
Hull  and  Linooln  Railway  Bill,  the  Ox- 
ford, Aylesbury,  and  Metropolitan  Junc- 
tion Bailway  Bill,  the  Seafleld  Dock  and 
Railway  BiU,  and  the  Windsor,  Ascot, 
and  Aldershot  Railway  Bill.  All  of 
them  contained  the  same  differential 
clauses  in  regard  to  manures,  and  there- 
fore they  ought  all  of  them  to  be  post- 
poned. 

VieoousT  FOLKESTONE  said,  that 
if  he  was  in  Order,  he  would  move  that 
the  consideration  of  the  Barry  Dock  and 
Railways  Bill  be  postponed  until  the 
same  day  as  the  Alloa,  Dunfermline, 
and  Kirkcaldy  Railway  BiU.  He  wished 
to  add  that  he  should  oppose  these  Bills 
to  the  utmost  extent  in  his  power,  unless 
the  objectionable  provision  were  taken 
from  uiem  before  they  appeared  in  the 
House  on  the  next  oooaslon.  He  had 
reoeived  a  letter  from  somebody  that 
morning,  whose  signature,  however,  he 
could  not  read,  informiog  him  that  he 
was  going  to  consult  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Means  upon  this 
Bill  before  the  House  met.  He  gathered 
from  that  that  there  was  some  hope  of 
effecting  a  satisfactory  compromise  upon 
the  question.  But  even  if  that  satis- 
factory compromise  had  not  been  arrived 
at,  he  hoped  that  in  the  course  of  next 
week  the  promoters  of  the  BiU  would 
see  their  way  to  the  elimination  of  these 
objectionable  clauses  which  he  had  taken 
the  liberty  to  oppose. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed* 
"That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned.'' 
— ( ViteoutU  F»lk$tton§,) 

Motion  tufr^ti  to. 

Debate  tdjnwmtd  till  ZStntUy  6th 
Maroh. 

EXETER,  TEIGN  VALLEY,  AND  CHAG- 
PORD  RAILWAY  BILL  {iy  Ordtr). 
SEOOHD  RXADINO, 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  BUI  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (Jfr.  Doddt.) 

Mb.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  said,  that,  for 
the  same  reasons  as  thosewhich  had  been 
stated  in  regard  to  the  two  previous 
BiUs,  he  would  move  that  the  debate 
upon  the  present  BiU  be  also  adjourned. 

Hr.  Lyon  Flaj/ftmr 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed. 
"  That  the  Debate  bo  now  adjourned." 

—{Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay.) 

Mr.  hicks  asked  if  this  was  the 
Exeter  BiU  ? 

Mb.  J.  W.  BARCLAY :  Yes. 

Me.  hicks  said,  there  was  a  Notice 
for  the  rejection  of  the  Bill  standing  in 
his  name  on  the  Paper,  and  he  should 
like  to  occupy  the  attention  of  the 
House  for  a  few  moments  while  he  ex- 
plained the  reasons  which  had  induoed 
him  to  support  the  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment. 

Ma.  SPEAKER :  I  must  point  out  to 
the  hon.  Member  that  tbe  Question 
before  tho  Hoase  is  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate.  That  Motion  having 
been  made,  the  hon.  Member  must 
conSne  his  obserrattoiu  to  that  Qnes- 
tion. 

Mb.  hicks  said,  that  he  would  con- 
fine  himself  to  it.  He  thought  it  must 
commend  itself  to  the  House  that  the 
whole  of  these  Bills  ought  to  be  treated 
in  the  same  way.  He  ventured,  how- 
ever, to  indorse  the  hope  which  had 
been  expressed  by  the  noble  Yisoount 
the  Member  for  South  WilU  (Viscount 
Eolkestone)  that  when  they  met  again  to 
consider  these  BUls,  after  the  adjourn- 
ment, the  promoters  would  be  ready  to 
come  forward  with  an  assnranos  that 
these  most  objectionable  clauses  had 
been  struck  out. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjoumtd  tiU  Tutsday  6th 
Maroh. 

HULL  AND  LINCOLN  RAILWAY 
BILL  ihjfOrdtr). 
SECOND  BBAPIK9. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mb.  NORWOOD,  in  moving  that  the 
BiU  be  now  read  a  second  time,  imA, 
that,  so  far  as  he  could  learn,  the  only 
objection  which  had  been  raised  against 
this  very  important  BiU — which  oompre- 
bended  the  construction  of  a  bndge 
across  the  Humber,  and  a  means  of 
communication  between  Hull  and  North 
Lincoln — had  referenoe  to  two  items 
in  the  Schedule,  by  which  it  was  pro- 
posed to  impose  certain  differential  rates 
upon  the  carriage  of  common  and  arti- 
ficial manures,  which  were  said  to  be  of 
an  exceptional  nature.  Now,  he  vw- 
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imxad  to  aay  that  ft  Teny  pro|>er  distinc- 
iiaa  wu  drawn  in  charging  a  higher 
rate  for  the  conTerance  of  artificial 
mannre,  such  as  the  best  Peruvian 
Ghiano,  which  was  worth  £16  a  ton, 
and  which  required  to  be  conveyed  in 
covered  carriages  and  warehoused,  in- 
stead of  being  exposed  to  the  atmoephere, 
than  for  common  manures,  which  were  of 
very  little  value  indeed,  .and  the  con- 
veyance of  which  required  no  extra  care 
whatever.  Artificialmanureswerehighly 
ehai^;ed  with  ammonia,  and  unless  great 
care  was  exercised  in  their  conveyance 
their  value  became  considerably  dete- 
riorated. It  was  not  customary  to  oppose 
a  Frirate  Bill  introduced  in  the  interests 
of  the  public  at  this  sti^,  and  such  a 
Qourae  was  particularly  inoonvenient 
now,  seeing  niat  the  Session  was  aU 
readj  macn  advanced,  and  it  was  ne- 
cessary to  get  these  Frirate  Bills  before 
Select  Committees  at  once.  The  course 
now  taken  by  an  isolated  interest  of 
adjourning  the  second  reading  of  Bills 
of  this  nature  was  a  monstrous  thing, 
and  not  only  inconvenient  to  the  pro- 
moters, but  to  the  House  itself.  He 
should  certainly  divide  the  House  against 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate,  because 
he  had  no  wish  to  be  dictated  to  by 
eminent  agriculturists  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House.  He  begKod  to  move 
that  the  Bill  be  now  reaa  a  second 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  ft  second 
time."— (J/r.  Ntrwood.) 

TiscouKT  FOLKESTONE  said,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down 
objected  to  be  dictated  to  by  an  isolated 
interest,  whom  he  accused  of  opposing 
the  Bill.  Now,  the  agriculturists  of  the 
country  

Ma.  NORWOOD  said,  he  had  alluded 
to  the  manure  merchants. 

Vmooukt  FOLKESTONE  said,  he 
had  understood  the  hon.  Gentleman  to 
refer  to  the  f^ricultural  interest.  The 
hon.  Member  seemed  to  think  it  was  a 
monstrous  thing  that  certain  persons 
should  oppose  the  Bill,  because  they 
objected  to  differenttal  rates  being 
<dui^(ed  upon  artificial  manures.  It 
might  be  a  monstrous  thing,  but  he 
widied  to  explain  to  the  House  that  it 
was  a  matter  which  had  already  been 
detennined  by  the  House  itself.  In  the 
year  ISttl  the  Great  ^ortb  of  Scotland 
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Sailway  Company  brought  forward  a 
Bill  by  which  they  endeaTOursd  to  put 

a  higher  rate  upon  artificial  manures 
than  common  manures.  The  question 
was  brought  nnder  the  notice  of  the 
House,  and  the  House  decided  that  the 
Company  should  not  be  allowed  to  chai^ 
these  rates.  If,  then,  it  was  a  monstrous 
thing,  the  House  had  already  decided  to 
do  it;  and  if  it  was  right  in  1881,  he 
maintained  that  it  was  also  right  in  1 883, 
and  more  especially  in  1883  than  in 
1881,  because  the  atp-ioultural  interest 
had  suffered  since  that  time  two  years 
more  of  agricultural  depression,  and  was 
therefore  less  able  to  afford  to  pay  these 
extra  rates.  If  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hull  (Mr.  Norwood)  persisted  in  going 
on  with  the  Bill,  he  should  oppose  the 
second  reading. 

Mb.  J.  HOWARD  sud,  the  qnestton 
was  rather  more  important  than  it  ap- 
peared to  be  on  the  face  of  it,  because  if 
these  powers  were  granted  to  new  Bail- 
way  Companies  to  raise  the  rates  upon 
manures,  the  existing  Railway  Compa- 
nies would  have  good  reason  for  seeking 
to  raise  their  rates  also.  Upon  that 
ground  he  should  most  strenuously 
oppose  the  Bill.  Further,  he  thought 
that  the  Board  of  Trade  ought  not  to 
have  allowed  Bills  to  slip  through  Far- 
Hament  last  Session  containing  these 
objectionable  clauses.  The  Board  of 
Trade  existed  for  the  public  interests, 
and  not  in  the  interest  of  Railway  Com- 
panies. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
he  thought  the  House  would  agree  that 
it  would  be  a  monstrous  thing  if  this 
Bill  were  allowed  to  be  read  a  second 
time,  when  other  Bills  containing  similar 
provisions  had  been  postponed.  He, 
therefore,  hoped  that  bis  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Hull  (Mr.  Norwood) 
would  not  press  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill,  but  would  consent  that  it  should 
be  deferred,  with  the  others,  for  future 
consideration.  Without  making  further 
remarks,  he  would  move  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  a^oumed." 
-'{Sir  Walttr  B.  Baritthi.) 

Motion  ogretd  to. 

Debate  udjourwi  till  Tuetim  6th 
March. 
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OXTOBD,  AYLBSBtTBT,  AND  METBO- 
POMTAN  JUNCTION  BATLWAT 
BILL  (*y  Order). 
8KC0KD  BEAPIKO. 

Order  for  Second  BeadiDg  read. 

Uotion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  nov  read  a  second 
time."— (*r.  Doddt.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— (Ifr./.  B^Torh.) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Debate  adJoum«d  till  I^dap  6th 
Mardi. 

SBAFIELD  DOCK  AND  RAILWAT  BILL 
{by  Order). 
BXOOITD  BXADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (Ifr.  Mde.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjoumed." 
— ( Fiieount  Folhttone.) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourntd  till  Tuwday  6th 
March. 

WTNDSOB,  ASCOT,  AND  ALDEBSHOT 
EAILWAT  BILL  (fty  Ord$r). 
BXOOHD  REABina. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 

time."— (J/r.  Doddit.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
~(  Vittouni  FolkettoM.) 
Motion  agrted  to. 

Debate  adjoumod  till  Tuuday  6th 
March. 

MOTIONS. 


PARLIAMENT- STANDING  ORDEHS. 
Sib  JOHN  B.  MOWBBAT  mored 
that  the  following  Members  constitute  the 
Select  Committee  on  Standing  Orders : 
—Sir  JoBv  MoWBRAT,  Sir  Edw^lbs 
OcnuBBBooKB,  Mr.  Oubitt,  Mr.  Futxb, 
Mr.  Momc,  Mr.  Mulhoixaitd,  Mr.  Dshib 
O'Cokob,  Mr.  PuTFAiB,  Lord  A&thtjb 


BiTSBEix,  Mr.  Whitbbiead,  and  Mr. 

TOEKB. 

Motion  ^eed  to. 

PARLIAMENT— COMSnTTBE  OP 
SELECTION. 

Standing  Order  No.  98  read,  as  fol- 
lowoth : — 

"There  shall  be  a  Committoe,  to  be  design- 
Dated  *  The  Connnittoe  of  Selection,'  to  consist 
of  the  Chairman  of  the  Select  Committee  on 
Standing  Orders,  vho  shall  be  ex  nffieie  Chair> 
man  thweof,  and  Five  other  Members,  who 
ah«U  be  nominated  at  the  commenoement  of 
every  Session,  of  which  Committee  Three  shall 
be  a  quomm." 

Sib  JOHN  B.  MOWBBAY  said,  that, 
in  rising  to  more  the  appointment  of  the 
Committee  of  Selection,  he  wished  to 
explain  why  he  brought  forward  the 
Motion  in  its  present  form.  On  the  first 
day  of  the  Sesaion,  in  conformity  with 
established  usage,  he  had  placed  a 
Notice  on  the  Paper  for  the  nomination 
of  the  Committee  of  Selection.  The 
proposal  then  made  was  that  the  Com- 
mittee, as  in  former  years,  should  consist 
of  five  Members ;  but,  knowing  at  the 
time  that  the  attention  of  the  House 
was  about  to  be  called  to  the  question, 
instead  of  giTiog  the  usual  Notice  he 
gave  fire  days'  Notice.  It  was  then  re- 
presented to  him  by  several  hon.  Oen- 
tlemen  on  both  sidee  of  the  House  that 
it  was  desirable  a  little  further  delay 
should  take  place,  and  he  had  acquiesced 
in  that  desire.  He  now  came  forward 
to  move  the  appointment  of  the  Com- 
mittee, and  in  deference  to  the  opinions 
entertained  in  many  quarters  of  the 
House  he  proposed  to  increase  the  num- 
ber from  five  to  seven.  There  conld  be 
no  doubt  that  new  and  important  duties 
would  be  imposed  upon  the  Committee 
by  the  Besolution  passed  by  the  House 
upon  the  let  of  December ;  and  it  was 
considered  desirable,  having  regard  to 
these  new  duties,  that  there  should  be 
an  addition  to  the  strength  of  the  Com- 
mittee. At  the  same  time  he  was  sure 
that  the  Committee,  whether  it  was  large 
or  small,  would  be  prepared  loyally  to 
discharge  whatever  duties  the  House 
might  impose  upon  them.  There  could 
be  no  question  that  the  duties  of  the 
Committee  of  Selection  would  not  be 
lightened  by  the  decision  arrired  at  by 
the  House  in  December  last;  but,  as 
additional  duUes  had  been  thrown  on 
them,  the  Committee  would  be  quite 
prepared  to  discharge  them.   The  onl^ 
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qneetion.  now  for  the  consideration  of 
the  House  was,  what  was  to  be  the' 
number  of  Members  to  constitute  the 
Committee  of  Selection.  There  ap- 
peared to  him  to  be,  on  the  part  of 
Beveral  Members  on  both  sides  of  the 
House,  a  desire  to  enlarge  the  number. 
Speaking  for  himself,  and  from  the  ex- 
perience he  had  had  in  connection  with 
the  Committee  of  Selection  for  the  last 
10  jears,  a  small  Committee  would  work 
together  better  than  a  large  one.  But 
he  had  no  objection  to  a  moderate  addi- 
tion. His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn)  had  propoaed 
the  addition  of  three  Members,  but  he 
thought  that  an  addition  of  two  would  be 
quite  sufficient.  He,  therefore,  proposed 
to  increase  the  Committee  of  Selection 
from  five  Members  to  seven.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  Bylands) 
proposed  10,  but  he  thought  that  number 
would  be  too  large  for  the  discharge  of 
the  duties  which  the  Committee  would 
'  have  to  perform.  It  was  undesirable 
to  enlarge  the  number  to  any  consider- 
able extent.  In  the  debate  in  Decem- 
ber last  it  was  urged  that  the  Com- 
mittee consisted  of  Gentlemen  who  were 
too  exclusively  devoted  to  the  Front 
Benches.  Personally,  he  was  not  con- 
scious of  any  such- devotion,  and  he  bad 
certainly  never  seen  anything  in  the 
nature  of  partizanship  exhibited  in  the 
proceedings  of  the  Committee.  On  the 
contrary,  the  Committee  had  invariably 
devoted  themselves  to  the  simple  dis- 
charge of  their  duties.  He  might  say 
that  he  had  come  to  an  understanding 
in  regard  to  the  Amendment  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Swansea  (Mr. 
Dillwyn),  end  he  had  placed  the  present 
Motion  on  the  Paper.  ■  If  his  proposal 
were  agreed  to,  the  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion would  virtually  consist  of  eight 
Members,  because  the  Cburman  of  the 
Standing  Order  Committee  was  always  a 
Member  also  of  the  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion. What  he  proposed  now  was  to 
add  the  names  of  the  junior  Member  for 
Bradford  (Mr.  BUngworth)  andthehon. 
Member  for  Portsmouth  (Sir  H.  Drum- 
mondWoJff),whowereOentlemen  of  inde- 
pendent character,  and  could  not  be  said 
to  be  animated  by  partizan  views.  He 
hoped  that  the  experiment  of  appointing 
Standing  Committees,  which  weis  sanc- 
tioned by  the  House  last  year,  would 
work  satisfactorily;  and  one  important 
dut^  which  would  fall  to  the  lot  of  the 


Committee  of  Selection  was  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Chairmen  who  would  have 
to  preside  over  the  Standing  Com- 
mittees. He  b^ged  now  to  move  to 
amend  the  Standing  Order  hy  leavinff 
out  "  fire"  and  inserting  "  seven."  Jl 
that  were  adopted,  he  shoidd  then  move 
the  names  of  the  seven  Qentlemen  whom 
he  proposed  to  nominate  upon  the^Oom- 
mittee. 

Me.  DILLWYN  ssid,  he  rose' for  the 
purpose  of  seconding  the  proposition  of 
his  right  hon.  Friend.  This  was,  to 
some  extent,  a  continuation  Committee. 
He  admitted  that  the  Committee  had 
very  important  duties  to  perform,  and 
that  they  would  be  much  heavier  under 
the  New  Rules.  It  was,  therefore,  more 
desirable  now  than  ever  that  the  House 
should  adhere  to  its  old  practice  of  ap- 
pointing, as  far]  as  possible,  those  who 
bad  acquired  a  special  knowledge  of  the 
work  to  be  performed.  Under  the  New 
Eules  the  duties  would  be  very  much 
enlarged,  and  the  powers  of  the  Com- 
mittee would  be  very  much  altered  and 
extended.  Under  the  old  state  of  things 
it  was  only  necessary  to  appoint  the 
Committee  of  Selection  with  special  re- 
ference to  the  Private  Business  of  the 
House;  but  they  would  now  be  called 
upon  to  select  a  very  large  Committee, 
which  would  have  very  important  func- 
tions to  perform.  He  believed  there  was 
a  general  feeling  that  the  Committee 
should,  therefore,  be  increased  in  num- 
ber, and  the  proposal  now  made  was 
intended  to  satisfy  the  feeling  of  the 
House.  So  far  as  he  was  aware,  there 
had  never  been  any  dissatisfection  on 
the  part  of  the  House  as  to  the  manner 
in  which  the  old  Committee  had  done  its 
work.  For  his  own  part,  be  thought 
the  results  which  hod  been  brought 
about  showed  that  they  had  done  their 
work  very  well.  He  had  certainly  never 
heard  any  complunt  of  the  Oommittoea 
which  had  been  appointed  for  investi- 
gating Private  Bills.  The  duties  im- 
posed upon  the  Committee  of  Selection 
were  now  very  largely  increased,  but  he 
had  no  doubt  the  Committee  would  still 
continue  to  give  the  utmost  satisfac- 
tion. The  Order  as  to  Grand  Committees 
was  temporary  only.  Perhaps,  if  it  had 
been  other  than  an  experiment,  and  if 
the  Grand  Committees  were  to  be  ap- 
pointed permanently  by  a  Standing  Order 
of  the  House,  it  might  have  been  desir- 
able to  take  a  different  course.  He  did  not 
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tiiink  the  Honie  wonld  have  been  satis- 
fied to  grant  theseTery  large  new  powers, 
if  thej  were  intended  to  be  permanent, 
without  some  further  addition  to  the 
nuDiber  of  the  existing  (Jommittee.  As, 
however,  the  experiment  was  only  tem- 
porary and  for  one  year,  he  thought  his 
right  hon.  Friend  ^e  Member  for  the 
University  of  Oxford  (Sir  John  E.  Mow- 
bray) had  done  well  to  confine  the  addi- 
tion to  two.  If  his  right  hon.  Friend  had 
proposed  to  increase  the  number  largely 
it  would  have  taken  up  much  of  the  time 
of  the  House  to  settle  and  arrange  not 
only  the  numbers,  but  the  duties.  That 
inconvenience  would,  he  thought,  be 
avoided  by  the  ^n  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend.  He  was  satisfied  that  the  namee 
which  had  been  added  would  be  accepted 
by  the  majority  of  the  House ;  and,  there- 
fore, the  delay  would  be  avoided  which 
Tonld  have  been  involved  if  a  larger 
addition  had  been  prdposed.  His  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Burnley  QAx. 
Bylands)  proposed  to  increase  the  num- 
ber to  1 1 .  As  a  rule,  a  large  Committee 
was  not  a  desirable  Committee  for  the 
performance  of  such  very  delicate  work 
as  this  Committee  would  have  to  per- 
form. He  certainly  preferred  the  num- 
ber which  had  been  suggested  by  his 
right  hon.  Friend.  It  was  quite  a  suffi- 
cient number  for  trying  the  experiment ; 
and  if  at  the  end  of  the  year  it  was  found 
that  the  experiment  was  successful,  and 
it  was  resolved  to  continue  the  Standing 
Committees,  the  House  would  have  some 
experience  before  it  of  the  manner  in 
which  the  Committee  of  Selection  had 
done  their  work.  He  thought  the  num- 
ber proposed  by  his  right  hon.  Frimd 
was  a  better  number  than  that  which 
they  now  had ;  and  he  had,  therefore, 
great  pleasure  in  seconding  the  pro- 
position. 

Amendment  proposed  thereunto,  to 
leave  out  the  word  "  Five,"  in  order  to 
insert  the  word  "Seven," — (Sir  John 
JlMrimy,)— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word 
'Five'  stand  part  of  the  said  Standing 
Order." 

Ma.  BAIKES  said,  he  must  conflMS 
that  he  had  heard  with  some  disappoint- 
ment the  statement  which  had  been  made 
by  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  the  University  of  Oxford  (Sir  John  B. 
Uowbray),  because  he  had  rather  hoped 
that  the  House  would  have  received  from 

Mr.  DiUwyn 


him  a  little  information  aa  to  his  viewa 

in  regard  to  the  functions  to  be  dis- 
charged by  the  Committee  of  Sdection 
under  the  new  Order  passed  last  year. 
It  was  recognized  that  some  change  in 
their  functions  was  contemplated,  be- 
cause it  was  proposed  to  enlarge  their 
number,  and  that  in  view  of  extended 
duties.  What  he  thought  the  House 
would  like  to  know  was,  whether  the 
Committee  of  Selection  intended  to  con- 
fine themselves  strictly  and  entirely  to 
the  mere  duty  of  selecting  the  names  of 
the  Members  to  serve  upon  the  Standing 
Committees,  and  the  cognate  duty  (U 
selecting  a  Chairman's  panel  to  act  as 
Chairmen  of  such  Committees,  or  whe- 
ther thej  intended  to  take  any  steps, 
such  as  he  gathered  from  the  answer  of 
the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  at 
Hartington)  the  other  day,  the  Govern- 
ment were  rather  disposed  to  throw  upon 
the  Committee  of  S^eotion.  Were  they 
to  have  from  the  Committee  of  Selection 
or  from  the  Chairman's  panel  any  sug- 
gestion as  to  the  regulations  which  were 
to  prevail  in  these  Standing  Committeee? 
He  should  be  told,  he  supposed,  as  he 
had  been  told  already,  that  the  House 
had  decided  that  the  procedure  of  these 
Standing  Committees  was  to  be  the 
same  as  that  of  the  Select  Committees 
of  the  House.  Perhaps  he  might  be 
forgiven  if  ho  reminded  the  House 
that  there  were,  at  least,  three  difiEe- 
rent  sorts  of  Select  Committees  known 
to  the  House,  and  that  the  procedure  in 
each  of  those  different  Committees  varied 
more  or  less  from  that  adopted  in  other 
Committees.  They  had  Select  Commit- 
tees on  Private  Bills;  and  those  Com- 
mittees had  a  practice  of  tiieir  own, 
which  was  lai^eiy  concerned  in  the  exa- 
mination of  witnesses  by  counsd.  Then 
they  had  Select  Committees  to  whom 
Public  Bills  were  sometimes  referred ; 
and  they  had  Select  Committees  to  whom 
particular  questions  were  sometimes  re- 
ferred. In  all  of  these  Committees,  as 
far  as  his  experience  went — and  he  had 
served  on  more  than  one  of  such  Com- 
mittees— the  practice  was  simply  adopted 
to  suit  the  convenience  of  the  Chairman 
of  the  day.  He  remembered  serving 
once  on  a  Select  Committee  where  an 
important  question  arose  as  to  a  clause 
in  the  Bill  referred  to  the  Committee. 
It  was  a  question  upon  which  he  and 
another  Membw  entertained  opinions 
adverse  to  those  <^  the  Chairman.  Th^ 
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reached  the  clause  upon  which  there  was 
a  difFerence  of  opinion  at  one  Sitting, 
and  then  adjourned  the  Oommittee;  but 
when  the  Committee  re-assembled  he 
was  told  that  there  had  been  an  informal 
nthering  of  the  other  Membera  of  the 
Committee  behind  the  Chair,  and  that 
they  had  gone  throagh  24  dauses  of  the 
Bill.  Now,  he  did  not  suppose  that 
tiiat  would  be  practicable  in  a  Standing 
Committee;  but  it  indicated  the  loose 
view  which  a  Chairman  of  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, who  happened  to  be  a  leading 
Uember  of  tlie  Govemment  of  the  day, 
had  been  known  to  take  as  to  the  mode  of 
procedure.  He  was  anxious  to  know,  and 
he  faoped  his  right  hon.  Friend  would  be 
able  to  explain,  whether  the  Committee 
ot  Selection  could  by  themselves,  or 
jointly  with  the  Chairman's  panel,  create 
or  formalate  any  Bules  with  regard  to 
Standing  Committees  and  submit  them 
to  the  House.  No  doubt,  there  were 
some  points  of  no  great  importance  which 
might  occur  in  r^ard  to  Standing  Oom- 
mittoea  which  might  be  settled  by  the 
Standing  Committees  themBelvea  after 
they  had  gained  experience.  He  be- 
liored,  howerer,  that  there  was  more 
than  one  important  point  that  had  not 
yet  been  determined  ;  he  might,  per- 
haps, suggest  one — whether  any  Mem- 
ber of  the  House  would  be  eligible 
to  serve  on  both  of  the  Standing  Com- 
mittees, or  whether  the  fact  that  a  Mem- 
ber was  appointed  to  serre  on  one  was 
to  exclude  him  from  serring  on  the 
other.  He  did  not  think  it  would  be 
fair  to  call  upon  the  Committee  of  Se- 
lection to  determine  an  important  point 
like  that  by  themselves  in  their  room  up- 
atairs ;  and  it  was  desirable  that  they, 
or  Her  Mi^esty's  Government,  should 
submit  some  scheme  for  the  regulation 
oi  the  procedure  of  these  Oommittees 
to  the  judgment  of  the  Hoose.  It  was 
qoitd  possible  tiiat  there  were  many 
Members  in  the  House  who  might  he 
well  qualified  to  serre  on  Committees 
relating  to  matters  of  commerce,  and 
also  relating  to  the  amendment  of  the 
law ;  and  such  Members  might  be  ap- 
pointed on  both  Committees,  unless  the 
Honse  was  told  that  one  Committee  was 
to  be  exclusively  confined  to  merchants 
and  the  other  to  lawyers.  There  were 
many  merchants  who  were  well  ac- 
quainted with  questions  of  law ;  and,  no 
doabt,  there  were  some  few  lawyers  who 
^new  something  about  questions  of  com- 


merce. He  therefore  presumed  that  it 
ought  not  to  be  an  insuperable  bar  that 
a  man's  knowledge  of  one  subject  should 
exclude  him  from  acting  upon  a  Com- 
mittee with  the  Business  of  which  he 
had  more  or  less  knowledge.  He  hoped, 
therefore,  to  hear,  if  not  tVom  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  I^i- 
versity  of  Oxford  (Sir  John  B.  Mowbray), 
who  had  already  addressed  the  House, 
at  lea&t  tram  the  hon.  Member  for  Bed- 
ford ^Mr.  Whitbread),  who  was  well 
acquainted  with  the  conduct  of  Business 
by  the  Committee  of  Selection,  whether 
it  was  intended  by  him,  or  any  other 
Member  of  the  Committee,  as  was  now 
proposed,  to  take  any  steps  to  obtain 
the  sanction  of  the  House  to  any  Bules 
for  regulating  the  procedure  of  Standing 
Committees  ? 

Mr.  BYLANDS  said,  he  believed  that 
it  would  xxo\f_  be  a  convenient  time  for 
him  to  more  an  Amendment  to  the  pro- 
posal of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  the 
University  of  Oxford  (Sir  John  B.  Mow- 
bray) which  he  had  placed  upon  the  Paper 
— namely,  to  amend  the  Standing  Order 
No.  98,  by  leaving  out  "  five,"  and  in- 
serting "  ten."  The  effect  of  his  Amend- 
ment would  be  that,  instead  of  having  a 
Committee  of  eight,  the  Committee  of 
Selection  would  consist  of  11 .  He  dis- 
missed at  once  any  argument  of  his  hon. 
Friend  below  him  (Mr.  Dillwyn)  as  to 
the  policy  or  impolicy  of  appointing  a 
large  Committee.  They  could  not,  if 
they  so  wished  it,  have  a  large  Commit- 
tee ;  but  it  appeared  to  him  that  the 
Committee  of  Selection  were  about  to 
undertake  work  very  different  from  that 
which  they  had  performed  hitherto, 
and,  therefore,  that  the  House  might 
properly  consider  whether  there  ought 
not  to  be  some  material  alteration  in 
the  constitution  of  that  Committee.  He 
would  remind  the  House  that  the 
Committee  of  Selection  appointed  in 
former  years  was  appointed  simply  in 
connection  with  Private  Bills.  It  would 
be  observed  that  the  Standing  Order 
they  were  about  to  modify  was  a  Stand- 
ing Order  relating  only  to  the  Prirate 
Bill  Business  of  the  House ;  and  the 
Committee  of  Selection  was,  no  doubt, 
very  properly  and  efficiently  constituted 
for  the  purpose  of  dealing  with  Prirate 
Bill  legislation.  But  it  was  now  pro- 
posed that  this  Committee  of  Selection, 
instead  of  being  a  Private  Bill  Commit- 
tee, should  be  a  Committee  of  Selection 
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tliat  would  afifeci  very  oonsiderable  in- 
terests in  that  House ;  and  it  was,  there- 
fore, desirable  that  the  opinion  of  the 
House  should  be  represented  upon  it  as 
&r  aa  possible.  However  indefatigable 
they  were  in  the  discharge  of  their 
duties,  it  could  hardly  be  expected  that 
fire  or  six  Glentlemen  would  represent 
the  general  view  of  the  House — at  any 
rate,  as  well  as  a  Committee  consisting 
of  a  larger  number.  It  appeared  to  him 
that  the  argument  of  his  hon.  Friend 
below  him  (Mr.  Dillwyn),  in  which  he 
proposed  that  they  should  have  a  small 
Committee  because  it  was  only  au  ex- 

Seriment,  was  an  argument  that  scarcely 
eserved  the  consideration  of  the  House. 
What  they  had  to  do  in  making  this 
great  experiment  of  the  appointment  of 
Grand  Cumniitteea  was,  that  they  should 
start  with  every  possibility  of  their  suc- 
cessful working ;  and  one  of  the  first 
steps  they  should  take  was  to  take  care 
that  the  Committee  of  Selection  fairly 
i^presented  every  section  of  feeling  in 
the  House.  In  order  to  do  that  it  was 
necessary,  in  his  opinioni  that  there 
should  be  a  larger  Committee  than  that 
proposed  by  his  right  hon.  Friend.  The 
Committee  on  Standing  Orders,  which 
bad  just  been  agreed  to  at  the  instance 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
(Sir  John^B.  Mowbray),  consisted  of  1 1 
Members ;  the  Public  Accounts  Com- 
mittee also  consisted  of  11  Members, 
and  he  did  not  see  any  reason  why  this 
Committee  should  not  follow  that  prece- 
dent and  consist  of  11  Members  also. 
He  begged,  therefore,  to  move  the 
Amendment  he  had  placed  upon  the 
Paper  to  amend  Standing  Order  No.  98 
by  leaving  out  "five"  and  inserting 
'♦ten." 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  wish  to  point  out 
to  the  hon.  Membw  that  the  Question 
before  the  House  is  that  the  word 
"five"  stand  part  of  the  Question. 
When  the  House  negatives  that  propo- 
sition, then  the  Question  will  be  put 
that  "  seven  "  be  inserted,  and  the  hon. 
Member  will  then  be  in  Order  in  moving 
his  Amendment. 

Mb.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
was  glad  to  think  that  an  Amendment 
which  he  had  placed  upon  the  Paper, 
immediately  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Ox- 
ford (Sir  John  R.  Mowbray]  gave  Notice 
of  his  intention  to  move  for  this  Com- 
mittee, had  received  such  general  en- 

Ur.  Eylandt 


dorsement  from  all  sides  of  the  Honse. 
He  was  sorry  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, in  making  successive  postpone- 
ments of  the  Motion,  and  now  present- 
ing it  with  an  alteration  of  ite  terms, 
h^  never  done  him  (Mr.  O'Connor)  the 
honour  of  communicating  to  him  in  any 
way  that  it  was  his  intention  to  alter 
the  original  proposal.  When  this  Mo- 
tion was  6rst  put  upon  the  Paper,  it 
occurred  to  him  (Mr.  0*Connor)  that  it 
was  absolutely  indispensable  that  some 
alteration  should  be  made  in  the  consti- 
tution of  the  Committee  of  Selection. 
That  Committee  was  charged,  and  al- 
ways had  been  charged,  with  very  ini- 
portant  duties.  Every  Private  Bill  was 
referred  to  them,  and  they  bad  to  nomi- 
nate the  Members  of  the  Committees, 
both  upon  opposed  and  unopposed  Bills. 
They  had  also  to  nominate  the  General 
Committee  upon  Railway  and  Canal 
Bills.  To  them  was  referred  every  Pro- 
visional Order  Bill  whioh  was  not  sent 
to  the  General  Committee  on  Railway 
and  Canal  Bills.  Those  Bills,  affecting 
very  varied  and  very  important  inte- 
rests, were  properly  committed  to  a 
number  of  Gentlemen  of  very  groat  ex- 
perience and  of  high  character,  whose 
names  would  at  once  secure  the  accept- 
ance and  respectful  recognition  of  every 
quarter  of  the  House.  They  were  the 
names  of  Gentlemen  who  had  been  up 
to  this  time  Members'  of  the  Committee 
of  Selection,  and  he  should  be  very 
sorry  to  say  one  single  word  in  dis- 
paiagemettt  of  any  one  of  them  ;  but  the 
duties  of  the  Committee  of  Selection 
from  this  time  forward,  lu  consequence 
of  the  Standing  Order  of  December, 
]8tt2,  would  be  very  much  more  impor- 
tant, and  very  much  more  delicate  than 
they  had  ever  been  before.  As  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  spoken  (Mr. 
Rylands)  remarked,  their  duties  had 
been  taken  from  mere  Private  Bill  legis- 
lation, and  made  to  apply  to  matters  of 
a  public  character.  vVhat  were  those 
duties  ?  From  a  House  consisting  of 
660  Members  it  would  be  the  duty  of 
the  Committee  of  Selection,  hitherto 
numbering  only  five  with  the  Chairman, 
of  whom  three  form  a  quorum — it  would 
be  their  duty  to  select  some  160  Mem- 
bers, or  something  like  one  in  every  four 
of  the  Members  of  the  House ;  and, 
having  made  that  selection,  they  would 
have  to  proceed  with  the  distribution 
of  this  sfdected  body  into  two  smaJHw 
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bodies;  and,  in  making  that  distribution, 
tiiey  would  hare  to  consider  not  only  the 
constitntion  of  the  House,  but  the  per- 
sonal and  professional  qualifications  of 
everj  single  one  of  the  Members  oonstt- 
tuting  the  Committee.  But  that  was 
not  all.  They  would  have  to  consider 
the  nature  of  the  Bills  to  be  submitted 
to  the  two  now  Standing  Committees ; 
and,  seeing  that  thoso  Bills  were  of  more 
than  usual  importance,  it  would  be  at 
once  perceived  that  they  would  be  en- 
trusted with  a  very  delicate  and  difficult 
duty.  Even  that  was  not  the  entire 
extent  of  their  duty ;  but  tbfey  might  be 
called  upon  to  select  15  special  Members 
to  be  placed  upon  each  Standing  Com- 
mittee, in  order  to  supplement  the 
normal  strength  of  the  Committee  in 
exceptional  cases.  And  that  was  not 
all ;  the  Standing  Committees  were  not 
to  be  allowed  the  right  of  selecting  their 
own  Chairman ;  but  the  Committee  of 
Selection  was  to  appoint  a  small  panel 
of  four,  five,  or  sis  Members  irom  among 
whom  the  Chairmen  of  the  Standing 
Committees  must  perforce  be  taken. 
Well,  the  selection  of  the  Chairmen  and 
Members  of  the  Standing  Committees, 
in  the  manner  he  had  described,  ap- 
peared to  him  to  be  a  duty  so  important 
and  so  delicate,  not  to  say  invidious  and 
nndesirablo,  that  he  could  very  well 
understand  many  Members  naturally 
shrinking  from  undertaking  so  serious  a 
responsibility.  Indeed,  he  thought  that 
the  Members  who  consented  to  serve  on 
the  Committees  now  appointed  were  well 
entitled  to  the  thanks  and  grateful  re- 
cognition of  their  fellow  Members ;  but 
in  future  it  would  not  be  sufficient  that 
the  Members  of  the  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion should  be  men  of  weight,  high 
character,  and  experience.  If  their 
Standing  Committees  were  to  work  suc- 
cessfully, if  their  Committee  of  Selection 
was  hereafter  to  escape  criticism  and 
observations,  it  was  indispensable  that 
the  Committee  should  be  enlarged  so  as 
to  secure  a  varied  and  representative 
character,  which,  with  all  respect  to  the 
present  Members  of  the  Committee,  it 
did  not  possess.  Since  he  had  placed 
his  Amendment  on  the  Paper,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
TTniversity  of  Oxford  (Sir  JohnB.  Mow- 
bray), who  had  moved  the  appointment 
of  the  Committee,  had  adopted  his  sug- 
gestion and  had  altered  the  original 
MotiQi)  so  as  to  indade  a  Besolntion  for 


the  enlargement  of  the  Committee.  The 
right  hon.  gentleman  had  also  adopted, 
at  the  suggestion  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Leader  of  the  Party  below  him  (Lord 
Randolph  Churchill),  the  name  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Portsmouth  (Sir  H. 
Drummond  WolflF).  He  was  sorry  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  overlooked 
one  considerably  larger  Party  which  sat 
higher  up  on  those  Benches,  and  which 
was  desirous  of  placing  on  the  list  of 
Members  the  name  of  Mr.  Justin 
M'Carthy.  When  he  (Mr.  O'Con- 
nor) placed  his  Amendment  on  the 
Paper,  it  was  neither  his  desire  nor  hie 
duty  to  propose  more  than  one  name, 
and  the  Members  who  sat  on  those 
Benches  were  hot  desirous  of  asking  the 
House  to  give  them  more  than  one  place 
on  this  Committee ;  but  they  did  respect- 
fully and  hopefully  ask  that  they  should 
be  at  least  allowed  one  Bepresentative 
upon  a  Committee  of  such  signal  and 
unusual  importance.  In  order  that  they 
might  be  able  to  move  the  insertion  of 
that  name  he  had  proposed  his  Amend- 
ment, which  would .  have  enlarged  the 
Committee  by  a  single  Member.  Of 
course,  it  might  not  be  desirable  that  the 
enlargement  shonld  be  so  limited.  All 
he  could  say  was  that  the  Irish  Members 
would  be  satisfied  with  one  Bepresen- 
tative upon  the  Committee,  but  they 
would  not  object  to  an  increaee  to  the 
extent  of  10,  11,  13,  or  even  a  larger 
number.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford 
(Sir  JohnB.  Mowbray)  nowproposed  two 
new  names,  those  of  Mr.  Illii^worth 
and  Sir.  H.  Drummond  Wolff,  one  re- 
presenting one  side  of  the  House  and 
the  other  the  other ;  and  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers were  told  that  they  were  repre- 
sented by  the  hon.  Member  for  Galway 
(Mr.  Mitchell  Henry).  Now,  personally, 
he  had  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  he 
had  the  most  implicit  reliance  upon  the 
candour  and  intelligenoe,  the  informa- 
tion and  the  impartiality  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Galway  (Mr.  Mitchell 
Henry)  ;  but  he  had  no  hesitation  also 
in  saying  that  the  Irish  Members  did 
not  consider  that  by  reason  of  that  hon. 
Member's  presence  on  the  Committee 
of  Selection  they  who  sat  upon  those 
Benches  and  had  generally  acted  to- 
gether would  be  adequately  represented. 
They  felt  that  they  would  be  adequately 
represented  by  the  hon.  Member  fw 
Longford  (Mr.  Justin  M'Oardiy),  and 
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he  trusted  that  the  House  Tonld  be  pre- 
pared to  accept  the  addition  of  hia  Hon. 
Friend's  nauiA,  which,  at  the  proper 
time,  he  should  venture  to  move. 

Mk.  W.  holms  wished  to  call  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  the  Chairman  of  the 
Committee  of  Standing  Orders  had  pro- 
posed that  in  future  the  Committee  of 
Selection  efiould  consist  of  eight  Mem- 
bers. The  right  hon.  Gentleman's  pro- 
posal was  that  the  number  of  the  Com- 
mittee should  be  increased  from  five  to 
seven;  but  the  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Standing  Orders  (Sir  John  E. 
Mowbray)  himeelf  would,  as  before,  by 
virtue  of  his  Office,  be  a  Member  of  the 
Committee,  thus  making  eight.  The 
Committee  would  therefore  be  composed 
of  four  Conservatives  and  four  Liberals. 
It  had  hitherto  been  the  ,practice  to  ap- 
point Select  Committees  with  a  majority 
on  the  side  of  the  GoTemment  of  the 
day.  Kow,  this  Committee  of  Selection 
was  a  yvrj  important  one,  and  would 
have  much  more  important  functions  to 
discharge  than  it  had  ever  discharged 
before,  and  he  thought  that  it  ought  to 
have  at  least  a  nuuority  of  one  on  the 
Oovemment  side.  He  should,  therefore, 
at  the  proper  time,  propose  that  the  name 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea  (Mr. 
Dillwyn)  be  added. 

Me.  WHITBEEAD  said,  he  did  not 
intend  to  detain  the  House  at  any 
length,  but  some  of  the  questions  raised 
in  the  course  of  the  debate  were  of  con- 
siderable importance ;  and,  as  his  right 
hon.  Friend,  who  knew  the  alteration  of 
this  Standing  Order,  and  who  was  him- 
self the  Chairman  of  the  Standing  Order 
Committee  { Sir  JohnB.Mowbray)  wasun- 
able  to  reply,  he  would  ask  the  House  to 
give  him  its  attention  for  one  or  two 
minutes  while  he  endeavoured  to  do  so. 
In  the  first  place,  the  right  hon.  Q«ctle- 
man  the  Member  for  the  University  of 
Cambridge  (Mr.  iRaikes)  asked  if  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion, should  they  be  appointed  that 
evening,  to  suggest,  or  to  frame  any 
Bule&  for  the  procedure  before  the  Grand 
Committees.  Now,  he  confessed  that  it 
appeared  to  him,  as  the  labours  already 
imposed  upon  the  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion were  of  a  sufficiently  onerous  and 
grave  character,  it  was  undesirable  to 
underrate  the  difficulty  and  delicacy  of 
the  additional  task  the  House  was  im- 
posing upon  the  Committee.  It  was  a 
task  of  great  difficulty  and  of  the  utmost 

Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor 


delicacy,  and  would  require  the  beanng 
in  mind  of  numerous  and  complex  con- 
siderations, which  of  themselves  would 
be  almost  enough  to  dazzle  any  Com- 
mittee. Then  he  would  ask  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Uembw  for  Oambridga 
Universify  not  to  begin  by  attempting 
to  tie  the  hands  of  the  Members  of  the 
Committee.  He  should  imagine  that 
the  ordinary  and  uniform  course  would 
be  this  that  when  the  Chairmen  were 
appointed,  being — as  no  doubt  they 
would  be — men  of  great  experience  and 
weight  in  that  House,  they  would  natu- 
rally meet  together  and  consult  among 
themselves  whether  they  would  suggest 
any  course  of  procedure  or  any  Sules 
for  the  government  of  these  Grand  Com- 
mittees. The  House  was  not  about  to 
commit  to  a  body  of  total  strangers  the 
duties  which  the  Grand  Committees 
would  have  to  perform.  The  Members 
of  the  Grand  Committees  would  all  be 
Members  of  the  House,  all  of  them  ao- 
onstomed  to  the  course  of  procedure  in 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House,  and  of 
the  procedure  before  Select  Committees ; 
and  surely  it  was  not  necessary  to  sup- 
pose at  the  outset  that  bodies  of  men 
so  constituted  would  not  be  able,  if  the 
necessity  should  arise,  to  come  to  the 
House  and  suggest  some  Sules  for  their 
own  guidance.  His  right  hon.  Friend 
said  there  were  several  very  difficult 
questions  which  the  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion could  not  decide  for  themselves,  and 
he  had  instanced  two ;  one  was  whether 
it  was  competent  for  the  Committee  of 
Selection  to  appoint  the  same  Member 
upon  both  Committees.  In  reply  to  that 
he  had  to  say  simply  that  there  was  no- 
thing in  the  Itesolutions  passed  by  the 
House,  so  far  as  ho  could  see,  to  prevent 
the  same  Member  being  nominated  upcm 
both  Committees.  But  he  sbould  uko 
to  go  further,  and  he  thought  that  un- 
less strong  cause  arose  for  it,  such  a  prac- 
tice would  be  highly  inconvenient,  and 
for  this  reason — the  two  Committees 
would  probably  be  both  sitting  at  the 
same  time ;  and  it  would  be  obviously 
inconvenient,  and  a  waste  of  power,  to 
appoint  one  hon.  Member  to  attend  the 
two  Committees.  He  could  conceive  it 
possible,  under  special  circumstances,  to 
appoint  a  Member  upon  both  bodies ; 
but  it  would  be  a  very  rare  and  exoep* 
tional  occurrence.  His  right  hon.  Friend 
asked  if  one  Committee  was  to  be  com- 
posed entire^  of  merehaiit«f  and 
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other  eittirely  of  lawyers.  Now,  the 
comporition  of  these  waitd  Ooramitteea 
was  lai^ly  gone  into  when  the  Beaolu- 
tions  of  ^e  GoTemment  were  introduced ; 
and  it  wOB  pointed  out  then  that  it 
never  vaa  the  intention,  either  of  the 
Besolntion  or  of  the  House,  that  these 
Committees  should  consiBt  entirely  of 
experts.  The  very  terms  of  the  Eesolu- 
tion  showed  that  that  was  not  the  inten- 
tion of  the  House,  because  hon.  Members 
would  observe  that  after  the  General 
Committee  had  been  appointed,  bearing 
in  mind  the  composition  of  the  Com- 
mittee and  the  Bills  to  be  brought  before 
it,  there  was  even  after  that  a  power 
pven  to  the  Committee  of  Selection  to 
add  15  Members  to  any  one  Committee. 
What  he  understood  to  be  the  wish  and 
intention  of  the  House  was  that  the 
great  Itody  of  the  Committee  should  be 
repreaentatiTO  of  all  the  Parties  and  sec- 
tions  of  the  House ;  but  that  in  regard  to 
particular  Bills  which  might  properly  be 
brought  under  the  notice  of  a  Committee 
the  Committee  of  Selection  should  have 
the  power  of  adding  15  Members  who 
were  specially  acquainted  with  the  sub- 
ject to  be  discussed.  Now,  one  word 
about  the  odd  and  even  number  which 
had  been  referred  to  by  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Paisley  (Mr.  W.  Holme). 
With  regard  to  the  question  of  number, 
it  was  an  invidious  task  for  any  Member, 
when  a  name  was  proposed  of  any 
Member  of  the  Committee,  to  raise  an 
objection  to  the  name  of  any  particular 
Ocmtleman  being  on  the  Committee,  and 
he  hoped  the  House  would  clearly  nnder- 
irtand  that  in  any  remarks  he  was  aboutto 
make  he  hod  no  Buc^  intention.  Hecould 
have  no  personal  feeling  in  the  matter, 
and  what  he  would  say  to  hon.  Members 
who  advocated  an  extension  of  the  Com- 
mittee was  this — it  was  very  desirable 
that  t&e  Committee  of  Selection  should 
not  be  a  Committee  of  divided  opinion. 
TTp  to  the  present  time,  in  all  tbo  years 
that  he  had  been  a  Member  of  that 
Committee,  he  never  remembered  that 
tiiere  had  been  a  division  among  them  ; 
and  be  thought  it  was  of  great  import* 
ance,  if  it  were  possible,  that  they  should 
continue  to  keep  out  of  the  Committee 
anything  in  the  nature  of  a  division.  It 
would  be  remembered  that  in  olden 
times  a  veiy  important  Committee  was 
SA^nted  in  that  House — namely,  the 
Greneral  Committee  upon  Elections, 
which  Beleoted  the  Members  to  eerrei 


and  try  Election  Petitions.  Well,  that 
Committee  consisted  only  of  six;  and 
what  to  his  mind  was  a  wise  rule  in  the 
working  of  that  Committee  was  this— 
that  no  decision  should  be  come  to  unless 
four  were  agreed.  That  absolutely  pre- 
vented the  possibility  of  any  partizan 
decision  being  arrived  at  either  on  one 
side  or  the  other.  On  the  Committee 
of  Selection  the  same  number  of  six  had 
been  previously  the  rule.  His  own  opi- 
nion was  that  if  they  could  get  a  com- 
mon agreement  among  a  small  number  of 
men,  it  was  useless,  in  matters  of  this 
kind,  to  nominate  a  large  number.  Every 
one  added  to  a  , Committee  would  make 
it,  of  course,  more  and  more  difficult  to 
arrive  at  an  agreement.  With  regard 
to  the  number  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  Paisley  (Mr.  W.  Holms)  proposed  to 
add  to  the  Committee,  he  would  suggest  to 
his  hon.  Friend  that  it  would  materially 
facilitate  the  presence  of  a  division,  and 
that  it  would  be  far  better  to  leave  the 
matter  as  it  stood.  They  would  go  into 
Committee  and  consider  each  other's 
opinions  and  arguments,  and  not  with 
any  preconceived  views,  and  there  was 
always  this  safeguard  that  the  Chairman 
himself  would  never  vote  except  when 
the  numbers  were  equal.  He  hoped  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr. 
Bylands)  would  not  press  the  Amend- 
ment of  which  he  had  given  Notice.  He 
certainly  failed  to  see  how  10  men  would 
be  better  able  to  judge  of  the  selection 
of  Members  of  that  House  than  eight. 
His  righthon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Oxford  (Sir  John  R.  Mow- 
bray) had  fairly  met  the  wish  of  the 
House  by  increasing  the  Committee  from 
0Te  to  eight ;  and  he  hoped  the  House 
would  be  content  with  that,  unless  it 
could  be  shown  that  the  feelings  and 
wishes  of  every  section  of  the  House 
had  not  been  fairly  considered  in  the 
appointments  which  were  made  to  the 
Grand  Committees.  If  such  a  case  were 
to  happen  it  would  most  certainly  be 
taken  notice  of  by  the  House.  He  had 
taken  great  interest  in  the  question  of 
these  Grand  Committees,  and  he  was 
anxious  to  see  them  work  successfully. 
He  was  not  without  the  hope  that  if  the 
House  remitted  the  duty  of  nominating 
the  Members  of  the  (Jrand  Committees 
to  the  Committee  of  Selection  they  would 
be  able  to  persuade  even  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Queen's  County 
(Mr.  A.  O'OonnOT)  that,  in  common  with 
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all  Parties  in  the  House,  those  who  acted 
near  him  woald  receive  full  consideration, 
and  that  the  appointments  would  be 
made  without  fear  or  favour. 

Mb.  SOLATEE  -  booth  said,  he 
hoped  the  House  would  be  persuaded, 
by  the  speech  they  had  just  listened  to 
with  so  much  interest,  to  acquiesce  with 
the  Ghainnan  of  the  Standing;  Orders 
Committee  in  adding  only  two  Members 
to  the  old  number  of  the  Committee  of 
Selection  with  which  they  were  familiar. 
He  agreed  with  all  tliat  bad  been  said 
as  to  the  great  importance  of  leavinff 
the  Oommittee  of  Selection  small  and 
select;  but  beyond  this  he  had  taken 
this  objection  at  the  time  when  the  mat- 
ter was  discussed,  and  he  had  put  it  to 
the  Prime  Minister,  who  was  then  in 
charge  of  this  question  of  the  Grand 
Committees,  whether  they  were  to  under- 
stand that  it  was  to  be  the  old  familiar 
Committee  of  Selection  with  which  they 
were  acquainted,  or  whether  anew  Com- 
mittee of  Selection  was  to  be  appointed 
or  arranged — he  wonld  not  say  packed 
—for  the  purpose  of  nominating  the 
Qrand  Committees.  The  Prime  Minister 
replied  that  it  vaa  the  intention  of  the 
Gorerument,  so  far  as  they  were  con- 
oemed,  to  submit  the  matter  to  the  Oom- 
inittee  of  Selection.  It  would  certainly 
complicate  the  understanding  then  ar- 
rived at  if  a  large  enlargement  of  the 
Committee  of  Selection  was  now  to  be 
made,  in  order  that  all  quarters  of  the 
House  should  find  representation  upon 
it.  He  believed  that  all  quarters  of  the 
House  would  have  due  consideration 
given  to  them,  and  he  earnestly  hoped 
uie  House  would  be  content  with  the 
{iteration  proposed  by  the  Chairman  of 
the  Committee  of  Standing  Orders,  who 
was  certainly  better  informed  upon  the 
whole  matter  than  the  House  could  be. 
He  trusted  that  the  House  would  not 
insist  upon  going  further,  but  would  be 
content  with  the  two  names  which  his 
right  hon.  Friend  proposed  to  add. 

SiaWAI/FKB  B.  B ABTTELOT  said, 
he  quite  agreed  with  the  observations 
which  had  fallen  from  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  North  Hamp- 
shire (Mr.  Sclater-Booth).  His  right 
hon.  Friend  on  his  right,  the  Member 
for  the  University  of  Oxford  (Sir  John 
E.  Mowbray),  had  filled  the  Office  of 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Selection 
for  nearly  10  years,  and  not  one 
oingle  oompliunt  had  ever  been  made  in 


regard  to  the  formation  of  that  Com- 
mittee. There  had  never  been  a  dispute 
brought  before  the  House  with  regard 
to  an  appointment  which  had  been  made 
by  the  Committee,  and  that  was  the 
best  and  surest  guarantee  that  the  Com- 
mittee had  endeavoured  honestly  and 
faithfully  to  discharge  the  duties  en- 
trusted to  them.  He  would  go  one  step 
further,  and  would  appeal  to  non.  Mem- 
bers in  all  parts  of  the  House  whether  a 
small  Committee  on  delicate  subjects  of 
this  kind  would  not  do  their  duty  far 
better,  far  more  efficiently,  and  far  more 
satisfactorily  to  the  House  than  a  large 
Committee.  The  very  remark  made  by 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Bedford 
(Mr.  Whitbread),  that  they  had  done 
their  work  without  any  division,  clearly 
showed  that  they  had  bakeu  into  account 
all  the  di£Ferent  phases  of  which  the 
House  was  composed,  and  that  they 
would  continue  to  do  so.  [An  hon. 
Meubeb  :  No,  no !]  An  hon.  (Gentle- 
man said  "  No  !  "  Now,  he  (Sir  Walter 
B.  Barttelot)  ventured  to  say  they  would. 
The  House  had  never  been  able  to  im- 

gugn  any  of  their  decisions  before,  and 
e  was  satined  that  no  hon.  Member 
would  come  there  and  impugn  them  in 
future.  But,  be  that  as  it  might,  they  bad 
a  guarantee,  at  any  rate,  now  that  the 
duty  would  be  weU  and  properly  per- 
formed. His  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford 
(Sir  John  R.  Mowbray)  had  agreed  to 
the  addition  of  two  names.  That  would 
raise  the  number  to  eight,  and  if  the 
names  proposed  by  his  right  hon.  Friend 
were  accepted  by  the  House  he  was 
quite  sure  that  they  would  satisfy  every 
requirement  of  the  House.  He  was 
satis&ed  that  a  small  number  would  be 
best ;  and  they  would  have  a  guarantee 
for  tbe  future,  as  in  the  past,  that  the 
new  duties  imposed  upon  the  Committee 
would  be  efficiently  performed. 

Mb.  O'BONNELL  said,  he  waa  quite 
sure  that  tbe  House  and  the  country 
would  scoat  even  tbe  possibility  of  the 
proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford 
(Sir  John  E.  Mowbray)  being  inspired 
by  any  offensive  or  hostile  intent  towards 
the  Irish  Party  or  towards  the  Tory 
interests.  He  was  quite  certain  that 
they  would  not  take  the  possibilify  into 
consideration.  But  there  was  a  possi- 
bility that  tho  House  ought  to  take  into 
oousideration— namely,  the  posubility  of 
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persons  outside  the  House,  and  interests 
ontnde  the  House,  and  oonstituencies 
and  millions  of  men  outside  the  House, 
taking  strongly  into  their  consideration 
the  possibility  of  this  Committee  of 
Selection  having  been  proposed  with- 
out any  r^fard  to  the  interests  of  the 
Irish  pe(^le.  Xhe  hon.  and  gallant  Oen- 
tlemaa  who  bad  jnst  spoken  said  the^ 
poasessed  a  guarantee  for  the  future 
in  the  fact  Uiat  in  the  past  there  had 
been  no  complaint  made  against  the 
action  of  the  Committee  of  Selection. 
Now,  the  fact  in  this  case  supplied  no 
analogy  whatever  to  guide  the  House 
in  regard  to  the  future.  There  was  all 
the  di£Ference  in  the  world  between  the 
Private  Bill  Business  which  had  hitherto 
alone  been  the  subject  of  the  supervision 
of  the  hon.  Members  composing  the 
Committee  of  Selection,  and  the  Public 
Bill  Business  which  was,  to  a  large  ex- 
tent, to  be  committed  to  their  care  in 
the  future.  Por  instance,  the  Bills  that 
were  to  be  brought  before  Standing 
Oommittees  would  include  questiona  re- 
lating both  to  oommeroe  ana  the  amend- 
ment of  the  law.  He  wanted  to  know 
what  interest,  public  or  ptivate,  was  not 
touched  hj  so  vast  a  measure  aa  the 
codification  of  the  Criminal  Law?  Above 
all,it  was  of  importance  to  the  Irish  na- 
tion, threatened  as  they  were  threatened, 
with  all  kinds  of  pains  and  penalties  in 
future,  even  after  the  expiration  of  the 
present  Coercion  Act,  that  they  should 
know  that  some  safeguards  were  in 
existence  for  the  selection  of  the  Mem- 
bers who  would  deal  with  the  all-im- 
portant Committee  stage  of  the  con- 
sideration of  the  BiU  for  the  codification 
of  the  Oiminal  Law.  Last  night  they 
heard  appeals  madeby  the  Government  to 
the  Irish  Members  to  assist  in  forwarding 
the  de^atoh  of  Public  Business.  Surely 
that  appeal  fromtheGovemmentBenohes 
must  sound  very  stran^^ly  when  it  was 
compared  with  this  entire  ignoral  of  the 
claims  of  the  Irish  Members  to  supervise 
the  despatch  of  one  of  the  most  im- 
portant branches  of  the  Public  Business. 
If  they  were  to  be  excluded  and  outcast 
from  such  important  branches  of  the 
PabUc  Business  there  could  be  but  one 
conclusion.  He  altogether  \eft  out  of 
consideration  the  intention  -of  the  right 
hon.  Member  who  had  introduced  this 
Motion,  because  it  was  for  the  House  to 
eonsider,  after  they  had  heard  all  that 
oonld  be  said  on  tiie  subject,,  in  what 


light  their  action  would  be  regarded 
outside  the  House,  and  it  was  that  aspect 
of  the  question  that  he  ventured  to  im- 
press on  hon.  and  right  hon.  Members. 
If  he  were  to  lay  stress  upon  the  subject- 
matter  of  the  Bills  to  be  put  before  the 
Qrand  Oommittees,  he  might  remind  the 
House  that  in  most  important  branches 
of  penal  legislation,  and  legislation  con- 
nected with  the  penal  law  in  such  mat- 
ters as  the  Prisons  Act  and  the  form 
whidi  the  military  lew  should  assume, 
most  important  Amendments  had  come 
from  the  Benches  of  the  Irish  Party. 
Nevertheless,  they  were  omitted  on  the 
present  occasion,  and  all  assistance  from 
them  discarded.  Literally  speaking, 
there  was  no  Bepresentative  for  Ireland 
upon  the  proposed  Committee.  He  was 
perfectly  aware  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  County  of  Galway  (Mr.  Mitchell 
Henry)  was  included  in  the  list  of  Mem- 
bers proposed  to  be  nominated  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  the  University  of 
Oxford  (Sir  John  B.Mowbray).  Now,the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Oountjr  of  Galway 
had  not  even  addressed  a  meeting  of  his 
constituents  for  some  years,  and  he  be- 
lieved that  the  hon.  Member  had  not 
addressed  a  meeting  of  his  constituents 
for  very  sound  political  reasons.  And 
yet  the  hou.  Member  was  the  only  Gen- 
tleman even  nominally  connected  with 
Ireland  who  figured  in  this  most  ex- 
traordinary proposal.  As  he  had  said 
before,  the  procedure  of  the  Committee 
of  Selection  in  relation  to  Private  BiU 
Business'  offered  no  guarantee  whatever 
in  connection  with  the  Business  now 
before  the  House.  Members  of  the 
Committee  of  Selection  would  have  to 
choose  out  of  the  650  Members  of  the 
House  some  160  Members  to  sit  upon 
the  Qrand  Oommittees.  It  was  to  be 
presumed  that  some  Irish  Members 
would  be  chosen  by  the  Committee  of 
Selection  among  the  160.  He  wanted 
to  know  how  the  Members  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Selection,  when  the  Irish 
Members  were  excluded  firom  it,  were 
to  know  or  to  decide?  By  what  test  of 
capacity  or  convenience  were  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Irish  Party  to  be  selected  to 
serve  on  the  Grand  Committees,  if  the 
Committee  of  Selection  were  to  act  with- 
out regard  to  the  convenience  of  the  Irish 
Members?  Andif  they  acted  without  re- 
gard to  the  wishes  of  the  Irish  Party  as 
to  what  Members  were  to  represent  the 
Irish  Party  on  the  Grand  Committees,  it 
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would  undoubtedly  be  in  their  power 
to  commit  a  serious  injury  to  the  in- 
terests  represented  by  the  Irish  Party. 
There  was  only  one  possible  guarantee, 
or  approach  to  a  guarantee,  and  that  was 
the  introduction  of  some  Member  in  the 
interests  of  the  Irish  Party  who  would 
flct  in  conformity  with  the  policy  of  the 
Irish  Party,  and  giro  that  assistance  as 
the  real  position  of  such  a  Member  in 
Irish  politics  would  enable  him  to  give. 
He  regarded  the  question  now  under 
consideration  as  one  of  the  most  import- 
ant parts  of  the  Business  of  the  whole 
House — as  one  vitally  affecting  the 
rights  of  Ireland — as  one  which,  if  it 
were  decided  in  a  wrong  manner,  would 
most  seriously  affect  the  interests  of 
Ireland,  and  most  seriously  injure  those 
interests.  He  could  only  regard  this 
proposal,  if  it  were  passed  in  its  present 
unamended  position,  as  the  be^nning 
of  that  threatened  disfr-anobisement  of 
Ireland  which  had  been  so  often  held 
out  as  a  terror  to  the  Irish  National 
Party.  At  a  later  stage  they  might 
make  objections  to  individual  names; 
but  at  present  it  was  evident  that,  except 
in  a  purely  technical  sense,  there  was 
DO  Hepresentative  of  Ireland,  North, 
South,  East,  or  West,  proposed  to  be 
nominated  on  the  Committee  of  Selection. 
He  said  that  with  the  greatest  possible 
respect  for  the  hon.  Member  forGalway 
(Mr.  Mitchell  Henry) ;  but  as  a  politician 
the  hon.  Member  in  no  way  represented 
the  opinions  of  the  Irish  people,  and  he 
might  add  that  it  was  quite  impossible 
to  leaTe  out  of  consideration  the  fact  that 
a  Oommitfee  of  Selection  of  this  kind 
ought,  above  all  things,  to  consist  of 
Members  who  had  not  taken  a  distinctly 
hostile  part  towards  that  section  of  the 
Irish  Par^  sitting  on  that  (the  Oppo- 
sition) side  of  the  House.  If  they  had  any 
power  of  choosing,  they  would  certainly 
not  select  the  most  aggressive  and  un- 
popular Irish  Member  to  act  .  for  the 
Irish  people  on  a  Committee  of  this  kind. 
It  Was  a  matter  within  the  public  know- 
ledge that  on  every  possible  occasion  the 
hon.  Member  went  out  of  his  way  to 
attack,  in  the  most  prejudiced  and  hostile 
spirit,  the  Members  of  the  Irish  Party  in 
that  House.  Of  course,  if  the  Commit- 
tee of  Selection  was  to  be  based  upon 
its  present  constitution,  the  Irish  Party 
could  only  regard  it  as  an  insult  to  their 
requirements,  and  a  deliberate  challenge 
to  them  to  be  guided  by  prinoiplee  and 
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motives  which  they  desired  to  avoid. 
The  proposed  composition  of  the  Com- 
mittee or  Selection  showed  an  apparent 
confederacy  on  the  part  of  the  two  Front 
Benches,  and  he  could  assure  the  Go- 
vernment that  the  proposal  was  not 
calculated  to  further  or  promote  the  de- 
spatch of  Public  Business  in  that  House. 
He  observed  that,  apparently  in  compli- 
ance with  the  suggestion  of  the  noolo 
Lord  the  Member  for  "Woodstock  ^Lord 
Randolph  Churchill),  one  of  the  intimate 
supporters  of  the  noble  Lord  was  to 
appear  upon  this  Committee.  Well,  ho 
did  not  grudge  the  hon.  Members  who 
sat  below  the  Gangway  on  the  Front 
Bench  their  share  of  recognition.  It 
was  only  due,  if  not  to  their  number, 
at  least  to  the  manner  in  which  they  had 
led  the  Conservative  Party.  In  Us  con- 
science he  certainly  thought  that  that 
regard  to  Uie  Members  of  the  Fourth 
Party  contrasted  very  strangely  with  the 
total  disregard  shown  towards  all  the 
Members  for  Ireland.  If  he  were  not 
mistaken,  even  the  tried  services  of  the 
Ulster  Liberals  had  been  totally  neg- 
lected on  the  present  occasion,  and  all 
their  faithful  devotion  to  the  Govern- 
ment had  only  been  rewarded,  as  usual, 
with  calm  iudifference  and  total  oblivion. 
He  was  sure  the  Irish  Members  of  that 
House  would  not  be  doing  their  duty  to 
their  constituents,  but  would  be  neglect- 
ing and  sacrificing  the  interests  of  Ire- 
land, if  they  lost  a  single  legitimate  op- 
portunity of  opposing  this  deliberate 
exclusion  and  partial  disfranchisement  of 
the  Irish  vote  ou  one  of  the  most  impor- 
tant stages  of  the  Fablio  Buunesa — 
namely,  the  Committee  stage  in  the  dis- 
cussion of  Fublio  Bills  of  supreme  im- 
portance. 

Me.  NOBWOOD  said,  that,  while  he 
agreed  in  the  main  with  the  remarks  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bedford  (Mr. 
Whitbroad),  ho  regretted  that  the  queries 
which  had  been  put  by  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Paisley  (Mr.  W.  Holms) 
had  not  been  answered.  What  he  now 
understood  to  be  thrown  out  was  the 
suggestion  that  the  General  Committee 
of  Selection,  or  some  other  authority  in 
the  House,  should  frame  Begulations, 
and  submit  them  to  the  House  for  its 
approval.  Last  year  the  House,  with 
every  formality,  decided  that  in  regard 
to  certain  Bills,  the  stage  known  as  the 
Committee  stage  should  be  relegated  to 
a  Committee  sitting  upstairSj  which 
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shoiild  be  very  much  larger  thaa  an 
ordiaary  Select  Committee.  He  cer- 
tainly thought  that  a  .great  deal  of  con- 
fusioa  would  be  created,  unleas  some 
nnderstanding  were  come  to  with  reepect 
to  the  Rules  whioh  were  to  regulate  the 
proceediagB  of  the  Committee,  when  a 
Bill  went  before  them  upstairs.  He 
had  himself  served  on  large  Committees 
appointed  to  consider  important  ques- 
tions of  public  interest,  and  there  was 
no  order  and  no  regnlarity  of  procedure 
whatever.  Very  frequently  half-a-dozen 

fersons  were  speaking  at  uie  same  time, 
f  similar  disorder  prevailed  in  the 
Grand  Committees,  when  they  came  to 
the  consideration  of  important  publio 
measures,  he  thought  the  result  might 
be  most  lamentable.  Then,  who  was  to 
settle  the  hours  at,  and  during  which, 
the  Committees  were  to  sit?  Was  the 
hour  of  meeting  to  be  settled  by  the 
small  rump  of  a  Committee,  after  a  pro- 
tracted sitting  of  three  or  four  hours  ? 
Was  it  to  be  possible  for  the  customary 
hour  to  be  changed  in  order  to  suit  the 
convenience  of  the  Chairman,  or  some 
other  prominent  Member  of  the  Com- 
mitteeT  If  that  were  done,  the  Memibera 
of  the  Committee,  and  the  persons  most 
interested,  might  not  attend,  and  cer- 
tainly the  pnblio  would  have  no  oppor- 
tani^  of  attendfng.  If  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  for  verj'  good  reasons  no 
doubt,  thought  it  right  that  the  old 
course  of  procedure  upon  the  Committee 
stage  of  a  Public  Bill  should  undergo 
so  great  a  change,  he  did  think  that 
either  they  or  some  other  body  should 
take  the  trouble  to  draw  up  some  simple 
Kules,  and  submit  them  for'  the  ap- 
proval of  the  House.  He  wished  dis- 
tinctly to  know  whether  these  Grand 
Committees  were  to  he  conducted  in  the 
same  form  as  ordinary  Select  Committees? 
If  they  were  to  be  conducted  in  the 
conversational  tone,  and  informal  man- 
ner, in  which  Select  Committer  usually 
discharged  their  business,  he  thought 
the  result  would  be  highly  unsatis&o- 
tor^.  The  legislation  would  not  be  the 
legislation  of  the  House  at  all,  but  the 
legislation  of  a  mob  upstairs.  He  quite 
approved  of  the  Questions  which  had 
been  put  to  the  Government  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Paisley  (Mr.  W.  Holms), 
and  hoped  that  an  answer  would  be 
given  to  them. 

Mr.  OITBITT  said,  he  did  not  wish 
to  prolong  Uhe  debate.   He  had  simply 

VOL.  OOULXVX.  [thzbd  bkum.] 


risen  to  explain  one  matter  connected 
with  the  Committee  of  Selection,  as  one 
who  had  served  on  that  Committee, 
which  he  thought  was  misapprehended 
by  hon.  Members  in  various  parts  of 
the  House.  They  had  heard  a  good 
deal  in  the  course  of  the  debate  about 
the  duties  of  the  Committee  of  Selection 
beine  limited  to  the  nomination  of 
Members  to  serve  upon  Private  Bill 
Committees.  No  donbt,  that  was  the 
original  purpose  for  which  the  Com- 
mittee of  Selection  was  appointed ;  but 
hon.  Members  who  had  studied  the 
Votes  of  the  House  and  had  attended 
to  its  proceedings,  would  be  well  aware 
that  the  Committee  of  Selection  had 
another  and  even  more  important  duty 
to  perform,  and  that  was  to  nominate 
the  special  Members  of  any  important 
Committee  appointed  by  the  House. 
That  practice  bad  been  adopted  for 
some  years  and  had  worked  satisfac- 
torily even  in  regard  to  questions  which 
had  occasioned  considerable  excitement 
in  the  House  and  the  country.  This  he 
conceived,  if  possible,  to  be  a  much 
more  difficult  duty  to  throw  upon  the 
Committee  of  Selection  than  that  now 
proposed  to  be  imposed  upon  them  in 
the  appointment  of  the  Grand  Com- 
mittees. He,  for  one,  felt  that  the  new 
duty  would  be  a  difficullr  and  delicate 
one  \  but  he  agreed  with  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whit- 
bread),  that  if  he  (Mr.  Cubitt)  had  the 
honour  to  be  upon  the  Committee  he 
would  have  no  right  to  shirk  the  duty 
thrown  upon  him.  With  reference  to 
the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hull  (Mr.  Norwood),  he  thought  they 
had  already  been  mainly  answered  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bedford  (Mr. 
Whitbread).  As  far  as  the  Committee 
of  Selection  were  concerned,  he  (Mr. 
Cubitt)  thought  they  would  be  going 
beyond  their  powers  if  they  attempted 
to  lay  down  any  Rules  for  the  ffuidanoe 
of  the  Grand  Committees.  As  his  hon. 
Friend  had  stated,  it  would  be  for  the 
Chairman's  Panel  to  make  regulations 
if  they  thought  it  necessary  to  do  so,  or 
for  the  Chairman  of  the  Grand  Com- 
mittees to  make  a  proposal  to  the  House. 
For  his  own  part,  he  did  not  think  that 
any  new  Bules  were  wanted,  because  the 
Rules  for  the  ordinary  guidance  of 
Public  Business  would  be  in  the  main 
and  on  the  whole  adequate  for  the  pro- 
cedure of  the  Gnmd  Committees. 
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Mb.  LEA.MY  said,  he  did  not  agree 
with  the  statement  of  the  right  Hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  "West  Surrey 
(Mr.  Oubitt),  that  the  duties  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Selection  were  formerly  as  im- 
portant as  they  would  be  now.  It  wae 
proposed  that  the  new  Committee  should 
consist  of  four  Conservatives  and  four 
liiherals,  and  the  complaint  of  the  Irish 
Party  was  that  there  was  no  Irish  Mem- 
ber nominated  upon  the  Committee  who 
would  really  represent  the  intwests  of 
the  people  of  Ireland.  He  knew  very 
well  that  Englishmen  and  Sootohmen 
always  thought  they  were  better  judges 
of  the  legislation  suited  for  the  grier- 
aaoes  of  Irdand  than  Irishmen  were. 
He  feared  thvte  was  a  considerable 
ehance  of  the  Irish  Members  being 
ignored  altogether  upon  the  Committee. 
He  did  not  know  whether  the  counsel  and 
adrioe  of  hon.  Members  sitting  upon 
those  (the  Irish}  Benches  had  proved 
altogether  fruitless  even  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government  in  the  Committee  stage  of 
the  Land  Bill,  and  he  doubted  if  the  Go- 
vemment  would  find  that  they  would 
expedite  the  progress  of  Public  Biisi- 
ness  by  excluding  them  from  Committees 
of  this  kind.  Various  attempts  had  been 
made  in  the  course  of  the  last  two  or 
three  years  to  expedite  Public  Business, 
but  all  of  them  Iiad  assumed  the  form 
of  a  proposal  to  limit  the  influence  of 
the  Irish  Members.  Yet  every  attempt 
had  failed.  It  might  be  said  that  tbe 
hon.  Member  for  Galway  (Mr.  Mitchell 
Henty)  was  an  Irish  BepresentatiTe,  but 
the  hon.  Member  no  more  ^presented 
the  Irish  people  than  any  English 
Liberal  did.  The  hon.  Member  had 
always  been  opposed  to  the  Irish  Party, 
and  had  always  been  one  of  their 
bitterest  enemies.  Would  anyone  pre- 
tend to  say  that  the  hon.  Member  would 
be  one  whit  more  anxious  to  support 
tho  views  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  or  the  hon. 
Member  for  Longford  (Mr.  J.  M'Oarthy) 
than  any  other  Member  of  the  Com- 
mittee ?  There  ought  to  be  some  gua- 
rantee that  the  views  of  the  Irish 
National  Party  should  be  fairly  repre- 
sented on  the  Grand  Committees ;  but 
even  at  this  very  early  stage  the  Qo- 
vemment  were  showing  ueir  teeth. 
The  course  they_  were  taking  proved  oon- 
olosively.  that  since  the  Irish  constituen- 
des  of  Mallow  and  other  places  had  not 
been  fonnd  willing  to  endorse  the  policy 


of  Her  Majesty's  Gknremment,  the 
Government  were  determined  to  exclude 
the  Irish  Members  of  the  House  from 
all  share  in  the  work  of  legislating  for 
their  country.  Well,  they  might  ex- 
clude the  Irish  Members  if  they  pleased  ; 
but  he  should  like  to  know  what  would 
be  the  character  of  the  legislation  for 
Ireland  which  would  come  from  tliese 
Grand  Committees  without  any  Irish 
Members  upon  them  ?  He  hoped  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Queen's 
County  (Mr.  A.  O'Connor)  would  persist 
in  dividing  upon  the  Question,  aUhough 
at  tbe  same  time  he  must  confess  that 
he  should  view  the  result  with  perfect 
indifference. 

Mb.  PAKNELL  said,  he  was  very 
anxious  to  hear  what  the  opinion  of  the 
Government  was  with  regard  to  the 
views  which  had  been  put  before  the 
House  by  his  hon.  Friends  sitting  near 
him.  He  believed  that  this  was  the 
first  time  the  position  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers sitting  on  that  side  of  the  House 
below  the  Gangway  had  been  ignored 
in  the  selection  of  one  of  these  Com- 
mittees. He  had  certainly  expected  that 
the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of 
Hartington),  the  temporary  Leader  of 
the  Government,  would  have  had  some- 
thing to  say  as  to  what  ought  to  be  done 
in  regard  to  the  omission  pointed  out 
by  several  of  his  (Mr.  Pamell's)  hon. 
Friends,  who  had  spoken  prenoaaly. 
The  Committee  of  Selection  appeared 
to  be  nominated  by  the  Ohairraan  of 
the  Committee  of  Standing  Orders^  and, 
therefore,  it  did  not  fall  properly  within 
the  list  of  nominations  for  wUch  the 
Government  were  directly  rdroonstUe ; 
but,  looking  at  the  state  of  the  Notice 
Paper,  he  could  not  help  feeling  almost 
sure  that  the  Government  Whips  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  were  consulted  by 
the  right  hoo.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  University  of  Oxford  (Sir  John  B. 
Mowbray)  with  regard  to  the  nomination 
of  the  Committee.  [Sir  John  E.  Mow- 
BBATiNo.]  Thenthatwasnotso.  Hewas 
glad  to  be  told  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  he  had  not  consulted  the 
Government  Whips,  or  the  Whips  of  the 
Opposition,  and  that  faot  strei^^ened 
hu  argument,  because  it  rendered  it  still 
more  desirable  that  they  should  hare 
some  declaration  from  the  Govemmuit 
as  to  what  their  opinion  was  in  regard 
to  the  proposed  change  which  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  the  ITniTenity  o£  Ox- 
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ford  BQggested.  hj  his  AmeadmeDt.  The 
change  as  it  stood,  if  it  were  adopted  by 
the  House — namely,  the  ezteneion  of  the 
nnmber  of  the  Committee  from  six  to 
eight,  would  practically  exclude  the  Irish 
Members  sitting  in  that  quarter  of 
the  House  from  any  representation  upon 
this  most  important  Committee ;  and  it 
ought  not  to  be  urged  that,  because  the 
nomination  on  thie  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion had  not  up  to  the  present  proved  a 
subject  of  contention,  that,  therefore,  it 
should  still  be  nominated  &ee  from 
criticism  and  free  from  remark.  By  the 
Standing  Order  which  was  passed  last 
Session,  the  duties  of  this  Committee, 
which  had  been  previously  almost  no- 
minal, were  enormously  extended,  and 
rendered  of  the  utmost  importance.  Tbey 
found  that  now  the  Committee  would 
have  intrusted  to  it  the  duty  of  nomi- 
nating the  Members  of  the  Grand  Com- 
mittees, and  also  the  Panel  from  which 
would  be  selected  the  Chairmen  of  these 
Standing  Committees.  Now,  that  altera- 
tion in  the  functions  and  duties  of  this 
Select  Committee  entirely  altered  the 
old  position ;  and  the  strength  of  his 
argument  was  increased  by  the  fact  that, 
although,  nominally,  the  House  would 
have  we  snperrision  or  the  right  of 
alteration  or  veto  over  the  powers  of 
nomtnaticm  exercised  by  the  Committee 
ia  respect  of  these  Grand  Committees, 
yet  that  power  would  only  nominally 
exist,  and  would  not  be  effective  either 
for  the  purposes  of  criticism  or  debate. 
By  an  Amendment  of  the  1 8th  February, 
1879,  to  the  Order  commonly  known  as 
the  Half-past  Twelve  Bule,  it  was  pro- 
vided that  Motions  for  the  appoint- 
ment or  nomination  of  Standing  Com- 
mittees should  be  exempted  from 
the  operation  of  that  .EiUe;  conse- 
quently, when  they  parted  with  the 
nomination  of  tliie  Select  Committee, 
they,  practically  speaking,  parted  with 
their  last  control  over  the  proceedings 
of  the  Qovernment  and  this  Committee 
as  regarded  the  nomination  of  Members 
composing  thou  most  important  Gband 
Committees,  because  eve^one  knew 
that  when  the  Government  had  the 
power  of  bringing  on  a  Motion  after 
half-past  12  4t  night,  that,  practically 
i^eoking,  tboy  were  in  a  position  to  dis- 
regard everything  except  their  own 
wishes  and  ideas,  and  to  treat  the  House 
as  thoiM;h  it  were  non'Oxistent.  He 
bad  said  that  the  duties  which  these 


Standing  Committees  would  have  to  per- 
form would  be  of  vast  importance,  and 
it  was  most  desirable  that  they  should 
approach  their  task  with  the  confidence 
of  all  sections  of  the  House.  They  had 
been  told  that  there  would  be  committed 
to  these  Standing  Committees  the  Com- 
mittee stages  of  Bills  regarding  Bank- 
ruptcy, and  the  Codifiwtion  of  the 
Criminal  Itaw*  and  oUier  measures  of 
considerable  importonoe.  and  they  were 
also  told  by  the  Prime  Minister  during 
the  passing  of  the  Bule  under  whiim 
these  Standing  Committees  would  have 
their  power,  that  he  (the  right  hon. 
Gentleman)  looked  upon  this  arrange- 
ment in  the  nature  or  light  of  an  ex- 
periment from  which  he  hoped  to  obtain 
great  results.  He  looked  upon  it  in  the 
nature  of  an  experiment  in  the  hope 
that  something  greater  and  more  im- 
portant—some additional  power  or  in- 
crease of  power— under  the  Rule  might, 
in  a  future  Session,  be  added,  by  which 
the  House  would  be  enabled  to  cope 
with  a  considerable  portion  of  the  work 
which  now  oppressed  it.  Nothing  that 
fell  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  when 
he  was  asking  the  House  to  give  this 
experiment  a  trial,  would  have  induced 
them  to  believe  that  it  was  his  intention 
to  deliberately  pass  over  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers sitting  in  that  quarter  of  the 
House  when  the  time  for  the  nomination 
of  this  most  important  Committee  of 
Selection  came.  He  (Mr.  Pamell)  be- 
lieved that  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  been  in  his  place  during  the  days  of 
this  Session,  he  would  have  so  directed 
matters  as  to  have  given  them  that 
which  they  claimed — namely,  the  addi- 
tion of  one  Member  of  the  Irish  Na- 
tional Party  as  a  Member  of  the  Com- 
mittee.  That,  he  believed,  was  not  an 
unreasonable  request.  They  had  always 
been  accustomed  to  receive  a  proportion 
of  one-seventh  of  the  total  number  no- 
minated upon  the  Committee  as  the  pro- 
portion which  should  belong  to  them  for 
nomination,  and  he  did  not  see  why  the 
custom  should  have  been  disi^^rded  on 
the  present  occasion.  The  explanation 
might,  perhaps,  be  found  an  ue  state- 
mentof the  ri^t  bon.Gentl.eman  theMem- 
ber  for  Oxford  (Sir  John  B.  Mowbray), 
that  he  had  not  consulted  with  the 
Whips  on  either  side  of  the  House.  It 
was  very  much  to  be  regretted  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentiemau  had  not  done  so, 
and  he  (Mr.  Pamell)  Uiought  that  if  he 
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had  taken  the  ueual  step— he  did  not 
mean  to  say  the  usual  step  as  regarded 
the  nomination  of  this  particular  Oom- 
mittee,  but  the  usual  step  as  regarded 
the  nomiaatiou  of  other  Committees  of 
equal  importance — the  resultwould  have 
been  the  saving  of  a  considerable  amonnt 
of  the  tame  or  the  House.  He  could 
not  sappose  that  any  section  of  the 
House  desired  to  deprive  the  Irish 
Members  of  a  right  which  had  already 
been  oonoeded.  He  would  conclude  his 
obserrations  with  the  expression  of  a 
hope  that  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington)  would  be  able  to 
dispel  their  apprehensions  at  onoe — this 
being  the  proper  time  to  do  so. 

The  Mabquess  or  HAETINGTON :  I 
had  hoped  that  this  discussion  would  have 
concluded  without  my  being  called  on  to 
take  part  it.  It  has  not  been  the  gene- 
ral practice  for  the  Gh3Temment,  or,  I 
think,  the  Front  Opposition  Bench,  to 
take  part  in  the  nomination  of  this  Com- 
mittee. It  has  been  thought  desirable — 
and  the  practice  has  worked  well — that 
the  nomination  of  the  Committee  exer- 
cising such  important  fanctions  should 
be  len  as  much  as  possible  to  the  judg- 
ment of  the  House,  uninfluenced  by 
those  accustomed  to  lead  it  on  political 
and  Party  questions;  therefore  I  con- 
sidered it  unnecessary  for  me  or  any 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to  take 
any  part  in  the  discussion.  But  as  the 
hon.  Member  who  has  just  sat  down  has 
appealed  to  me  to  know  what  view  the 
GoTemment  take  on  the  question  that 
has  been  raised,  I  have  only  to  say  that 
the  Government  are  of  opinion  that  it  is 
desirable  they  should — as  they  have  done 
on  past  oooasions — abstain  from  ioter- 
fering  in  any  manner  whatever,  direct 
or  indirect,  with  the  operation  of  this 
body.  The  Committee  of  Selection  was 
appointed  for  the  diaohai^e  of  these  new 
duties,  because  it  was  a  body  already  in 
'  existence,  and  becanse  it  has  always 
exercised  its  functions  with  g^eat  im- 
partiality and  great  satisfaction  to  the 
House.  It  is  not  at  all  the  practice,  nor, 
indeed,  has  such  been  alleged,  that  the 
duty  of  this  Committee  has  hitherto  been 
solely  in  connection  with  Private  Busi- 
ness. Frequently,  on  very  important 
questions,  when  the  House  has  felt  itself 
incompetent  to  discharge  the  delicate 
duty  of  the  selection  of  Gentlemen  to 
serve  on  certain  Committees,  the  House 
has  delegated  that  delicate  duty  to  this 
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very  body  ;  therefore  we  have  some  ex- 
perience of  the  Committee's  dischai^ing 
duties  analogous  to  those  that  will  de- 
volve upon  it  under  the  New  Rules.  The 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Ur. 
Famell)  and  his  Friends  have  com- 
plained that  there  is  no  representation 
on  the  Committee  of  the  Party  to  which 
they  belong.  Well,  I  have  to  point  out 
that  if  the  Committee  only  consists  of 
eight  Members,  no  Party  in  this  House 
of  less  than  80  are  by  right  entitled  to 
a  Bepresentative  on  the  Committee  ;  but 
what  I  would  rather  point  out  to  the 
hon.  Member  is  that  the  appointment  of 
this  body  has  not  proceeded  hitherto 
upon  strictly  representative  principles. 
What,  I  think,  the  House  has  desired 
in  the  appointment  of  this  Committee 
has  been  the  selection  of  Gentlemen  of 
great  Parliamentary  experience,  of  great 
knowledge  and  acquaintance  with  Mem- 
bers of  the  House — possessing  know- 
ledge of  the  particular  class  of  Business 
which  individual  Members  desire  to  ap- 
ply themselves  to,  and  the  qualification 
of  Members  for  conuderlng  a  particular 
kind  of  Business.  These,  I  think,  are 
the  qualities  the  House  looks  for  in  the 
appointment  ci  this  Committee ;  and  we 
have  not  in  past  times,  nor  do  I  think  it 
desirable  we  should  proceed  now,  to  give 
to  every  section  or  body  of  th  e  House  that 
exact  amount  of  representation  which, 
numerically,  it  might  be  entitled  to.  We 
have  thought  that  the  appointment  of 
theCommitteo  and  its  composition  might, 
with  great  advantage,  be  left  to  the 
judgment  of  those  Gentlemen  who  have 
already  served  with  so  much  satisfaction 
to  the  House  upon  it.  If  they  had 
desired  that  the  number  and  oompo- 
sition  should  remain  precisely  that  which 
it  has  hitherto  been,  I  should  have 
been  disposed  to  support  their  pro- 

Sosition.  They  have  come  forward,  after 
ue  consideration,  and  have  said  that 
they  believe  they  can  dischaige  their 
duties  with  greater  satisfaction  to  the 
House  and  themselves  if  a  slight  ad- 
dition is  made  to  their  number ;  and  I 
have  no  doubt  that  in  that  they  are 
making  a  judicious  recommendation  that 
the  House  will  do  well  to  aocept.  I  can- 
not imagine  for  a  moment  Uiat  there 
would  be  the  slightest  possible  risk  if 
the  Committee  is  appointed  as  proposed, 
that  the  Irish  National  Party,  or  any 
Party  in  this  House,  will  be  ignored  by 
diem.   I  have  no  doubt  that  thc^  wiU 
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disoliarge  thftir  dataes  with  the  striotest 
impartiali^,  and  that  they  will  consult 
the  wishes  of  eroTy  sectipn  of  the  House 
in  the  selections  thej  make.  I  do  not 
know  how  far  the  Irish  Par^  will  desire 
to  take  a  leading  part  in  the.  delibera- 
tiona  of  the  Standmff  Committees ;  bat 
I  am  quite  certain'uiat  the  body  now 
proposed  will  give  fair  and  adequate 
considerations,  not  only  to  their  claims, 
but  to  the  claims  of  erery  section  in  the 
House. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  said,  they  were 
about  to  confer  on  this  Committee  a 
more  onerous  task  than  had  eve^  been 
conferred  upon  any  Oommittee  of  Selec- 
tion before,  and  he  should  consider  it  a 
ffraveomission  if  no  Member  from  Ireland 
had  been  selected  by  the  House  to  serve 
on  it,  increased  and  important  as  its 
functions  bad  become.  But  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Oity  of  Cork  would 
forgive  him  for  reminding  him  that, 
whm  he  claimed  representation  fm  the 
particular  section  which  he  led,  in  a 
matter  bo  deeply  affecting  the  Order  d 
the  House,  he  should  have  recollected 
certain  recent  utterances  of  his  own 
which,  as  his  near  neighbour,  had,  by 
accident,  reached  hie  (Mr.Newdegate's) 
ear.  The  hon.  Member  had  declared) 
three  or  four  nights  ago,  that  he  was 
not  guided  in  hie  conduct  by  any  re- 
ference to  the  opinions  of  the  House, 
but  only  by  the  opinions  of  the  particular 
section  which  he  himself  led.  That  was 
what  the  hon.  Member  had  said.  The 
passage  had  been  erased  from  the  re- 
ports; but  he  (Mr.  Nowdegate)  had 
risen  to  say  that  he  did  think  it  abso- 
lutely neoesBary,  considering  the  oon- 
stitation  of  Uie  House,  which  was  re- 
presentatire,  that  some  Irish  Member 
who  could  command  the  general  con- 
fidence of  the  House,  and  who  was 
thought  to  deserve  it,  should  be  placed 
upon  the  Committee.  He  should,  there- 
fore, certainly  vote  for  the  proponal  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  University  of  Oxford  (Sir  John 
B.  Mowbray.) 

Sib  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  said,  he 
should  have  thought  the  noble  Mar- 
quess, with  his  great  experience  of  the 
House,  would  have  been  able,  even  on 
this  novel  occasion,  to  suggest  some 
way  out  of  the  difficulty  wmoh  he  con- 
fessed, as  a  Member  returned  by  an 
Irish  constituency,  he  felt.  He  did  not 
io  the  sli^hte»t  degree  question  the 


fairness  and  impartiality  of  any  Mem- 
ber nominated  for  the  Committee ;  but 
on  this  occasion  it  unfortunately  hap- 
pened that  the  only  Irish  Member  no- 
minated was  abroad,  and  would  not, 
probably,  return  to  this  country  before 
the  most  critical  stave  d  the  action  of 
the  Oommittee  of  Sekction  had  passed. 
The  Irish  Party  would,  ther^ore,  be, 
eo  to  spei^,  left  out  in  the  cold.  Irish 
Members,  personally,  no  doubt,  would 
not  object  to  that,  as  they  would  be 
saved  a  great  deal  of  trouble,  and,  per- 
haps, disagreeable  work ;  but  it  was 
necessary  that  the  Irish  people  should 
see  that  they  had  a  Bepresentative  on 
the  Committee  —  someone  who  would 
watoh  over  their  interests.  If  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  County  Galway 
(Mr.  Mitchell  Henry)  were  at  home, 
he  should  be  glad  to  aoquiesoe  in  his 
nomination  as  one  Member  of  the  Com- 
mittee, and  perhaps  it  might  follow 
from  that  that  the  Iri^  Party  were 
not  entitled  to  claim  ano^ev  Bepresen- 
tative. But  his  hon.  Friend  was  away ; 
therefore,  in  appointing  him  to  the  Oom- 
mittee,  they  were — to  use  a  well-known 
though,  perhaps,  not  a  very  Parlia^ 
mentary  phrase— appointing  a  dummy 
to  represent  Ireland.  He  hoped  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  made 
the  Motion  would  consent  to  nominate, 
in  the  place  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Galway,  some  other  hon.  Member  who 
was  at  present  in  the  House. 

Question  put,  and  tugaUvtd, 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
*  Seven  '  be  there  inserted. 

Mr.  BYLANDS  said,  he  would  pro- 
pose tt>  BubsUtute  "Ten." 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment,  to  leave  out  the 
word  "Seven,"  in  order  to  insert  the 
word  "Ten,"— (J/r.  Ay^nrf*,)— instead, 
thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  Seven  *  he  there  inserted." 

Sir  JOHN  B.  MOWBEAT  said,  he 
did  not  wish  to  prolong  this  discussion  ; 
but  there  had  been  one  or  two  things 
said  in  the  course  of  it  to  which  .he  felt 
bound  to  advert.  First  of  all,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Paisley  (Mr.  W.  Holms) 
had  suggested  the  addition  of  the  name 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea  (Mr. 
Billwyn).  He  had  known  that  hon. 
Member  for  30  years  in  thia  HooBe,  and 
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had  often  served  on  Oommittees  with 
him.   He  knew  him  to  have  always 

acted  for  the  public  good,  and  no  doubt 
his  aesiatance  would  have  been  valuable 
on  the  Committee  of  Selection  ;  but  the 
hon.  Member  had  declined  to  serve. 
As  to  the  Oommittee  being  guided  bj 
Party  considerations,  if  the  hon.  Member 
for  Paisley  could  attend  a  meeting  of 
the  Committee  of  Seleotion  he  would 
find  the  hon.  Member  for  Bedford  (Mr. 
Whitbread),  who  had  always  been  a 
consistent  Liberal,  working  most  har- 
moniously with  him  (Sir  John  B.  Mow- 
bray) ;  and  he  diould  doubt  his  own 
identity  if  he  ever  ceased  to  be  a  thorough 
going  Tory.  Since  he  had  been  Chair- 
man of  the  Oommittee,  and,  so  far  as 
he  could  recollect,  during  the  time  of 
his  Predecessor,  there  had  been  no 
aurimony  or  contention  amongst  the 
Oommittee.  Everything  was  as  fairly 
and  as  calmly  ooneidered  as  it  could  be  ; 
and  that,  he  believed,  was  pretty  gene- 
rally known  in  the  House.  There  was 
another  point  made  as  to  the  repreeenta- . 
tion  of  Ireland  on  the  Committee.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Waterford  (Mr,  Leamy ) 
hadsaid  that  the  hon.  Member  for  County 
Oalway  did  not  represent  the  Irish 
peo|rfe. 

Mr.  leamy  :  What  I  said  was,  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  County  Oalway  does 
not  represent  these  (the  Irish  Opposi- 
tion) Benches.   

8iE  JOHN  R.  MOWBBAY  said,  that 
all  he  could  say  on  the  matter  was  this 
—that  some  three  years  ago,  when  he 
moved  the  appointment  of  the  Oommit- 
tee of  Seleotion,  it  was  suggested  fliat 
another  Irishman  should  be  put  on 
it,  objection  being  taken  to  the  Member 
proposed  on  the  ground  that  his  Libe- 
ralism was  of  too  weak  a  type.  It  was 
on  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Geuueman  the  other  Member 
for  Oalway  (Colonel  Nolan) — who  at 
that  time  acted  as  one  of  the  Whips  to 
the  Irish  Party — that  the  name  of  his 
Colleague  was  added  to  the  Committee. 
He  (Sir  John  H.  Mowbray)  could  not 
understand  how  the  Irish  Members  could 
come  forward  now  in  1883  and  declare 
the  hon.  Member  for  Oalway  unfit  to 
represent  them  when  hia  fitness  was  so 
abundantly  recognized  by  them  in  1880. 
With  regard  to  the  hon.  Member's  (Mr. 
Mitchell  Henry's)  absence  from  the 
House  on  the  first  day  of  the  Sesnon, 
he  had  received  a  letter  from  him  say- 
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ing  that  he  should  be  glad  to  oontinne 
to  serve  on  the  Conunittee  if  it  was  the 
wish  of  the  House.  The  hon.  Member 
begged  him  (Sir  John  B.  Mowbray)  to 
communicate  with  him  if  he  were  re- 
appointed, and  stated  that  a  telegtam 
would  at  once  bring  him  home.  If  he 
were  wanted  he  was  to  be  telegraphed 
for,  and  he  would  instantly  return  to 
England.  He  (Sir  John  E.  Mowbray) 
had  written  to  the  hon.  Member  twice; 
and,  no  doubt,  if  the  House  did  hiurthe 
honour  to  re-appoint'  him — and  it  could 
not  do  better,  as  he  was  a  most  efficient 
Member — a  telegram  would  be  at  once 
despatched  to  him,  and  he  would  return. 
This  it  was  only  fair  to  say  of  the  hon. 
Member  in  his  absence.  As  to  the 
action  of  the  Oommittee,  when  appointed, 
in  regard  to  the  selection  of  Members  to 
serve  on  the  Grand  Oommittem,  d  coarse 
he  could  not  say  anything  with  anth&- 
rity.  He  was  not  himself  even  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Committee  until  the  adoption 
of  the  Besolution  before  the  House ;  still, 
he  could  speak  for  himself,  and,  he 
thought,  for  the  other  hon.  Members 
who  might  be  appointed,  that  they  would 
endeavour  fairly  and  properly  to  carry 
out  their  duty  in  relation  to  the  Resolu- 
tion of  last  Session.  They  would  have 
the  advantage  of  all  the  light  thrown 
upon  the  subject  by  the  discussions 
which  had  occurred  in  the  House ;  and 
it  would,  in  the  end,  be  for  the  House 
to  say  whether  they  had  performed  their 
duty  satisfactorily  or  not. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  that  for 
himself,  and  he  thought  likewise  for  his 
hon.  Friends  who  sat  aronnd  him,  he 
could  disclaim  any  desire  to  cast  a  doubt 
upon  the  good  faith  and  candoar  of  the 
right  hon.  Oentieman  who  had  just 
spoken  in  regard  to  the  nomination  of 
the  Oommittee  of  Selection.  And  the 
noble  Marquess  opposite  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington)  had  clearly  shown  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  that  they 
had  taken  up  a  neutral  attitude  in  this 
matter ;  therefore,  he  trusted  the  ques- 
tion would  be  discussed  without  anything 
of  personal  or  political  acrimony  on  the 
one  side  or  the  other.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess had  pointed  out  that  the  Front 
Opposition  Bench,  no  more  than  tfae 
Oovemment,  had  ever  taken  an  active 
or  prominent  part  in  the  nomination  of 
the  Oommittee  of  Selection ;  but  he  (Mr. 
O'Ommor)  wished  to  draw  the  attention 
of  the  Hoose,  and  especially  of  the 
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Front  Opposition  Bench,  to  this,  that 
Then,  during  the  Autumn.Sittinff,  those 
Standing  OommitteeB  were  under  dis- 
cussion, the  Conservative  Leaders  laid 
Btress  on  the  fact  that  Committees  on 
Public  Bills  as  they  were  before,  and  as 
they  would  be  under  the  Grand  Com- 
mittee Bule,  were  totally  different.  They 
laid  stress  upon  the  fact,  that  hitherto 
the  work  of  the  Committee  of  Selection 
had  been  mainly  the  selection  of  Mem- 
bera  to  serve  on  Select  Committees,  and 
that,  of  coarse,  in  tiiat  matter,  there  was 
not  much  likelihood  of  anyone  being 
charged  wiUi  being  actuated  by  Partpr 
ooiuiderations.  But  the  Front  Opposi- 
tion Bench  were  careful  to  explain  that 
in  the  selection  of  Members  to  serve  on 
the  Qrand  Committees,  the  Committee  of 
Selection  would  have  a  far  more  onerous 
and  important  duty  to  perform.  He 
would  respectfully  point  out  to  the 
House  how  the  Irish  Party  would  be 
affected.  He  had  asked  the  Prime 
Minister  during  the  Autumn  Sitting 
whether  an  Irish  FiBheries  Bill  would 
come  before  the  Grand  Committee,  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  without  heei- 
tation,  replied  in  the  affirmative.  He 
(Mr.  O'Connor)  had  refered  to  another 
Bill  which  he  believed  he  was  correct  in 
saying  the  Government  intended  to  refer 
to  the  Grand  Gommitteea — namely,  the 
measure  dealing  with  a  Oodifieation  of 
the  Criminal  Law.  Now,  any  Bill 
having  for  its  object  the  Codification  of 
the  Criminal  Law  would  embrace  the 
consideration  of  a  large  number  of  ex- 
isting Statutes  in  Ireland  upon  which 
the  Irish  people  entertained  very  strong 
opinions.  For  instance,  the  Committee 
on  the  Criminal  Code  had  recommended 
that  the  Whiteboy  Acts  should  be  re- 
moved from  the  Statute  Book,  and  that 
prisoners  who  would  otherwise  come 
under  those  Acts  should  be  tried  by 
Common  Law  under  some  other  Statute. 
It  was  clear,  then,  that  Bills  might  come 
before  the  Grand  Committees  in  which 
Members  sitting  on  those  Benches  took 
the  reiy  greatest  interest.  What  was 
the  composition  of  the  Committee  of 
Selection  at  present?  The  right  hon. 
Gentieman  (Sir  John  B.  Mowbray)  had 
referred  to  the  hon.  Member,  for  the 
County  of  Galway  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry), 
and  had  pointed  out  that  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Colleague  in  the  representation 
of  that  county  (Colonel  Nolan)  had  re- 
coRimend^  aim  for  Qominatiou  to  the 


Committee,  Well,  he  (Mr.  O'Connor) 
would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  it  was  not  a  fact  that  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member's  recommendation 
was  so  far  back  as  1880  P  [Sir  JoHir 
R.  MowBBAT  :  Yes.]  He  thought  that 
was  BO.  Silrely  the  rif^t  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  been  a  snmciently  careful 
observer  of  affaire  in  that  Honse  to 
know  that  very  great  changes  had  taken 
place  in  the  relations  between  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  County  of  Galway  and 
Gentlemen  belonging  to  the  Irish  Parfy. 
He  (Mr.  O'Connor)  returned  thanks  to 
the  noble  Marquess  for  his  remarks  that 
evening  relative  to  the  position  whioli 
the  Irish  Party  held  in  the  Hoose.  The 
noble  MarquosB  had  referred  to  it  aa 
"The  Irish  National  Party."  It  was 
gratifying  to  see  that  the  noble  Marquess 
recognized  the  fact  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell) 
reproBented,  not  a  Bection  of  Ireland, 
but  the  national  feeling  and  aspirations 
of  that  country.  What  did  the  hon. 
Member  for  Galway  represent  ?  It  bad 
been  said  that  Members  of  the  Commit- 
tee of  Selection  were  appointed  because 
of  their  large  Parliamentary  experience, 
of  their  weight,  and  Parliamentary  in- 
fluence. Well,  although  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Coun^  Galway  was  unfortu- 
nately absent,  he  (Mr.  O'Connor)  could 
not  refrain  from  saying  this  with  regard 
to  him,  that  if  he  were  asked  to  select  a 
Member  of  the  House  whose  Parliamen- 
tary weight  was  in  an  inverse  proportion 
to  his  pretenBions,  he  should  select  that 
hon.  Member.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  he 
(Mr.  O'Connor)  did  not  know  who  in 
the  world  the  hon.  Member — at  present 
airing  himself  in  Algiers,  and  destined, 
as  far  as  they  knew,  to  air  himself  there 
as  long  as  it  might  suit  his  taste — repre- 
sented. He  did  not  represent  the  Libe- 
ral Party  in  that  House ;  he  did  not 
reprpnent  Ireland  ;  he  did  not  represent 
the  House  generally,  if  they  might  judge 
by  tlie  fact  that  no  hon.  Member  was 
so  successful  as  he  in  despatching  the 
House  into  abuzz  of  general  conversation 
whenever  he  attempted  to  address  it. 
Who  or  what  did  the  hon.  Member 
represent  ?  He  represented  no  one  but 
himself,  and  only  on  the  ground  that 
one  individual  could  claim  to  be  repre- 
sented on  a  Committee  of  seven,  taken 
firom  the  Whole  House,  had  he  a  right 
I  to  the  present  nomioation.  What  con- 
nection had  the  hoB'  Member  vith  tho 
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Irisli  Party  ?  There  was  not  one  Mem- 
ber of  the  Party  who  was  oa  even  speak- 
ing terms  with  him.  All  the  conversa- 
tion he  (hh.  O'Connor)  had  ever  had 
with  him  had  been  across  the  floor  of 
the  House.  That  conversation  had  been 
of  a  character  that  could  hardly  be  called 
amicable;  and  he  hoped  that  before  long» 
when  the  Government  submitted  its  posi- 
tion to  the  verdict  of  the  constituencies, 
he  would  have  another  conversation  with 
the  hon.  Member  in  County  Qalway, 
■which  was  very  likely  to  be  more  agree- 
able to  him  (Mr.  O'Connor)  than  to  the 
hon.  Member.  The  Irish  Members  asked 
that  they  should  be  represented  on  the 
Committee.  Said  the  noble  Marquess — 
"The  Committee  is  not  representative 
of  the  numerical  proportions  of  the 
House*  for,  if  it  were,  80  only  would 
have  a  right  to  be  represented."  But 
who  did  the  hon.  Member  for  Ports- 
mouth (Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff)  repre- 
sent 7  Did  he  represent  a  Party  of  80  7 
He  (Mr.  O'Connor)  had  heard  it  said, 
over  and  over  again,  especially  from  the 
Treasury  Bench,  that  the  Party  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  belonged  at  the  most 
could  only  rally  four  of  its  Members — 
and  sometimes  the  four  were  so  divided 
that  it  was  hard  to  know  which  was  the 
head  and  which  was  the  tail.  So  that, 
if  they  went  on  the  principle  of  the 
representation  of  Parties,  or  of  propor- 
tion, the  Party  of  40  which  followed  the 
lead  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  had  a  much  greater  right  to  be 
represented  than  the  Party  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  belonged,  which  sometimes 
followed  and  sometimes  disobeyed  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock 
(Lord  Bandolph  Chordiill).  He  (Mr. 
O'Connor)  was  sorry  to  say  that  this 
matter  would  be  understood  in  Ireland 
in  avery different  manner  to  that  repre- 
■ented  by  the  noble  Marquess.  It  would 
be  reguded  there  as  very  much  like  an 
insult  to  that  country  to  keep  as  far  as 
possible  from  the  deliberations  of  this 
House  the  views  of  those  whom  the 
noble  Marquess  himself  had  called  the 
Irish  National  Party. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divitUd : — Ayes  213  ;  Noes 
64:  Majority  159.— (Biv.  List,  No.  12.) 

Mb.  ABTHUB  O'CONNOB  rose  

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Cubitt  be  one  other  Mem- 

Mr.  T.  P,  O'Connor 


ber  of  the  Committee." —  (5tr  Jolm 

Mr.  AETHTJR  O'CONNOE  :  Before 
you  put  the  names,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish 
to  move  a  further  Amendment  to  Stand- 
ing Order  

Me.  SPEAKER:  The  House  is  now 
engaged  in  considering  the  names  of  the 
Membem  to  be  on  the  Committee.  Does 
the  hon.  Member  object  to  the  name  of 
Mr.  Cubitt? 

Mr.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR:  No, 
Sir  ;  but  though  you  did  not  observe  me 
— though  I  was  not  fortunate  enough  to 
catch  your  eye — I  rose  to  move  an 
Amendment  before  you  had  actually  put 
the  Question.  Having  risen  to  address 
the  House  before  you  put  the  Question, 
I  submit  that  I  am  entitied  to  more  a 
further  Amendment. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  House  has 
affirmed  by  the  vote  just  now  taken  that 
the  Committee  of  Selection  shall  consist 
of  seven  Members.  No  further  Amend- 
ment can  be  moved  except  to  the  names 
as  put  to  the  House. 

Question  put,  and  agr^d  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Sir  Charles  Forster  be  one  other 
Member  of  the  Committee." — {Sir  Jahit 
iJoiebray.) 

Question  put,  and  agr$$d  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Mitchell  Henry  be  one  other 
Member  of  the  Committee."— (Str  John 
Mowhray.) 

Mr.  PAENELL  said,  he  wished  to 
move,  as  an  Amendment,  to  leave  out  the 
name  of  Mr.  Mitchell  Henry  and  substi- 
tute that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Long- 
ford (Mr.  Justice  M'CarthyJ.  He  re- 
gretted that  the  House,  in  its  wisdom, 
had  not  seen  fit  to  agree  to  tiie  Amend- 
ment moved  by  the  hun.  Member  for 
Burnley  (Mr.  Rylands),  which  would, 
probably,  have  had  the  effect  of  saving 
them  from  the  necessity  of  objecting  to 
the  name  of  an  hon.  Gentleman  repre- 
senting an  Irish  constituency.  Such  a 
duty  was,  of  course,  an  odious  one,  and 
one  which  he,  personally,  should  be  very 
glad  to  be  excused  &om ;  but,  as  the 
matter  now  stood,  the  only  way  in  which 
the  Irish  National  Party  could  possibly 
secure  a  Repreeentative  on  the  Com- 
mittee of  Selection  was  by  objecting  to 
the  name  of  tiie  Member  whom  tiie^  oon- 
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lidered — having  regard  to  all  the  cir- 
oomstancee  of  the  case — the  leastentitled 
to  serve  on  the  Committee,  aad  who 
would  mate  the  least  serviceahle  Mem- 
ber of  the  Oommittee.  There  vere 
many  reasons,  in  the  viev  of  the  Liah 
Party,  whj^e  name  of  Ifr.  llitohell 
Henry  should  not  be  included  on  the 
Committee.  In  the  first  place,  not  a 
single  Irish  Conservative  or  National 
Bfember  had  been  selected  to  serve,  and 
it  was  a  fact  that  by  far  the  larger  num- 
ber of  Irish  Members  sat  upon  that  (the 
Conservative)  side  of  the  House.  Why 
should  the  minority  of  Irish  Members 
who  sat  upon  the  other  side  of  the  House 
have  the  hon.  Member  for  County  Gal- 
wa^  to  represent  them,  while  the  ma- 
jority of  Irish  Members  who  sat  on  the 
Opposition  side  were  deprived  of  any 
representation  whatsoever  ?  It  would,  in 
his  judgment,  have  been  much  better  if 
the  number  of  this  Committee  had  been 
extended.  The  functions  of  the  Com* 
mittee  were  of  the  most  important  cha- 
racter, and  he  should  have  thought 
everybody  would  have  been  struck — on 
the  most  elementary  rules  of  common 
sense—with  the  fact  that  for  the  sake  of 
ordinary  convQuience  an  Irish  Member 
should  have  been  nominated  who  was 
at  least  on  speaking  terms  with  the  rest 
of  his  Colleagues ,  in  the  House.  But 
that  was  not  the  case  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  County  Galway,  who  was  not 
even  on  speaking  terms  with  any  of  his 
(Mr.  Pamell's)  hon.  Friends.  He  him- 
self was  certainly  not  on  speaking  terms 
with  the  hon.  Member.  It  would,  there- 
fore, happen,  if  the  hon.  Member  for 
County  Galway  were  appointed,  that  he 
would  be  entirely  deprived  of  the  ad- 
vantage of  consulting  with  the  Irish 
Members— 43  in  number — who  sat  on 
the  Opposition  side  of  the  House  in  re- 
gard to  the  nomination  of  Members  to 
serve  on  these  very  important  Grand 
Committees  which  were  to  be  tried  for 
the  first  time  this  Session.  He  could 
not  imagine  anything  of  more  im- 
portance than  the  due  consideration  of 
the  feelings  and  wishes  of  every  section 
of  the  House  in  the  selection  of  hon. 
Members  to  compose  these  Grand  Com- 
mittees, and  yet  the  last  chance  for  the 
Irish  Members  making  their  wishes 
known  would  be  gone  if  the  name  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  County  Galway  were 
included.  Coming  on  after  half-past  12 
o'clock  at  nightf  as  the  nomination  of 


these  Grand  Committees  would  come  on, 
it  would  be  practically  imposuble  for 
the  Irish  Members  to  put  then  views  be- 
fore the  House  or  to  nave  any  cHBfeotiTa 
voice  in  the  matter.  He  r^;retted, 
therefore,  that  the  Gbvemment  could 
not  see  their  way  to  announang  an  opi- 
nion in  this  matter,  and  following  uie 
rule  which  had  hitherto  been  always 
observed  of  giving  the  Irish  National 
Party  proportional  representation  on 
Committees.  He  begged  to  move  that 
the  name  of  Mr.  Mitchell  Henry  be 
omitted  and  that  of  Mr.  Justin  M'C^rthy 
substituted. 

Mh.  SPEAKEE  :  I  must  point  out  to 
the  hon.  Member,  that  though  he  can 
move  to  leave  out  the  name  of  Mr. 
Mitchell  Henry  —  or  can  oppose  the 
Motion  before  the  House — he  cannot 
move  to  substitate  the  namo  of  Mr. 
Justin  M'Carthy  without  Notice. 

Mb.  OALLAN  :  The  Motion  is  on  the 
Paper. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  name  of  "  Mr.  Mitchell  Henry,"  in 
order  to  insert  the  name  of  "  Mr.  Justin 
M'Carthy,"  —  {Ur.  Psmrf/,)  —  instead 
thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That '  Mr.  Mit- 
chell Henry '  be  one  otiher  Member  of 
the  Committee." 

Sib  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  said,  that 
if  the  hon.  Member  for  County  Galway 
were  in  this  country  now,  and  if  he  were 
satisfied  the  hon.  Member  would  attend 
the  Committee,  he  should  be  very  soxrr 
to  vote  for  the  hon.  Member  being  left 
oat  He  had  ever^  &itk  in  the  hon. 
Member's  impartiauty ;  but  ha  under- 
stood from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Osdford 
that  he  had  communicated  twice  with  the 
hon.  Member,  but  not  to  say  that  be  had 
had  any  reply  to  the  effect  that  the  hon. 
Member  would  attend  at  once  to  the 
duties  of  the  Committee.  Therefore,  as 
it  was  the  earliest  stage  of  the  Com- 
mittee that  was  the  most  important,  he 
should,  with  great  reluctance,  be  obliged 
to  vote  for  the  omission  of  the  name  of 
the  hon.  Member.  These  were  circum- 
stances which  ought  to  weigh  on  other 
hon.  Members  as  much  as  they  did  on 
himself.  It  was  right  that  the  Irish 
Members  should  be  represented  in  some 
shape  or  other ;  but  as  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, they  had  only  evidence  that  two 
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.eommunioations  had  been  sent  to  him, 
nnd  had  received  no  intimation  that  be 
was  likely  to  be  back  in  time  to  be  of 
servioe. 

Sin  JOHN  R.  MOWBRAY  regretted 
that  he  had  faiLed  to  make  himself  clear. 
To  remove  the  misapprehension  in  the 
mind  of  the  hon.  Member,  he  would 
repeat  that  the  first  communication 
vhich  had  passed  between  himself  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  County  Galway 
had  come  from  that  Gentleman.  He 
had  forgotten  on  what  day  he  received 
it,  but,  he  thought,  on  the  day  Parlia- 
ment met.  The  hon.  Member  had  in- 
formed him,  that  if  he  were  put  on  the 
Oommtttee,  he  should  be  quite  ready  to 
eerre,  and  he  had  requested  that  after 
the  appointments  were  made  a  letter  or  a 
telegram  should  be  sent  to  him.  He 
(Sir  John  Mowbray)  had,  accordingly, 
written,  telling  the  hon.  Member  that 
the  appointment  of  the  Committee  had 
been  put  down  for  a  week  ago  to-day, 
and  then,  when  it  was  postponel  till  to- 
day, he  had  written  again.  As  he  had 
said  just  now,  if  the  hon.  Member  for 
County  Galway-  were  appointed  to  the 
Committee  to-night,  he  (Sir  John  Mow- 
bray) should  feel  it  his  duty  to  at  once 
telegraph  to  the  hon.  Member  to  ao- 
quaint  him  with  what  had  taken  place, 
and  there  could  be  no  doubt  he  would 
soon  be  in  his  place — at  any  rate,  on 
ike  9th  of  March.  In  the  last  Parlia- 
ment, he  (Sir  John  Mowbray)  had  had 
the  honour  to  serve  with  The  O'Oonor 
Don ;  but  when  that  Gentleman  lost  his 
seat  and  was  lost  to  the  House,  it  beoamo 
his  duty  to  find  another  Member  to  aerve 
in  hie  place  on  the  Committee.  He  had 
had  a  certain  hxm.  Member  in  his  mind, 
but  on  receiving  an  intimation  from  tho 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  County 
Galway  ((jolonel  Nolan)  that  his  Col- 
league (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry)  would  be 
a  more  fitting  person,  he  had  nominated 
that  hon.  Gentleman.  All  he  could,  say 
about  the  hon.  Member  was  that  he  had 
always  performed  his  duty  with  zeal  and 
fidelity,  that  he  had  been  a  constant 
attendant  at  the  meetings  of  the  Com- 
mittee, and  that  there  had  never  been 
anything  like  partiality  in  his  action. 
He  (Sir  John  Mowbray)  thought  he 
should  not  be  acting  loyally  towards  his 
Oolleagne  if  he  dm  not  put  h^  name 
down  again. 

Ma.  O'BRIBN  believed  that  the  se- 
lection of  the  hon.  Member  for  Galway 


would  be  accepted  in  Ireland  as  a  clear 
proof  of  the  intention  which  the  noble 
Marmiess  a  few  minutes  ago  disavowed. 
He  (Mr.  O'Brien)  was  not  snfflcienti^ 
acquainted  with  the  machinery  of  Busi- 
ness in  the  House,  to  understand  the  full 
importance  of  the  functions  of  tiie  Com- 
mittee of  Selection;  but,  after  this  dis- 
cussion— however  it  might  have  been 
intended — nothing  was  more  certain  than 
that  the  selection  for  the  Committee  of 
Selection  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Gal- 
way would  be  interpreted  in  Ireland  as 
part  of  the  attempt  —  the  gross  and 
unscrupulous  attempt — that  was  being 
made  to  take  advantage  of  the  prejudice 
of  the  moment,  to  ignore  and  discredit 
and  disfranchise  the  Irish  people  and 
their  Representatives.  For  himself,  he 
did  not  greatly  value  privileges  in  that 
House;  but  if  .the  attempt  were  made  to 
deprive  the  Irish  Far^  of  a  position  on 
which  BO  much  depended,  and,  above  alt, 
if  that  position  were  handed  over  to  a 
Gentieman  —  and  he  could  wish  that 
Gentleman  were  present,  for  it  was  a 
disagreeable  thing  to  have  to  say  this 
in  his  absence — whose  Selection,  of  all 
Irish  Members,  would  be  most  offensive 
to  the  Irish  people,  and  if  this  selection 
were  enforced  contrary  to  the  obvious 
wish  of  the  Irish  Representatives,  all 
he  (Mrr  O'Brien)  could  say  was  that  he 
believed  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  would 
gain  leas  in  this  House  than  they  would 
lose  in  Ireland  by  their  discreditable 
stratagem. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  they  had 
heard  from  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
JohnR.Mowbray)  a  very  fair  esplanation 
of  the  manner  in  which  it  had  been  pro- 
posed to  put  the  name  of  Mr.  Mitniell 
Henry  on  the  Committee  of  Selection. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman ,  though 
responsible  for  the  nomination,  though 
not  responsible  for  the  decision  of  the 
House,  bad  explained  that  he  had  put 
on  the  name  of  Mr.  Mitchell  Henry 
three  Sessions  ago,  because  he  under- 
stood that  the  name  of  Mr.  Mitchell 
Henry  was  the  one  most  pleasing  to  the 
Irish  Party  at  that  time.  Sinoe  then, 
the  only  ground  on  which,  on  the  show- 
ing of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  hima^f, 
the  name  of  Mr.  Mitchell  Henry  at  all 
appeared  on  the  Committee  had  been  cut 
away  by  the  hon.  Member  for  County 
Galway  himself.  Since  that  time  the 
hon.  Member  had  distinguished  himself 
on  every  possible  oooanon  by  attacks  on 
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the  Iriah  Kattonal  Party,  and  he  had 
eontrived  to  make  those  attacks  of  such 
a  nature  that  it  was  not  only  a  serer- 
anoo  of  political  relations,  but  of  Rocial 
relations  between  him  and  that  Party, 
which  had  resulted.  The  selection  by 
the  House  of  such  an  hon.  Member,  in 
the  face  of  the  knowledge  of  these  facts, 
would,  he  had  no  donbt,  he  universally 
received  in  Ireland  as  the  expression  of 
a  deliberate  wish  on  the  part  of  the 
House  to.  make  itself  aa  offensive  as 
possible  to  the  Irish  National  Party. 
That  was  the  issue  which  would  go  by 
the  deliberate  dedsion  of  the  House  be- 
fore the  Irish  people.  He  might  very 
muoh  regret  that  such  a  decision  should 

gi  before  the  Irieh  people;  but  the 
onse  would  know,  and  did  know,  and 
the  cheers  that  greeted  the  declaration 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  County  G-al- 
way  had  severed  even  personal  relations 
with  the  Irish  National  Party,  would 
entirely  confirm  the  opinion  of  the  Irish 
people — that  it  would  be  the  conviction 
of  Ireland  that  a  true  interpretation  had 
been  put  on  the  vote  of  the  House.  As 
he  had  said,  they  had  had  a  fair  expla- 
nation of  the  manner  in  which  the  name 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  County  Qalway 
had  originally  got  upon  the  Committee 
of  Selection.  He  had  been  placed  on 
the  Committee  as  being  really  the 
presentative  of  the  Irish  National  Party ; 
and  they  had  also  received  with  candour 
and  fairness  an  explanation  of  the  man- 
ner in  which  his  name  had  now  been 
put  ui>on  the  list.  The  hon.  Member 
had  sent  what  was,  under  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case,  a  fishing  telegram 
from  Algiers  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Sir  John  H.  Mowbray),  declaring  his 
readiness  to  go  on  the  Committee  of 
8^eotiou  again,  although  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  fully  aware,  when  he  despatched 
the  communication,  that  he  no  longer, 
in  any  sense,  represented  the  Irish  Na- 
tional Party.  He  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  could 
fully  enter  into  the  feelings  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  who  felt  that,  under  the 
drcumstances,  it  would  be  most  un- 
generous on  his  part  to  throw  orerboard 
an  old  Colleague  who  evidently  was  so 
anxious  to  be  on  the  Committee,  and, 
accordingly,  they  had  the  candid  state- 
ment thai  as  soon  as  the  hon.  Member 
know  that  he  was  elected,  he  would 
hasten  home  to  take  part  in  the  work  of 
the  Committee ;  and,  no  doubt,  his  enjoy- 
mwt  of  the  pwition  to  which  the  House 


would  have  elected  him  would  be  much 
increased  by  his  knowledge  of  the  fact 
that  be  had  been  elected  in  direct  oppo- 
sition to  the  wishes  of  the  Irish  National 
Party.  The  House  would  decide  this 
matter  presently;  and  he  (Mr.  O'Donnell) 
could  only  hope  that  its  decision  would 
be  known  throughout  Ireland  to-morrow, 
above  all  other  places,  in  the  borough 
of  Portarlington,  where  the  voting  was 
to  take  place.  The  selection  made  to- 
night would  be  taken  as  a  crucial  test  of 
the  feeling  of  the  House  towards  the 
Irish  National  "Paxty. 

Mb.  CALLAK  (who  arose  amidst  cries 
of  "  Divide ! ")  wished  to  know  whether 
hon.  Members  desired  to  delay  the  din- 
ner-hour, because,  if  they  did  not,  they 
would  hear  him  wi^out  interruption  7 
He  was  one  of  those  who  would  not  be 
put  down  by  even  before-dinner  noises 
by  Saxon  Members  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House.  He  had  a  distinct  recollec- 
tion of  the  manner  in  which  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry)  became  a 
Member  of  the  Committee  of  Selection. 
He  was  nominated  at  a  meeting  of  the 
Irish  ParW,  and  at  his  own  special  re- 
quest. He  canvassed  individually  the 
majority  of  the  Members  of  the  Irish 
Party,  and  asked  that  he  should  be  nomi- 
nated  by  them,  and  that  his  name  should 
be  sent  to  the  senior  Goremment 
Whip  as  the  nominee  of  the  Irish  Party. 
The  hon.  Member  eventually  went  on  to 
the  Committee  as  the  nominee  of  the 
Irish  Party.  There  was  a  record  on  the 
Minutes  of  the  Irish  Party  of  the  nomi- 
nation of  the  hon.  Member.  There  was 
a  note  made  of  the  fact,  that  he  was 
moved  by  one  Gentleman  and  seconded 
by  another,  and  named  as  the  Be- 
presentative  of  the  Party.  He  (Mr. 
CaUan)  must  say,  in  justice  to  the 
hon.  Member,  and  in  justice  to  the 
Irish  Party,  that  the  nomination  was 
not  made  unanimously.  He  (Mr.  Callan) 
had  voted  against  the  nomination.  At 
any  rate,  the  hon.  Member  was  selected 
substantially  as  the  Bepreaentative  of 
the  Irish  Party;  but  he  had  now  not 
only  left  that  Party,  but  had  made  him- 
self obnoxious  personally,  and  politically, 
to  every  Member  of  it,  by  never  losing 
an  opportunity  of  attaokinff  and  traduc- 
ing them.  Whenever  the  non.  Member 
rose  to  address  the  House,  the  Irish 
Party  were  almost  as  ever  present  to  his 
mind,  as  Charles  I.  was  to  one  of  the 
characters  in  one  of  Pi<^ens'.  celebrated 
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noT«lB.  They  foaud  that  hon.  Ifember, 
far  away  in  AlgierB^still  wishing  to  retain 
his  aeat  on  the  Committee  of  Selection, 
juet,  DO  doubt,  in  the  aame  way  aa  be 
would  wish  to  retain  his  seat  in  the 
House  if  there  were  to  be  a  Oeneral 
Election.  The  hon.  Member  would  have 
just  as  little  chance  of  being  elected  by 
the  Irish  Party  as  their  Cepresentatire 
on  the  Committee  of  Selection,  as  he 
would  hare  of  being  elected  again  for 
County  Gal  way.  There  was  on  the  Com- 
mittee a  Scotchman — a  genial  Sootch- 
man— one  of  the  few  genial  Scotchmen — 
and  a  ConserratiTe,  whose  political  faith 
TOobably  accounted  for  ius  geniality. 
The  Committee  had  been  enlarged. 
Why  was  that?  Was  it  to  keep  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry)  on 
this  ra/uffium  peceaterum  f  Did  they  wish 
the  Irish  Party  not  to  be  represented  at 
all,  while  they  allowed  a  representation 
to  the  Scotch  Members?  The  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry)  was  a 
Kepresentative  of  the  English  manufao- 
turmg  classes,  and  he  aat  on  the  Minis- 
terial side  below  the  Gangway.  He 
was  an  Irish  proprietor — an  English- 
man—a chance  visitant  to  Galway,  hav- 
ing no  other  connection  with  the  county 
than  a  summer  residence  in  the  wilds  of 
Connemara.  Waa  he  an  Irish  Bepre- 
sentative  ?  The  Irish  Members  em- 
phatically answered  "  No."  It  was 
proposed  to  enluva  the  Committee. 
Well,  the  bish  ^rl^y,  however  they 
numerically  reduced  it,  vere  40  men 
standing  shoulder  to  shoulder.  The 
House  could  not  give  them  a  Member 
to  the  Committee,  and  yet  they  added  to 
it  one  of  the  Party  of  four  (Sir  H. 
Drummond  Wolff).  Talk  of  English 
fair  play!  Was  that  fair  play?  The 
boa.  Member's  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry's) 
sole  recommendation  to  the  Committee 
was  that  he  was  nominated  by  the  Irish 
Party  ;  but  would  any  hon.  Member  get 
up  in  his  place  and  say  they  considered 
the  hon.  Gentleman  a  Bepresentative  of 
the  Irish  Party  ?  His  Sponsor  might  now 
come  and  do  penance  in  sackcloth  and 
ashes  for  having  proposed  him.  Then, 
they  put  on  the  Committee  a  Member 
(Mr.  Illingworth),  whose  only  qualifica- 
tion was  that  he  was  a  Colleague  of  the 
right  hon.  Gendeman  the  Member  for 
Bradford  (Mr.  W.  £.  Forster).  It  was 
said  that  he  was  a  very  different  kind  of 
man  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman ;  but 
he  (Mr.  Callan)  believed  that  there  was 

Jfr.  Cahan 


six  of  one  and  half-a-dozen  of  the 

other. 

Question  put. 

The  House  imd$d  : — Ayes  157  ; 
Noes  22:  Mfuoxity  135.— (Dir.  List, 
No.  13.) 

Mr.  Orb  Ewino,  Mr.  Whitbbead,  Mr* 
Ilunowobth,  Sir  Henry  Wolff,  and 
the  Chaibuan  of  the  Sxleot  CoMMirxEn 
on  Staksiko  Orders,  nominated  other 
Members  of  the  said  Committee. 


CONTBOVEETED  ELECTIONS. 
Mr.  Speaker  informed  the  Honse,  that  he 
hod  received  .from  Ur.  Baron  Pollock  and  Mr. 
Justice  ManisW,  two  of  ttie  Judges  -selected,  in 
pnrBuanee  of  The  Farliamentaiy  Elections  Act, 
1868,  for  the  Trial  of  Eleetion  Petitions^  a 
Certificate  and  Report  relating  to  the  Election 
for  the  City  of  Salisbory. 

BALIBBUEY  ELBCTIOH. 
The  ^riiamentary  Elections  Aet,  1868. 
The  Parliamentary  Electiooa  and  Gomipt  Prto- 

ticoB  Act,  1879. 
The  Parliamentary  Mections  and  Corrapt  Prac- 
tices Act,  1880. 
To  the  Bight  Honoorable  The  Speaker  of  the 
Heiue  of  Commras. 

We,  the  Honourable  Sir  Charles  Edward 
Pollock,  knight  (Baron  of  Uio  Exchequer),  and 
the  Honourable  Sir  Henry  Manisty,  kmght, 
Justices  of  the  High  Court  of  Justice,  and 
two  of  the  Judges  tor  the  time  being  for  the 
trial  ot  Eleotion  Petitions  in  England,  do  hereby, 
in  pursuance  of  the  said  Acts,  certify  that,  upon 
the  20th,  2lBt,  22nd,  33rd,  24th.  and  26th  davs 
of  February  1883,  we  duly  held  a  Court  at  the 
Council  House,  in  the  Borough  of  Salisbury,  iu 
the  County  of  Wilts,  for  the  trial  of,  and>did  try, 
the  £leotion  Petition  for  the  said  Bcnrough,  be- 
tween William  Robert  Mooie,  Heniy  Hale, 
George  Uedway,  Charles  Jewell,  and  Charles 
Massey,  Petitioners,  and  Coleridge  John  Ken* 
nard.  Respondent,  which  prayed  that  it  might 
be  determined  that  the  said  Coleridge  John 
Kennard  was  not  duly  Elected  or  duly  Returned, 
and  that  the  Election  and  Return  of  the  said 
Coleridge  John  Kennard  were  uid  ore  wholly 
null  and  Toid. 

And, in  further  punuance  of  the  sud  Acts, 
we  report  that,  at  Uie  conclusion  of  the  said  trial, 
we  determined  that  the  said  Coleridge  John  Ken- 
nard, being  the  Member  whose  Election  and 
Return  were  complained  of  in  the  said  Peti- 
tion, was  dul^  Elected  and  Returned,  and  we 
do  hereby  certify  in  writing  such  our  determina- 
tion to  yoo. 

And  whereas  charges  were  made  in  tiie  nid 
Petition  of  corrupt  practices  having  been  com- 
mitted at  the  said  Election,  we,  in  further  par- 
inonoo  of  the  said  Acts,  report  as  follows : — 
(a.)  That  no  corrupt  practice  was  proved 
to  have  been  committed  by  or  with  the 
knowledge  or  consent      any  Candidate 
at  such  Election; 
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(b.)  Thai  the  following  ponoDB  were  proT«d 
st  the  trial  to  have  been  guilty  of  the 
eorrapt  practice  of  bribery : — 

Briber.  Fersooa  bribed. 

John  Alfred  Follioti.    Harry  Skntt. 

EVank  Mosham. 
(c.)  We  further  report  that  there  is  no  rea- 
son to  beliore  that  corrupt  practices  have 
eztensively  prevailed  at  the  Election  for 
the  Borough  of  Balisbnry,  to  which  the 
■aid  Petition  relates. 
Dated  this  26th  day  of  February,  1883. 

C.  E.  Pollock. 

H.  Manistt. 
And  the  said  Certificate  and  Report  were 
ordered  to  be  entered  in  the  Jonmals  of  this 
HotiM.. 

irOTICE. 


KXLMAINHAM  PRISON  (RELEASE  OF 
MR.  PARNELL,  &c.)  (SIR  S.  NORTH- 
COTE'S  MOTION). 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  :  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  beg  to  give  Notice,  with  re- 
ference to  the  Qnestioii  which  I  put  to 
the  noble  Marquraa  yesterday,  as  to 

S'ring  a  day  for  the  dieonsedon  of  my 
otion  for  the  appointment  of  a  Gom- 
mitteo  with  regard  to  the  release  of  cer- 
tain Members,  that  I  intend  to  renew 
the  Questiou  on  Monday  next,  if  the 
Prime  Minister  is  in  the  House,  and  to 
address  it  to  the  Prime  Minister. 

Q  ujsa  no  If  8. 

EXTRAORDINARY  TITHB- 
LEGI8LATI0N. 

.  Ma.  INDERWICK  (for  Mr.  Dawiel 
Qbajti)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
tiieHome  Department,  Whether  it  is  the 
intention  of  Her  Majesty's  GhiTemment 
to  introduce  a  Bill  this  Session  dealing 
with  the  question  of  Extraordinary 
Tithe;  if  not,  will  they  afford  faoilities 
for  discussion  if  a  Bill  be  introduced  by 
a  private  Member  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOURT,  in  re- 
ply, said,  he  had  intended,  in  answering 
the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Marylebone,  to  refer  to  the  Bill  on  the 
subject  which  he  understood  had  been 
introduced  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Rye  (Mr.  Inderwick),  and 
he  was  therefore  surprised  at  that  hon. 
and  learned  Member  patting  the  Ques- 
tion.   

Mr.  INDERWICK  said,  it  was  true 
he  had  introduced  a  Bill  on  the  subject. 


He  asked  whether  the  Ooremment 
would  give  facilitiee  for  the  discusuon  of 
the  Bill  ? 

Sir  WILUA.M  HARCOTJRT :  Faci- 
lities  are  a  oommoditvin  which  HerMa* 
jeaty's  Qovemment  do  not  deal. 

OFIUU  SMtTGOLINO  (HONS  EOXO). 

Sra  JOSEPH  PEASE  asked  the  TJn- 
der  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
Whether  the  attention  of  Her  Majeefy's 
Government  has  been  drawn  to  tiie 
statement  in  the  "  Overland  China  Mail," 
which  states  that,  at  a  meeting  of  the 
Legislative  Council,  Hong  Kong,  on  the 
IS^of  Decembwlast,  His  Excellency 
the  Administrator,  the  Hon.  W.  H. 
March,  admitted — 

"  ^lat  there  vas  much  smnggling  (in  opiam) 
going  on,  thongh  not  in  heavily  armed  venels,' 

and  that  His  Excellency  read  a  report 
from  the  police  station  which  stated 

that— 

"  The  police  detained  the  boats  and  opium, 
pending  the  instnictiona  of  the  Administrator, 
but  there  being  no  police  case  against  them, 
ttiey  were  allowed  to  go,  by  order  of  the  Ad- 
ministiator ; " 

that  the  police  report  stated  that  this 
system  of  smuggling  goes  on  regularly 
three,  four,  and  even  six  times  a  month, 
the  smugglers  being  always  about  one 
hundred  strong,  and  armed ;  and,  whe- 
ther Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
considered  whether  the  present  regula- 
tions at  Hong  Kong  are  snfficienl^  if 
properly  carried  out,  to  prevent  opium 
smuggling  from  British  into  Chinese 
territory  ? 

Mb.  EVELYN  ASHLEY,  in  reply, 
said,  the  attention  of  the  Government 
had  been  called  to  the  statements ;  but 
some  of  them  were  controverted  at  the 
next  meeting  of  the  Council.  The  Ad- 
ministrator at  Hong  Kon^  had  apponted 
a  Commission  to  inquire  into  all  the 

"  Circumstances  of  the  smuggling  of  opium 
and  other  ^oods  from  Hong  Kong  to  the  main- 
land of  China," 

and  when  its  Report  had  been  received 
the  Colonial  OfiBce  would  carefully  con- 
sider it. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— ALLEGED 
INTIMIDATION. 

Ma.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  the  fact  that 
Mr.  Robert  PerciviU,  bailiff  on  the  estate 
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of  Captaia  Douglas,  near  Drumlisb,  in 
the  county  of  Longford,  waa  lately 
charged  by  two  tenants  on  that  estate 
vith  having  uaed  intimidating  language 
towards  them,  and  having  produced  fire- 
arms and  threatened  to  shoot  them  if 
they  attempted  to  prevent  him  from 
taking  forcible  possession  of  the  land  of 
Mrs.  Campbell,  a  widow,  who  was  then 
actually  in  possession  of  the  land,  having 
been  restored  to  it;  whether  the  two 
tenants  tendered  informations  against 
Fercival  to  the  resident  magistrate,  Mr. 
Hill ;  whether  Mr.  Hill  refused  to  re- 
ceive the  informations ;  and,  whether 
he  will  take  any  steps  in  consequence  of 
this  refusal  ? 

Mr.  TEEVELYAN  :  I  have  received 
a  Beport  which  shows  that  the  facts  are 
not  quite  correctly  set  forth  in  the  Ques- 
tion. Mrs.  Oampbell  had  been  evicted 
teom  her  house  and  faim,  and  had  been 
allowed  back  into  the  house  under  .an 
agreement ;  but  she  was  not  restored  to 
the  farm,  as,  by  the  agreement,  Fercival, 
who  paid  the  rent — £40— was  to  hold 
the  land  till  next  June.  Mrs.  Campbell 
appears  to  have  afterwards  repented  of 
her  bargain,  and  tried  to  get  the  land 
back,  and  two  men  went  to  plough  it. 
Fercival  prevented  them  from  doing  so, 
when  they  threatened  to  come  again 
next  day  and  plough  the  land  by  force. 
Fercival  said  he  would  not  allow  them, 
and  stated  that  he  was  quite  well  able 
to  take  care  of  himself,  at  the  same  time 
drawing  a  revolver  from  his  pocket, 
which  he  showed  them.  The  two  men 
then  went  to  Mr.  Hill,  the  Kesident 
Magistrate,  and  tendered  information. 
Mr.  Hill,  knowing  that  Fercival  was  a 
respectable  man,  and  that  an  ill-fbeling 
existed  towards  him  on  the  part  of  one 
of  the  applicants,  refused  to  take  infor- 
mations, and  directed  them  to  take  out 
summonses.  I  havenointentionof taking 
any  step  in  consequence  of  Mr.  Hill's 
refusal ;  both  because  he  exercised  a 
discretion  which  is  expressly  vested  in 
him  as  a  magistrate  by  the  Fetty  Ses- 
sions Act,  and  because  his  action  did 
not  deprive  the  applicants  of  their  legal 
remedy,  if  they  really  felt  tiiemselves 
aggrieved. 

THE  PABKS  (MBTROPOLTS)— REGEKT'S 
PARK. 

Mb.  DANIEL  GRANT  asked  Mr. 
CbanoeUor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether 
tiie  Lav  Offloers     the  Crown  have  yet 

Mr.  Ju$iin  M'Cartiy 


given  their  opinion  respecting  the  iu- 
cloBure  in  Begent'a  Fark ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  he  will  oommnnitoite  the  same 
to  the  Honae  ? 

ThkCHANOELLOB  of  thi  SXOHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Childeks):  Yes,  Sir;  but 
it  is  not  usual  to  communicate  to  Farlia- 
ment  the  Opinions  of  the  Law  Officers  of 
the  Crown.  The  question  of  the  inelo- 
sure  in  the  Regent's  Park  has  only  re- 
cently oome  before  me,  and  I  have  not 
yet  completed  the  inquiries  which  ap- 
pear to  me  necessary  before  arriving  at 
a  dedsion. 

POST  OFFICE  SAYIKae  BAJSHSB. 

Mr.  KENNAED  asked  the  Post- 
master  General,  Whether  any  steps  have 
been  taken  to  inquire  into  the  alleged 
maladministration  of  the  Post  Office 
Savings  Banks,  and  whether  he  can  now 
assure  the  House  that  that  important 
branch  of  the  public  service  is  being  re- 
organised with  a  view  to  the  more  effi- 
cient performance  of  work  by  the  staff 
without  recourse  to  the  system  of  "  over 
time,"  and  with  a  due  r^^rd  to  the 
vested  interests  of  the  male  staff? 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE :  The  admi- 
nistration of  the  Savings  Banks  has  en- 
gaged  much  of  the  attention,  not  only 
of  ue  Poahnaster  General,  but  of  myself, 
and  I  can  assure  the  House  that  it  is 
now  in  a  satisfactory  condition.  Several 
beneficial  changes  have  recently  been 
effected  by  the  officers  now  in  charge  of 
the  Department ;  and  now  that  addi- 
tional and  long-needed  premises  have 
been  acquired,  further  changes  will  be 
made,  and  the  amount  of  overtime  will' 
be  considerably  reduced.  For  many 
reasons  it  would  be  unadvisable  to  abo- 
lish overtime  work,  and  with  it  overtime 
pay,  altogether. 

Mb.  KENNARD  said,  that  he  would 
call  further  attention  to  the  sul^ect  on 
the  Estimates. 

PARLIAMENT— BLEOTIOK  OF  MR. 
TIMOTHY  HARRINGTON  FOR 

WEStilEATH. 

Mb.  SULLIVAN  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Lre- 
land,  If  Mr.  Timothy  Harrington,  who 
was  on  Saturday  elected,  without  oppo- 
sition, to  represent  the  county  of  West- 
meath  in  Parliament  (and  whose  friends 
handed  in  fax  him  torn  namiiation 
papers,  three  of  which  were  signed  by 
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farmers  exclusively,  amongst  whom  were 
someof  the  largest  farmers  iirthecounty}, 
is  now  undergoing  a  term  of  two  months' 
imprisonment  in  the  chief  town  of  West- 
meath,  on  a  charge  of  having  attempted 
to  intimidate  the  farmers  of  that  county ; 
and,  whether,  if  that  be  the  case,  he 
will  direct  the  speedy  release  of  Mr. 
Harrington  7 

Mh.  TREVELYAN  :  Sir,  Mr.  Har- 
rington is  undergoing  imprisonment 
under  the  charge  to  which  the  hon. 
If  ember  refers.  The  newspapers  report, 
doubtiesB  truly,  that  he  nas  been  re- 
turned under  the  circumstances  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  refers.  The  papers 
likewise  state  that  on  the  occasion  of 
Mr.  Harrington's  return,  his  nominator 
made  a  speech,  in  which,  among  other 
very  strong  observations,  he  stated  his 
belief  that  the  Government  had  supplied 
Carey  with  the  daggers  for  the  Fhcenix 
Park  murders.  If  hon.  Gentlemen  will 
read  the  speech,  I  think  they  will  he 
satisfied  that  the  circumstances  attending 
the  election  of  Mr.  Harrington  were  not 
such  as  to  call  on  the  Government  to 
take  the  very  unusual  step  of  remitting 
a  sentence  passed  on  account  of  a  charge 
by  the  Crown. 

Mb.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN :  In  reference 
to  that  answer,  I  be^  leave  to  aek  the 
right  hon.Gtontleman,  if  Mr.  Harrington, 
a  prisoner  in  Mnllingar  Gaol,  is  to  be 
held  responsible,  not  only  for  lan|;uage 
alleged  to  have  been  delivered  by  himself 
on  a  former  occasion,  but  for  speeches 
delivered  bvbis  nominee  at  an  election? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN :  The  burden  of 
the  proof  rests  with  others,  not  with  us, 
to  show  that  there  was  in  the  circum- 
atances  of  the  election  of  Mr.  Harrington 
anything  to  cause  the  Government  to 
take  the  step  of  letting  faim  out  of 
prison,  where  he  is  confined  on  a  charge 
of  inUimdation,  and  where  he  now  lies 
in  common  with  a  certain  number  of 
other  people  who  are  not  Members  of 
Farliameut.  I  do  not  think  that  any 
such  cause  has  arisen. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  :  I  would  ask  the 
ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  whether,  in  the 
opiDifm  of  the  Government,  there  may 
not  be  ground  for  repudiating  the  charge 
of  intimidation,  in  the  fact  that  ue 
person  charged  with  intimidation  had 
been  unanimously  elected  a  Member  of 
this  House  by  a  constituency  of  the 
Tery  class  he  waa  alleged  to  have  inti- 
midated 7 


[No  reply  was  given.] 

Mb.  PARNELL:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary,  whether  Mr.  Harring- 
ton, the  Member  of  Parliament  for  the 
County  of  Westmeath,  and  convicted  of 
a  political  offence,  is  compelled  to  asso- 
ciate with  ordinary  felons  and  criminals, 
and  to  do  the  same  work,  and  subjected 
to  the  same  treatment  ? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN:  I  will  answer 
that  question  on  Notice.  I  cannot  admit 
that  Mr.  Harrington  has  been  convicted 
of  a  political  offenoe. 

LIGHTHOUSES  OP  THE  UNITED  KING- 
DOM—COMMUNICATION WITH  THE 
EDDTSTONE  UGHTH0U3E. 

Mb.  STEWART  MACUVER  asked 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  If 
his  attention  has  been  balled  to  the  un- 
fortunate  experiences  of  the  men  em- 
ployed at  the  Dddystone  Lighthouse, 
who  were  without  food  and  fuel,  and 
unable  to  communicate  with  anyone ; 
and,  whether  he  will  take  steps  to  avoid 
such  a  state  of  things  in  future,  by  pro- 
viding a  steamer  to  make  visits  at  fixed 
dates,  or  by  establishing  a  telegraph  ser- 
vice to  the  lighthouse  ? 

Mb.  CHAMBERLAIN,  in  reply,  said, 
the  responsibility  of  looking  after  light- 
houses round  the  coast  rested  with  the 
Trinity  House,  and  he  was  informed  that 
they  were  investigating  this  case.  Mean- 
while, he  had  learnt  that,  although 
some  of  the  reports  published  were  ex- 
aggerated, yet  it  was  true  that  relief 
was  delayed  by  the  boisterous  state  of 
the  weather.  Ko  rignals  for  provisions 
were  made,  so  far  as  were  known,  until 
February  19th,  and  on  the  following  day 
the  men  were  landed.  With  reference 
to  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member, 
there  was  little  use  in  providing  a 
steamer  to  make  visits  at  fixed  dates  if 
the  weather  was  such  as  to  make  relief 
impracticable.  Telegraphic  communica- 
tion would  not  have  prevented  the  delay, 
because  that  delay  had  not  arisen  from 
any  want  of  knowledge  on  shore  as  to 
the  condition  of  the  men  in  the  light- 
house. 

SCOTLAND— THE  HIGHLAND 
CROFTEBS— THE  BOTAL  COMMISSION. 

Mb.  MAOFARLANE  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, If  he  can  state  the  extent  and 
scope  of  the  Royal  Commission  which  is 
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to  be  issued  to  inqaire  into  the  condition 
of  the  Crofters  of  the  Highlands  and 
Islands  of  Scotland,  if  it  will  include 
the  tenure  upon  which  crofts  are  held, 
the  rights  to  foreBhores,  the  area  of  deer 
forests,  and  the  amount  of  depopulation 
which  thej  have  caused;  whether  the 
Commission  will  visit  the  various  loca- 
lities and  take  evidence  on  the  spot ; 
and,  if  it  will  include  in  its  inquiry  the 
Shetland  and  Orkney  Islands?  The  hon. 
Member  added,  that  he  hoped  that  the 
Home  Secretary  would  be  able  to  give 
him  some  explicit  statement  as  to  the 
Boope  of  the  Inquiry  before  the  Beport 
stage  of  the  Address  was  arrived  at. 

SiK  WILUAM  HABCOUKT:  I 
stated  yesterday  that  I  oonld  give  no 
details  in  this  matter.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber must  be  aware,  that  in  the  case  of  a 
Boyal  Commission,  no  statement  can  be 
made  until  the  sanction  of  the  Crown 
has  been  obtained. 

Mb.  MACFAKLANE:  In  consequence 
of  the  unsatisfactory  nature  of  the  an- 
swer, I  beg  to  give  Notice  that  I  shall 
move  an  Amendment  with  reference  to 
the  subject  on  the  Beport  of  the  Ad- 
dress. 

SUPPLY— THE  ARMY  AND  NAVY 
ESTIMATES. 

Mb.  PULESTON  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  "War,  Whether  early 
arrangements  could  be  made  for  taking 
the  Army  and  Navy  Estimates  ? 

The  Maeqitess  op  HAETINGTON, 
in  reply,  said,  that  no  arrangements 
could  be  made  until  the  debate  on  the 
Address  to  Her  Majesty  was  aonduded. 
It  was  hoped  to  go  into  Committee  of 
Supply  on  Thursday,  when  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  would  move 
some  Supplementary  Estimates.  If  that 
were  so,  it  was  hoped  that  the  Army  and 
Nayy  Estimates  would  be  taken  on  Mon- 
day and  Thursday  next  week. 

EAST  INDIA— CODE  OF  CRIMINAL  PRO* 
CEDURE-NATTVE  JURISDICTION 
OVER  BRITISH  SUBJECTS. 

Sib  TREVOR  LAWRENCE  asked 
the  Seoretary.of  State  for  War,  Whether, 
prior  to  the  approval  of  the  Indian  Go- 
▼enunent  in  England  being  given  to  the 
prmosed  change  of  Law  relating  to  the 
trial  of  Europeans  in  India,  any  steps 
veie  takm  to  ascertain  the  opinion  of 
the  non-official  European  public  on  the 

Mr.  Matfarhnt 


subject ;  and,  whether  it  is  the  case,  as 
reported  in'  the  telegrams  from  India, 
that  public  meetings  have  been,  or  are 
about  to  be,  held  in  the  chief  towns,  and 
in  the  centres  of  European  business,  to 
protest  in  the  strongest  terms  against 
the  proposed  changes  ? 

Mb.  ASHMEAD  -  BARTLETT  also 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether,  in  view  of  the  widespread  in- 
dignation which  the  alteration  in  the 
Criminal  Law  of  India  is  arousing  among 
the  European  population,  and  of  the 
danger  of  arousing  race  antagonism, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will  give  op- 
portunity to  this  House  for  discussing 
that  measure  before  it  becomes  Law  7 

The  MiBQUBsa  07  HABTINOTGN: 
Before  the  Government  of  India  pro- 
posed any  change  in  the  law  on  this 
subject,  the  opinion  of  every  local  Go- 
vernment was  ask^  for  and  obtained. 
It  is  impossible  to  believe  that  those 
Governments  are  ignorant  of  the  opinions 
or  feeliDgs  of  the  non-official  European 
public,  although  the  advice  which  they 
would  give  to  the  Government  of  India 
would  be  given  on  their  own  responsi- 
bility, and  on  their  own  sense  of  justice 
and  expediency  in  the  case.  I  have  no 
information  with  respect  to  tlie  latter 
part  of  the  Question  beyond  what  I  have 
seen  in  the  newspapers.  I  may  take  this 
opportunity  of  answering  the  Question 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Eye  (Mr;  Ash- 
mead-Bartlett)  on  the  same  sucrjeot.  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  in  Council 
is  responsible  to  Fariiament  for  the  in- 
structions which  he  gives  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  India,  in  legislative  as  well  as 
executive  matters ;  and  he  cannot  divest 
himself  of  that  responsibility  by  inviting 
the  House  of  Commons  to  disouss  ques- 
tions of  legislation  which  are  pending 
in  India.  It  is  open  to  any  Member  to 
call  in  question  at  any  time  the  advice 
which  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
has  given,  or  may  give,  to  Her  Majesty; 
but  I  cannot  undertake  thathe  will  re- 
frain from  exercising  the  power  with 
which  he  is  charged,  pending  any  dis- 
cussion which  may  take  place  in  Parlia- 
ment. I  may  add  that  the  Correspon- 
dence on  the  subject  will  be  presented, 
and  is  now  being  printed;  and  also  that 
it  is  not  the  intention  of  the  Government 
of  India  to  pass  the  Bill  finally  till  tiiey 
return  to  Oalontta  in  November,  bo  that 
the  public  may  have  full  time  for  con- 
sideration. 
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Me.  ASHMEAD-BAETLETT  said, 
he  wished  to  explain  that  he  pnt  the 
Question  down  that  day,  because  he  had 
understood,  from  a  reply  ffiven  to  a 
similar  Question  the  other  day,  that  it 
was  not  the  intention  of  the  Ooremment 
to  gire  an  opportanity  for  disonssing 
the  matter  in  the  House.  He  wished, 
also,  to  repeat  the  Question  in  order  to 
ask  the  noble  Marqaeas  whether,  in 
Tiew  of  the  fact  that  discussion  on 
Indian,  questions  generally  could  only 
take  place  at  the  close  of  the  Session, 
and  in  Tiew  of  the  great  importance  of 
the  question,  he  would  give  some  assur* 
anoe  that  the  House  should  have  a 
suitable  opportunity  of  discussing  those 
changes  before  they  were  passed  into 
law,  and  before  the  mischief  which  some 
apprehended  was  done  ? 

Tira  Marquess  or  HABTINGTON 
intimated  tiiat  he  was  unable  to  g^ve  the 
assurance  asked  for, 

THE  HIGH  COURT  OF  JUSTICE— THE 
NEW  RULES  OF  LEGAL  FBOCEDURE. 

Mb.  J.  STEWAET  asked  the  Lord 
Advocate,  Whether  the  Committee  of 
Judges,  now  engaged  in  framing  new 
roles  of  legal  procedure,  are  to  hold 
their  final  meeting  to-morrow ;  and,  if 
he  can  state  that  they  have  agreed  to 
make  such  alterations  in  the  rule  rela- 
tive to  the  jurisdiction  of  English  Courts 
over  persons  resident  in  Scotland  as,  in 
his  judgment,  are  suflioient  to  remove 
the  grievance  complained  of? 

Tsx  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoitb),  in  reply,  said,  that  there  had 
been  dxatt  amendments  to  the  Bales 
proposed,  which  it  was  hoped  would  re- 
move thegrievancM  complained  of;  but 
he  was  not  aware  whether  they  had  been 
oreriaken  by  the  Committee  of  Judges. 
He  hoped  to  be  able  to  answer  Uiat 
qnestiou  shortly. 

MOTIOir, 

IRELANU-THE  KILMAINHAM 
"  JTEaOTLATIONS." 

The  Muuhjxss  or  HABTIKaiON 
moved — 

"  That  the  Noticss  of  Uotiens  and  the  first  nx 
Ordenof  the  Day  be  portpooed  until  after  the 
Ordor  of  the  Day  for  resnming  the  Adjourned 
Debate  <»i  Hoticoi  for  an  AddresB  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty." 

VOL.  OOLXXTI.  [thibd  sxbibs.] 


Mr.  J.  B.  TOBEB  said,  that  he 
wished  to  avail  himself  of  that  oppor- 
tunity to  make  a  few  observations  on  a 
subject  which  had  already  been  before 
the  House,  and  which  would  probably 
in  a  short  time,  if  not  before  the  end  of 
the  debate  on  the  Address,  again  occupy 
its  attention.    He  desired  to  say  a  few 
words  on  the  remarks  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess on  the  part  which  he  (Mr.  Yorke) 
had  taken  in  endeavouring  to  obtain 
an  investigation  into  the  Kilmainham 
Treaty  last  Session,  and  to  obtain  from 
the  noble  Marquess  some  definition  of 
his  position  as  Leader  of  the  House  in 
the  treatment  which  he  proposed  to  ex- 
tend to  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition. 
The  noble  Maraness  said  the  other  day 
that  his  (Mr.  Yorke's)  connection  wi^ 
the  matter  was  altogether  a  casual  one, 
and  that  it  had  been  very  much  against 
his  will  that  he  was  induced  to  bring 
forward  the  subject,  and  move  for  the 
appointment  of  a  Committee.  The  noble 
Marquess  also  complained  that  the  Oo- 
remment were  continually  importunating 
the  Opposition,  almost,  as  he  said,  going 
down  on  their  knees  to  them,  entreat- 
ing them  to  formulate  a  specific  charge, 
and  take  some  course  by  which  that 
charge  could  be  investigated  and  either 
established  or  disproved.    As  regarded 
his  personal  connection  with  the  subject, 
it  was  true,  no  doubt,  that  it  was  entirely 
a  casual  circumstance,  and  he  did  not 
think  he  was  open  to  any  charge  of 
n^lecting  his  duty  in  not  bringing  the 
matter  earlier  before  the  House.    In  the 
first  place,  as  a  private  Member,  he  was 
under  no  special  duty  to  bring  the  mat- 
ter forward ;  and,  in  the  second  place,  if 
he  had  done  so,  the  Government  being 
in  full  possession  of  all  the  time 
the  House,  it  would  have  been  per- 
fisotly  preposterous  in  him,  with  no 
tdaim  upon  the  Government,  to  sup- 
pose that  he  could  obtain  the  oppor- 
tunity he  might  have  soi^ht  of  bringing 
the  matter  before  the  House.  There- 
fore, if  it  had  not  been  for  the  manner 
in  which  the   noble    Marquess  had 
alluded  to  the  question  a^in,  he  should 
not  have  troubled  the  House  with  his 
share  of  the  matter.  But  having  regard 
to  the  refusal  the  noble  Marquess  had 
now  made  to  permit  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  to  bring  the  matter  before 
the  House,  it  was  necessary  to  recall  to 
the  House  what  was  the  specific  attitude 
of  the  Frime  Minister,  even  to  a  humble 
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individual  like  himself.  On  the  13th  of 
November  the  Prime  Minister  having 
denied  that  there  was  any  Kilmain- 
ham  Treaty,  stated  that  he  challenged 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Glouoeater- 
ahire,  who  scoffed  at  bim  for  that  asser- 
tion, which  he  seiiously  made,  to  move 
for  an  inquiry.  He  (Mr.  Torke)  said — 
"Do  I  undentand  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  say  that  he  will  grant  a  day  ?" 
The  iright  hon.  Gentleman  replied — 
"  I  will  Agree  to  an  inquiry  wiUiout  a 
debate."  The  Prime  Minister  then  went 
on  to  say  tiiat  there  was  no  such  Treaty, 
and  that  those  who  made  such  allega- 
tions without  proof,  instead  of  fastening 
disgraceful  transactions  on  their  oppo- 
nents, brought  disgrace  upon  them- 
selves. Having  thus  oeen  brought,  with- 
out any  deliberate  intention  of  his  own, 
to  the  position  of  making  disgraceful 
allegations,  which  he  did  not  prove, 
he  (Mr.  Yorke)  then  thought  that  the 
only  course  open  to  him  was  to  urge  and 
importune  the  Prime  Minister  for  the 
opportunity  be  had  promised.  He  did 
so  from  day  to  day,  and  had  nothing  to 
reproach  himself  with  on  that  account. 
The  Motion  he  first  formulated  alluded 
,  to  the  Treaty  by  name ;  but,  that  being 
objected  to  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
he  was  chaUaoged  by  the  noUe  Iiord  the 
Member  for  ^E^iodstock  (Lord  Bandolph 
Churchill)  to  state  on  what  terms  he 
would  assent  to  an  inquiry.  Being 
taunted  with  apparently  wishing  to  back 
out  altogether,  the  Prime  Minister  re- 
plied in  great  wrath,  and  said  that  if 
the  noble  Ijord  did  not  withdraw  the 
imputation  he  should  decline  altogether 
to  answer  the  Question.  The  indigna- 
tion of  the  Prime  Minister  then  ap- 

fieared  very  natural ;  but,  j  udging  by  the 
ight  of  his  subsequent  conduct,  it  did 
not  seem  so  very  absurd  to  impute  to 
him  an  intention  to  withdraw  from  his 
offer.  With  the  other  steps  that  he 
(Mr.  Torke)  then  took  he  would  not 
trouble  the  House  in  detail.  .He  en* 
deavoured  to  suit  the  Motion  to  the 
taste  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
made  it  as  coLourleBB  and  innocent  as 
possible.  He  did  not  allude  in  the 
Motion  to  any  "Treaty;"  he  only  put 
it  "the  oircamstances  relating  to  the 
release"  of  the  three  Members  from 
£ilmainham.  To  that  even  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  demurred,  stating  that, 
while  he  would  offer  no  opposition  to 
the  Notice,  he  had  his  own  opinion 

Mr,  J.  YorU 


about  its  terms.  On  the  23rd  of  Novem- 
ber he  asked  the  Prime  Minister  to 
adjourn  the  debate  at  a  quarter  past  1 1 
in  wder  that  tiie  Notice  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  he  was  anxious 
should  be  brought  on  should  be  dis- 
cussed. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  thea 
said  that  he  would  not  move  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate.  Another  night, 
«rter  the  debate  on  Procedure  had  been 
adjourned,  the  right  hon.  G^enUenuui's 
faithful  Friends  and  supporters  talked 
until,  by  the  Half-past  Twelve  Bnle,  thiS 
Motion  could  not  be  brought  on.  Then 
oame  the  discussion  which  he  felt  bound 
to  initiate,  and  in  which  he  appealed  to 
the  House  to  judge  between  him  and 
the  right  hon.  Genueman,  as  to  the  way 
in  which  he  had  been  drawn  into  the 
matter,  and  the  way  in  which  the  right 
hctn-  Gentleman  had  treated  him.  That 
was  the  position  in  which  the  matter 
stood  at  the  end  of  last  Session.  Then 
began  the  second  act.  He  had  not  yet 
taken  any  steps  to  renew  the  question, 
being  undecided  as  to  whether  it  would 
not  be  better  to  wait  for  the  return  of 
the  Prime  Minister.  Then  came  the 
revelations  in  the  Dublin  trials,  which 
had  thrown  so  much  light  upon  these 
transactions,  and  the  debate  initiated 
by  the  h<»i.  and  learned  Membor  &r 
Chatham  (Mr.  Ghirst).  In  the  oonras 
of  that  disouBsion  a  good  many  alln- 
eions  were  made  to  miat  were  known 
on  the  authority  of  the  Home  Secre- 
tary as  the  "  Kilmainham  negotia- 
tions," and,  strong  opinions  being  ex- 
pressed,  the  noble  Marquess  renewed 
the  challenge.  If  possible,  he  did  so  in 
more  specific  language  than  the  Pxina 
Minister  used  to  him  last  year,  and  it 
was  immediately  taken  up  by  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition.  On  the  Motion  being 
put  down,  the  noble  Marquess,  having 
presumably  consulted  his  Oolleagues, 
came  down  to  the  House  and  deteiled 
various  reasons  why,  he  sud,  it  would 
be  inconvenient  and  highly  misohievous 
to  the  Public  Service  that  such  an  in- 
quiry as  was  originally  aoggested,  and 
as  was  now  proposed,  shoiUd  take  plaee. 
The  first  reason  the  noble  Uarquess 
gave  was  that  lh.e  matter  had  been  al- 
ready disoussed.  Bat  the  dieonssi<ni  that 
had  taken  place  had  been  entirely  from 
the  outside.  They  possessed  no  facts 
beyond  what  theypossessed  last  summer, 
except  that  a  certain  light  had  been 
thrown  on  the  matter,  incidentally,  by 
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the  revelations  at  Kilmainham.  The 
wily  dtsoussion  which  would  be  of  any 
serrioe  was  one  in  which  the  parties 
called  upon  fo  depose  to  the  transac- 
tions would  be  placed  upon  their  oath, 
and  there  would  be  liberty  to  croM- 
nammo  thetn  to  see  how  far  their 
statements  tallied.  That  was  the  dis- 
onsaion  they  wished  fbr.  They  midit  go 
on  discuasing  the  matter  in  the  House 
of  Oommons  for  ever  if  no  new  light 
WAS  to  be  thrown  upon  the  subject. 
Another  o^eotion  the  noble  Ifarquess 
made  to  the  ap^mntment  of  a  Com- 
mittee was  that  it  would  prolong  and 
revive  the  controversy.  If  there  was 
nothing  to  find  out,  as  he  presumed 
was  the  contention  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess, then  he  did  not  see  why  the 
controversy  would  be  prolonged  or  re- 
vived by  the  appointment  of  a  Com- 
mittee. But  if,  on  the  other  hand, 
fresh  revelations  were  made,  then,  no 
donbt,  the  matter  might  be  prolonged ; 
if,  however,  the  noble  Marquess  was 
right,  that  there  was  nothing  to  come 
out,  then  that  argument  did  not  apply. 
The  third  point  of  the  noble  Marquesa 
was  that  it  would  have  a  tendency  to 
weaken  the  authority  of  the  Irish  Exe- 
cutive. He  oould  understand  that  it 
might  weaken  the  Irish  Executive  if 
tiiey  lay  under  imputations;  but  he 
eomd  not  imagine  anythii^  more  weak- 
ening to  a  Government  than  to  lay 
undw  imputations  which  it  was  in  their 
power  to  remove.  By  assenting  to  the 
Committee,  if  he  were  right  as  to  there 
being  nothing  to  disclose,  the  noble 
Marquess  would  strengthen  instead  of 
weakening  the  Irish  Executive.  The 
fourth  ailment  the  noble  Marquess 
brought  forward  was  the  most  idle  and 
futile  <d  all ;  he  uived  that  the  inquiry 
would  be  a  waste  of  time.  If  the  Com- 
mittee were  aaaented  to  without  debate, 
wJ|^  time  would  bo  wasted?  Tbe'in- 
qutry  would  proceed  in  the  Select  Com- 
mittee apstairs,  and  onitsconolusion,  sup- 
posing tns  oontmtion  of  1^  noble  Mar- 

Sneas  was  aocurate,  the  months  of  the 
Opposition  would  be  shut.  He  did  not 
Muere  there  had  been  any  example,  at 
any  rate  fw  SO  years,  of  a  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  asking  the  Leader  or  Vice 
Leader  of  the  House  for  a  day  to  dis- 
cuss a  matter  which  the  Government 
ccmoeived  to  reflect  upon  them,  and  in- 
volving, perhaps,  their  very  existence  as 
ft  Gh>venmient}  and  the  Leader  of  the 


House  refhsing  to  give  the  opportunity 
asked.  If  Parliamentary  government 
was  to  be  carried  on  at  all,  the  opinions 
of  the  Opposition  should  certainly  be 
accepted  fimm  its  Leader.  The  other 
day  they  heard  with  some  amusement  of 
a  summary  plan  for  disposing  of  any 
claims  they  might  have  to  attention. 
The  Leaders  of  the  Opposition  were  to 
have  half  an  hour  to  state  tbeir  views 
in,  and  then — the  eldiure.  But  the  noble 
Marquess  went  a  st^  further.  Accord- 
ing to  him  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
was  not  to  be  allowed  to  make  a  speech 
on  the  subject  at  all ;  the  Opposition 
were  simply  to  register  l^e  decrees  of 
the  Government,  while  the  Government 
had  nothing  to  do  except  to  dictate.  He 
did  not  see  what  end  the  Government 
were  to  come  to  except  the  natural 
decay  which  he  presumed  might  come 
upon  them  like  other  bodies  corporate, 
because  they  had  secured  themselves 
against  violent  death.  If  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition  was  not  even  to  be 
allowed  to  hint  disapprobation  at  their 
conduct,  he  did  not  see  from  what 
quarter  the  shaft  was  to  come  which  was 
to  terminate  their  existence.  He  re- 
gretted the  absence  of  the  Brime  Mi- 
nister, because  in  matters  relating  to 
dlie  andent  procedure  of  the  House  he 
always  felt  a  certain  amount  of  confi- 
dence that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  give  them  due  weight,  and  he 
oould  not  believe  the  action  of  the  noble 
Marquess  would  be  endorsed  by  the 
Prime  Minister.  He  could  only  add 
that  they,  as  the  challenged  party,  ought, 
at  any  rate  according  to  the  rules  of 
honour,  to  be  allowed  time,  place,  and 
the  choice  of  weapons.  The  Govern- 
ment were  in  a  position  to  be  able  to 
command  those  three  advantages.  As 
they  were  great,  let  them  be  merciful, 
if  not  in  their  own  interest,  at  any  rate 
in  the  interests  of  decency  and  fair 
play,  and  to  show  that  they  had  not  yet 
emancipated  themselves  from  all  the 
honourable  traditions  of  Party  warfare. 

Ths  MABavxaa  of  HABTIN0TON : 
Bir,  if  the  hon.  Member  is  convinced 
Hiat  t^e  delusion  the  Government  came 
to  the  other  day,  and  whioh  I  announced 
yesterday,  will  not  be  confirmed  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Prime  Ministor, 
on  his  return,  it  is  aoarcely  worth  while 
for  him  to  have  taken  up  the  time  of  the 
House  by  the  criticisms  he  has  made 
upon  that  decision;  iuasmuch  as  the 
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right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition  has  just  given  Notice  of 
bis  intention  to  put  a  Question  to  my 
right  hon.  Friend  on  Monday  next,  and 
if  the  hon.  Qentlejnan  entertains  the 
opinion  he  has  just  expressed,  my  mis- 
take will  be  very  soon  rectified.  The 
bon.  Uember,  in  the  first  place,  vished 
to  make  some  corrections  in  the  state- 
ment I  made  the  other  day  as  to  bis  per- 
sonal connection  viUi  the  matter.  I  do 
not  understand  that  I  have  anything 
irhatever  to  correct;  because  the  hon. 
Member  himself  has  just  stated  that  his 
connection  with  it  was  purely  of  an 
accidental  character,  and  that  if  it  liad 
not  been  for  the  accident  of  a  certain 
exclamation  he  made,  he  never  would 
have  felt  called  upon  to  take  any  pro- 
minent part  in  regard  to  the  matter. 
This  is  all  I  said  the  other  day. 

Mb.  J.  R.  YOBKE :  What  I  objected 
to  was,  the  noble  Marquess's  statement 
that,  on  the  part  qf  the  Opposition,  no 
definite  movement  bad  been  made. 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON: 
I  was  then  speaking  of  the  proceedings 
in  the  earlier  part  of  the  Session.  It  is 
scarcely  necessary,  I  think,  tbat  I  should 
follow  the  hon.  Member  in  his  pro- 
ceedings during  the  Autumn  Sitting. 
These  proceedings  were  wound  up  by 
a  formal  discussion  on  tbe  subject. 
["  No  !  "1  Perhaps  hon.  Members  will 
allow  me  to  explain  what  I  mean.  The 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Yorke)  availed  him- 
self of  the  opportunity  which  one  of 
the  New  Bales  gave  him.  He  asked  a 
Question,  and  received  an  answer  which 
did  not  satisfy  him.  He  asked  leave  to 
move  the  adjournment  of  the  House, 
and  was  supported  in  that  attempt  by 
40  Members.  He  stated  his  case ;  the 
Prime  Minister  made  a  reply,  and  the 
matter  was  discussed  —  formally  dis- 
cussed and  debated—on  that  occasion. 
That  was  the  concluding  scene  in  that 
Session.  That  being  the  case,  I  do  not 
think  I  ought  to  follow  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber in  the  varioua  steps  that  were  not 
taken,  or  that  be  was  not  allowed  to 
take,  in  refercmce  to  his  Motion  for  a 
Committee  of  Inquiry.  All,  I  think, 
that  I  am  called  on  to  notice  in  his  ob- 
servations is  tbe  statement  affecting  my- 
self—  that  I  renewed  the  challenge. 
That  is  an  entire  misapprehension,  and 
I  shall  be  very  glad  if  he  will  mention 
the  Words  which  he  considered  to  bear 
that  interpretation.    [Mr.  J.  B.  Tobke  : 

Th$  Marram  of  Miwfingtm' 


I  have  the  noble  Lord's  words  here.] 
If  there  were  any  such  words,  they  were 
not  words  which  I  used  intentionally. 
What  I  said  was  that  I  rejoiced — al- 
though the  issue  placed  before  the  House 
by  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and 
leamedMember  for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst) 
was  not  a  very  definite  one,  that  at  last 
an  issue  was  to  be  submitted  to  the 
House  upon  which  tbe  judgment  of  the 
House  could  be  taken ;  and,  speaking 
for  myself,  I  said  I  thought,  from  the 
course  of  the  discussion  which  had  takffli 
place,  wide  as  its  scope  had  been,  I  was 
able  more  fully  to  understand  the  exact 
charges  which  were  made  agaidet  the 
Government  in  regard  to  this  transaction 
than  I  had  ever  been  before,  and  to 
make  what  may  have  been  a  very  unsatis- 
factory, but  still  to  a  certain  extent  a 
reply  for  the  Government  to  those  accu- 
sations. I  was  very  far,  indeed,  from 
renewing  a  challenge  to  the  Opposition 
to  enter  upon  a  discussion  of  this  trans- 
action ;  because  I  was  convinced  at  the 
time,  and  I  am  convinced  still,  that  we 
have  been  discussing  from  Tuesday  last 
the  subject  of  these  allegations  which 
have  been  made  against  us  ever  since 
last  May.  Although  I  might  not  have 
thought  the  Amendment  of  the  bon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Chatham  raised  an 
issue  in  the  most  convenient  and  dear 
manner,  still  I  expressed  my  satisfaction 
that  at  last  an  issue  bad  been  raised 
which  could  be  met  and  be  decided  by 
the  House.  Nothing  in  the  world  could 
have  been  further  from  my  thoughts 
than  to  address  to  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site another  challenge  to  renew  another 
discussion  upon  this  question.  The  hon. 
Member  (Mr.,Yorke)  says  we  have  been 
diacussino;  these  transactions  only  from 
the  outside,  and  that  we  did  not  know 
all  the  particulars  it  was  necessary  we 
should  know.  But  I  must  point  out  to 
tbe'House  that  that  is  a  matter  for  t)ie 
consideration  of  the  Opposition,  and 
which,  no  doubt,  they  gave  due  oon- 
eideration  to,  and  they  knew  enough 
last  week  to  censure  us  without  waiting 
for  a  Committee  of  Inquiry.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Chatham  formu- 
lated a  Vote  of  Censure  on  the  Govern- 
ment. His  Amendment  was  acknow- 
ledged by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  as  being  a  Vote  of  Want  of 
Confidence  in  the  Government,  which, 
if  carried,  would  have  the  effect  of  turn- 
ing them  out  of  Office.    They  knew 


Digitized  by 


1033     Intani—7U       [Fibbttabt  27,  1883)  £Umnnham  "  Ntgqtiatimt.**  1034 


enough  to  formulate  that  Vote  of  Want 
of  Confidence ;  and,  in  mj  opinion,  it  is 
perfeotlj  idle  to  say  that  Amend- 
ment p^ointed  to  any  other  definite  sub- 
ject except  these  transactions  which  are 
called  the  Kilmainham  Treaty.  ["  Oh, 
oh ! "]  1/  it  did  not  point  to  that,  I  should 
be  very  glad  to  "know  what  it  did  point  to. 
It  appears  to  me  that  the  Opposition  are 
in  this  dilemma.  Either  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chat- 
ham was  distinctly  and  directly  aimed 
at  what  they  are  pleased  to  call  the  Eil- 
mainham  Treaty,  or  Kilmainham  nego- 
tiatione,  or  else  they  have  been  guilty  of 
wasting  the  time  of  the  House  during 
four  nights  by  discussing  subjects  of  a 
perfeotfy  rague  and  a  periectly  indefinite 
character.  1  always  understood,  and  I 
believe  we  have  all  understood,  that  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  C9iatham  did  have  reference  to  those 
proceedings ;  and  we  hare  undoubtedly, 
in  all  our  speeches,  treated  it  as  having 
such  a  reference.  If  that  ie  the  case,  as 
I  certainly  think  it  is  the  case,  it  does  not 
appear  to  me  that  the  Opposition  can,  in 
justica  or  fairness,  come  forward,  now 
that  their  Motion  has  been  rejected  by 
the  House.  They  have  been  discussing 
our  conduct  for  four  days,  and  they  had 
information  enough  for  that,  and  now 
they  want  a  Select  Committee  to  inquire 
into  it.  The  hon.  Member  said  there 
iras  no  precedent  for  refusing  a  day  to 
a  Iieader  of  the  Opposition.  I  do  not 
know  whether  there  is  a  precedent  or 
not ;  but  I  should  like  to  ask  whether 
there  is  a  precedent  for  a  Leader  of  the 
Oppontioa  to  raise  questions  repeatedly 
on  the  same  subject,  and  having  first 
challenged  the  judgment  of  the  House 
on  a  certain  definite  issue,  and  failed  in 
the  attempt,  to  ask  for  an  inquiry  into 
the  very  same  subject  upon  which  he 
had  already,  without  such  an  inquiry, 
challenged  that  judgment?  The  posi- 
tion which  the  Government  have  taken 
up  is  perfectly  intelligible  and  perfectly 
legitimate. 

Me.  J.  LOWTHEE  said,  he  did  not 
think  the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Chatham 
(Mr.  Qorst)  was  one  which  clearly  raised 
before  the  House  of  Commons  the  ques- 
tion of  the  £ilmainham  negotiations.. 
That  certainly  was  not  the  opinion  of  the 
noble  Marquess  upon  Thursday  last ;  be- 
cause, if  his  memory  served  him  cor- 
rectly, the  noble  Marquess  said  the 


Amendment  only  indistinctly  shadowed 
forth  the  natnre  of  the  charge  to  be 
made  against  the  Government.  [The 
Marquess  of  Habtinoton  assented.']  The 
noble  Marquess  had  just  now  said  they 
were  asking  the  House  of  Commons'to 
discuss  a  question  already  fully  dealt 
with ;  but  the  noble  Marquess  himself 
had  confessed,  that  the  Amendment  only 
indistinctly  shadowed  forth  the  charge. 
[The  Marquees  of  Haetinqton  :  Hear, 
near!]  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
expressed  the  opinion  that  the  charges 
formulated,  rightly  or  wrongly,  against 
them  were  most  serious.  The  Home 
Secretary  the  other  day  went  so  far  as 
to  say  that  charges  had  been  made 
against  the  Government  which,  as  gen- 
tlemen and  men  of  honour,  it  was  almost 
insupportable  on  their  part  to  sit  down 
under. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HABOOURT:  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  must  remember 
to  what  that  applied.  It  was  the  dis- 
tinct statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  we  had  made  .communications 
without  the  knowledge  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for,  Bradford.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Lowther)  stated  that 
he  knew  that  I  said  there  was  no  colour 
of  foundation  for  that,  and,  if  true,  it 
was  dishonourable  conduct. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  remarked  that 
that  was  one  of  the  very  points  that  they 
wished  to  have  cleared  up.  He  never 
said  all  the  negotiations  were  conducted 
behind  t^e  ba^  of  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bradford.  What  he  stated  was 
that  a  ^rtion  of  the  negotiations  did  go 
on  behind  his  busk.  Was  the  noble 
Marquess  content  that  the  Government 
should  rest  under  that  as  well  as  under 
other  imputations?  What  were  the 
charges  against  the  Government  in  con- 
nection with  this  matter  ?  They  were, 
as  he  understood  them,  that  they  under- 
took, on  the  one  hand,  to  afford  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell)  and  his  associates  their  personal 
liberty,  and  the  means  of  awarding  a 
very  heavy  bribe  to  those  who  had  been 
co-operating  with  them  in  illegal  agita- 
tion— p^rt  of  that  bribe  being  derived 
from  the  pockets  of  the  owners  of  laud 
in  Ireland,  and  part  

Mb.  SPEAXEB:  I  must  point  out 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  it  is 
irregular  to  re-open  a  debate  npop  sa 
Amendment  that  has  already  been  dia- 
posed  of  by  the  Hoase, 
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Kb.  J.  LOWTHEB  aaid,  he  would 
avoid  recurring  to  Hie  eubjeofc-matter  <c^ 
that  debate ;  he  vould  m^l;  say  thai 
tfaehribe  vas  oflforedin  return  for  support 
of  the  Liberal  Party,  and  it  was  further 
hoped  that  the  efFortsof  the  gentlemen  in 
question  would  be  used  to  promote  the 
restoration  of  law  and  order.  But  the 
reminder,  just  now  rery  properly  ad- 
dressed to  him,  was  another  instance  of 
the  extreme  inconvenience  of  the  course 
that  bad  been  forced  upon  Members  by 
the  conduct  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. The  noble  Marquess  intimated 
the  other  night,  and  had  done  so  now 
again,  that  this  subject  had  come  before 
them  again  and  again  without  being 
brought  to  any  satisfactory  termination. 
"Whose  fault  was  that  ?  [The  Marquess 
of  Habitnotoh:  It  has  now.]  He 
begged  the  noble  Marquess's  pardon. 
The  Amendment  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (Hr.  Gorst)  gave  oceasion,  no 
doubt,  for  some  remarks  on  the  subject ; 
but  there  was  n6  threshing  out  of  the 
question  of  the  negotiations  for  the  best 
of  aU  reasons,  that  the  House  was  not 
in  possession  of  all  the  circumstances 
upon  which  a  distinct  judgment  could  be 
formed.  Many  Members  had  formed 
their  opinions,  and  he  had  formed  hia 
own,  upon  the  slender  evidence  that  was 
befbre  them  ;  and  for  himself  he  did  not 
hesitate  to  accept  the  whole  responsi- 
bility of  expressing  the  opinion  he  had 
so  formed.  The  matter  now  stood  thus 
—challenges  had  been  addressed  to  the 
Op|K)^tion  by  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite.  The  Prime  Minister  distinctly 
pledged  himself  to  the  House  to  grant 
an  inquizy.  He  did  not  think  that  his 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Yorke)vaBflarioua  when 
he  urged  that  any  matexial  diffwence  of 
opinion  prevailed  on  thie  subject  amongst 
the  Memben  of  the  Government;  but 
he  believed  that  if  the  Prime  Minister 
were  there  he  would  have  thought  it 
incumbent  upon  him  to  offer  an  expla- 
nation why  he  distinctly  pledged  him- 
self, in  the  face  of  Parliament  and  the 
country,  to  grant  a  Oommittee  without 
debate,  and  that  his  Colleagues  in  his 
absence  had  ran  back  from  that  pro- 
mise. That  was  a  matter  which  con- 
cerned the  consistency — he  might  use 
a  stronger  expression — of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  He  trusted  that  the.  Go- 
venunent  would  not  allow  the  matter  to 
rest  in  the  position  in  which  it  stood  at 
present.  Ohargm  had  been  made  against 


them,  and  the  Home  Seoretaiy  oca- 
aidered  these  chaises  of  a  vezy  serioiu 
oharacter.  It  was  difflonlt,  indeed,  to 
conceive  any  charge  more  serionflthan 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  vers 
prepared  to  sanction  the  taking  away  of 
money  from  one  section  of  Her  Majesty's 
subjects  and  giving  a  grant  out  of  the 
Oonsolidated  Fund  for.  the  purpose  of 
purchasing  support  for  their  Party,  That 
was  the  main  oharge ;  and  until  there 
bad  been  a  full  judicial  inquiry  into 
these  matters,  the  Gt}Temment  could 
hardly  be  surprised  if  the  impression 
prevailed  that  their  reason  for  refusing 
inquity  after  having  challenged  it  was 
the  fear  of  unpleasant  disclosures. 

Me.  E.  N.  fowler  said,  that,  hav- 
ing a  Motion  on  the  Paper,  he  dioold 
feel,  in  ordinary  circumstances,  satisfeo- 
tion  in  giving  way  at  the  request  of  Her 
Majest^e Government;  but  he  conldhave 
no  such  satisfaction  now,  because  he  felt 
thaf  an  insult  had  been  offered  in  the 
person  of  the  Leader  of  the  Oppoaitioa, 
not  only  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself,  but  to  every  Member  on  the 
same  side  of  the  House.  He  very  much 
doubted  whether  the  Government  would 
6ud  that  the  course  they  bad  taken 
would  promote  the  transaction  of  Public 
Business.  When  the  Government  had 
deliberately  insulted  240  Members  of  the 
House,  they  could  not  complain  if  these 
240  Members  did  not  do  everything  in 
their  power  to  aid  them  in  forwarding 
their  measures.  He  always  believed  Ae 
noble  Marquess  to  be  a  man  not  only  of 
very  great  ability,  but  of  very  great 
courtesy;  and,  therefore,  he  preferred 
to  attribute  the  conduct  of  which  th^ 
complained,  not  to  the  noble  Harquesa 
himself,  but  to  the  Gh>vemment.  It 
might  be  very  inconvenient  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  notwithstanding  all 
the  challenges  they  had  thrown  out,  to 
discuss  this  subject.  But  the  Opposition 
were  driven  out  of  the  House  to  diecura 
it,  though  they  would  prefer  to  do  eo 
in  the  presence  of  the  noble  Marquess. 
They  had  only  one  course  left  to  them, 
and  that  was  to  proclaim  to  every  meet- 
ing of  their  fellow-countrymen  which 
they  had  the  honour  to  address  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  dared  not  face  an 
inquiry  into  the  circumstances  of  the 
Treaty  of  Kilmainham. 

Me.  HOPWOOD  said,  he  had  a  per- 
sonal matter  to  refor  to.  A  Motion  of 
great  intereet  to  a  large  number  of. 
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people  would  be  displaced  by  tbe  Mo- 
tion of  the  noble  Marquess  to  take  the 
disoussion  on  the  Address  that  erening. 
He  was  not  prepared  to  oppoBe  '  the 
course  which  had  been  taken.  He  oould 
only  express  his  great  and  Mtter  dis- 
appointment. He  did  not  complain  of 
the  Government.  They  had  been  forced 
to  take  the  present  course  by  the  action 
taken  by  the  Opposition.  He  hoped  the 
oouDtry  would  mark  the  grieTOus  waste 
of  time  which  had  proceeded  under  the 
name  of  legitimate  discussion,  "but  which 
had  really  become  a  system  of  wrangling 
and  recrimination,  which  could  beneBt  do 
human  being,  but  which  was  delaying 
legislation,  and  delayiogthe  discussion  of 
questiooB  of  social  legiuation  required  by 
the  House  and  the  country.  Those  inte- 
rested in  such  legislation  ought  to  take  an 
early  opportunity  of  expressing  their  con- 
demnation of  the  waste  of  time  in  the 
House.  It  was,  he  belieredt  almost  un- 
preoedented  for  the  Omiosition  to  move 
two  Amendments  to  the  Address,  and 
to  be  preparing  a  third.  He  would  also 
take  that  opportunity  of  asking  the  Go- 
Temment  to  be  prepared  to  meet  this 
question  of  the  Oontagious  Diseases  Acts 
.  at  an  early  day.  He  assured  them  that 
they  would  hare  to  declare  their  opi- 
nion for  or  against  the  present  Acts, 
and  he  bad  no  doubt  that  they  must 
ultimately  accept  those  views  of  which 
he  had  been  one  of  the  indicators.  It 
was  certainly  their  intention  to  proceed 
with  it,  and  he  asked  with  all  firmness 
that  the  Government  would  come  to  an 
early  determination  to  assist  in  the  re- 
peal of  these  Acts. 

Mb.  ASHMEAD-BABTLETT,  re- 
verting to  Uie  Ealmainham  Treaty  dis- 
cussion, said,  that  the  main  fact  which 
appeared  before  the  ooimtinr  in,  oonneo- 
tion  with  it  was  that  Her  liugesty's  Go- 
vernment, having  thrown  out  two  dis- 
tinct and  formal  challenges  to  the  Oppo- 
sition to  demand  and  institute  on  inquiry 
into  transactions  which  the  great  bulk 
of  the  people  regarded  as  unprecedented, 
mischievous^  and  disgraceful,  were  now 
seeking  to  withdraw  from  them.  There 
was  an  old  method  of  war  adopted  by 
the  Obinese  Tartars  of  painting  them- 
selves hideously,  and  making  wild  and 
hideous  cries  before  the  enemy ;  but  if 
the  enemy  showed  fight,  the  makers  of 
them  ttimed  and  fled.  First,  witJi  a 
display  of  bravado,  the  Government 
(thallen^ed  the  Opposition,  and  then  the;jr 


prolonged  a  debate  until  half-past  13 
o'clock,  so  that  the  Motion  oould  not 
come  on.  From  May  or  June  to  the 
end  of  the  Autumn  Session,  tiie  Govern- 
ment had  all  tiie  time  of  the  House  at 
tiieir  dispoeal.  They  knew  very  well, 
if  this  Committee  were  granted,  there 
would  he  details  discovered  of  interviews 
between  the  agents  of  the  Government 
and  the  Leaders  of  a  Party  accused  in 
that  House  within  the  past  few  days  of 
terrible  and  unnatural  crimes,  and  also 
negotiations  between  the  hon.  Member 
for  Clare  (Mr.  O'Shea)  and  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  It  was  because  the 
Cabinet  was  afraid  of  these  revelations 
that  they  had  refused  this  reasonable 
demand  for  an  inquiry.  It  was  because 
they  knew  it  would  be  shown  that  they 
were  willing  to  use  gentlemen  whom 
they  had  described  as  ' '  marching  through 
rapine  to  the  disintegration  of  the  Em- 
pire," and  were  also  willing  to  employ 
the  worst  instruments  of  these  men,  who 
were  planning  and  conniving  at  murder. 
Never  was  there  a  more  direct  challenge 
than  that  of  the  noble  Marquess ;  and 
he  should  have  adopted  one  of  two 
courses  with  respect  to  it — either  have 
formally  withdrawn  it  or  carried  it  out. 
The  discussion  on  the  subject  last  year 
was  nothing  but  a  scratch  debate.  No 
doubt,  the  facts  already  in  their  posses- 
sion were  sufficient  to  justify  a  vote  of 
Censure  on  the  Government;  but  it  was 
better,  before  moving  one,  to  be  in  full 
possession  of  all  the  facts. 

Motion  t^TMi  to. 

Ordered,  That  the  Kotices  of  HotionB  acd 
the  first  nx  Orders  of  tiie  Day  be  postponed 
until  after  the  Order  of  the  Day  lor  rasoming 
the  Adjourned  Debate  on  Motion  for  on  a£ 
droM  to  Her  Uijesty.— Marjum  of  Mart- 

0BD£R8  OF  TRM  DAT. 


ADDRESS  IN  ANSWER  TO  HER  MA- 
JESTY'S MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 
[adjottutzd  DEun.]    [histh  nOHT.] 

Order  read,  fot  mumang  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Main  Question  [16th  Feb- 
ruary]— [See  page  98.] 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  rttumgi. 

Mb.  ARTHUH  O'CONNOR  said,  that 
the  Amendment  he  had  placed  on  the 
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Notice  Paper  was  almoat  identical  with 
that  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Long- 
ford (Mr.  Justin  M'Carthy)  intended  to 
propose,  but  for  the  strategy  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Leader  of  the  Govem- 
ment,  which  obtained  for  him  an  easy 
victory,  but  one  of  which  he  ought  not 
to  be  over  proud.  The  Amendment  was 
as  foIlowB: — 

"Hnmbljto  UBtue  H«r  MajMty,  that  the 
state  of  diBtreaa  among  the  population  of  manj 
pnrta  of  Ireland;  the  inadequate  machinery 
of  the  Land  Act,  and  its  partial  and  imperfect 
character,  especially  with  regard  to  leaseholders, 
ths  right  of  tenants  to  their  improTements,  the 
porohaae  ■ystem,  and  the  ooodltion  of  the  agri- 
cultural UboarerB ;  the  unaatiBfactoiy  operation 
cf  the  Arrears  Act;  the  atate  of  the  Law  of 
Parliamentary  and  Municipal  Franchisos  in 
Ireland ;  and  the  condition  of  T^ocal  GoTemment 
in  that  Country,  are  all  questions  demanding 
the  urgent  attention  of  the  Legislature  and  the 
QoTsnimait;  and  that  the  absenoe  of  any 
undertaking  to  legislate  on  any  of  these  ques- 
tions, or  on  any  question  affecting  the  welfare  of 
the  Irish  People,  must  tend  to  promote  discon- 
tent and  intensify  disaffection  in  Ireland." 

To  anyone  reading  Her  Majesty's 
Speech  it  would  be  obvious  that  the 
most  striking  point  connected  with  it 
was  the  total  absence  of  any  reference 
to  the  state  of  Ireland,  or  any  promise 
of  remedy  for  the  crying  evils  and 
grievances  in  that  country  which  pressed 
for  immediate  legislation.  In  the  first 
place,  it  was  a  matter  of  notoriety  that 
dire  distress  existed  in  certain  districts ; 
and  BO  extreme  was  that  distress  that,  in 
Bpite  of  the  unwillingness  of  the  ordi- 
nary channels  of  information  wMch  dis- 
seminated the  prejudiced  views  with  re- 
gard to  Ireland  that  were  generally 
prevalent  in  tJiia  country,  it  h^  forced 
itself  on  the  notice  of  the  people  of 
England.  For  instance,  there  appeared 
in  Tke  Timei  of  to-day  a  remarkable  re- 
port of  Dr.  James  Ferguson,  medical 
officer  for  the  district  of  Gweedore, 
county  Donegal,  relating  to  the  condi- 
tion of  the  poor  in  that  district.  Dr. 
Ferguson  said  of  the  children — 

"  I  am  sorry  to  have  to  report  that  poverty 
and  destitution  are  too  clearly  evident  in  their 
appearance,  and  that  the  diarrhoea  and  influenza 
wnich  lar||«ly  prevail  among  them  are  the  out- 
crane  of  mcoffioientf  low,  and  nnvaried  diet, 
and  the  general  use  of  seaweed,  which  I  noticed 
in  course  of  pre^iaration  for  the  principal  meal 
of  the  famUy  m  every  house  I  entered.  In 
almost  every  house  there  is  a  sick  patient, 
especially  among  the  old  folks,  for  whom  medi- 
cine is  utterly  useless,  the  only  thing  needed 
being  nourishment.  Entering  the  schools,  I 
was  tadly  disappointed,  seeing  nothing  but 
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weary  and  dull  eyes  and  languid  faces,  betray* 
ing  weakneas  of  strength  and  deep  d^reamoa 
of  spirita.  More  than  once  I  heard  tiiie  dis* 
tresmng  sound,  repeated  here  and  here  among 
the  children,  of  sickly  coughing.  I  noticed, 
too,  Uie  insufficient  clothing  of  the  children  in 
the  schools  and  in  the  hooses,  and  the  dlraadfnU/ 
shocking  sleeping  accommodation  which  their 
houses  supply." 

The  Chief  Secretary,  who  had  been  in 
the  district,  would  be  able  to  judge  of 
the  worth  of  such  a  report;  and  he  would 
learn  on  inquiry  that  a  similar  report 
might  be  made  from  any  of  the  20  or 
30  Unions  in  the  seaboard  cotmtiea  on 
the  West  Coast  of  Ireland.  Now,  with 
regard  to  the  inade<^uacyof  theLand  Act, 
he  thought  the  majority  of  the  House 
would  admit,  and  that  the  Qovemment 
would  admit,  that  it  was  of  a  moat 
marked  character,  especially  with  re- 
gard to  leaseholders,  l^e  Government 
he  thought  recognized — the  majority  of 
the  House  at  any  rate  admitted,  ju^ngf 
by  private  conversations  he  had  had— 
that  the  Land  Actin  this  respect  required 
amendment.  The  right  of  tenants  to 
their  improvements  waa  admitted  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  Opposition  side  of  the 
House  who  had  the  harshest  views  with 
regard  to  the  Land  Act.  That  the  Arrears  ^ 
Act  required  amendment,  he  thought, 
was  also  admitted ;  and  as  to  the  agri- 
cultural labourers,  the  landlords  them- 
selves had  been  interested  in  th«n  in  a 
manner  which  was  very  satiafiactory,  but 
which,  he  thought,  was  never  exhibited 
to  a  very  marked  extent  until  recently. 
He  was  not  at  all  surprised  at  the  way 
the  Arrears  Act  had  turned  out  in  its 
working.  When  it  was  introduced  to 
that  House,  he  never  anticipated  that 
very  great  advanti^fea  were  likely  to 
accrue  to  the  poorest  portion  of  the  people 
of  Ireland.  Some  advantages,  no  doubt, 
were  to  be  anticipated — for  instance,  it 
was  to  be  expected  that,  to  a  certain 
extent,  some  of  them  would  be  relieved 
from  the  crushing  debt  which  prevented 
them  from  peacefully  working  their 
farms,  or  discharging  either  their  obliga- 
tions to  their  landlords  or  to  their  neigh- 
bours, and  which,  if  they  had  the  means, 
they  would  only  be  too  willing  to  have 
discharged.  He  looked  upon  the  Act, 
however,  as  of  great  value,  for  the  sake 
of  the  two  principles  which  it  embodied. 
In  the  first  place,  it  laid  down  the  prin- 
ciple that  when  a  system  had  been  found 
to  work  only  to  the  advantage  of  a  class, 
I  and  to  the  disadvantage  of  the  oommo- 
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nity,  the  latter  had  a  right  to  interfere, 
and  say — "  We  will  take  from  you  that 
which  you  hare  improperly  used.  We  will 
protect  those  who,  under  thesystem  which 
at  present  obtains,  are  unable  to  make, 
either  for  themselves  or  the  community, 
homes  or  comfort,  or  to  obtain  that  weU- 
being  which,  under  other  circumstances, 
ihey  might  secure."  '  The  second  prin* 
eiple  was  that  the  community  so  inter- 
fering ehonld  make  a  limited  compensa- 
tion to  those  whose  interests  were  dis- 
turbed. This  principle,  once  undertaken 
and  acted  upon  and  properly  developed 
would,  he  was  confident,  be  iraitfuf  of 
great  advantages  to  the  people.  With 
regard  to  the  Parliamentary  and  muni- 
cipal franchise  mentioned  in  the  Amend- 
ment, he  would  remind  the  House  that 
when  the  Government  were  in  Opposi- 
tion the  Home  Secretary  declared  that 
this  question  was  of  the  foremost  poli- 
tical importance.  In  the  first  year  of 
the  existence  of  the  present  Ministry  a 
Franchise  Bill  was  introduced  for  Ire- 
land, but  it  was  abandoned ;  and  althongh 
they  had  the  assurance  of  the  Home 
Secretary  and  the  noble  Lord  that  it 
would  be  re-introduced,  it  had  not  affain 
been  brought  forward^  notwithstanoing 
repeated  promises.  This  gave  some 
idea  of  the  value  of  Uinisterial  assur- 
ances. It  oonld  Boaroely  be  expected 
that  Members  from  Ii>eland  would  fail 
to  seize  that  and  every  other  opportu- 
nity of  .urging  on  the  Government  and 
Parliament  ^at  Ireland  should  have 
equal  rights  with  the  other  parts  of  the 
Empire.  The  want  of  local  government 
was  the  n6xt  head  of  their  complaint. 
In  the  Speech  from  the  Throne  in  1881 
they  were  assured  that  such  a  measure 
would  be  introduced  for  Ireland,  and 
that  it  should  be  such  a  measure  as 
would  secure  to  the  peopleof  that  country 
the  local  authority,  power,  and  control 
over  the  ezpenditureof  the  public  money. 
They  were  further  promised  that  it  would 
be  of  such  a  nature  that  it  would  de- 
velop habits  of  local  self-government 
amongst  the  people.  That  Bill  had 
never  been  inirodnoed,  and  that  promise 
seemed  to  have  been  entirely  forgotten 
in  iho  present  Session.  The  worst  and 
final  complaint  in  the  Amendment  was 
witii  regard  to  the  absence  of  any  un- 
dertaking of  legislation  on  any  of  these 
questions,  or,  indeed,  upon  any  question 
affeoting  the  welfare  of  the  Irish  people, 
and  the  probable  effect  upon  the  feelings 


of  the  people  of  such  an  omission;  but 
he  did  not  know  that  there  was  any  very 
great  reason  to  complain  of  the  absence 
of  any  assurance  in  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne  on  the  part  of  the  Government, 
or  that  indicated  that  there  was  no  in- 
tention to  take  up  one  or  other  of  the 
questions.  Such  a  deduction  by  no  means 
followed,  nor  was  it  a  safe  indication  of 
the  intentions  of  the  Government,  for  it 
was  not  to  be  concluded  that  .they  would 
not  find  it  necessary,  or  at  any  rate  ad- 
visable, to  introduce  after  a  little  while 
a  measure  which  at  present  they  had  no' 
intention  of  bringing  forward.  He  would 
remind  the  House  uat  in  1 880  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Mayo  (Mr.- 
O'Connor  Power)  moved  an  Amend- 
ment to  the  Address  with  reference  to 
the  Land  Question.  His  reasonable  pro- 
posal was  rejected  by  an  overwhelming 
majority,  and  yet,  before  the  Session 
was  haU-way  through,  the  Government 
realized  the  necessity  of  introducing  a 
measure,  which,  before  1 2  months  were 
over,  became  law,  with  reference  to  the 
Land  Question.  Under  theae  circum- 
stances, he  was  inclined  to  think  that 
before  the  Session  wm  over  they  mi^ht 
have  some  further  measures  upon  Irish 
affairs,  of  which  no  inkling  or  sugges- 
tion had  reached  them  ftom  the  Trea- 
sury Bench.  They  had  had  an  indica- 
tion that  the  affairs  of  England  and 
Scotland  were  to  command  the  undivided 
attention  of  Parliament.  Strange  as  it 
might  seem,  they  had  now  been  sitting 
nearly  a  fortnight,  and  yet,  with  the 
exception  of  Egypt,  there  had  been  only 
mention  of  Ireland  ;  but,  although  this 
had  been  so,  the  Irish  Members  had 
certainly  not  done  anything  which  might 
fairly  be  described  as  any  attempt  or 
indication  of  a  wish  to  force  unduly  upon 
the  House  the  affairs  of  Ireland.  The 
attention  which  Parliament  had  already 
given  to  Ireland  had  arisen  from  the 
necessities  of  the  situation,  and  an- 
nouncements from  one  side  or  the  other^ 
and  not  firom  any  preoonoerted  arrange- 
ment or  any  proposals  emanating  from 
those  Benches,  u  this  was  to  be  taken 
as  an  omen  of  what  would  take  place, 
they  must  anticipate  that  a  very  consi- 
derable portion  of  the  next  five  months 
would  be  devoted  likewise  to  the  affiairs 
of  Ireland,  whatever  were  the  present 
intentions  of  the  Government.  In  spite, 
then,  of  the  absence  of  any  assurance 
upon  the  matter,  in  spite  of  past  expe- 
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rience  as  to  the  want  of  siguificance  of 
euoh  abeence  of  assurance,  the  Irish 
Members  could  not  be  expected  to  trust 
to  chance  for  bringing  under  the  notice 
of  Parliament  Irish  grievances.  It  must 
and  should  be  their  endeavour  this  Ses- 
sion to  bring  before  the  House  and  the 
United  Kingdom  those  grieTanoes  which 
lie  had  referred  to  in  his  Amendment, 
and  every  one  of  whioh  they  would  try 
and  induce  Parliament  immediately  to 
take  in  hand.  He  would  remind  the 
House  that  if  they  insisted  upon  that 
AssMobly  being  the  only  Assembly 
for  legislating  upon  Iriuh  affairs,  if 
they  insisted  that  English  and  Scotch 
Members  should  have  an  overwhelm- 
ing vote  in  regard  to  affairs  pertain- 
ing to  Ireland,  and  if  they  refused 
to  give  them  any  facilities  whioh  they 
felt  to  be  absolutely  necessary  properly 
to  deal  with  the  rights  of  that  country, 
then,  in  common  justice,  they  were  bound 
to  make  arrangements  so  that  those  in- 
terests shonld  be  safeguarded,  and  that 
measures  for  the  amelioration  of  the 
condition  of  the  people,  fbr  the  develop- 
ment of  the  resources  of  the  coantxy,  for 
the  equaliaation  of  the  rights  of  the  Irish 
people  with  those  of  the  other  subjects 
of  the  country,  should  be  passed.  If, 
however,  they  were  not  disposed  to  ini- 
tiate measures  having  those  objects  in 
view,  then  it  would  be  for  the  Irish  Party 
to  take  the  matter  into  their  own  hands, 
and  do  what  they  could  on  every  occa- 
sion, and  by  all  the  means  at  their  dis- 
posal, to  bring  before  the  House  and  the 
country  those  things  which  they  knew 
to  be  of  vital  importance,  and  with  re- 
gard to  which  they  should  be  wanting 
in  their  duty  if  they  did  not  urge  upon 
tiie  Ck)vernment. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  inurt,  at  th,e  end  of  the  lOth  paragraph, 
after  the  word  "Execative,"  the  worda:— 
"  Humbly  to  aaeure  Her  Majesty,  that  the  atate 
of  distreSB  among  the  population  of  many  parts 
of  Ireland  ;  the  inudequate  machinery  of  the 
Land  Act,  and  its  partial  and  imperfect  obarac- 
ter,  especially  with  refi:ard  to  leaseholdera,  the 
right  of  tenants  to  their  improvements,  the  pur- 
chase system,  and  the  condition  of  the  agricul- 
tural labourers ;  the  unsatisfactory  operation  of 
the  Arrears  Act;  the  state  of  the  Law  of  Par- 
liameotarr  and  Mnnidpul  FiancliiMa  in  Ire- 
land ;  ana  the  condition  of  Local  Oovenunent 
in  that  Country,  are  all  questions  demanding 
the  urgent  att^tion  of  the  Legislature  and  the 
Qovemment ;  and  that  Uie  absence  of  any  un- 
dertaking to  legislate  on  any  of  these  queationst 
or  on  any  question  affecting  the  welfare  of  the 

JCr.^rMN}-  O'Connor 


Irish  People  mnat  tend  to  promote  discipateat 
and  int^rify  diBaffBoti<m  m  Ireland."— (JTr. 

Arthur  (yVonnor.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

OoLOHBL  C0LTHUK8T  said,  he  did 
not  wish  .to  go  over  the  same  topics  as 
those  touched  on  by  his  hon.  Friend,  and 
would  confine  his  remarks  entirely  to 
the  question  of  the  distress  in  Ireland. 
That  was  the  question  which  pressed  most 
on  his  mind.  He  would -not  enter  into 
any  details  as  to  the  extent  of  the  dis- 
tress, for  he  was  perfectly  contented  to 
accept  the  statements  made  by  the  Chief 
Secretary  during  the  Autumn  Session, 
and  more  recentfy  by  the  noble  Maraneas 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington).  There 
were  some  Unions  in  each  of  the  oouii' 
ties  of  Donegal,  Sligo,  Clare,  and  Mayo 
where  the  distress  was  very  farming. 
There  was  distress  elsewhere,  but  it 
was  not  of  an  exceptional  character ; 
but  when  he  came  to  the  estimate 
of  the  powOT  of  the  Poor  Law,  as  at 
present  contained  in  the  Statute  Book, 
to  cope  with  this  distress,  then  he  re- 
gretted to  say  that  he  was  entirely  at 
issue  with  the  Government.  The  Local 
Oovemment  Board  had  obtained  Beports 
from  their  Inspectors.  Those  Inspectors 
were  gentlemen  of  the  greatest  evpari- 
ence,  humanity,  and  inteUigmoe,  and  h» 
did  not  wish  to  ■  say  one  word  against 
them.  Their  Beports  were  trathml,  so 
far  as  the  extent  of  the  distress ;  but  they 
measured  the  capability  of  the  Poor  Law 
to  deal  with  it  by  the  workhouse  test. 
They  said — "Is  such  a  workhouse  full  f  " 
Bat  it  could  not  be  forgotten  that  in  the 
autumn  and  winter  of  1879,  when  the 
distress  was  much  severer  than  it  was 
likely  to  be  at  present,  similar  Beports 
were  made  and  acted  upon.  It  was  said 
that  the  workhouses  were  not  haXi  full, 
and  no  other  methods  were  adopted  from 
November,  1879,  to  February,  1880.  It 
was  found,  however,  that  the  work- 
house system  did  not  work.  The  distress 
w;as  most  acute,  and  immense  charitable 
efforts  had  to  be  made  to  keep  the  people 
from  starving.  There  were  severu  rea- 
sons why  the  workhouse  syston  was  in- 
adequate. The  moat  important  reason 
was  the  invinoible  repugnance  of  (ha 
Irish  people  to  enter  the  poorhouse. 
The  Local  Govammoit  Boud  pointed 
out  that  recipients  of  relief  eoold  not 
dictate  the  mode  they  should  receive  it. 
This  was  a  thing  which  was  open  to 
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argumeat ;  bat  it  seemed  to  liim  that  the 
B^rdshoold  deal  with  fiactBas  theyfbund 
them,  and  vitii  this  repugnance  as  it 
existed  in  Ireland.  They  all  -knew  the 
strength  of  family  ties.  Two  and  three 
generations  sometimes  lived  together, 
and  once  the  workhouse  was  entered 
those  ties  would  be  rudely  broken,  and 
the  different  members  of  the  family 
separated  one  from  the  other.  The  people 
who  reoeired  assistance  in  Done^, 
Hayo,  and  a  large  portion  of  Sligo  were 
small  oconpiers,  holding  their  little  bits 
of  land  from  fire  acres  to  half  or  quarter 
of  an  acre.  The  IjOoalGoTemmont  Board 
had  assured  them  that  by  entering  the 
workhouse  they  would  not  forfeit  their 
interest  in  the  land ;  but  ereryone  who 
knew  what  sort  of  cabins  these  poor 
pet^le  lived  in,  the  kind  of  roof  they 
had,  and  their  general  condition,  would 
Iknow  that  to  ^nt  up  these  poor  cabins 
for  three  months,  and  to  allow  a  neigh- 
boitr'e  cattle  to  run  over  the  smell  hold- 
ings, would  be  as  effectually  to  destroy 
the  tenant^B  interest  as  if  the  surrender 
had  been  made  a  condition  of  obtain- 
ing relief.  It  might  be  a  very  de- 
sirable thing  that  these  people  should 
not  oherish  such  a  dislike  of  the  work- 
house as  that  which  distinguished  them, 
but  they  did.  They  would  suffer  priva- 
tions, and  the  worst  sort  of  privations, 
and  would  allow  those  near  and  dear  to 
them  to  suffer  {nrivations,  only  stopping 
shtnt  of  starvation,  rather  than  go  into 
the  workhouse ;  and  he  could  not  blame 
them,  because  he  knew  that  if  they  went 
into  the  workhouse  they  became  hope- 
less and  helpless  paupers  for  the  rest  of 
their  lives.  He  wi^ed  in  this  matter 
that  the  present  Government  had  done 
what  their  I^deoessors  had  done.  It 
would  have  saved  untold  misery  and 
other  bad  effects.  When  they  found 
that,  in  spite  of  their  Circular  to  the 
Local  Government  Board,  the  distress 
was  mounting  up  to  an  extraordinary 
pitch,  they  instituted  Baronial  Sessions, 
and  authorized  the  Guardians  to  borrow 
money  on  veiy  moderate  terms ;  but  so 
rooted  was  the  prejudice  in  the  minds  of 
the  administrators  of  the  law,  and  in  the 
minds  of  certain  theorists  in  England, 
that  they  did  not,  until  the  distress  had 
been  existing  for  three  months,  relax  the 
workhouse  test.  What  were  the  short- 
oominn  of  the  Administration  of  1B79- 
80  7  Why,  these  were  amongst  the  num< 
bar — outd(X)r  relief  was  t&ee  months 


late,  and  in  the  meantime  the  coantry 
was  ooTwed  with  a  netwwk  of  charity 
oi^^izatioQ.  Unfortonately,  however, 
charity  was  substitated  for  the  Poor 
Law,  instead  of,  as  in  the  case  of  the 
Lancashire  Cotton  Famine,  9a  an  adjunct 
to  it;  so  that  during  all  that  trying 
period  the  average  rates  never  exceeded 
If.  6(2.  in  the  pound,  though  a  large 
number  of  people  .were  living  upon 
charity.  Then  the  terms  upon  which 
money  was  lent  to  the  Guardians  should 
have  been  the  same  as  in  the  case  of  the 
owners  of  land ;  and,  further,  the  Guar- 
dians should  have  been  employed  to  ' 
superintend  the  relief  works,  so  that  the 
works  might  have  been  used  as  a  real 
test  of  the  honesty  of  those  applying  for 
relief.  He  would  have  BUggestea  in 
October,  and  he  did  suggest  now,  that 
the  Government  should,  in  the  distres&ed 
districts,  forego  the  workhouse  test.  That 
was  the  first  thing  to  be  done,  and  with- 
out they  did  that  whatever  else  they  did 
was  worth  nothing.  He  would  then  pro- 
pose that  money  should  be  lent  to  the 
Boards  of  Guardians,  on  perhaps  more 
favourable  terms  than  they  could  get  it 
now,  for  the  purpose  of  providing  out- 
door relief  for  sanitary  work,.  There 
was  hardly  a  village — certainly  not  a 
small  town — in  Ireland  where  money 
could  not  be  spent  advantageously  in 

S'ving  work  to  distreseed  people—that 
nd  of  work  which  cotdd  be  brought 
near  to  their  homes.  In  addition  to 
that,  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  might 
advance  loans  to  small  occupiers,  and 
persons  might  be  sent  down  from  Uie 
Board  of  Works  to  inspect  the  various 
holdings,  in  order  to  see  what  amount 
of  mKmey  had  been  spent  upon  them ; 
and  the  same  persons  might  be  em- 
powered to  give  the  first  instalments  of 
the  money.  That  would  be  a  useful 
mode  of  surmounting  the  present  dis- 
tress, though  he  did  not  make  light  of 
the  other  schemes  that  had  been  pro- 
posed, such  as  emigration,  migration, 
arterial  drainage,  and  the  like.  But,  at 
the  present  moment,  the  best  mode  of 
relieving  the  prevailing  distress  was  by 
outdoor  relief.  But  there  were  not  want- 
ing prophets  of  evil  who  said  that  fore- 
going workhouse  relief  would  lead  to 
waste  of  money.  Day  after  day  they 
told  the  Government — "Do  not  relax 
the  workhouse  test  —  once  open  the 
doors  to  outdoor  relief  and  yon  will 
flood  the  solvent  Unions."    His  con- 
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tention  was  that  they  irere  entitled 
to  judge  the  present  and  look  at  the 
future  in  the  h^ht  of  the  past.  In .  the 
past  the  Ghiardiana  had  been  possessed 
of  those  powers,  but  they  had  made  use 
of  them  in  a  niggardly  spirit.  Oa  the 
whole,  in  1881,  which  represented  the 
expenditure  of  1880,  there  was  only 
£182,000  spent  on  outdoor  relief  on  a 
valuation  of  £  1 3,  OOQ.OOO,  and  really  that 
oould  not  be  said  to  be  an  exoessive 
sum,  or  show  any  waste  of  money.  The 
total  number  of  able-bodied  people  re- 
liered  out-of-doors  did  not  amount  to 
325,000 ;  the  rate  over  the  whole  of  Ire- 
land was  on  the  average  only  1*.  6d.  in 
the  pound.  The  preliminary  and  indis- 
pensable condition  of  any  reform  of  the 
Poor  Law  system  involved  Union  rating. 
Without  unioDi  rating  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  cany  out  a  system  of  outdoor 
relief,  and  as  to  the  system  of  outdoor 
relief  leading  to  waste,  reference  to  the 
BtatistioB  in  l^m*t  Almanac  would  show 
that  Bueh  was  not  the  ease.  With  the 
exception  of  four  or  five  Unions  in  the 
county  of  Mayo,  where  the  circumstances 
were  exceptional,  the  highest  rate  in  Ire- 
land was  3«.  Qd.  in  the  pound.  But  it 
might  be  objected  that  in  the  last  year 
extravagant  sums  were  given  away  with- 
out due  inquiry  as  outdoor  relief  to  the 
families  of  "suspects"  and  evicted  tenants. 
That  might  be  perfectly  true.  But  what 
did  the  number  of  those  instances  amount 
tof  There  were, -perhaps,  five,  10,  or  20 
people  in  a  whole  Union  who,  in  the 
case  of  evicted  tenants,  had  received  relief 
for  one  jnonth ;  and  in  the  case  of  "  sus- 
pects "  for,  perhaps,  six  or  eight  months. 
After  all,  it  should  be  remembered  that 
the  Guaidians  of  the  Poor  were  rate- 
payers and  oocupiers  of  land,  who  had  to 
pay  half  the  poor  rate,  and  who,  in  the 
next  very  few  years,  would  probably  be 
paying  the  whole  of  that  impost.  It  was 
not  to  be  supposed  that  they  would  be 
ready  to  shovel  out  and  waste  their  own 
money  and  that  of  their  fellow-rate- 
payers ;  and  even  if  they  did  waste  it  for 
one  year,  why  should  they  be  kept  in 
leading  strings  by  the  Government?  The 
ratepayers  would  have  the  remedy  in 
their  own  hands,  and  could  turn  the 
Guardians  out  at  the  next  election.  Again, 
the  effect  of  the  claim  to  outdoor  relief 
in  Ireland  would  be  to  stimulate  em- 
ployment, and,  accompanied  by  Union 
rating,  to  stimulate  eoonoiny,  also  mak- 
ing it  the  interest  of  every  person,  whe- 

Cohnel  CeUhurtt 


ther  landlord,  tenant,  or  shopkeeper  to 

S've  as  much 'employment  as  he  eonld 
mself  to  keep  people  off  the  rates.  It 
would  stimulate  the  ener^ea  of  the 
Guardians  in  their  corporate  ospad^  to 
find  work  for  the  people.  The  Guardians 
in  Ireland  now  possessed  powers  of  bor- 
rowing money  on  very  favourable  terms 
for  sanitary  purposes,  but  they  scarcely 
ever  used  them.  Dr.  Handcock,  a  sta- 
tistician of  the  greatest  authority,  who 
had  argued,  in  season  and  out  of  season, 
in  favour  of  assimilating  the  Poor  Law 
system  in  Ireland  to  that  of  England, 
had  pointed  out  the  impolicy  of  the 
Imperial  Government  standing,  as  it 
were,  as  a  buffer  between  the  Guardians 
and  the  poor  in  Ireland,  and  preventing 
them  from  relieving  the  necessitous  with 
their  own  money.  Such  a  proceeding 
was  also  espeoidly  inconsistent  on  the 
part  of  a  Liberfld  Government,  which  pro- 
posed at  the  proper  time  to  extend  the 
municipal  bxA  Parliamentary  fhmchisea 
in  Ireland.  He  certainly  could  not 
understand  it.  He  had  searched  in  vain 
for  a  reason,  and  he  could  only  attribute 
it  to  this — that  there  was  a  certain 
number  of  persons  io  England,  political 
economists,  who  had  found,  or  thought 
they  had  found,  that  the  rigid  inelastic 
Irish  system  was  more  consonant  to  the 
dictates  of  political  economy  than  the 
more  liberal,  the  more  elastic  English 
system  would  be,  and  that  the  influence 
of  this  class  of  persons  found  an  echo 
and  a  voice  in  some  of  those  charged 
with  the  administration  of  the  Poor  Law 
in  Ireland.  But  he  would  ask  his  right 
hon.  Friend  if  he  himself  was  one  of 
those  who  considered  that  the  Poor  Law 
in  Bngland  was  too  elastic,  too  liberal, 
in  the  administration  of  outdoor  relief? 
He  would  ask  him,  was  there  anypubUc 
man  in  England,  any  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment, who  dared  stand  upon  the  hustings 
and  propose  his  wish  to  have  the  Poor 
Law  in  England  amended  in  the  sense 
of  the  Irish  Poor  Law  ?  No  one  dare 
say  BO.  If  that  was  the  case — and  it  was 
the  case — was  there  any  good  reason, 
then,  for  refusing  an  assimilation  of  the 
Irish  Poor  Law  to  that  of  England  in 
this  respect?  Was  there  anything  to 
be  said  for  keeping  up  that  inequality 
to  the  detriment  of  the  poorest  and  most 
-  helpless  class  in  the  community  ?  He 
could  not  think  there  was.  He  there- 
fore hoped  that  in  that  discussion  his 
right  hon,  Friond,  without  prqudging 
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the  question  of  a  general  aseimilation  of 
that  law,  would,  at  leaatr^aiinouiioe  his 
intention  to  relax  that  cruel  and  falla-. 
ciouB  workhouse  test. 

Mb.  JUSTIN  M'OAETHY  said,  he 
had  mueh  pleasure  in  supporting  the 
Amendment.  He  expressed  bis  personal 
thanks  to  the  bon.  Member  for  the 
Queen's  County  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor) 
for  the  rery  prompt  manner  in  which  he 
flun^  himself  into  the  breach,  and  took 
up  that  Amendment,  which,  owing  to  a 
peoaltar  action  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment, was  taken  out  of  his  (Mr. 
Justin  U'Oarthy's)  hands.  He  had 
listened  irith  great  interest  to  tiia 
speeoh  of  Hs  hon.  and  galluit  Friend 
the  Member  for  Cork  County  (Colonel 
Colthurst).  It  showed  |;reat  practical 
knowledge  of  the  subject,  and  very 
manly  feeling.  He(Mr.  Justin  M'Carthy) 
only  hoped  that  the  appeal  made  to 
the  Goremment  by  one  who  supported 
them  consistently  throughout  would 
have  all  the  weight  and  influence  to 
which  it  was  moat  certainly  well  en- 
titled. The  Qovernment  could  not  in 
this  case  say  they  had  not  had  ample 
wanungof  the  emergency  tl^ey  were  very 
likely  soon  to  be  called  upon  to  meet. 
Most  hon.  Members  in  that  House  would 
remember  a  remarkable  discussion  which 
took  plaoe  on  this  Tery  subject  during 
the  Autumn  Sitting.  He  thought  it  was 
the  fint  occasion  on  which,  under  the 
New  Bules,  a  Member  had  to  get  the  sup- 
port of  40  Memben  td  raise  an  important 
question  at  an  extraordinary  time.  A 
Motion  for  the  adjournment  was  made  hy 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Famell),  and  the  whole  prospect  of 
distress  in '  Ireland  was  then  carefully 
and  fully  gone  into.  The  Government 
were  warned  that  they .  must  expect  an 
emergency  of  a  very  grave  and  serious 
kind,  and  they  were  warned  that  the 
worst  "pressure  and  pinch  of  the  emer- 

fency  would  come  about  the  end  of 
'ebruary  or  early  in  March.  At  that 
lime,  he  confessed,  he  was  under  the  im- 
presnon  that  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  was  well  aoc^uainted 
with'  the  gravity  of  the  situation,  and 
was  well  maposed  to  meet  it  as  it  ouglit 
to  be  met  Almost  eveiy  Membar  who 
took  part  in  the  debate  impressed  on  him 
the  necessity  of  not  allowing  himself  to 
be  too  rigidly  bound  and  compressed  by 
official  rules  and  by  routine.  ■  If  he 
remembered  rightly,  the  right  hon.  and 


learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson)  im- 
pressed on  the  Gh>vernment  the  necessity 
for  being  liberal  and  generous  and  un- 
trammelled in  their  mode  of  meeting  the 
emergency.  It  seemed  to  him  at  that 
time  that  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  was  prepared  to  meet 
the  appeal  in  a  liberal  spirit,  and  was 
equal  to  the  occasion.  He  left  him  (Mr. 
Justin  M'Carthy)  certainly,  and  many 
others,  under  the  impression  that  this 
appeal  to  him  had  not  wholly  failed  in 
its  effect,  and  that  some  good  would 
come  of  the  efforts  they  had  made. 
There  were  two  points  wat  were  spe- 
cially urged  for  his  particular  atten- 
tion. One  was  the  point  raised  by  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Cork 
County,  the  necessity  of  meeting  this 
case  by  relaxing  that  stringent  hide- 
boimd  rale  whioh  in  Ireland  forbade 
the  giving  of  outdoor  relief,  or  relief  of 
any  kind,  until  the  workhouse  was  filled. 
It  was  pointed  out  again  and  again  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  that  sys- 
tem always  must  be  a  failure  in  an 
emei^ency.  It  was  only  waiting  until 
sickness  set  in  before  they  took  the  mea- 
sures which  might  have  prevented  the 
sickness — ^it  was  only  waiting  until  the 
utmost  poverty  was  reached  before  they 
gave  ruief  which,  coming  in  time,  might 
have  prevented  poverty.  The  proceed- 
ings of  the  House  had  hardty  been  over 
when  the  Government  issued  the  Circular 
to  which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Cork  County  had  referred.  In  that 
Circular  the  Lord  Lieutenant  announced 
that  he  intended  to  rely  on  the  operation 
of  the  Irish  Poor  Law  in  its  most  re- 
stricted sense.  He  announced  that  out- 
door relief  could  not  be  given  in  any 
Union  to  able-bodied  men  unless  the 
workhouse  was  full,  or,  ,  by  fever  or  other 
infectious  disease,  was  unfit  for  the  re- 
ception of  poor  persons;  and  then  fol- 
lowed a  sentence  which  he  should  like 
to  read  to  the  House — 

"  Her  Majeaty's  GoTemmeat  arc  fully  aware 
of  the  great  objection  entertained  by  many  per- 
BOQB  to  go  ioto  the  workhouse ;  but  it  cannot 
be  cont^ded  that  persens  who  are  tinabls  to 
procure  for  ttiemselves  the  necessaries  of  -life 
■hould  be  allowed  to  detenoine  the  manner  in 
which  pnUio  rdiaf  is  to  bs  afforded." 

He  did  not  know  whose  hand  drew  up 
that  sentence.  He  was  perfectly  cer- 
tain that  the  graceful  pen  whose  produc- 
tions they  all  so  much  admind,  that 
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of  the  Ohief  Secretarj,  never  was  guilty 
of  writing  anything  like  that  clumsy 
sarcasm.  They  asked  for  bread  and  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  gave  them  a  sneer. 
What  was  needed  was  some  sort  of 
system  of  reproductive  works,  by  which 
ti^e  poor  people  might  hare  earned 
bread  for  themselvos.  Eindly  help  was 
needed ;  the  help  that  decent  men  could 
reoeire  honestly,  and  not  the  alms  of  the 
pauper  flung  with  a  oontemptnous  re- 
mark. Time  went  by  and  the  outdoor 
Telief  was  not  given,  and  the  distress 
began  more  and  more  to  deepen  and  to 
widen  over  the  oountzy.  It  was  at  its 
worst  in  part  of  the  North  and  North- 
West,  and  even  going  down  to  Kerry 
and  some  part  of  the  county  of  Cork ;  it 
had,  to  some  extent,  swept  over  the 
whole  of  the  country.  He  did  not  mean 
to  say  that  famine  spread  over  the  whole 
of  the  country,  or  that  famine  in  its 
worst  sense  prevailed  as  yet  in  any  part 
of  Ireland ;  but  an  amount  of  distress 
prevailed  in  some  districts  which  was 
only  by  a  very  thin  line  divided  from 
famine.  Under  these  oircnmstances,  a 
movement  was  got  up  in  London  for  the 
purpose  of  making  an  appeal  to  public 
beneficence  in  favour  of  those  suffering 
from  starvation  and  poverty  in  Ireland. 
It  occurred  to  some  of  his  friends  that 
the  appeal  should  be  made  from  the 
Mansion  House,  and  diat  the  Lord  Mayor 
should  be  invited  to  assist.  He  (Mr. 
Justin  M'Oarthy)  presided  over  a  meet- 
ing which  was  raued  for  that  purpose. 
He  might  say,  perhaps,  that  he  did  not 
now  feel  particularly  proud  of  the  part 
he  was  then  induced  to  take.  He  was  not 
fond  of  carrying  round  the  hat  in  any 
way  for  the  relief  of  Irish  distress.  He 
began  to  grow,  he  confessed,  weary  of 
the  incessant  appeals  to  the  charity  of 
the  world  to  assist  a  country  which, 
under  fair  and  just  conditions,  would  be 
able  to  maintain  herself.  He  did  not 
expect  that  very  much  would  come  of 
this  particular  ajmeal.  Stall,  he  thought 
at  the  time  that  if  there  was  the  slightest 
chance  of  doing  any  good,  everyone 
ought  to  be  quite  content  to  put  aside 
any  personal  sentioientB  that  he  might 
have.  TImx  held  their  meeting  and 
notiung  oama  of  it.  His  hon.  Fxioid 
the  ManberforDungarvan  (Mr.  CDon- 
nell)  made  a  speech,  in  which  he  made 
some  historical  allusions.  Because  his 
hon.  Friend  tlEilked  history — he  supposed 
he  talked  it  at  the  wiong  plaM— tiie 


Lord  Mayor  of  London  held  that  there 
could  be  no  sympathy  in  this  country 
with  Irish  distress.  Ireland  was  punished 
for  the  historical  allusions  introduced  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Lungarvan.  But 
the  attempt  to  get  up  a  meeting  and  to 
get  up  this  appeal  produced  a  certain 
amount  of  good.  .  They  f^i  a  great 
many  statements  from  authoritative  per- 
sons describing  the  condition  of  things 
in  Ireland.  They  were  able,  by  means 
of  these  letters,  to  make  it  clear  to 
everyone  what  the  nature  and  extent 
of  the  distress  was  for  which  were 
anxious  to  make  their  appeal.  With  the 
permission  of  the  House  he  would  read 
a  few  extraotB  from  the  commuaicationa 
that  had  been  received,  giving  an  ac- 
count of  the  state  of  the  country  and  the 
distress  that  prevailed.  The  Most  Bev. 
Dr.  Duggan,  Bishop  of  Olonfert,  writes 
from  Loughrea  that — 

"  In  certain  districts  of  the  coantry  distreu 
of  harrowing  ioteasity  prevails.  The  pressure 
of  hunger  is  mostly  felt  in  tihe  smaJl  towns  of 
the  West  of  IrelAud,  whithnr  thousands  of  the 
poor  ericted  from  the  neighbouring  properties 
to  lay  down  the  land  into  pasturage  have  heen 
driven  to  huddle  in  outakui  hoveb  withoat 
employtDent.  Tn  iimple  truth  my  life  hare  ie  a 
misery,  listening  to  tales  of  distress  which  I 
bnow  to  be  true ;  but  that  distress  I  am  utterly 
unable  to  alleviate." 

He  oontends  that  tiiere  are  ample  oppor- 
tunities for  reproductive  works  within 
easy  range,  and  he  condemns  the  Go- 
vernment for  their  rigid  adherence  to 
the  workhouse  test,  and  for  their  poHoy 
of  the  emigrant  ship.  The  Bev.  P.  8. 
M'Hugh,  of  Kilglass,  Eniscrone,  Sligo, 
writes  on  February  IS — 

"  I  had  no  conception  of  &nune  until  now.  I 
am  bewildered  at  the  appalling  state  of  the 

people  Fuel  is  absolutely  more  required 

than  sven  food,  and  as  yet  I  have  only  got  a 
few  pounds  to  relieve  the  distress  of  over  200 
families." 

Later  still  he  writes  to  say  that  the 
distress  is  intensified.  The  Bev.  Mr. 
Hughee,  of  Kilgain,  County  Bligo, 
writes — 

"  poo]^  have  positivdy  nothing  to  Ilvs 
on,  and  fever  of  a  very  vimlaiit  kind  has  broksa 

out." 

The  Bev.  James  Ihmoan,  P.P.,  of 
Bangor-Erris,  County  Mayo,  writes  on 
the  20th  of  January— 

**  The  potato  crop  last  season  in  tlus  district 
was  a  complete  failure,  scarcely  worth  the 
dig^uig  out  The  storm  of  last  October  totally 
destroyed  the  ooreal  orops ;  in  a' word,  the  pet^s 
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thifl  year  bare  ndther  means  nor  money.  I 
UBure  you  ^ey  are  at  present  without  food  or 
raiment,  and  now  they  are  to  weather  over  the 
spring  and  pinohing  sammer  Froridenoe  alone 
Imows.'' 

The  Rot.  Mr.'  Flynn,  of  Kiltyclpgher, 
County  Leitrim,  writes  on  Februarr 
1st- 

"  The  fiinune  here  ia  daily  growing  wider  and 
deeper.  The  people  are  without  fuel,  without 
cattle,  food,  or  credit.  I  am  on  all  aides  besieged 
\rs  starving  people,  asking  eron  for  a  few  pounds 
of  Tiujif^-q  meal." 

The  Eer.  Canon  I^ons,  Sm<Idal>  County 
C^alway,  at  a  rery  feceat  date,  says — 

*'  I  am  fearful  of  the  next  few  months,  be- 
cause at  prseent  the  people  are  in  a  dreadful 
condition.  They  are  living  on  seaweed,  which 
win  rapidly  cause  widespread  sickness.  We 
want  employment,  not  charity,  and  in  this 
district  money  might  be  advantagwusly  laid 
out  on  reproductive  public  works." 

The  Sot.  Ur.  O'Fadden,  of  Gweedore, 
Donegal,  irrites — 

"Tha  distroM  is  spreading  with  fearfol  ra- 
pidity, and  inen^nng  day  by  day.  Tf^thin  the 
W  fortnight  it  has  readied  every  idllag*  and 
hamlet  in  tiiiii  district." 

He  also  ^eaks  of  seaweed  being  used 
as  food — 

"No  meal,  no  potatoes,  nothing  really  to 
support  life.  The  misery  of  the  people  is  un- 
mistakably  pictured  in  their  countenances  and 

3 res,  in  their  dress  and  their  wretched  bed 
othing.  I  longed  for  night  to  shut  out  from 
my  eyes  the  terrible  sights  ;  but  they  haunted 
me  as  I  walked  through  the  lonely  ^en  to  my 
home,  and  they  haunt  me  still,  and  will  do  so 
for  many  a  month  to  eome." 

Mr.  Johnson,  of  Kanturk,  County  Cork, 
writes — 

"The  poor  pwple  have  neither;  fuel  nor 
idotbing— a  Siberian  winter ;  Indian  meal  12*.  a 
owt.,  no  potatoes,  and  the  oat  crop  practically 
worthless." 

Kr.  Bedmond,  High  Sheriff  of  the  City 
of  Waterford,  saiys— 

"  Th«  poor  are  in  a  demrate  con^on,  and 
I  Ter^  much  fear  the:r  inll  be  even  wens,  as 
the  distress  is  intensifying,  and  tiie  winter 
extremely  serere.'* 

Ur.  0*Bo]^  of  Tralee,  County  Kerry, 
writes — 

"  The  poor  are  starving,  and  it  is  greatly  to 
be  deplined  that  the  Government  £iTe  uut 
Owir  eyes  to  thear  sufferings,  as  I  find  from 
a  letter  sent  through  the  Secretuy  of  the  Local 
OoTernment  Board  to  the  Tralee  TTnion  yester- 
day, in  which  the  Qnardiana  are  asked  to  place 
afl  unoccupied  wards  in  good  and  habitable 
order  for  the  reception  of  those  looking  for  ' 
mief  i"  sod  he  adds,  "God  help  tike  poor  1" 


He  (Mr,  Justin  M'Carthy)  bad  not  read 
those  extracts  from  the  numerous  letters 
he  had  received  for  the  purpose  of  find- 
ing fault  with  the  Government  tax  what 
they  had  failed  to  do.  His  purpose  was 
to  direct  their  attention  to  the  future. 
He  wanted  tiie  Goremment  to  do  some- 
thing bef(n«  it  was  quite  too  late.  The 
bur^n  of  all  the  letters  he  had  received 
was  that  the  dbtresB  was  great ;  that  it 
was  growing,  and  that  tiie  worst  had 
yet  to  come.  During  the  next  few 
weeks  the  worst  phase  of  the  crisis 
would  have  arrived ;  and  if  within  that 
time  some  generous  effort  should  not 
be  made,  then  the  Government  would 
have  to  encounter  an  amount  of  distress 
which  might  very .  well  be  described 
as  famine  itself.  The  daily  papers- 
even  those  least  inclined  to  be  sympa- 
thetio  with  the  Irish  poor — oootained 
most  strong  and  earnest  testimony  from 
their  correspondents  as  to  the  extent, 
the  intensity,  and  the  growing  nature 
of  the  distress  in  the  West  of  Ire- 
land. He  would  not  weary  the  House 
with  those  reports.  He  could  only  en- 
force the  appeal  just  made  to  the  Go- 
vwnmoitby  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
the  Member  for  Cork  County.  He  would 
urge  upon  tho  Gbvemment  not  to  lose 
the  time  whioh  yet  remained,  and  to 
relax  that  rule  whioh  would  not  be 
endured  in  England,  under  whioh  a 
man  suffering  from  temporary  distress 
could  not  obtain  relief,  but  must  go 
into  the  workhouse.  Experience  showed 
that  people  who  once  went  into  the 
workhouse  seldom  emerged  any  more 
firom  a  pauper's  position.  It  would  be 
far  better,  iax  cheaper — ^putting  it  on  the 
very  lowest  ground— to  afFord  outdoor 
relief,  and  to  enable  those  people  to 
tide  over  their  distoesa,  than  to  offer 
them  the  odious  test  tiiat  they  must 
take  the  risk  upon  their  consciences 
of  allowing  themselves  to  starve,  or 
else  come  down  firom  their  previous 
position  as  industrious  people,  and  be- 
come paupers  for  a  time.  Becoming  a 
pauper  for  a  time  meant  becoming  a 
pauper  fior  life.  He  strongly  ui^ed 
the  Government  to  give  to-night  some 
assurance  that  they  were  not  rigidly 
bound  to  their  so-called  economy.  Let 
the  Qiief  Secretary  give  an  assurance 
that  his  influence  would  be  brought 
to  bear  upon  others,  so  that  a  generous 
effort  might  be  made  to  grapple  with 
the  distress.    There  was  no  occasion 
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now  for  his  ^ing  into  the  varioua  other 
points  mentioned  in  the  Amendment. 
He  endorsed  every  word  the  Amend- 
ment contained.  It  was  a  simple  axiom 
to  say  that  while  the  defects  meDtioned 
there  continued  to  exist  there  must  be 
discontent  and  disaffection  in  Ireland. 
The  Irish  Party  would  in  the  most  prac- 
tical way  give  the  Governmeut  oppor- 
tunities for  remedying  those  defects. 
3ills  embodying  all  the  reforms  they 
claimed  would  be  brought  before  the 
House.  It  would  then  be  for  Her 
Hajeety's  Oovemment  to  say  whether 
th«j  were  prepared  to  deny  or  to  grwat 
those  reforms.  He  might  say  with 
regard  to  the  defects  of  the  Land  Act 
that  the  Government  had  admitted  them. 
The  Prime  Uinister  had  again  bnd 
again  stated  with  regard  to  the  Healy 
Oause  that  the  meaning  in  his  mind 
was  similar  to  the  meaning  in  the  mind 
of  the  hon.  Member  who  moved  the 
clause.  There,  then,  was  a  clear  instance 
in  which,  by  mere  mistake  or  mischance, 
a  measure  failed  to  g^ve  effect  to  the  in- 
tention of  Parliament.  He  should  not 
go  over  all  the  matters  spoken  of  in  the 
Amendment.    He  preferred  to  lay  the 

freater  stress  upon  the  poverty  and 
unger  that  existed  in  Ireland.  That 
was  a  grievance  over  which  one  mo- 
mdnt  could  not  be  lost.  It  had  been 
suggested  that  no  more  time  could  be 
^ven  to  listening  to  Irish  complaints,  or 
to  endeavouring  to  redress  Irish  griev- 
ances. He  thoi^ht  diat  was  not  a  posi- 
tion which  the  Englieh  Government  or 
the  English  Parliament  conld  maintain. 
They  had  taken  upon  themselves  the 
responsibility  of  governing  Ireland,  and, 
having  taken  that  responsibility,  they 
could  not  avoid  considering  the  griev- 
ances of  the  people.  There  might  be 
English  questions  which,  in  the  ordi- 
nary course  of  things,  would  have  good 
ri^ht  to  be  carefully  examined.  Most 
willing  would  he  be  to  hear  that  all 
Engliui  reforms  bad  speedy  chance  of 
success.  But  not  one  of  them  was  so 
urgent  as  the  grievances  of  Ireland, 
and  while  Irish  grievances  existed  the 
English  Parliament  could  no  more  es- 
cape from  them  than  could  a  man  escape 
from  his  own  shadow.  When  the  roof 
leaked^  that  must  be  mended  before  any 
decoration  of  the  walls  was  attempted ; 
when  a  limb  was  wounded,  it  claimed 
the  first  thought ;  and  in  the  feame  way 
the  giierancefl  of  Lreland  should  reoeiTe 

J/r.  Juttin  ll'Carihy 


the  first  attention  of  that  House.  The 
responsibility  of  removing  them  was  a 
burden  which  they  must  bear,  who  had 
assumed  and  insisted  on  retaining  the 
task  of  governing  Ireland. 

Mit.  CHABLES  EITSSELL  said,  he 
thought  this  a  convenient  opportunity 
for  reminding  the  Ministry  and  the 
House  that  the  sole  function  of  govern- 
ment in  Ireland  was  not  repression  and 
the  detection  and  punishment  of  crime. 
Hon.  Members  had  made  the  debates  on 
Irish  affairs  in  this  Session  the  opportu- 
nity for  delivering  attacks  upon  various 
parts  of  the  past  remedial  policy  of  the 
present  Government.  The  debate  had 
had  given  to  it  a  personal  character,  which 
he  thought  could  not  serve  any  usefol 
purpose,  and  which  certainly  would  not 
tend  to  allay  the  feeling  of  irritation  ex- 
isting in  Ireland.  He  confessed  that  he 
listened  with  anxious  expectation  to  the 
speech  of  the  Chief  Secretary ;  but  he 
must  also  confess  that  that  speech  was  to 
him  (Mr.  0.  Bussell)  of  a  somewhat  dis- 
appointing character,  and  he  would  tell 
the  House  why.  He  fully  recognized  the 
courtesy  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
utterances,  but  he  should  have  liked  to 
hear  a  healthier  ring  about  them.  While 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Ohief  Secre- 
tary was  laying  down  with  neat  vigour 
that  the  primary  duty  of  a  Government 
was  the  protection  ox  life  and  property 
and  the  maintenance  of  order,  he  should 
have  liked  to  have  gathered  &om  that 
speech  that  he  oonsidered  it  a  function  of 
Government  at  least  equally  important 
to  look  after  and  redress,  wiui  eqnal  ur- 
gency and  equal  care,  admitted  griev- 
ances. Though  he  (Mr.  0.  BuseeU)  did 
not  perceive  it  in  the  speech  of  the  Ohief 
Secretary,  he  found  that  healthy  ring  in 
the  speech  of  another  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber of  the  Government,  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade ;  and  he  remarked 
that,  whereas  the  speech  of  the  Ohief 
Secretary  was  received  with  unstinted 
applause  by  the  Opposition,  the  speech 
of  the  President  ox  the  Board  of  Trade 
received  but  small  approbation  from 
those  Benches.  He  would  like  to  re- 
mind the  House  of  some  extra-Parlia- 
mentary utterances  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  junior  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
Gibson).  In  his  recent  speech  in  the  Bo- 
tunda,  the  junior  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Dublin — not,  indeed,  by  any 
indirect  or  roundabout  ioeiimatiini.  but 
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by  direct  charge — had  practically  laid  at 
the  door  of  the  Prime  Minister  the 
charge  that  to  his  (the  Prime  Minister's) 
recent  remedial  policy  towards  Ireland 
was  largely  to  be  attributed  the  state  of 
tilings  existing  in  Ireland  ;  and,  at  the 
same  time,  he  lavished  praise  upon  the 
Chief  Secretary.  In  his  speech,  also,  on 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  fox  Ohatham  (Mr.  Gbrst)  was 
this  exiwesaion — 

T"!  r^ard  the  Amendmsnt  as  a  mrreot  his- 
torical oarxatiTe  of  the  past  policy  of  the  Qo- 
vemment,  and  aa  aa  exhortation  to  them  to  de- 
sist from  pnrsuing  in  the  future  the  path  now 
universally  condemned." 

But  he  (Mr.  Gibson)  also  told  the  House 
on  that  occasion  that  they  most  not  ex- 
pect that  a  man  whose  house  was  on 
fire  would  regard  as  his  guardian  angel 
the  man  who  oame  to  put  it  out,  when 
he  believed  it  was  the  same  man  who 
had  set  it  on  fixe.  What  did  that  all 
mean,  except  this — that  he  (Mr.  Gibson) 
was  lauding  the  Chief  Secretary  at  the 
expense  of  his  Colleagues  in  the  Go- 
vernment ?  That  was  praise  to  be  looked 
at  with  some  qualification  and  suspicion, 
for  the  only  part  of  the  policy  of  the 
Government  which  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentlemen  showed  that  he 
wholly  apiwored  of  was  that  part 
which  related  to  tiie  rigorous  exeou- 
tioa  of  the  l&w.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentieman,  in  labouring  to  show 
that  a  great  part  of  the  existing  evils 
in  Ireland  was  due  to  the  past  remedial 
policy  of  the  Government  in  that  country, 
urged  that  the  Government  should  desist 
from  bringing  in  any  further  remedial 
measures.  He  humbly  but  earnestly  pro- 
tested against  that  doctrine,  and  he  pro- 
tested that  it  was  at  least  as  much  the 
duty  of  the  Government  zealoiLsly  and 
carefully  to  search  out  and  make  itself 
acquainted  with  what  were  the  griev- 
ances, and  apply  the  remedy,  as  it  was 
vigorously  but  justly  to  insist  upon  the 
maintenance  of  law  and  order.  There 
were  matters  which  had  been  pointed  out 
which  called  for  the  urgent  attention  of 
Parliament ;  and  how  was  the  demand 
for  attentiim  met  ?  It  was  said — "  We 
will  have  no  more  legialative  redress 
for  Ireland  until  IreUad  is  quiet." 
That  WHS  one  way  in  which  it  was 
put.  Another  mode  was— "There  are 
English  claims  which  press  upon  popular 
attention,  and  Ireland  has  already  re- 
ceived A         share  of  the  time  of  Par- 
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liament."   As  regarded  the  last  of  these 
arguments,  he  admitted  its  perfect  jus- 
tice as  coming  from  Englishmen.  He 
admitted  that  Ireland  had  received — and 
Members  from  Ireland  ought  to  aoknow- 
ledge  that  Ireland  had  used — a  large 
share  of  the  time  of  Parliament ;  but  he 
would  point  out.  at  the  same  time,  that 
that  was  an  argument  which  must  be 
very  carefully  used,  because  every  time 
it  was  put  forward  in  answer  to  a  legi- 
timate demand  for  redress  it  would 
strmgthen  enormously  the  claims  of 
those  who  said  that  England  could  not 
legislate  for  Ireland.   As  to  the  other 
ground  of  objection,  he  confessed  he 
waa  a  little  surprised  to  hear  it  pressed 
in  that  House.    Was  nothing  more  to 
be  done  for  Ireland  because  Ireland 
was  in  a  state  of  diequiet?    Why,  it 
was  as  if  they  were  to   say  in  the 
case  of  a  fever  patient  that  they  should 
place  hiuL  in  a  strait-waistooat  until 
he  was  reduced  to  a  state  of  subjec- 
tion before  proceeding  to  g^ve  him 
remedies.   That  was  an  illustration  in 
homely  language,  it  was  true ;  but  he 
thought  it  fitted  the  occasion.    Was  it 
not  notorious  that,  although  they  might 
not  always  be  able  to  trace  the  connection 
between  crime  and  the  absence  of  legis- 
lative redress,  yet  that  between  the 
existence  of  crime  in  a  country  and  its 
political  and  social  condition  the  con- 
nection was  certain  ?  In  the  first  place, 
the  absence   of  remedial  legislation 
created  a  sympathy  with  offences  against 
the  law,  which  meant  protection  for 
those  who  offended  against  the  law 
by  immunity  from  punishment.  To 
those  who  said  that  there '  should  be 
no  l^islation  for  Ireland  until  she  was 
quiet,  he  said  there  woiild  be  no  quiet- 
ness until  remedies  for  grievances  which 
undoubtedly  existed  were  found.  Hon. 
Members  opposite  said  that  it  was 
a  concession  to  lawless  agitation  and 
violence.   He  knew  that  was  said ;  but 
they  must  not  forget  that  the  House  of 
Commons  had  taught  the  Irish  people 
the  bitter  lesson  that  their  best  chance 
of  legislation  was  b^  showing  a  spirit 
of  disorder  and  disquiet.  They  had  that 
upon  the  authority  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Publin  University, 
for  he  told  a  different  audience  in  tiie 
Dublin  Botunda  that  there  would  have 
been  no  such  Land  Act  as  that  of 
1881  but  for  what  he  described  as  "  a 
lawless  agitation."     What  were  the 
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matters  that  were  now  presBing  ?  One 
of  the  matters  moBt  ui^ently  in  need  of 
the  attention  of  the  Government  was 
the  distresa.  He  warned  the  Govern- 
ment not  to  delay  in  taking  measuree  to 
relieTe  the  diatreas  which  existed ;  and 
he  warned  them  aleo  not  to  try  and 
break  down  that  feeling  of  horror  and 
abhofrenoe— call  it  prejudice  if  they 
would— which  the  Irish  people  alwaysfelt 
against  entering  the  workhouse.  He  did 
not  iiftend  to  enlarge  upon  that  question, 
iat  he  would  find  it  eKceedingly  diffioult 
to  supplement  the  account  they  had  had 
fh>m  the  hon.  Member  for  Queen's 
County  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor),  and 
particularly  &om  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Cork  County  (Colonel  Col- 
thurst) ;  but  he  joined  with  them  in 
warning  the  Government  not  to  be  too 
late  in  taking  steps,  although  only  of  a 
temporary  character,  in  that  matter.  Pri- 
mary among  the  other  questions  which 
demanded  attention  was  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Land  Act.  If  the  House 
should  be  disposed  to  resist  the  per- 
tinoeity  with  which  this  matter  was 
brought  under  their  notice,  let  him 
remind  the  House  and  the  Govemment 
that  there  was  not  ose  point  now  brought 
under  their  notice  that  was  not  again 
and  again  insisted  upon  and  pressed 
upon  me  Honse  by  him  (Mr.  0.  Kua- 
Bell)  and  others  at  the  time  when  the 
Bill  was  being  passed  into  law.  The 
points  on  which  the  Land  Bill  required 
amendment  were  summarized  in  the 
resolutions  passed  at  a  most  influen- 
tial meeting  of  farmers  recently  held 
in  Belfast,  delegates  from  all  parts 
of  the  country,  a  body  of  men  en- 
titled to  be  heard  and  to  hare  their 
demands  weighed  with  attentive  con- 
sideraUon  by  any  Government,  They 
had  insisted  on  the  amendment  of  the 
clause  called  "Healy's  Clause" — that 
no  rent  should  be  chai^eable  on  the 
tenant's  own  improvements.  That  point 
ought  to  be  made  clear.  It  had  been 
coueBsed  by  the  Prime  Minister  that 
the  interpretation  suppomd  to  be  put 
upon  that  danse  by  ue  Appeal  Court 
in  Dublin  was  contrary  to  the  intention 
of  the  Legislature  when  the  Bill  passed, 
and  was  certainly  contrary  to  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government.  Another  point 
of  importance  bearing  on  the  matter 
was  that  the  decisions  in  regard  to  fair 
rent  should  be  retrospective  to  the  date 
of  the  application,  and  not  operate 
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mer^y  fVom  the  date  of  the  decision. 
The  expectation  of  the  Prime  Ministw 
that  rents  would  be  largely  settled  by 
agreement  had  not  been  realized.  It 
would  still  be  years  before  the  adjust- 
ments were  completed ;  and  it  was 
absurd  that  the  man  who  got  his 
case  tried  early  should  be  in  a  better 
position  than  the  man  who  applied  as 
soon,  but  whose  case  was  heard  later. 
The  exclusion  of  leaseholders  from  the 
Act  was  also  a  burning  and  a  pressing 
.question.  He  (Mr.  0.  Buss^)  would 
ask,  were  the  Ulster  farmers,  loyal  and 
peaceable  as  they  were — were  they  to  be 
told  that  their  just  and  legitioiate  de- 
mands were  not  to  be  dealt  with  in  a 
fur  manner  and  promptly  ?  That  was 
a  serious  question  for  the  Government. 
Another  of  equal,  if  not  of  greater,  im- 
portance was  the  state  of  the  magis- 
tracy in  Ireland.  That  was  a  quesUon 
which,  without  legislation,  might  be 
largely  dealt  with ;  it  was  a  question, 
indeed,  which  came  home  to  uie  daily 
lives  of  the  people  ;  and  it  had  assumed 
greater  importance  of  late  years,  owing 
to  the  large  increase  of  stipendiary  ma- 
gistrates, who  were  part  of  Uie  Executive 
rather  than  judicial  officers.  Theref(»»» 
it  became  important  to  draw  attsntira 
to  the  fact  that  in  many  puts  of  the 
country  there  was  a  want  of  magistrates 
in  whom  the  people  had  confidence. 
It  was  necessary  not  only  that  tribu- 
nals should  be  fair,  but  that  the  people 
should  feel  that  they  were  fair.  He 
had  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  the 
state  of  the  magistracy  in  a  great  part 
of  Ireland  at  present  was  such  as  did  not 
command  the  full  confidenceof  the  people. 
Beyond  the  questions  of  the  existence  of 
distress,  the  amendment  (rf  the  Land 
Act,  and  the  state  of  the  magiBtracy, 
there  were  others  which  were  urgent  and 
pressing-— for  instance,  the  question  of 
County  Government  Boards  and  Provin- 
cial Councils,  in  regard  to  which  Ulsttf 
was  in  complete  and  full  aoooid  with  the 
othw  three  Provinces.  Notwitlutaiidiag 
the  censure  whioh  had  been  passed  on 
the  hon.  Member  for  Leeds  (Mr.  Herbert 
Gladstone)  for  a  speech  whioh  he  re- 
cently delivered  at  that  place  on  the  ne- 
cessity for  remedial  legislation  in  this 
direction,  all  he  (Mr.  0.  Kuss^}  oould 
say  was,  that  if  those  utterances  were, 
in  the  opinion  of  hon.  Members  in  that 
House,  premature,  they  were,  neverthe- 
less, wise  andstatesmanlike.  ['*OJl,oliI"] 
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He  (Hr.  0.  Bu68«ll)  thoaffht  bo  sincerelj. 
He  did  not  mean  to  say  uiat  fan  expected 
the  Gkrvernment  to  take  np  this  question 
in  the  present  or  even  next  Seseion ;  but 
he-  did  say  that  it  was  one  whioh  they 
ninat  take  up,  and  soon  too.  They  would 
h&ve  to  do  BO,  because  they  wanted  in 
Ireland  a  moral  force  behind  the  GK>- 
remment.  At  present,  the  people  were 
practically  divested  of  any  voice  in  the 
management  of  their  affairs;  and  what 
the  GoTemnient  would  have  to  do,  if 
they  desired  to  be  suceeBsful  in  restoring 
peace  and  contentment,  and  in  ruling 
the  country,  was  to  place  on  the  people 
tbemselveB  a  Mnse  of  responsibility.  No 
condition  of  things  would  erer  evoke  the 
empathy  of  the  peoj^e  on  the  side  of 
lav  unless  they  gave  them  that  sense 
of  responsibility  whioh  came  from  the 
knowledge  that  they  had  an  active  part 
in  governing  and  controlling  the4r  own 
affiurs.  His  (Hr.  0.  Buseell's)  prin- 
dpal  objects  in  rising  were— first,  to 
warn  tho  Chief  Secretary  to  beware  of 
the  insidioas  laudations  of  hon.  Members 
opposite — and  next,  to  insist  upon  the 
principle,  whioh  appeared  to  him  to  have 
becrA  lost  sight  of  ia  the  course  of  the 
debate,  that  it  was  not  the  only  function, 
nor  the  greatest  function,  although  it 
was  the  primary  function,  of  a  Govern- 
ment to  repress,  to  detect,  and  to  punish 
crime.  It  was  the  nobler,  it  was  the 
wiser,  it  was  the  more  important  func- 
tion to  get  at  the  sources  of  disaffection, 
which  was  the  parentof  crime.  A  Govern- 
ment  might  for  years,  without  the  sym- 
pa^y  of  a  people,  and  against  the  wishes 
of  the  people,  repress  and  keep  down  a 
people  and  call  it  goverament;  but  it 
Was  not  goremment  in  any  true  sense  of 
the  word;  and  they  oould  not  perma- 
nently govern  the  oountry  at  all*  in  any 
true  sens^  unless  they  enlisted  tiie  aym- 
pathiea  of  the  people,  founded  on  the 
oomfldence  which  they  could  repose  in 
the  just  administration  of  the  law,  on 
the  contentment  whioh  sprang  from  that 
just  administration,  and  on  ^e  fact  that 
they  f^t  (hat  their  just  legislative  de- 
mands for  redress  were  attended  to. 

Sir  JOHN  HAY  said,  that  the  condi- 
tion of  affairs  in  Ireland  was  such,  that 
North  of  the  Solway  they  were  beginning 
to  get  sick  of  the  Irish  Question.  They 
found  tiiat  all  that  had  been  done  by  the 
Souse  and  by  the  country  had  failed  in 
any  sense  to  give  any  satisfi^tion  to  Ire- 
land. [Mr.  CwacoB  Buaaaix :  No,  no  I] 


He  was  delighted  to  hear  any  expression 
of  dissent  from  that  remark  from  any 
Irish  Member;  but,  so  far  aa  he  oonld 
see,  the  efforts  of  Parliament  had  not 
been  receired  as  they  ought  to  hare  been. 
The  dissatisfaction  existing  on  this  mat- 
ter North  of  the  Solway  was,  in  his 
opinion,  justi6ed.  The  hon.  Memberfor 
Longford  (Mr.  Justin  M'Carthy)  spoke 
just  now  of  decent  and  independent  men, 
of  whom  he  considered  Irishmen  princi- 
pally eoneisted.  At  the  present  moment, 
if  they  looked  at  the  Beturns,  they  would 
find  that  the  contribution  of  Scotland  to 
the  Imperial  Revenue  was  nearly  three 
times  as  large  as  that  of  Ireland,  not- 
withstanding that  the  population  of 
Ireland  was  2,000,000  greater  than  that 
of  Scotland  ;  and  he  might  sa;  that  the 
Scotch  i>eopIe  wore  not  at  all  inclined  to 
contribute  to  the  maintenance  of  this 
population  of  deoent  and  independent 
men,  who  could  not  pay  their  way  with 
regard  to  the  ^npire.  At  the  present 
moment  they  had  in  belana  over 
5,000,000  of  people— 2,000,000  of  whom 
could  not  exist  there.  It  was  utterly 
impossible,  on  physical  conditions,  that 
they  could  live  in  the  wretched  tene- 
ments on  which  th^  were  placed,  even 
tbongh  they  had  them  rent  free  and 
farmed  the  land  well.  It  was  absurd  that 
this  country  should  endeavour  to  intro- 
duce, by  legislation  or  by  any  other 
means,  contentment  among  such  a  popu- 
lation. He  would  venture  to  say  that 
the  cheapest  thing  the  Gtivdrnment  oould 
do  was  to  hire  250  transports  and  send 
away  once  a  month  1,000  pei'sona  in 
each  of  the  ships,  and  if  this  was  done 
for  one  year  they  would  send  away 
3,000,000  of  persons,  and  the  condition 
of  Ireland  would  tiiereby  be  greatiy 
benefited.  He  said,  truly  and  sincerely, 
that  he  believed  that  was  a  process  by 
whioh  Ireland  eonld  be  reouoed  to  a 
population  and  a  condition  with  which 
they  could  hare  contentment  and  hap- 
piness. There  was  this  fact  to  ponder 
— that  in  Scotland,  with  a  papulation 
of  3,734,000,  and  Ireland,  with  a  popu- 
lation of  6,159,000,  there  was,  if  tkey 
excepted  the  potato  crop,  a  produce  in 
the  former  of  £33,000,000,  and  in  the 
latter  of  only  £82,000,000.  If  the  potato 
crop  came  to  maturity  in  Ireland,  it  was 
valued  at  £15,400,000,  but  it  never 
did ;  and  in  Scotland  not  more  than 
£1,500,000  worth  of  potatoes  were  ever 
grown ;  but  when  it  failed  in  Ireland 
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there  would  inevitably  be  starvation, 
and  the  people  of  Scotland  were  to 
be  called  upon  to  help  support  this 
oorer  population,  so  many  of  whom  the 
on.  Member  for  Longford  called  decent 
and  independent  men.  So  long  as  that 
•tate  of  affairs  lasted,  he  believed  the 
House  had  no  chance  whatever  of  bring- 
ing contentment  to  Ireland.  There  were 
two  great  etatenmen  in  this  country — 
l^r  Thomas  Wentworth  and  Oliver 
Oomwell — one  on  one  side  of  the  House, 
and  the  other  on  the  opposite  side,  and 
both  recognized,  only  with  a  hardier 
and  sterner  view,  Uie  right  mode  of 
governing  Ireland ;  and  he  said  what  he 
believed  to  be  true  when  he  declared  that 
the  best  thing  for  Ireland  would  be  that 
at  the  next  Dissolution  the  Writs  should 
be  suspended  for  that  country,  except 
for  the  learned  constituency  of  Dublin 
University,  which  returned  excellent 
Members.  If  that  were  done,  and  our 
best  General — who,  he  believed,  was  an 
Irishman—was  sent  to  govern  the  coun- 
tiy,  tiiey  should  have  in  10  years  a  con- 
teuted  and  happy  Ireland.  Let  them 
reduce  the  population  by  2,000,000,  and 

govern  it  sati^actorily,  and  they  would 
ave  no  more  eloquent  speeches  from 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Duu- 
dalk  (Mr.  0.  Busaell),  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Longford  (Mr.  Justin 
M'OarUiy),  endeavouring  to  persuade  the 
House  that,  by  some  means  or  other, 
Ireland  might  ba  governed  by  legisla- 
tion.  No  system  of  legislation  would 

govern  a  country  of  paupers,  who  were 
etermined  to  be  disloyal  and  discon- 
tented. 

Mb.  TEEVELYAN  said,  he  did  not 
propose  to  enter  upon  the  topics  intro- 
duced by  his  right  hon,  and  gallant 
Friend  opposite  (Sir  John  Hay),  They 
did  not  Ue  within  the  circle  of  practical 
politics.  He  had  listened  to  the  speech 
of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  ior  Dundalk  (Mr.  0.  Bussell) 
with  the  discomfort  and  apprehension 
with  which  one  listens  to  criticism  of 
one's  oondoet  isom.  a  friendly  source. 
But  he  was  glad  to  hear  it  said  that 
crime  was  to  be  punished  in  Ireland 
until  the  criminal  population  had  learned 
that  crime  was  criminal.  But  he'  thought 
that  to  say  that  repressive  measures 
would  fail  unless  accompanied  by  re- 
medial legislation  argued  a  oonfusiun 
of  mind.  The  Oovernment  meant  to 
keep  the  questicm  of  crime  and  that  of 
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reform  absolutely  distinct.  He  would 
not  insult  Irish  Members  by  mixing  up 
the  two.  Euglisfamen  or  Scotchmen 
would  feel  outraged  at  the  Buggeation 
that  crime  could  not  be  put  down  unless 
the  central  authority  ceased  to  interfere 
with  the  finances  of  counties,  and  any 
Member  who  made  such  a  suggestion 
would  be  rejected  by  his  constituents. 
His  hon.  and  learned  Friend  seemed  to 
think  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  iw  Ireland,  and  for  the  Go- 
vernment, to  indulge  in  vague  generally 
ties  and  pledges.  But  he  tiiought  a 
handful  of  meal  better  than  a  buwel  of 
chaff ;  and  that  one  Bill,  whose  tilde  and 
details  could  be  named  and  reoom* 
mended,  was  better  than  a  million  of 
fine  phrases  about  remedial  measures. 
He  would  name  the  measures  which 
were  already  drafted,  or  as  ^od  as 
drafted,  which  the  Government  intended 
to  introduce  in  connection  with  Ireland. 
One  dealt  with  electoral  divisions  and 
unions ;  another  was  intended  to  intro- 
duce an  improvement  with  respect  to  the 
law  of  lunatics  at  large,  and  with  the 
law  of  the  poorer  lunatics  in  Ireland. 
Another  would  enact  that  Boards  of 
Guardians  should  be  elected  by  ballot. 
The  Government  had  also  a  Bill  for  the 
Sunday  dosing  of  .pubUo-housee.  He 
was  not  speaking  with  the  pride  of  aa 
invent<»,  for  many  .of  those  measnrea 
were  well  known;  but  they  would  be 
none  the  less  useful.  They  intended 
also  to  deal  with  fisheries,  and  to  ex- 
tend the  advantages  now  possessed  by 
a  few  districts  in  the  way  of  borrowing 
for  the  improvement  of  fisheries  to 
certain  maritime  counties.  They  had, 
too,  a  Bill  for  the  better  registration  of 
Parliamentary  voters ;  and  another  more 
of  an  administrative  than  of  a  I^slative 
oharaotor  by  which  Ireland  would  enjoy 
the  same  advantage  with  respect  to  the 
training  of  elementary  toaohers  which 
were  already  possessed  by  England  and 
Scotland.  With  the  assistance  of  thelrish 
Members  they  might  be  enabled  to  carry 
these  BiUs,and  soraegood  would  be  done; 
but  without  their  assistance,  or  with  their 
hindrance,  he  feared  little  could  bo  dtHM. 
He  listened  with  some  perturbation  to 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Cork 
Oounty  (Oolonel  Oolthurst),  because,  im* 
portant  as  the  debates  of  the  last  few 
days  had  been,  there  was  no  subject  Uiat 
had  exercised  the  Government  of  Ire- 
land  as  the  questioaof  distoesaa^dtho  wa^. 
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to  meet  it.  He  adviBedlj  used  the  word 
"  diatr^,"  though  it  might  appear  to 
convey  an  admisnon  that  dis^ess  ex- 
isted. The  Teiy  essence  of  the  situa- 
tion, in  the  opinion  of  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment, was  that  distress  always  existed 
in  cratoin  parts  of  Ireland,  and  always 
would  exist,  unless  the  Irish  Qorern- 
ment  ventured  to  face  the  situation  with 
A  courage  which,  he  believed,  was  greater 
than  that  required  to  deal  with  assaesi- 
nation  and  outrage.  What  was  the  pre- 
sent situation  in  Ireland?  The  current 
year  had  not  been,  by  any  means,  a  bad 
year  for  Irish  farmers  with  tolerably 
sized  holdings.  Grain  had  been  a  very 
valuable  crop,  though  somewhat  short. 
The  price  of  cattle  had  been  exceedingly 
high.  One  gentleman  told  him  of  a  cer- 
tain farm  he  had  on  his  hands  of  which 
the  rent  was  £800  a-year,  whioh  brought 
him  a  net  profit  of  £1,400 1  and,  taking 
into  oonaideration  the  condition  under 
vhicfa  genttemau  fanning  was  conducted, 
that  was  a  very  fair  balance.  The 
potatoes,  undoubtedly,  had  been  bad  on 
good  sized  farms  where  the  farmers  had 
not  charged  the  soil  for  that  exhausting 
crop.  They  had  been  worse  than  bad 
on  those  miserable  patches  which  the 
|»easants  were  obliged  to  continue  work- 
ing for  generations  and  centuries.  A 
certain  portion  of  the  population  of  Ire- 
land lived  under  conditions  not  realized  in 
this  country,  and  more  deplorable,  per- 
haps, than  under  which  any  people  lived 
in  any  part  of  civilized  Europe.  There 
were  67,000  holdings  of  between  one 
and  five  acres  in  Ireland — he  did  not 
count  those  below  one  acre — as  they  were 
not,  properly  speaking,  agricultural 
holdings.  There  were  164,000.holding8 
of  between  five  uid  15  acres,  many  of 
which,  in  the  more  mountainous  districts, 
did  not  afford  more  than  two,  or  two  and 
a-half  acres  of  arable  land.  In  these 
small  farms  the  ground  was  dug  year 
after  year  for  potatoes  until  the  soil  was 
completely  exhausted.  In  Donegal  he 
made  careful  inquiries,  and  he  learnt 
from  the  people  that  in  an  ordinary  year 
an  acre  of  their  land  yielded  not  more 
than  90  cwt.  of  potatoes,  instead  of  from 
six  to  nine  tons,  which  would  be  the 
yield  of  good  land  properly  farmed.  In 
bad  years  the  crop  was  almost  worthless. 
The  Beports  which  they  had  received 
from  those  who  best  knew  the  poorer 
districts  of  Ireland  were  that  the  popu- 
lation was  at  present  in  a  state  of  social 


and  financial  crisis.  Three  years  ag6, 
when  the  crop  of  1879  was  known  to 
hare  failed,  and  when  the  effects  c/t  the 
failure  began  to  be  felt,  the  shopkeepers 
refused  to  give  credit.  But  when  they- 
began  to  give  credit  anew  the  great  flood 
of  Government  aid  and  private  charity 
also  came  to  the  assistance  of  the  people. 
The  Duchess  of  Marlborough's  Com- 
mittee expended  £130,000  ;  the  Mansion 
House  Committee  £174,000?  and  con- 
siderable sums  were  expended  by  the 
Land  League  Relief  Fund,  The  N4w  York 
fftrald,  and  other  American  relief  funds. 
A  sum  of  £1,500,000  was  allocated  from 
the  Irish  Church  Surplus,  and  about 
£1,250,000  of  it  was  apportioned  out  in 
loans  and  grants.  For  two  years  these 
districts  were  bolstered  up  and  kept 
going  by  artificdal  aud  external  aid,  and 
in  the  third  year  tiiere  was  an  nnosnally 
large  crop  of  potatoes.  There  was  also 
another  source  of  revenue  for  the  small 
farmers  in  that  year,  for  they  very  gene- 
rally withheld  their  rent.  But  it  was  not 
only  in  that  year,  but  for  some  years  past, 
that  this  rent  was  withheld,  a  proof  of 
which  was  the  extent '  to  which  the  Ar- 
rears Act  was  resorted  to  in  the  districts 
in  question.  From  Mayo  came  20,396 
applications  ;  from  Donegal  13,650  ;  and 
from  Galway  12,569.  In  that  year  also 
there  was  an  unusually  large  crop  of 
potatoes.  This  year,  however,  there 
were  none  of  those  favouring  circum- 
stances. Potatoes  were  bad,  and,  in 
some  cases,  worse  than  bad.  A  year's 
rent  had  to  be  paid  in  order  that  the 
advantages  of  the  Arrears  Act  might  be 
obtained,  and  the  proceesof  getting  that 
year's  rent  bad  in  some  districts  been  an 
exceedingly  painful  process.  The  fact 
now  was  patent — ana  the  country  and 
Parliament  must  face  it — that  the  hold- 
ings on  the  West  Coast  of  Ireland  were 
too  small ;  the  people  could  not  live  on 
the  land  without  running  into  debt ; 
credit  could  not  easily  be  obtained,  and 
the  people  were  dependent  on  their  own 
resources,  which  were  insufficient  to 
support  them,  or  soon  would  be.  It 
might  be  asked — "  How  could  they  ever 
have  lived  upon  their  poor  holdings?" 
.They  bad  been  able  to  do  so  because 
their  style  of  living  was  formerly  much 
simpler  than  it  had  been  lately.  They 
used  to  live  on  potatoes  and  meal.  They 
bought  absolutely  nothing  but  a  certain 
quantity  of  meal,  and  they  dressed  ia 
home-made  flannel  or  frieze.  Some 
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yean  ago,  howeTer,  they  b^an  to  drink 
tea,  to  Tise  a  good  deal  of  naax,  and  to 
hxxy  dreBses  at  etoree  and  shops.  Their 
savings  went,  their  debts  grew,  their 
land  got  less  and  less  productive,  until, 
at  present,  it  was  utterly  unable  to  sup- 
port them.  They  recognized  this  state 
of  things  very  well  themselves,  and  if 
left  to  themselves  would  be  willing  to 
accept  the  only  remedy.  In  Newport 
Union  1,844  persons  had  expressed  a 
desire  to  enjigrate ;  in  Oughterard  Union 
1,556  had  done  so;  in  a  Union  in  Gal- 
way  1,821  had  expressed  the  same 
desire ;  and  in  Belmullet,  out  of  a  popu- 
lation of  16,000,  no  fewer  than  3,000 
had  applied.  The  Inspector  had  In- 
formed the  Govemment  that  if  tiiese 
8,000  pe^le  were  to  go,  a  very  appre- 
ciable difference  woidd  be  made  in  the 
comfort  of  those  who  would  be  left  be- 
hind ;  bnt  that  if  they  were  given  any 
hopes  of  extraordinary  relief  th^  would 
*  be  induced  to  stay  at  home.  If  that 
relief  were  made  permanent  it  would  be 
merely  perpetuation  of  the  evil,  and 
they  would  m  a  few  years  be  as  badly  off 
as  they  were  before.  Would  the  Govern- 
ment, he  asked,  be  justified  in  proposing 
measures  of  relief  for  the  purpose  of 
perpetuating  the  state  of  things  which 
he  had  endeavoured  to  describe  ?  He 
would  first  consider  the  question  from  a 
humanitarian  point  of  view.  He  had 
himself  visited  the  most  distressed  dis- 
trict in  one  Union  in  Donegal.  The 
circumstances  of  that  visit  illustrated 
curiously  one  of  the  minor  diffioaltiea  of 
the  Irisn  (JoTemment— -namely,  the  con- 
stant misrepresentatu>n,  not  only  of  their 
motives,  bat  of  their  words  and  actions. 
His  visit  to  the  West  of  Ireland  did  not 
snit  the  purposes  of  certain  people,  and 
80  they  set  the  story  going  that  he  drove 
about  in  a  carriage  with  the  blinds 
down,  and  that  story  was  made  the  basis 
of  an  extraordinary  number  of  bitter 
articles  and  speeches,  some  of  which 
were  delivered  by  Members  of  that 
House.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  as  soon  as  he 
had  reached  the  border  of  the  distressed 
districts,  he  and  his  party  drove  about 
in  an  open  car,  and  they  were  well 
rewarded  for  doing  so  by  the  interest- 
ing lessons  which  they  learned.  They 
entered  a  great  number  of  cottages,  and 
questioned  the  inmates  closely  and  sys- 
tematically. The  lessons  which  he  learnt 
he  should  never  forget.  For  a  part  of 
the  time  he  had  the  advantage  of  the 
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company  of  Father  Oallaghar,  and  for 
the  reet  of  the  time  he  was  acoompanied 
by  Mr.  Hamilton,  one  of  the  most  ex- 
perienced of  the  Poor  Law  Inspectors. 
He  then  saw  for  the  first  time — and 
when  one  saw  for  the  first  time  it  was 
with  truer  eyes  than  people  who  wmre 
accustomed  to  it— a  great  nmnber  of 
human  beings  living  with  the  pigs,  with 
the  fowls,  and  actually  with  the  cattle,  in 
one  miserable  room,  with  a  floor  not  of 
boards,  but  simply  of  earth.  He  saw 
family  after  family  in  which  the  eldest 
children  were  in  rags,  and  the  two  or 
three  youngesthad  simply  some  wretched 
little  shirt  on,  which  was  only  a  name 
and  a  pretence  for  their  being  dressed 
at  all.  It  was  bad  enough,  and  it  was 
sad  enough,  that  such  a  state  of  things 
should  exist ;  but  it  was  worse  still  that 
the  taxpayers  of  England  and  SooUand, 
who,  in  many  cases,  had  enough  to  do 
to  keep  their  own  modest  homes  over 
their  heads,  should  be  called  upon,  year 
after  year,  and  Parliament  after  Parlia- 
ment, to  contribute  the  money,  either 
directly  or  indirectly,  for  the  purpose  of 
maintaining  that  state  of  things,  which 
was  a  perfect  scandal. 

Me.  O'CONNOE  POWEE  :  I  shonU 
like  to  know  what  the  Britieh  taxpayer 
has  contributed  ? 

Me.  TEEVELTAN:  In  the  first 
place,  the  English  taxpayer  lost  evexy 
halfpenny  he  contributed  at  the  time  of 
the  Famine  ;  and,  besides  that,  they  had 
to  consider  what  the  English  taxpayer 
was  laow  asked  to  contribute,  and  that 
was  the  practical  question.  Bt^  he 
would  come  to  that  point  more  fully 
later  on.  If  it  was  for  the  benefit  m 
Ireland,  then  they  might  have  something 
to  say  for  it — they  would  be  willing  to 
give  very  large  sums ;  but  it  was  in 
order  to  perpetuate  what  was  the  greatest 
misery  of  Ireland;  and  if  it  was  ob- 
jectionable on  the  ground  of  humanity, 
it  was  much  more  objectionable  on  the 
eround  of  social  morality.  The  utter 
destruction  of  the  self-reliance  and  self- 
respect  of  the  people  by  the  policy  of 
1879  and  1880  was  perceivable  on  every 
side.  The  moneys  of  the  charities  were 
given  in  large  quantities  at  first,  and 
when  the  distribution  of  the  charitable 
funds  ceased,  the  people  did  not  wish  to 
return  to  labour,  and  outdoor  relief  was 
largely  granted  by  the  Guardians.  He 
would  take  the  instance  of  the  Union  of 
StrokeatowUf  in  the  county  of  BMOom- 
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mon.  The  Guardians  took  the  matter 
out  of  the  hands  of  the  relieving  officers 
in  February,  1880.  They  appointed 
committees  of  clergymen  and  others, 
and  distributed  outdoor  relief.  These 
oommittees  began  to  distribute  relief  to 
the  amount  of  £250  or  £300  a  week ; 
the  sums  expended  were  handed  in  in 
loose  sheets,  and  the  chairman  signed 
those  sheets.  The  numbers  of  out-poor 
relicTed  rose  from  42 1  in  the  week  end- 
ing the  7th  of  February,  to  7,459  in 
the  we«k  ending  the  6th  of  March,  and 
to  9,794  in  the  week  ending  the  13th  of 
March,  1880.  And  what  did  bon.  (Gen- 
tlemen think  vas  the  population  of  that 
Union  f  Very  little  more  thui  ^0,000. 
That  Union  was,  of  course,  an  exception ; 
but  other  Unions  were  so  rapidly  be- 
coming OTerbnrdened,  that  the  Boards 
of  Quardians  had  to  be  dtssoWed,  Vice 
Guardians  appointed,  and  this  ruinous 
system  had  to  be  checked  and  the  Union 
sayed,  as  it  were,  by  fire.  There  was 
another  result  to  the  ratepayers  from 
another  form  of  this  aid.  In  certain 
parts  of  Ireland  the  Guardians  and 
borrowers  of  seed  were  led  by  unau- 
thorized statements  to  believe  that  re- 
payment of  the  loans  would  not  be  rigor- 
ously preBsed  for  by  the  Government, 
and  consequently  the  extravagance  in 
some  places  was  awful.  In  one  Union 
the  issue  of  seed  was  made  to  tailors, 
shoemakers,  and  all  the  idlers  in  the 
streets.  Nothing  mora  disgrmeeful  than 
this  jobbery  was  ever  known,  and  no 
less  than  £25,000  was  owed  at  this  mo- 
ment by  a  wretehedlypoor  Union  in  Ire- 
land to  the  Imperial  Exchequer  for  seed 
thus  thrown  broadcast  away.  The  Go- 
Temment  could  not  be  a  "party  to  enter- 
ing again  upon  this  course,  with  the 
more  serious  disadvantage  that,  whereas 
in  1879  the  country  was  not  demoralized 
in  this  manner,  it  was  now  found  to  be 
demoralized  already.  The  Government 
had  determined  upon  reverting  to  the 
machinery  of  the  Poor  Law  as  ap- 
plied between  the  years  1 849  and 
1879.  What  the  effect  of  the  work- 
hooee  test  had  been  during  that  period 
was  well  known  to  everyone  who  had 
studied  the  sodal  history  of  Ireland.  In 
Jnly,  1879,  there  were  784,000  persons 
reoeiving  outdoor  relief  in  Ireland,  and 
until  the  workhonse  test  was  applied 
the  naiftbsr  showed  no  symptoms  of  a 
decrease.  After  the  test  was  applied,  in 
the  course  of  three  months  the  number 


fell  {torn  784,000  to  120,000,  and  it 
never  ceased  falling  until,  in  the  year 
16^5,  it  reached  685.  The  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  in  Ireland  were  not  of 
opinion  that  it  was  necessary  to  relax 
the  workhouse  test  in  times  of  excep- 
tional distress.  A  Heport  had  been  pre- 
sented by  Mr.  Longley  to  the  Ijooal 
Oovemment  Board  on  that  subject, 
which  Report  had  been  adopted  by  the 
Board.  In  that  Seport  Mr.  Longley 
stated  that  it  was  not  too  much  to  say 
that  all  Poor  Law  administration  since 
the  Poor  Law  Amendment  Act  had  been 
suocesafol  in  proportion  to  its  approach 
to  the  system  of  the  workhouse  test,  and 
it  hsd  not  been  found  that  such  condi- 
tions as  loeality,  trade,  or  ^pulation 
interfered  with  its  applicability.  That 
was  the  principle  upon  which  the  Eng- 
lish Poor  Law  authorities  acted. 

Mb.  GALLAN  asked  if  the  test  was 
the  same  in  England  as  it  was  in 
Ireland  ? 

Mb.  TEEVELTAN  said,  that  in 
England  the  people  were  not  asked  to 
go  into  the  workhouse,  but  the  Local 
Government  Board  found  it  necessai^ 
to  apply  the  test.  The  extent  to  which 
the  workhouse  test  had  been  applied  in 
England,  and  the  result,  might  be  shown 
by  a  few  figures-  In  the  year  1871, 
£1,524,000  was  paid  for  the  mainte- 
nance of  the  poor  m  the  workhouses ;  in 
1881,  £1,838,000  was  so  expended;  but 
in  the  former  year  £3,668,000  was  spent 
on  outdoor  relief,  and  in  tiie  latter  year 
only  £2,660,000.  The  figures  showed 
that  by  spending  an  extra  £300,000  in 
maintaining  the  poor  in  workhouses  the 
country  had  saved  £1,000,000  in  out- 
door relief ;  and  the  entire  cost  of  main- 
taining the  poor  was  £700,000  less  in 
1881  than  in  1871,  notwithstanding  an 
increase  of  3,200,000  in  population. 
And  the  saving  in  self-respect  and  self- 
reliance  might  be  estimated  from  the 
fact  that,  in  1871,  as  many  as  880,000 
persons  were  in  receipt  of  outdoor  relief, 
while  in  1881  their  number  had  fallen 
to  607,000  ;  and  the  totals  showed  that, 
by  the  workhouse  test,  the  rate  per 
1,000  of  paupers  in  England  had  been 
reduced  from  46  to  30.  He  would  take 
the  cose  of  a  single  Union.  His  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  the  Member  for  Oork 
County  (Oolonel  Oolthurst)  had  quoted  a 
letter  from  a  clergyman  in  the  East  of 
London;  and  he  would  now  dte  the 
case  of  a  single  Union  where  ttie  test 
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had  been  pat  idto  operation.  In  Aa^st, 
1873,  720  panpera  were  in  the  work- 
houM  in  question ;  in  the  same  month, 
in  1873,  there  were  803;  but  in  1872, 
thero  were  2,584  persons  on  outdoor 
relief,  and  in  1873,  only  1,366,  the 
reault  being  a  net  saving  of  £2,900 
a-year.  In  Scotland  the  results  of  the 
change  were  the  same;  the  indoor 
paupers  had  increased  mnn  14,000  to 
16,000,  but  the  number  of  persons  on 
outdoor  reliof  had  greatly  diminished ; 
and,  aswaswell  known,  the  decrease  had 
not,  for  the  most  part,  been  among  the 
able-bodied  paupers.  In  Englaaa  and 
Scotland,  then,  the  tendency  was  to- 
wards the  more  rigid  enforcement  of 
the  workhouse  test,  with  notoriously 
good  results.  What  was  the  case  in 
Ireland  ?  In  Ireland  the  figures  showed 
that  the  tendency  was  the  other  way. 
In  1861,  £9,600  was  spent  in  outdoor 
relief;  in  1871,  69.000;  and  in  1881, 
£182,000.  Well,  then,  were  tbey  to  re- 
lax in  Ireland  the  principles  which  they 
were  rendering  more  oonspicuous  every 
day  in  Dns^aud  and  So^and  to  the 
immense  advantage  of  these  countries, 
and  ought  they  to  allow  the  ratepayers 
of  Ireland  to '  be  'overburdened  to  the 
disadvantage  and  general  harm  of  the 
population.  If  they  relaxed  the  syBtem 
of  relief,  the  result  would  be  that  that 
would  happen  allj  over  llreland  wbich 
had  happened  in  'one  Union  in  Mayo. 
He  noticed  that  hon.  Members  some- 
times spoke  of  the  Looal>  Government 
Board  as  if  it  stood  between  the  people 
of  Ireland  and  the  intended  shower  of 
comfort  and  proi^erity.  Still,  as  all 
that  comfort  and  prosperity  came  from 
the  pockets  of  the  ratepayers,  it  was 
necessazy  to  provide  against  its  being 
poured  forth  too  lavishly.  "  But," 
axgnad  some  Members,  "  there  are  the 
Ouardians.  In  England  the  Guardians 
represent  the  people,  and  they  are  not 
allowed  to  do  what  they  please  with 
their  own."  Well,  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  in  England,  in  the  majority 
of  cases,  enforced  a  prohibitory  order. 
The  same  thing  might  be  done  in  Ire- 
land. It  had  oeen  done  in  some  poor 
Unions  like  the  Swinford  Union,  where 
£25,000  of  debt  had  been  run  up  almost 
in  a  single  day.  It  was  contended 
that  it  was  only  in  such  Unions  that 
there  was  distress,  as  it  was  in  the 
ease  of  such  poor  Unions  that  the 
Government  were  asked  to  relax  the 
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order.  He  could  only  say  that  the 
money  spent  by  the  Guardians  in 
those  years  was  not  exactly  the  money 
of  their  constituents,  nearly  all  of  whom 
might  be  fairly  said  to  be  under  the 
£4  valuation,  the  rates  being  paid  by 
others ;  and  it  would  be  a  gross  injustice 
to  allow  the  Guardians  to  play  ducks 
and  ^akes  with  ike  money  of  people 
who  were  not,  in  fact,  the  people  who 
elected  them  as  Guardians.  The  present 
view  of  the  Government  was  contained 
in  a  letter  addressed  by  the  Lord  Lieu> 
tenant  of  Ireland  to  the  Poor  Law  autho- 
rities in  Donegal,  for  the  purpose  of 
being  read,  if  asked  for,  by  those  gen- 
tlemen who  had  great  influence  with  the 
people  of  the  district,  including  the  Bev. 
Father  Gallaher,  who  had  shown  great 
affection  for  the  people.  There  was 
one  paragraph  in  that  letter  which 
he  thought  he  ought  to  communicate 
to  the  House.  The  Lord  Lieutenant 
said — 

"  The  GoTemment  ha,Te  alresdy,  ia  ibe  mort 
unmUtakable  and  distinot  terms,  announoed  tiut 
their  policy  is  to  rely  solely  on  the  administra- 
tioa  of  relief  through  the  ordinary  channel 
provided  by  law ;  and  the  true  friend  of  poor 
persons  in  want  of  the  necessariee  of  life  is  not 
the  man  who  encourages  false  hopes  that,  if 
they  hold  out  long  enough,  relief  will  be  afforded 
in  the  more  acceptable  uiapa  of  relief  works,  but 
the  man  who  usea  his  influence  to  overoome 
their  rwngiuince,  which  would  otherwise  be 
honourable,  to  enter  tiie  wcnrkhonie." 

The  aocommodatiou  in  the  workhouse 
was  ample,  and  arrangements  had  been 
made,  by  increasing  the  number  of  work- 
houses, to  increase  the  means  of  relief. 
The  fact  was  it  was  the  ease  in  1847, 
and  it  would  be  the  case  again,  that 
when  the  first  pinch  of  distress  came, 
the  people  would  lose  all  their  indispo- 
sition,  which  was  never  very  serious,  to 
avail  themselves  of  the  workhouse.  In 
1847,  when  liie  people  began  to  feel 
the  pinch  of  starvation,  ihey  went  most 
readily  into  the  workhouse.  They  did 
so  also  in  1879,  and  they  would  do  so 
now  if  they  were  not  advised  to  do  other- 
wise. He  should  have  liked  to  make  a 
few  remarks  on  another  point  kindred 
to  this ;  but  he  thought  he  had  detained 
the  HousequiteloDg  enough.  He  would, 
therefore,  only  call  the  attention  of  hon. 
Members  to  the  fact  that  this  distress 
existed  almost  entirely  in  overcrowded 
districts — those  districts  in  which  the 
population  had  not  been  diminished.  In 
the  prosperous  districts  of  Ireland — the 
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proBpotoiu  districts  of  Unnster,  Tippe- 
Tvy,  and  Oork — the  diminution  had 
been  very  laige  indeed,  sometimes  80 
per  cent,  Aowa  to  50  and  40  per  cent ; 
whereas,  in  the  poorest  districts,  the 
diminutio.n  since  1841  had  been  scarcely 
perceptible.  In  the  opinion  of  the  Go- 
Temment,  it  would  be  a  cruel  kindness 
to  go  on  expending  the  public  money 
upon  a  system  which  was  neither  advan- 
tageons  to  the  Erehequer  nor  to  Ireland. 
They  thought  they  would  do  much  better 
by  encouraging  inthelrish  people  greater 
self-reliance  at  home,  and  if  they  gave 
assistance,  withont  exercising  compul- 
sion, to  tiiose  who  wished  to  go  else- 
where and  seek  a  home.  This  policy 
might  be  considered  cruel  to  some.  He 
was  sorry  it  should  be  so  considered ; 
but,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Government, 
it  was  the  only  kind  and  wise  policy, 
and,  therefore,  the  Government  thought 
they  would  do  very  wrong  if  they  did 
not  carry  it  out. 

Ur.  GiBSCOr  and  Mr.  O'DoMmgu.  rose 
together. 

Mb.  SPEAKBB  called  upon  Mr.  Qis- 

SOK. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  :  I  wish  to  reply 
to  the  Cliief  Secretary  on  the  question 
of  distress. 

Mb.  SPEAKEE  :  I  have  already 
called  upon  Mr.  Gibson. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL:  He  is  no  Bepre- 
sentotive  of  Ireland. 

Mb.  GIBSON  sud,  he  wished  to  make 
a  Tory  few  obserrations  on  the  Motion 
before  the  House.  The  Motion  was  one 
framed  with  Tarious  intentions ;  but  the 
debate  had  turned  only  upon  one  aspect 
of  the  subject.  The  Motion  dealt,  no 
doubt,  with  a  varietiy  of  matters,  which 
might  be  divided  into  two  heads — one 
that  the  legislation  suggested  might 
have  been  tried  ;  and  the  other  topic 
was  the  distress.  He  did  not  propose  to 
deal  wiUi  the  speech  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Dundalk 
(Mr.  0.  Hussell),  who  had  alluded  to 
him  (Mr.  GKbson)  in  the  course  of  his 
speech ;  but  as  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  did  not  think  it  proper  to  reply 
to  him  upon  the  previous  Motion,  he 
would  take  the  liberty  of  passing  over 
the  speech  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
now  simply  with  an  expression  of  cordial 
thanks  to  him  for  the  kind  way  in  which 
he  (Mr.  Gibson)  had  been  referred  to. 
He  would-,  however,  make  an  allusion 


to  the  Bpeeoh  of  his  right  hon.  and 
g^lant  Friend  behind  him  (1^  John 
Hay).  He  had  listened  to  that  speech 
with  attention;  but  he  was  unable  to 
look  at  the  question  from  exactly  the 
same  point  of  view  as  his  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend,  because,  after  all,  what- 
ever hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gang- 
way might  say,  he  was  an  Irishman, 
and,  therefore,  he  must  look  at  the 
question  from  an  Irish  point  of  view. 
He  should  be  sorry  to  think  that  the 
remedy  for  Irish  distress  was  to  be 
anything  at  all  in  the  shape  of  a 
forcible  deportation  of  the  people.  Ho 
should  be  glad  to  think  that  Ireland 
could  be  made  a  happy,  peaceful,  and 
loyal  home  for  a  suD&tantial  peaceful, 
and  tranquil  population.  He  hoped 
that  the  future  of  Ireland's  happiness 
wonld  not  be  found  in  very  violent  or 
drastic  remedies.  The  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  was  one 
which  went  fully  into  both  of  the  topics 
raised  by  the  Amendment.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  passed  by,  as  almost  all 
previous  speakers  passed  by,  any  details 
dealing  with  the  suggestion  of  legisla- 
tion. The  debates  had  not  dealt  largely, 
nor  in  any  detail,  with  that  topic  at  all. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  however, 
used  some  expressions  which  he  (Mr. 
Gibson)  thought  it  would  be  well  should 
be  constantly  borne  in  mind  upon  this 
subject.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  al- 
luding to  Ireland  and  Irish  affairs,  said 
that  it  would  be  unwise  and  unstatos- 
manlike  to  indulge  in  any  vague  gene- 
ralities, and  to  give  vague  promises  and 
pledges.  He  said  that  it  was  a' great 
deal  more  the  part  of  a  true  statesman 
and  a  true  friend  of  Ireland  to  give  a  list 
of  the  practical  measures  intended  to  be 
submitted  for  Ireland,  and  not  to  indulge 
in  vain  and  dangerous  phrases  about  pos- 
sible future  legislation.  Those  words, 
he  hoped,  would  be  considered  and  pon- 
dered over  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
before  he  next  made  another  remedial 
speech  to  the  House.  The  way  in  which 
the  question  of  distress  had  been  pre- 
sented to  the  House  was  a  matter  calling 
for  a  very  different  observation.  Every- 
one must  regard  that  topic  as  one  of  ex- 
treme importance,  and  they  were  bound 
to  consider  it  with  an  anxious  desire  to 
arrive  at  the  truth.  They  were  further 
bound  to  consider  the  disclosures  that 
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vere  made  with  Eympathy.  He  ihoaght 
everyone  must  be  conscious,  who  listened 
to  the  interesting  speech  of  the  Chief 
Secretary,  of  this  point,  whether  they 
agreed  with  his  conclusions  or  argu- 
ments— that  he  had,  at  all  events,  consi- 
dered the  subject  fully.  Ik  was  essen- 
tially the  duty  of  the  Irish  Government 
to  consider  and  to  weigh  this  great 
difficulty  in  their  path,  because  the  re- 
spfmsibiiity  rested  broadly  and  mainly 
on  their  shoulders.  It  was  impossible 
for  any  man  to  deny  that  there  was  at 
present  substantial  distress  in  several 
parts  of  beland.  Everyone  must  admit 
that.  It  was  a  painful  &ct.  It  was  of 
no  use  to  attempt  to  extenuate  or  deny 
it,  or  to  attempt  to  exaggerate  it ;  but 
once  the  question  was  looked  at,  and 
once  it  was  understood,  and  once  the 
Qovernment  admitted  and  showed  that 
they  realized  the  fact,  then  at  once  they 
admitted  and  assumed  the  responsibility 
which  rested  upon  them,  and  which  the 
Irish  Members  in  that  House  had  a  right 
to  believe  they  would  assume.  In  con- 
sidering the  question,  the  debate  had 
nnneoessarily  touched  upon  the  causes  of 
this  distress.  Whether  the  causes  were 
temporary  and  exceptional,  or  insepar- 
able from  the  permanent  condition  of 
the  country,  he  did  not  propose  to  dis- 
cuss. It  was  unquestionably  impossible, 
in  tiie  faoe  of  toe  great  statistical  fact 
of  tile  number  of  small  holdings  to  be 
found  mostly  in  tiie  West  of  Ireland,  not 
to  expect  the  repeated  appearances  of 
great  distress.  U  had  been  repeatedly 
pointed  out  thatevenif  thepoorertenants 
on  the  small  holdings  had  no  landlords 
at  all,  -and  had  to  pay  no  rent,  and  got 
constant  outdoor  relief,  it  would  not 
Iceep  them  from  occasional  periods  of 
almost  famine.  Then  the  distress  should 
be  dealt  with  in  such  a' way  as  to  prevent, 
not  only  the  extremity  of  famine,  but 
the  acute  pressure  of  suffering  in  occa- 
sional times  of  distress.  The  Govern- 
ment stated  that  they  were  prepared 
to  undertake  this  responsibility  by  the 
agency  of  the  Poor  Iaw.  A  great  variety 
of  the  figures  which  had  been  presented 
to  the  House  were  well  worth  attentive 
oonsideration ;  but  the  matter  oould 
hardly  be  gone  fully  into  in  an  in- 
cidental debate  like  that.  Then,  again, 
emigration  had  been  suggested  as  a 
remedy.  He  had  no  doubt  that  it  was 
a  remedy  whiohf  if  presented  in  such  a 
way  as  not  to  wound  the  ausceptibilities 
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I  of  the  people,  might  afford  a  la^e 
I  amount  of  relief.  But  if  emigration  was 
suggested  to  the  people,  as  if  they  were 
anxious  to  get  rid  of  them— if  emigra- 
tion was  suggested  to  the  people  in  a 
way  that  would  wound  their  suscepti- 
bilities, treating  them  ae  mendicants, 
always  asking  for  alms,  it  would  not 
bring  about  a  satisfactory  state  of  things, 
from  a  people,  who,  with  all  their  faults, 
had  pride — great  and  just  pride — and 
had  always  shrunk  from  the  possibility 
of  falling  into  pauperism.  Emigration, 
if  considered  nom  a  sympathetio  stand- 
point, as  it  was  suggested  now  by 
many  agencies  in  IreUuid,  and  notably 
by  a  gentleman  whom  he  did  not 
know,  except  by  name — Mr.  Tuke,  who 
must  be  held  in  the  higheet  praise  in 
Ireland  for  the  way  in  which  he  had 
devoted  his  time  and  money  to  that 
country — might  be  productive  of  much 
good.  Mr.  'fuke  had  suggested  agencies 
by  which  individuals  might  be  relieved 
in  groups  and  in  families,  and  taken  to 
places  where  they  would  find  themselves 
not  deported,  friendless,  and  unasnsted, 
but  where  they  would  find  companions, 
new  homes,  and  the  prospect  of  future 
happiness.  If  emigration  were  brought 
to  the  minds  of  the  people,  and  they 
were  made  acquainted  with  it,  and  it 
were  made  an  important  sup^ement  to 
the  j  udioioua  working  of  the  Poor  Law, 
it  might  do  much  towards  preventing 
the  possibility  of  a  future  return  of  dis- 
tress. There  was  one  point  in  connec- 
tion with  this  subject  which  he  deured 
to  mention,  and  it  was  a  matter  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  referred  to — namely,  the  Ar- 
rears Act.  He  (Mr.  Gibson)  had  re- 
ceived many  complaints  as  to  the  work- 
ing of  the  Arrears  Act.  He  had  been 
told  that  in  many  cases  where  the 
tenants  had  lodged  their  year's  rent,  and 
where  the  landlord  and  tenant  had  prac- 
tically agreed,  neither  party  was  a  bit 
nearer  to  a  settlement,  as  the  landlord 
had  neither  received  the  money  the 
tenant  had  lodged,  nor  the  money  it  was 
arranged  the  State  should  pay.  He 
had  received  this  statement  from  gentle- 
men of  the  highest  character  who  were 
on  the  best  terms  with  thnr  tenants,  and 
it  had  been  agreed  that  bygones  should 
be  bygones..  The  tenant  had  been  told 
to  lod^  his  rent ;  he  had  done  so ;  but 
yet  neither  landlord  nor  tenant  was  one 
whit  the  better  off.   A  large  proprietor 
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in  Ireland,  wHo  had  allowed  arrears  to 
accumulate,  told  him  yesterday  that 
although  the  tenants  hs^  lodged  their 
year's  rent,  and  there  was  no  question 
whatever  in  dispute,  he  had  not  yet  re- 
oeired  le.  of  the  money,  and  he  could 
not  find  out  when  he  was  to  reoeire  it 
from  the  Land  Gommiesionera.  All 
this  plaoed  the  relations  between  land- 
lord and  tenant  in  the  greatest  confu- 
non.  The  tenant  oonsidwed  that  by  the 
fact  of  payment  and  the  landlord  being 
willing  to  aoeepfc  psymentt  he  was  en- 
titled to  a  receipt  m  fUll  up  to  the  last 
day ;  but  the  la^idlord  had  not  yet  been 
told  by  the  Land  Commiamonere  when 
the  matter  was  going  to  be  settled,  and 
everyone  was  kept  in  the  greatest  un- 
certainty. Ab  to  the  distress,  the  Govern- 
ment  were  fixed  with  the  distinct  re- 
qmnsibility  of  watching  over  it,  and 
with  the  grave  responsibility  of  seeing 
that  the  machinery  of  the  Poor  Law  was 
adequate  to  deal  with  it.  They  were 
fixed  further  with  the  responsibility  of 
seeing  that  all  judicious  and  humane 
schemes  of  emigration  were  fairly  as- 
sisted and  encouraged  by  them.  It  was 
the  duty  of  the  House  to  watofa  and  see 
fairly  and  firmly  that  Uie  GoTemment 
discharged  tJiese  grave  duties,  which, 
indeed,  they  appeared  to  recognize  in 
reference  to  the  present  exiatenee  of 
distress  in  Ireland. 

Kb.  O'CONNOR  FOWEB  said,  he 
was  very  glad  that  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down  was  prepared  to  support  any 
measure  that  might  be  devised  for  the 
purpose  of  remedying  the  great  evil 
of  over-population  in  certain  districts 
of  Ireland,  and  which  did  not  involve 
necessarily  the  deportation  of  large 
masses  of  the  Irish  people.  Certainly, 
he  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power)  hoped  that 
before  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman sat  down,  he  would  ^ve  some 
indication  of  what  the  remedy  was 
by  which  he  desired  to  carry  out  that 
desirable  object.  He  had  been  as 
much  disappointed  with  tiie  right  hon. 
and  leamea  G«ntlemau'B  speaoh  aa 
he  had  been  laat  night  in  listening  to 
similar  observationa  made  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  lincoln 
(Mr.  Chaplin),  who  repudiated  the  idea 
that  the  Conservative  Party  sought  to 
govern  Ireland  by  repression  alone,  and 

gave  a  catalogue  of  the  measures  which 
9  eaid  the  Conservative  Party  would  be 


glad  to  pass  in  order  to  improve  the 
condition  of  Ireland.  The  hon.  Member 
spoke  of  emigration  as  one  remedy,  of 
migratioQ  as  another,  and  the  encourage- 
ment of  industrial  pursuits  in  Ireland. 
He  was  not  going  to  comment  upon  the 
observations  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Iiincoln  (Mr.  Chaplin), 
which  were  made  upon  another  question ; 
but  he  wanted  to  call  attention  to  the 
fact  that  they  were  rery  often  favoured 
from  that  ude  of  the  House  with  sug- 
gestions as  to  what  might  be  done,  but 
he  was  sorry  to  say  that  when  they 
asked  for  a  matinot  proposal  their  Con- 
servative Friends  invariably  took  refuge 
in  unbroken  silence. 

Mb.  GIB30N  said,  he  had  proposed 
emigration  as  a  remedy  for  over- 
crowdiog,   

Mb.  O'CONNOR  POWER  aaked  if 
that  was  all  ? 

Mr.  GIBSON  asked  what  was  his  own 
suggestion  ? 

Mb.  O'CONNOR  POWER  confeesed 
that  he  did  not  know  how  to  estimate 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's 
interruption.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  deplored  the  poverty  of  the 
Irish  ^ple,  and  admittoa  the  miserable 
oondihon  in  which  they  were.  Then, 
what  was  to  be  the  remedy  ?  If  it  was  an 
eoonomio  fact  that  they  could  not  feed  and 
clothe  the  Irish  people  at  home — if  that 
were  the  admitted  fact,  it  was  a  hollow 
and  false  sentiment  to  shed  crocodile 
toars  in  lamenting  the  past  and  present, 
and  still  refuse  to  find  a  remedy.  He 
(Mr.  O'Connor  Power)  was  not  in  the 
habit  of  recommending  a  policy  to  the 
House  without  suggesting  something  in 
the  nature  of  a  remedy,  and  he  hoped  he 
would  not  be  guilty  of  occupying  the  at* 
tontion  of  the  House  without  saying  some- 
thing as  to  the  practical  remedy  in  this 
case.  He  would,  in  the  first  instance,  call 
attention  to  an  interruption  he  had  made 
during  the  delivery  of  the  speech  of  the 
Chief  Secretary.  He  was  surprised  to 
find  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  gare 
new  life  to  a  wretched  Farliamentaxy 
oommcm  phrase,  in  talking  about  the 
relief  of  Iridi  distress  in  connection  with 
the  money  of  the  British  taxpayer.  H« 
had  heard  that  phrase  used  constantly  in 
the  House  during  the  last  few  years,  and 
he  hoped  to  be  able  to  drive  a  nail  in  it 
before  he  sat  down.  When  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  discussing  the  sub- 
ject, he  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power)  felt  un- 
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able  to  restrain  himself,  and  accordingly 
he  interrupted  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
asking  vhat  the  British  taxpayer  had 
«Ten  towards  the  relief  of  Irish  distress? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  he  would 
refer  to  that  matter  before  he  to  the 
end  of  bus  speech ;  but  &e  right  hon. 
Gentleman  closed  his  speecb  without 
dealing  with  that  part  of  the  subject. 
If  the  Chief  Secretary  and  his  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  (Sir  John  Hay),  who 
spoke  for  all  Scotland  a  short  time  ago, 
had  not  got  the  facts  and  figures  of  the 
subject,  he  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power)  had. 
If  they  repudiated  figures  of  speech  in 
dealing  with  Ireland,  he  wished  to  point 
out  that  they  were  dealing  with  figures 
of  ^eech  alone  when  they  referred  to 
the  money  of  the  British  taxpayer  having 
been  expended  in  the  relief  of  distress 
in  Ireland.  They  had  had  in  the  year 
1880  two  Acts  passed  for  the  purpose  of 
reliering  distress  in  Ireland.  The  first 
Act  was  introduced  and  passed  by  the 
late  Government  shortly  before  the  Dis- 
solution of  the  late  Parliament ;  and  that 
Act  authorized,  not  a  grant  of  money  out 
of  the  Imperial  Exchequer  for  the  relief 
of  Irish  distress,  but  an  adTance  of 
money  to  the  extent  of  £750,000  out  of 
the  Irish  Church  Surplus  Fund.  What 
had  the  money  of  the  British  taxpayer  to 
do  with  the  Irish  Church  Surplus  Fund  ? 
Why,  in  this  hour  of  their  humiliation, 
should  the  people  of  belaud  be  subjected 
to  the  additional  humiliation  of  being 
falsely  charged  with  levying  taxation  on 
England  and  Scotland  towards  the  relief 
of  their  distress  ?    Another  Act  was 

gassed  in  August  in  the  same  year  by 
le  present  Government  and  Parliament; 
and  by  that  Act  sum  of  £750,000, 
authorized  as  an  advance  out  of  the 
Irish  Church  Surplus  Fund,  was  in- 
creased to  the  sum  of  £1,500,000.  Per- 
haps hon.  Gentlemen  would  say  now, 
St  least,  tfaey  touched  the  Consolidated 
Fund ;  but  tiie  money  authorized  to  be 
advanced  did  not  come  out  of  the  pockets 
of  the  British  taxpayer,  but  out  of  the 
same  Irish  Church  Surplus  Fund.  The 
only  Act  he  could  find  in  recent  Acts  of 
Parliament  in  which  there  was  any  trace 
of  the  application  of  the  money  of  the 
British  taxpayer — and  he  supposed  that 
Ireland  was  included  in  that  generic 
name  of  British  taxpayer — was  in  the 
Arrears  Act,  by  which  the  Board  of 
Works  in  Dublin  was  authorized  to 
make  a  grant  of  £100,000  in  aid  of 
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Irish  emigration.  If  the  Chief  Secretary 
would  tell  him  what  proportion  was  paid 
by  the  British  taxpayer  of  that  sum  of 
£100,000,  which  the  Board  of  Works 
in  the  late  Arrears  Act  was  authorized 
to  ^rant  in  this  grand  scheme  of  Im- 
penal  transplantation,  in  which,  the  rigbt 
hon.  Gentleman  professed  to  have  so 
much  faith,  then,  as  far  as  he  could  do. 
so,  he  would  give  him  a  Parliamen- 
tary receipt  for  the  paltry  amount.  He 
was  surprised  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman should  say  a  short  time  ago  that 
it  was  really  too  bad  that  the  British  tax- 
payer should  be  called  on  to  relieve 
this  intolerable  load  of  Irish  distress. 
It  was  quite  time  that  this  fallacy  should 
be  exposed.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
when  he  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power)  had 
ventured  to  interrupt  him  by  his  ques- 
tion, fell  back  on  the  great  Famine  of 
1846.  He  did  not  think  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  invited  him  or  the  Irish 
Members  to  enter  into  a  discussion  on 
that  part  of  the  matter.  He  had  no  de- 
sire whatever  to  shirk  it,  if  this  were  the 
appropriate  time  and  the  appropriate 
occasion.  The  right  hon.  Gentieman 
the  Chief  Secretary  opened  his  speech 
in  a  manner  which  indicated  that  he 
realized  the  magnitude  of  the  evil.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  certainly  re- 
lieved him  from  one  obligation  under 
which  he  felt  himself  at  an  earlier  stage 
of  the  discussion.  He  had  felt  thoroughly 
convinced  that  the  time  had  come  when, 
by  some  effort,  a  vivid  picture  should  be 
presented  to  the  House  and  the  people 
of  Great  Britain  of  the  frightful  misery 
in  which  thousands  and  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  the  population  of  the  South 
and  West  of  Ireland  had  been  steeped. 
He  was  glad  the  Chief  Secretary  had 
relieved  mm  of  any  attempt  at  pictorial 
eloquence  in  giving  that  description,  be- 
cause be  believed  that  when  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  came  to  be 
carefully  studied,  it  would  show  that  in 
five  or  six  of  the  Western  counties — and, 
unhappily,  the  county  which  he  (Mr. 
O'Connor  Power)  had  the  honour  to  re- 
present— the  county  of  Mayo — was  one 
of  them — there  were  tens  of  thousands 
of  tenants,  and  at  least  a  hundred 
thousand  people,  in  a  condition  which 
was  not  only  a  reproach  to  the  Govern- 
ment, whicih,  as  a  Government,  was  re- 
sponsible for  the  management  of  Irish 
aifairs,  but  a  reproach  to  their  common 
humanity.  When  he  looked  at  this  large 
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amonnt  of  BuflferiBg;  humanitj  in  the 
Weet  aad  on  the  South-West  Coast — 
when  he  looked  at  Ireland,  with  its 
population  of  5,000,000,  as  a  poor  coun- 
try, «nd  contemplated  the  wealth,  and 
power,  and  greatness  of  the  people 
of  England  and  Scotland,  with  their 
30,000,000  of  population,  and  their 
great  oKiacity  of  aoin^  an  act,  in  the 
name  of  humanity,  with  the  object  of 
relieving  distress,  and  when  he  recol- 
lected, at  the  same  time,  that  their  Irish 
fellow-oitizenB  and  fellow-countrymen, 
within  BO  short  a  distance  of  them,  were 
in  such  an  unhappy  condition,  he  felt 
that  if  the  people  of  Qreat  Britain  could 
realize  that  picture,  they  would  say  at 
once — "  We  will  take  measures,  without 
delay,  to  put  an  end  to  it ;  and  we  will 
not  be  alow,  if  necessary,  to  reco^^nize 
that  this  ifl  an  Imperial  danger  and  an 
Imperial  necessity ;  nor  shall  we  be  re- 
luctant to  employ  Imperial  funds  in 
applying  the  necessary  remedy."  The 
n^t  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Seore- 
taxy  for  Ireland  had  referred  to  some 
Unions  in  his  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power's) 
oounty,  and  also  to  the  Union  of 
Bwinrordf  and  another  Union,  in  the 
adjoining  oounty  of  Boscommon,  and 
he  had  deplored  tiie  insolvency,  or  the 
repudiation  of  indebtedness,  of  which 
thoseUnions  were  guilty.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  alluded  indirectly,  and  there- 
fore he  could  not  say  to  whom  the  allu- 
sion referred,  to  certain  persons  who  had 
led  the  Board  of  Guardians  and  rate- 
payers to  believe  that  if  they  held  out 
long  enough,  and  refused  to  pay  the 
loans  advanced  for  the  relief  of  distress, 
the  time  would  come  when  the  liocal 
Qovemment  Board  in  Ireland  would  get 
tired  of  the  matter,  and  give  a  receipt. 
He  did  not  know  to  whom  the  right  hon. 
Gwtleman  referred. 

Ma.  TEETKLYAK :  I  did  not  assume 
that  they  had  that  idea. 

Mk.  O'CONNOE  power  said,  he 
recollected  very  well  in  the  town  of 
Ballina,  Uie  largest  town  in  his  oounty, 
during  the  progress  of  an  election  con- 
test, he  was  asked  by  an  enterprizing 
Poor  Law  Guardian  whether,  in  the 
ev^nt  of  being  returned  to  Parliament, 
he  would  promise  to  secure  the  remis- 
sion of  the  seeds  loan^  and  in  the  pre- 
sence of  from  8.000  to  10,000  persons 
he  distinctly  refused  to  give  any  promise 
of  the  kind.  So  far  as  he  knew  the 
feeing  of  the  country,  and  so  far  as  he 


had  read  the  (^eeehes  of  his  hon.  Frimdii 
near  him — the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cwk  (Mr.  Pamell)  and  others — 
he  did  not  know  that  any  such  promise 
had  been  made  or  any  suoh  diwonour- 
able  encouragement  held  out  He  had 
ventured  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  a 
few  c^uestianB  the  other  day  touohing 
the  distress  in  the  West  of  Ir^nd.  Ia 
the  Autumn  Session  of  Parliament  they 
found  some  difficulty  in  discussing  the 
question  of  advances  to  tenants  for  the 
improvement  of  their  holdings ;  and  his 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  Uie  Mranber  for 
Galway  (Colonel  Nolan),  in  putting  a 
Question  to  the  Secretary  to  the  Treo' 
Bury,  was  met  by  the  reply  that  a  diffi- 
culty would  arise  in  many  oases  on 
account  of  the  expense  attending  the 
necessary  iuBpection  of  the  holdings,  and 
also  that  other-oiroumstanoee  had  to  be 
taken  into  consideration  before  advanc- 
ing any  loan.  It  was  said  that  there 
would  be  a  difficulty  on  the  part  of 
tenants  under  a  £10  valuation  in  finding 
seearity,  luid  he  had  hims^  suggested 
that  tenants  under  the  £10  valnation 
should  be  allowed  to  make  a  joint 
application  for  loans  on  the  jdnt  seonrity 
of  their  tenant  right.  It  must  be  borne 
in  mind'  that  since  the  passing  of  the 
Land  Act  of  1881  the  tenant's  property 
in  his  holding  was  a  distinct,  tangible, 
and  realized  thing.  It  was  not  a  vague 
amount ;  it  was  something  which,  in 
the  majority  of  cases  in  some  parts  of 
the  country,  was  already  determined  by 
the  judioifd  rents  fixed  on  the  holding, 
consideration  being  given  to  the  interest 
which  the  tenant  had  in  his  farm.  He 
had  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  last 
Thursday  what  decision  hod  been  oome 
to  on  that  important  question.  He  had 
written  to  the  Treasury  on  the  subject 
as  far  back  as  the  4th  of  last  December. 
He  had  written  to  the  Chief  Secretary  a 
few  days  latere  and  he  had  received 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman — he 
thought  on  the  18th  of  Deoonber^a 
letter  in  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(old  him  that  the  subject  was  under  the 
consideration  of  the  Lords  of  the  Trea- 
sury and  the  Iri^  Government.  But 
up  to  thie  moment,  notwithstanding  the 
elaborate  speech  the  right  hon.  Goitle- 
man  had  delivered,  not  the  slightest 
reference  had  been  made  to  one  of  the 
most  important  questions  connected  with 
the  resourooB  of  the  country.  What  was 
the  use  of  mentioning  Wns.  in  eonnec- 
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tion  with  a  Vote  of  Parliament  ?  Hon. 
Members  heard  a  certain  bnxz  outside 
the  Honse  upon  different  matters.  They 
heard  the  queataon  raked  of  the  reelama- 
tion  of  land ;  f^y  heard  the  question 
of  emigration  talked  of,  and  it  was  said 
that  s(nnething  most  be  done  with  re- 
gard to  it ;  and  next  they  heard  of  Irish 
aistreas  and  some  talk  about  guarantee- 
ing a  loan  of  £100,000.  To  his  mind, 
that  was  simply  trifling  with  the  gravity 
of  the  question.  The  diagnosis  of  the 
disease  was  the  first  step  to  be  taken ; 
and  this  was  the  true  ^agnosia.  But 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  when  he  came 
to  the  remedy,  had  no  remedy  at  all  but 
the  rigid  application  of  the  Poor  Law, 
which,  in  uie  opinion  of  economists,  had 
done  more  to  impOTerish  and  demoralize 
the  people  of  Ireland  than  any  other 
known  system  of  relief  ever  devised. 
He  thought  it  was  time  the  House  should 
realize,  notwithstanding  the  amy  of 
Inspeotors  and  clerks  with  which  the 
authorities  in  Dublin  sarroanded  the 
BxMstiTe,  tiiat  they  had  not  yet  ob- 
tained a  tme  conception  either  of  the 
distress  in  Ireland  or  of  the  true  remedies 
yet  to  be  applied,  and  which  were  con- 
stantly being  suggested  by  the  power- 
leas  and  despised  Irish  Bepresentatives. 
There  were  di£Scu]tiee  in  the  way,  of 
course.  After  the  description  which  the 
Ohiflf  Secretary  gave  of  the  magnitude 
and  gravity  of  this  evil,  it  was  idle  to 
Bui^KMe  there  were  not.  Bat  it  was  the 
bumneas  of  statesmanehip  not  to  sit 
down  and  repine  under  those  difficul- 
ties; and  if  the  Government  could 
not  master  them,  then  he  said  they 
were  not  qualified  to  administer  the 
affairs  of  the  country.  He  would  like 
to  know  whether  it  was  not  possible, 
eonsidering  that  four-fifths  of  the  tenant 
£umera  in  the  distressed  Unions  in  be- 
laud ooold  not  be  reached  by  those  pro- 
Tisiona  d  the  Land  Act  whioh  oontom- 
plated  the  advance  of  money  for  the 
pui^Kwe  of  enabling  tmants  to  improve 
their  holdings?  Be  would  like  to  know, 
if  the  rule  limiting  the  advances  to  tenant 
fanners  with  holdings  of  £10  renti^and 
upward  were  not  relaxed,  whether  some- 
thing could  not  be  done  to  enable  tenants 
of  lower  valuations  to  make  application 
for  loans  on  their  joint  secnri^  ?  As  to 
the  remaining  portion  of  the  seeds  rate 
which  was  due  in  the  Union  of  8win- 
ford  and  other  Unions  the  position  taken 
np  was  this.  It  was  eaid  not  to  be  an 
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extravagant  demand,  rerolleoting  that 
the  advances  were  made  to  the  people 
under  the  Bdief  of  Dutress  Acts,  and 
reooUectang  that  those  odvancea,  though 
made  out  of  the  Imperial  Exdteqner, 
wore  made  to  me^  a  notional  ealamity, 
and  an  emergencr,  the  burden  of  wiask 
should  fdll  equally  on  all  parts  of  tiie 
United  Kingdom. 

Mr.  TEBVELTAN  said,  that  up  to 
the  present  time  £10,000,000  had  been 
written  off  on  account  of  Ireland  by  the 
Treasury. 

Mb.  PAKNELL:  How  much  for 
England  ? 

Mb.  TEEVELTAN  :  £760,000. 

Ma.  O'OONNOit  POWER  said,  fur- 
ther taxes  were  imposed  upon  Ireland, 
by  which  she  lost  more  than  the 
amount  written  off;  and  he  had  ^t 
to  learn,  with  regard  to  the  Famine 
of  1846-1848,  if  the  people  of  Ire- 
land were  really  brought  face  to  fa«e 
with  the  horrors  of  that  period  caused 
by  a  great  national  calamity,  t3iat  the 
people  of  England  refused  to  acknow- 
ledge any  responsibility.  Why,  not  a 
year  elapsed  without  the  Lord  Mjs^or  of 
London  opening  funds  for  calamities  in 
all  parte  of  the  world ;  but  it  now  ap- 
peared from  the  statements  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  he  invited  nis 
countrymen  to  express  regret  only 
for  their  own  misfortunes.  His  (Mr. 
O'Connor  Power's)  contention  was  that 
no  grants  had  been  made  to  Ireland 
in  relief  of  the  recent  distress,  and  as 
it  had  been  said  frequentiy  in  that 
House  that  Ireland  was  dependent  on 
the  British  taxpayer,  it  was  time  to  con- 
tradict that  statement,  and  to  show  thai 
it  had  no  foundation.  The  Chief  Serae- 
tary  had  accounted  for  some  of  the  dis- 
tress which  now  prevailed  in  Ireland  by 
saying  that  a  oluunge  had  taken  plooe  in 
the  habita  of  the  email  tenant  lormera, 
and  he  attiibated  it  in  some  part  io 
their  &milies  drinking  tea  and  wearing 
cotton  (bosses,  instead  oi  t&e  frieze  ana 
flanael  former  manufaetored  in  their 
own  looms.  He  did  not  think  he  oonld 
endorse  the  description  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman— on  the  contrary,  he  was 
a^id  that  the  olothing  and  diet  of  the 
people  they  were  mainly  considering  in 
reference  to  the  present  distress  had 
undergone  very  little,  if  any,  change 
during  the  last  30  or  40  years.  He  ad- 
mitted that  the  better  class  of  farmns 
hod  improved  in  this  respect.  He 
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mitted  thai  the  TariouslAsd  Aete  whioh 
had  been  passed  had  brought  some 
amount  of  reUef  to  this  olaas ;  but  he 
denied  that  they  had  erer  brought  relief 
to  those  who  most  needed  it— namely, 
the  small  fanners  of  £4  and  £5  renbds 
in  the  Western  distriets.  Those  who 
Wffle  best  qualified  to  speak  as  to  &e 
condition  of  Ireland — namely,  the  re- 
presentatiTe  men  liring  in  the  distressed 
to«alitiea — had  already  approached  the 
Qovernment  upon  this  question,  and  on 
Thursday  last  he  had  directed  an  inquiry 
on  the  same  subject  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  without  receiring  any  satis- 
factory reply.  He  had  asked  the  right 
hon.  Oenueman  what  decision  had  been 
arrived  at  in  reference  to  the  propoaalfl 
laid  before  His  Excellency  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  by  the  deputation  of  Catholic 
Bishops  who  waited  upon  him,  on  the 
9th  of  January  last,  and  who  made  cer- 
tain so^estions  with  the  view  of  reme- 
dying the  existing  distress  and  pmrmo- 
n«i^  improving  the  country?  WeH, 
he  had  looked  in  vain  for  any  reference 
to  tiiis  subject  in  the  speech  of  the  ri^ht 
hem.  Gentleman.  The  deputation,  which 
included  the  ArohbiBhop  of  Tuam  and 
three  other  Bishops,  stated  that  the 
people  in  many  districts  were  short  of 
food,  destitute  of  money,  and  hopeless  of 
credit.  To  meet  that  serious  situation  of 
affairs,  the  Prelates  suggested  that  loans 
should  be  advanced  by  the  Board  of 
Works  to  all  holders  of  land  for  the  im- 
provement of  their  farms.  But  there 
was  not  the  slightest  reference  to  that 
suggestion  in  the  speech  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  whioh  they  had  listened 
that  evening.  Unlike  the  right  hon. 
Gwntleman,  they  did  not  beUeve  in  the 
adequacy  or  e£B<nenoy  of  the  Poor  Law 
qratem  as  it  at  present  existed — on  the 
contran',  they  said  t^at  the  existing 
Foot  Law  arrangements  were  wholly 
isadeqiiate  to  meet  the  present  distress, 
and  uat,  to  insure  any  ^termanent  re- 
lief to  the  vast  districts  in  question,  it 
would  be  necessary  to  establish  a  sys- 
tem for  the  reclamation  of  waste  lands, 
and  to  <^en  up  railway  communicatious. 
The  Prelates,  he  was  informed,  made 
several  other  suggestions,  but  he  only 
quoted  those  mentioned  in  the  paragraph 
before  him.  Let  it  be  supposed  that  the 
only  way  to  benefit  the  congested  popu- 
lation of  the  variouB  districts  of  Ireland 
was  emigration.  He  asked  the  Govern- 
meat  \riietiier  they  believed  in  Uiat 


remedy,  and,  if  so,  what  steps  had  they 
taken  to  see  it  effeotually  carried  out  P 
Th^  had  authorised  a  paltry  grant  of 
£100.000,  if  somebody  report^  after 
many  inquiries,  that  this  sum  would  be 
used  for  the  purpose  of  emigration.  If 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  not 
pn^t  by  his  sns^estionB  he  asked  him 
respectfully  to  listen  to  some  figures 
bearing  on  this  subject  which  had  been 
furnished  by  Mr.  Tuke.  That  gentleman 
went  into  facts  and  figures  with  the 
greatest  possible  care,  and  although  he 
could  not  bind  himself  to  endorse  eveiy 
proposal  made  by  him,  he  heartily  re- 
echoed the  praise  be^wed  upon  him 
by  the  junior  Member  for  the  Univer- 
sity of  DubUn  (Mr.  Gibeon),  and  was 
sure  his  benevolence  entitled  him  to  the 
respectful  consideration  of  erety  pa- 
triotic Irishman.  Mr.  Tuke  oalculated 
that  at  least  20,000  f^unilies,  or  100,000 
persons,  must  be  removed  from  their 

S resent  hddinss,  and  because  of  the 
iffloultiea  whioh  he  said  were  insepa- 
rable from  any  scheme  migrataon 
he  thought  the  only  way  was  to  proceed 
by  emigration.  But  he  also  pointed  out 
that  the  cost  of  moving  20,000  families, 
equivalent  to  100,000  persons,  at  £7  per 
head,  was  £700,000,  or  an  annual  sum 
of  £140,000  for  five  years.  He  said, 
moreover,  what  would  naturally  suggest 
itself  to  any  person  of  a  practical  turn 
of  mind,  that  if  this  plan  was  to  be 
carried  out,  it  must  be  made  the  busi- 
ness of  some  persons  to  see  that  it  was 
done,  and  he  eoggested  that  Commis- 
sioners should  be  appmnted  specially  for 
making  arrangements  for  the  reception 
of  the  families  who  were  to  be  emi- 
grated in  the  country  to  whioh  they 
were  sent.  He  said,  further,  that  if  a 
Oovemment  grant  were  obtuned,  it 
ndgbt  be  ^aoed  at  the  dirooeal  of  a 
Oommiasion  for  the  purpose  of  allocating 
the  fund  to  the  different  Unions  on 
some  general  principles  to  be  laid  down 
for  their  guidance,  and  having  regard 
to  the  population  and  taxation  therein. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary must  have  seen  Mr.  Tuke's  Cir- 
culars, and  the  figures  he  bad  quoted ; 
and,  that  being  so,  he  was  surprised  that 
the  Government  had  not  availed  them- 
selves of  the  valaable  suggestion  of  this 
gentleman  to  make  it  the  business  of 
some  properly  constituted  body  to  carry 
out  a  system  of  emigratifm,  if  emigra- 
tion must  be  resorted  to. 

[Ninth  Nighn 

Digitized  by  Google 


1087 


Addreis  in 


{COMMONS)  Answer  to  Her  1088 


Mr.  TEEVELTAN  said,  the  Govern- 
ment had  appointed  two  paid  officers  for 
the  purpose,  and  were  now  considering 
the  appointment  of  a  third. 

Mb.  O'OONNOE  POWER  said,  a 
special  Commission  was  wanted  for  the 
purpose ;  but  he  was  glad  to  hear  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  doing  some- 
thing in  tiie  matter.  At  the  same  time, 
he  would  remind  him  that  people  in 
Ireland  were  of  opinion  that  the  wheels 
of  the  QoTemment  ooat^  moved  very 
slowly.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
thought  tiie  question  one  of  magni- 
tude, he  must  say  that  he  had  not 
realized  the  magnitude  of  the  remedy 
necessary  to  cope  with  it.  He  (Mr. 
O'Connor  Power)  was  reluctant  to  see 
large  masses  of  the  population  leaving 
Ireland;  but  he  would  rather  see  the 
diatreesed  populations  emigrated  than 
see  them  remain  steeped  in  their  |)re8ent 
misery,  and  he  would  hail,  as  a  wise  and 
beneficent  act  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment, to  appoint  a  properly  con- 
stituted body  to  see  that  they  were  emi- 
grated on  proper  conditions.  The  Chief 
Secretary  said  that  the  value  attaching 
to  emigration  consisted  in  the  fact  that 
the  departure  of  some  would  relieve 
those  who  remained.  WeU,  if  the  right 
hon.  Gfflitleman  thought  that  emigration, 
as  at  present  conducted,  in  face  of  the 
figures  supplied  by  Mr.  Tuke's  Oom* 
mittee  and  his  agents,  would  perma- 
nently relieve  the  condition  of  the  dis- 
tressed Unions,  he  ventured  to  tell  him 
that,  as  far  as  his  information  went,  he 
was  mistaken.  When  the  Government 
had  emigrated  families  from  their  hold- 
ings, did  they  intend  to  prevent  those 
holdings  being  subsequently  re-occu- 
pied P  He  hoped  to  be  able  to  obtain 
from  Mr.  Tuke — who  was  then  in  Mayo 
—an  answer  to  a  few  questions  which 
he  had  ventured  to  address  to  him 
through  an  hon.  Friend.  His  first  ques- 
tion was — "  What  becomes  of  the  hold- 
ings from  which  the  families  are  emi- 
grated ?  "  Were  they  consolidated,  were 
Utey  pennanently  dieared,  or  were  they 
sabsequently  re-occupied  ?  If  the  latter 
were  tlie  case,  it  was  nothing  more  than 
a  process  similar  to  that  of  letting  water 
into  a  ]^pe  at  one  end,  and  letting  it 
run  oat  at  the  other.  He  contended  that 
if  emigration  was  to  be  scientifically 
applied  to  the  relief  of  Irish  distress,  a 
great  deal  more  remained  to  be  done 
than  had  yet  been  dreamed  of  by  Her 


Majesty's  Government.  But  then  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
wished  to  know  what  was  to  become  of 
the  people  who  remained.  Well,  he 
should  say  that  if  by  any  process  you 
sufficiently  cleared  a  district,  it  would 
enable  you  to  make  by  consolidation 
farms  of  sufficient  size  to  afi'ord  a  live- 
lihood to  their  occupiers ;  but  this  he 
believed  could  not  be  done  by  means  of 
the  machinery  proposed  by  the  Govern- 
ment. He  came  now  to  the  proposal 
which  had  always  been  favoured  by  tiie 
bulk  of  Irish  Members  as  a  means  of 
remedying  the  evil  of  congested  popu- 
lation. They  had  always  prefen«d  to 
advocate  a  system  of  migration,  because 
they  had  never  admitted,  and  he  was 
not  prepared  to  admit,  that  Ireland,  as  a 
whole,  was  over-popiilated.  They  had 
always  spoken  of  the  condition  of  Ire- 
land in  this  respect  as  one  of  congestion, 
not  of  over-population ;  and  he  said  now 
that  in  all  the  districts  referred  to  by  the 
Chief  Secretary  where  there  was  a  sur- 
plus population,  if  the  Government  could 
not  meet  it  by  a  scheme  of  migration,  if 
they  could  not  take  possession  of  un> 
occupied  lands  elsewhere  in  Ireland,  and 
advance  the  tenants  sufficient  mone^ 
wherewith  to  build  houses  and  culti- 
vate  their  holdings,  why,  then,  of 
course,  the  oiUy  alternative  was  that  of 
emigration.  For  his  own  part,  he  would 
like  to  see  the  Government  oringing  these 
two  proposals  of  emigration  and  migra- 
tion to  thetestof  practical  operation.  Not 
only  would  he  wish  to  see  power  given 
to  Commissioners  to  advance  money  to 
enable  persons  to  emigrate,  but  a  Com- 
mission also  appointed  to  consider  the 
existing  distress  having  power  to  pre- 
sent the  alternative  of  migration  to  those 
who  bad  no  wish  to  emigrate.  U^on  that 
subject  some  valuable  suggestions  had 
been  made  before  the  Biohmond  Com- 
mission, and  had  been  from  time  to 
time  laid  before  the  Government  from 
other  sources.  He  referred  to  Professor 
Baldwin,  who  had  collected  evidence 
upon  the  subject  which  appeared  in  a 
small  book  recently  published,  and 
which  he  ventured  to  say  should  be  in 
the  possesuon  of  every  MemtNn  tA  Par- 
liament who  wi^ed  to  understand  tihe 
real  remedies  to  be  applied  in  Ireland. 
Professor  Baldwin  said,  that,  if  they  went 
before  the  people  of  Ireland  with  a  pro- 
posal for  emigration  alone,  that  proposal 
would  never  be  carried  into  practice, 
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because  the  public  feeling  was  so  strong 
asfainst  it,  but  that  if  they  went  with  the 
altematiTe  remedy  of  migration,  fully 
one<half,  and  in  many  districts  the  larger 
majority  of  the  people  connerned,  would 
he  prepared  to  accept  emigration.  If 
that  were  so,  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  the  opportunity  of  bringing  tho 
two  plans  to  the  test  of  practice.  Con- 
sidering what  had  happened  in  Ireland 
side  by  side  with  the  increase  of  popu- 
lation— what  had  happened  side  by  side 
with  the  increased  area  of  land,  waste 
and  out  of  cultivation,  he  thought  it 
would  be  a  pity  if  the  Government 
confined  themselves  solely  to  the  attempt 
to  get  the  people  to  emigrate,  without 
doing  anything  for  migration  and  the 
reclamation  of  land.  His  own  opinion 
was,  therefore,  in  accord  with  the  scientific 
knowledge  and  experience  of  Professor 
Baldwin.  He  said  that  in  Hayo  alone — 
and  he  was  supported  by  Br.  H'CormacIc 
— there  was  sufficient  land  that  could 
he  purchased  for  a  small  sum  to  accommo- 
date with  farms  of  a  respectable  size  the 
whole  of  the  surplus  population  in  the 
county.  The  same  statement  was  made 
by  him  as  to  Galway  and  Donegal,  and 
some  step  might  be  taken  to  tost  the 
accuracy  of  these  statements.  Whether 
it  was  right  or  wrong,  it  was,  at  all 
events,  a  proposal  which  came  before  this 
House  in  the  name  of  the  overwhelming 
majority  of  Irish  Kopresentatives,  and 
which  was,  so  recently  as  January  last, 
solemnly  laid  before  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant by  four  Bishops  who  lived  in  that 
part  of  the  country  and  were  in  daily 
contact  with  the  masses  of  the  people. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Memoer 
for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  had 
dealt  with  this  question  of  migration 
during  the  Becess,  as  also  had  done 
several  other  right  hon.  and  hon.  Mem- 
bers. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
fallen  into  the  mistake  of  saying  that 
migration  was  impossible  for  the  reason 
which  he  mentioned.  He  said  that 
they  had  heard  a  good  deal  of  the  cry 
about  migration  instead  of  emigration. 
■  He  believed  that  to  be  impossible. 
They  could  not  go  to  other  districts  in 
Ireland  without  taking  awa^  the  land 
from  those  who  already  occupied  it.  But 
that  was  not  the  fact,  as  was  shown  by 
the  figures  in  regard  to  unoccupied  land, 
or  land  over  which  the  landlord  had  the 
slightest  hold,  where  the  tenant  some- 
times might  have  the  run  of  the  moun- 
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tain  side,  but  possessed  little  or  no  ten- 
ant right.  He  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power), 
therefore,  thought  he  was  justified  in 
contradicting  the  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  The  reason  why  this 
question  of  migration  ought  to  occupy  the 
attention  of  the  Government  was  this. 
Turning  to  the  eight  years  which  had 
elapsed  between  1874  and  1882,  what  did 
they  find  ?  They  found  that  as  Ireland 
decreased  in  population  the  area  of  the 
waste  and  uncultivated  land  increased. 
In  1874  the  area  of  waste  land  was  set 
down  at  4,250,621  acres.  In  1875  it  was 
4,255,525  acres;  in  1876  it  had  risen  to 
4,278,214  acres;  in  1877  it  went  up  to 
4,572,216  acres;  in  1878  it  went  up  to 
4,651,524  acres ;  in  1879  it  was  4,653,551 
acres;  in  1880  it  seemed  to  have  been 
stationary.  In  1 881  it  rose  to  4,680,059 
acres,  and  in  1882  it  rose  to  4,787,275. 
So  that  in  the  space  of  eight  years  over 
500,000  acres  of  Irish  land,  which  had 
been  previously  cultivated,  had  gone  out 
of  cultivation  and  become  waste.  AVhat 
did  that  show  ?  If  it  showed  anything 
at  all,  it  showed  a  want  of  the  employ- 
ment of  labour  under  proper  conditions 
in  the  cultivation  of  the  soil.  He  agreed 
with  Professor  Baldwin — whose  name 
he  had  mentioned,  and  whose  sugges- 
tions he  hoped  they  would  have  some 
subsequent  opportunity  of  discussing — 
that  a  better  system  of  migration  would 
bring  about  a  better  system  of  farming, 
which  they  might  hope  for  if  they  had 
proper  agricultural  schools  and  proper 
technical  instruction  bearing  upon  agri- 
culture iniparted  to  the  people  in  various 
parts  of  Lvland.  He  did  not  like  to 
weary  the  House  by  going  further  into 
these  matters  at  this  particular  time. 
He  could  only  regret  that  the  subject 
had  not  been  brought  before  the  House 
on  the  very  first  night  of  the  Session. 
Buring  the  last  eight  or  nine  years  he 
had  had  the  painful  experience  of  seeing 
that  the  great  Parties  in  that  House 
were  more  interested  in  the  political 
aspect  of  questions  than  in  their  econo- 
mic or  industrial  utility,  and  that  it  was 
only  by  sheer  perseverance,  and  by  the 
exercise  of  that  quality  which  some 
people  might  characterize  as  obstinacy, 
that  Members  who  held  strong  views  on 
these  matters  and  advocated  reforms  of 
this  nature  could  produce  any  serious 
impression  on  the  House.   He  must  ez- 

Sress  extreme  regret  that  the  right  hon. 
I^entleman  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 

2  N  [NM  Night.'] 

Digitized  by  Google 


io31  Addra*  in 

Lord  Lieutenant,  in  the  speech  he  had 
made  that  night,  hod  lent  himself  to  a 
grofla  fallacy.  He  regretted  that  the 
only  remedy  the  rigKt  bon.  Gentleman 
could  offer  the  people  of  Ireland  for  the 
terrible  erils  he  had  described  was  to  be 
found  in  a  rigid  application  of  a  law 
which  had  hitherto  proved  to  be  lament- 
ably inadequate,  and  which  bore,  on 
every  trace  of  its  operation,  the  marks  of 
a  humiliating  and  disgraceful  &ilure. 

Me.EATHBONE  said,  that,  on  behalf 
of  himself  and  others  who  were  working 
with  Ur.  Take,  he  must  entirely  reject 
the  view  that  they  had  experienced  any 
want  of  Aill  Bapport  from  Hm  Qonxn- 
ment. 

Mb.  0*C0NN0R  POWER  said,  he 
had  spoken  of  the  amount  of  money 
granted  by  the  Gorernment.  He  had 
no  doubt  that  any  amount  of  sympathy 
had  been  lavished  upon  Mr.  Tuke  and 
his  Oommittee. 

Mr.  RATHBONE  said,  ho  was  not 
speaking  of  sympathy,  but  of  money. 
They  had  had  as  much  money  placed  at 
their  disposal  as  they  would  bo  able  to 
use  in  the  present  year.  The  question 
was  not 80  much  one  of  money  ;  but  they 
could  not  throw  a  number  of  Irishmen 
on  the  coast  of  America,  to  find  no  homo 
or  place  ready  to  receive  them.  That 
was  the  real  difficulty — that  was  the 
limit  to  their  work.  If  any  attempt 
were  made,  such  as  that  proposd  by  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  opposite,  to 
throw  hundreds  of  thousand^  of  Irish- 
men on  the  shores  of  America,  without 
places  having  been  provided  to  receive 
them,  they  would  all  be  sent  back  on 
their  hands.  The  Committee  were  de- 
termined not  to  send  unsuitable  parties 
to  America.  At  that  time  of  the  night 
(12.50  a.m. )  he  would  not  go  fully  into  the 
matter ;  but  there  was  just  one  point  he 
should  like  to  answer,  because  it  was  one 
which  occurred  to  everybody  who  ap- 
proached the  subject  An  hon.  Member 
asked — "  How  are  you  to  secure  that 
when  yon  remove  men  from  these  con- 
gested districts,  their  places  are  not  very 
soon  filled  up  by  individtiaU  of  the  same 
class  ?  "  They  had  the  principle  of  self- 
interest  to  guard  them  to  a  large  extent 
against  that.  Formerly  when,  in  years 
of  distress,  a  large  number  of  the  popu- 
lation were  removed,  as  soon  as  pros- 
perity returned  to  the  country  the  places 
of  those  who  had  been  removed  were 
filled  up  by  people  from  neighbouring 
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districts,  for  the  landlord  had  an  inte- 
rest in  allowing  it.  The  landlord,  under 
the  system  of  divided  tenancies,  could 
secure  a  far  higher  rent  from  his  tenants 
than  he  could  possibly  get  if  he  let  out 
his  land  in  large  farms,  or  in  farms  on 
which  the  tenants  could  live  decently. 
The  Laud  Act,  however,  had  done  away 
with  the  state  of  things  under  which  the 
system  of  divided  tenancies  flourished. 
Now,  the  landlord  could  get  no  more 
from  the  tenant  of  a  small  farm  than 
from  the  tenant  of  a  lai^e  one,  whilst 
he  knew  that  directly  a  period  of  dis- 
tress recurred,  his  rent  disappeared  alto- 
gether. Therefrae,  it  was  perfectly  dear 
it  was  to  tiie  interest  of  the  most  selfish 
landlord  to  prevmt  the  filline  up  and 
re-division  of  holdingSfif  once  viej  could 
relieve  the  most  congested  districts  of 
some  portion  of  their  population ;  and 
though,  no  doubt,  Mr.  Tuke's  estimate 
was  correct  as  to  the  total  amount  of 
relief,  in  the  first  place,  they  could  not 
proceed  without  great  caution.  Ho  hoped 
that  emigration  would  take  place  at  an 
increasing  rate,  and  he  was  sure  it 
would  do  so  if  places  were  provided  to 
receive  the  stream  of  emigration  as  it 
arrived  on  the  other  side  of  the  Atlantic. 
The  Emigration  Oommittee  found  by  ex- 
perience that  almost  every  emigrant  who 
went  out  to  the  United  States  became 
himself  an  agent  for  emigration,  draw- 
ing other  emigrants  to  him.  It  wu 
found  tliat  people  sent  to  certain  dis- 
tricts communicated  with  their  friends, 
giving  a  flourishing  account  of  the 
places  in  which  they  were  located,  and 
of  their  prosperity  ;  and  the  number  of 
people  who  were  induced  to  go  out  by 
representations  of  that  kind  was  most 
extraordinary.  This  year  they  found 
that  many  families  in  the  congested 
districts  were  anxious  to  go  out  to  ex- 
actly the  same  places  as  those  to  which 
they  had  sent  families  last  year.  He 
had  stated,  he  thought,  enough  to  show 
hon.  Members  that  what  they  were  doing 
was  not  limited  by  any  niggardliness  on 
the  part  of  the  Government,  but  that 
they  were  only  proceeding  with  conside- 
ration, which  in  the  end  woold  prove 
more  effectual  than  if  they  were  now  to 
attempt  a  more  rapid  progress. 

Mb.  MOLLOY  said,  the  speech  of  the 
Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
was  of  such  imjportanoe  that  it  would  be 
utterly  impossible  at  the  present  moment 
to  reply  to  it  It  contained  nuih  a  mass 
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of  figores,  that  hon.  Members  had  found 
it  imposBible  to  take  them  down  while 
the  Bpeech  was  being  delivered.  There 
were  some  17  or  18  hon.  Members  who 
wished  to  explain  their  Tiews  on  the 
Bubjeet  ["Oh,  oh!"]  Hon.  Members 
seemed  to  receive  that  statement  with 
disapprobation  ;  but  this  subject  was 
clearly  of  importance  to  many  of  the 
Irish  Bepresentatives.  There  was  no 
snhject  that  would  come  before  the 
House  that  Session  which  was  of  such 
first-rate  importance,  not  odIj  to  Ire- 
land, but  to  the  whole  of  the  United 
Kingdom  ;  and  he  ventured  to  say  the 
House  would  agree  with  him  that,  for 
this  reason,  it  would  not  be  improper  to 
aak  them  to  adjourn  the  debate.  He 
begged  to  move  the  adjournment. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 

TiEB  MAuauESB  OF  HABTINGTON 
said,  he  had  hoped,  and  he  thought 
the  House  had  hoped,  that  it  might  have 
been  possible  to  have  concluded  the  de- 
bate on  the  Address  to-night ;  and  it 
was  very  much  to  be  regretted  that, 
owing  to  the  delay  in  the  preliminary 
proceedings,  there  was  now  no  likeUhood 
of  that  result.  He  perfectly  admitted 
that  the  subject  debated  during  the  last 
three  or  four  hours  was  infinitely  more 
important  and  deserving  of  the  conside- 
ration of  the  House  than  some  subjects 
which  they  had  discussed  upon  that  Ad- 
dress, andf  therefore,  he  need  not  offer 
opposition  to  the  proposal.  He  trusted, 
however,  that  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
just  spoken  was  mistaken  in  thinking 
that  it  would  bo  necessary  for  so  lai^e 
a  number  of  Members  to  take  part  in 
the  debate  to-morrow,  and  he  earnestly 
hoped  that  they  would  be  able  to  bring 
the  discussion  to  a  close  in  the  course 
of  that  day,  and  that  it  would  not  be 
necessary  to  take  a  long  discussion  on 
Beport.  To-mrarow  he  would  move — 

"That  the  Ordors  of  the  Da7  be  postponed 
until  after  the  Order  of  the  Buy  for  resnming 
the  Debate  oa  the  Motion  for  an  Address  to 
Her  Majesty,  and  fba  further  proceedings 
thereon. 

If  the  Address  was  disposed  of  before  6 
o'clock,  ho  should  ask  the  House  to  pro- 
ceed with  tho  Beport,  and  he  earnestly 
hoped  that  it  would  be  the  wiU  of  the 
House  to  go  (MB  and  finish  that  stage  at 
onoe.   The  urgeney  for  Supply  was  be- 


coming very  great  indeed.  The  length 
of  the  Session  before  Easter  this  year 
would  be  very  short  indeed — very  muofa 
shorter  than  usual.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer told  him  that  unless  they  were 
able  to  obtain  Thursday  and  Monday 
next,'and  Thursday  in  next  week,  for  the 
Votes  in  the  principal  branches  of 
Supply,  the  House  would  be  placed  in 
a  position  of  great  inconvenience,  and  it 
would  be  necessary  to  resort  to  the  ex- 
tremely objectionable  practice  of  Satur- 
day Sittings,  or  else  the  House  would  be 
compelled  to  sit  so  late  as  Thursday  in 
Passion  W.eek.  Either  of  these  courses 
would  be  extremely  inconvenient  to  the 
House,  and  he  trusted,  therefore,  that 
some  attempt  would  be  made  to  make 
progress  with  the  Address. 

Mb.  W.  £.  F0B8TEB  said,  he  had 
only  one  remark  to  mate.  The  noble 
Marquess  had  taken  the  course  he  was 
expected  to  take  on  this  important 
matter.  The  discussion  could  hardly 
have  been  concluded  to-night ;  but  if  he 
was  not  out  of  Order  in  just  making  this 
one  suggestion,  he  would  point  out  that 
it  would  help  the  House  very  much  in 
the  consideration  of  the  matter  if  some 
Member  of  the  Government — perhaps 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland — 
would,  in  the  course  of  the  debate  to- 
morrow, give  them  the  last  information 
obtained  by  the  GK>vemment  as  to  a 
possibility  of  a  considerable  increase  or 
not  in  the  distress  between  now  and  the 
next  harvast.  That  seemed  to  him  to 
be  the  practical  matter  with  which  they 
had  to  deal ;  and,  most  interesting  as  was 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary,  it  did  not  appear  to 
give  them  information  on  that  point. 

Mb.  CALLAN  said,  he  thought  it 
would  conduce  very  much  to  the  con- 
venience of  the  Irish  Members  gener- 
ally, if  the  Chief  Secretary  would  to- 
morrow bring  down,  for  the  use  of  those 
who  wished  to  see  them,  a  number  of 
copies  of  the  Memorial  presented  to  him 
by  the  Archbishop  of  Tuam  and  the 
three  Bishops  who  accompanied  him  as 
a  deputation  to  ihe  Castle.  In  that 
Memorial  they  had  the  official  state- 
ment of  the  four  Bishops  who  be- 
longed to  ike  distressed  districts.  It 
was  not  an  official  Beport,  but  an  offimal 
statement  of  the  most  trustworthy  re- 
presentatives of  the  distressed  districts 
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in  Ireland.  Some  private  promtte  had 
been  made  on  the  subject  by  the  right 
Hon.  G«ndeman  he  vaa  aware ;  but  he 
would  ask  for  a  public  statement.  He 
would  also  express  his  surprise  that  the 
Chief  Secretary  had  not  referred  to  the 
celebrated  letter  of  the  Eev.  Mr.  Gal- 
lagher,  who  accompanied  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  through  Donegal.  This  letter 
was  important,  because,  if  the  statements 
made  in  it  were  true — aud  they  had  not 
been  contradicted — it  endorsed  officially 
other  Beports  that  they  ooold  not  get  at 
before  to-morrow. 

Mb.  8PEAKEB  :  I  must  point  out  that 
the  hon.  Member  is  not  confining  him- 
self to  the  Question  before  tlie  House — 
namely,  that  this  Debate  be  now  ad- 
journed. 

Mb.  OAI1LA.N :  I  will  merely  ask,  is 
the  statement  true  that  the  sad  condition 
of  the  districts  referred  to  exceeds  every- 
thing that  has  appeared  in  the  Press  ? 

Motion  egr0edto. 

Debate  attjoumed  till  To-morrow. 

PATENTS  FOR  INVENTIONS  (No.  2) 
BILL.— [Bill  83.] 
{Sir  JtAtt  Lubboei,  Mr.  William  Henrp  Smtik, 
Mi:  J.  Lawrance.) 
BXOOHD  BXADIHO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

_SiB  JOHN  LUBBOCK,  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  second 
time,  said,  it  was  the  same  as  the  Bill 
he  introduced  last  Session,  which  the 
House  read  a  second  time  without  dis- 
cussion. He  hoped  the  House  would 
agree  to  reading  the  Bill  a  second  time 
now,  and  refer  it  to  the  Oommittee  to 
which  the  Cbvemment  Bill  on  the  same 
subject  would  be  referred.  There  wore 
many  questions  involved  which  could 
be  better  discussed  by  a  Committee  than 
by  the  House.  The  Bill  was  a  compre- 
hensive, and,  he  believed,  a  good  moa- 
sure,  and  he  thought  he  was  consultine 
the  general  feeling  of  those  interested 
in  it  by  moving  the  second  reading. 
Whatever  mex-it  attached  to  the  Bill  be- 
longed to  the  Society  of  Arts — and  especi- 
ally to  Sir  Frederick  Bramwell — on 
whose  behalf  he  introduced  it  last  year, 
and  now  again  asked  the  House  to  con- 
sent to  the  second  reading. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."~(Si>  John  Lubboei.) 


Mb.  B.  N.  FOWLEB  inquired  whe- 
ther the  hon.  Baronet  contconplated  re- 
ferring the  Bill  to  ono  of  the  Grand 
Committees  ? 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK :  Yes. 

Me.  chamberlain  :  I  do  not  like 
to  object  to  the  course  my  hon.  Friend 
proposes  to  take,  and  I  shall  not  oppose 
the  second  reading.  Neither  shidl  I 
oppose  the  second  reading  of  a  similar 
Bill  of  which  Notice  has  been  given  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  (Mr. 
Anderson).  But  I  feel  bound  to  say 
this.  My  hon.  Friend  proposes  the  second 
reading  at  a  time  when  it  is  impossible 
to  discuss  the  measure,  and  asks  us  to 
assent  to  the  second  reading,  as  it  were, 
tub  tiUntio.  That  is  rather  against  the 
ordinary  pradiice  of  the  House ;  but^  at 
the  same  time,  there  is  considerable  in- 
terest taken  in  both  BiUs,  and  I  do  not 
like  to  take  the  strong  course  of  opposing 
them.  But  I  do  not  think  my  hon. 
Friend  will  be  very  much  advantaged 
by  the  course  he  proposes  to  take,  be- 
cause I  assume  that  the  Qrond  Com- 
mittee will,  in  the  first  place,  consider  the 
proposals  of  the  Government  on  this 
subject,  and  they  might  come  to  a 
decision  upon  those  proposals.  Having 
done  so,  I  doubt  whether  they  would 
then  consider  Uie  Bills  now  brought 
forward.  I  presume  that  my  hon. 
Friends  will  adopt  the  course  of  moving 
such  portions  of  their  Bills  as  are  not 
in  the  Government  Bill,  or  as  they  think 
it  desirable  to  insert  in  the  shape  of 
Amendments  to  that  measure ;  and  I 
should  have  thought  it  more  convenient 
to  do  that,  than  to  carry  both  these  Bills 
formally  through  their  several  sta^fee. 

Motion  0gr4td  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  commUttd 
for  Tuesday  6th  March. 

PATENTS  FOR  INVENTIONS  (No.  3) 
BILL.— [Bill  »9.] 
(Jfr.  Andtrtta,  Mr.  Broum,  Mr.  SrwMmntf 
Mr.  Jucinn,  Mr.  Mituh  AZawr.) 

8B00VD  Kumiio. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  ANDERSON,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said, 
he  did  so  for  the  same  reason  as  that 
given  by  his  hon.  Friend  (Sir  Jolm 
Lubbock).  The  objection  mentioned 
by  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
did  not  apply  to  this  Bill,  beeause  it  vnu 
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read  a  second  time  after  full  discuesion 
two  years  ago.  The  principle  of  this 
Bill  was  the  same  as  that.^of  which 
the  House  thea'approred. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (Ifr.  Andartm.) 

ICotioa  effTMd  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommitttd 
for  TuMday  6th  March. 

Hoase  adjonmed  at 
One  o'dock. 


HOUSE   OF  COMMONS. 
W$dn»aday,  2m  February,  188S. 


MINUTES.]- Public  Bills—  Ordtnd—Firit 
Beading — Public  Worship  Regulation  Act 
(1874)  Amendment  •  [109]. 

Sftond  Reading — Bankruptcy  Law  Amondment  * 

[«]■ 

MOTION. 

PARLIAMENT— ORDEBS  OF  TUE  DAY. 
UOnOir  VOR  FOBTFOHBICENT. 

The  Mabquess  of  HASTINOTOX,  in 
rising  to  move— 

**  thai  the  other  Orders  of  the  Day  be  post- 
poned until  after  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  re- 
suming the  Adjourned  Debate  on  the  Motion 
for  an  Address  to  Her  Majesty,  and  further 
proceedings  thereon," 

said,  he  wished  to  make  an  urgent 
appeal  to  hon.  Members  sitting  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  to  endeavour  to  con- 
clude the  remaining  stages  of  the  Ad- 
dress that  day,  in  order  to  enable  the 
Business  of  Supply  to  be  entered  upon 
to-morrow.  He  trusted  there  might  be 
a  di^sition  to  niake  arrangements  tiiat 
would  neaUy  facilitate  the  progress  of 
Public  Business. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"Hut  (fa«  other  Orders  of  the  D^  be  post- 
pcued  until  after  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  re- 
laming  tho  Adjourned  Debate  on  the  Motion 
for  an  Address  to  Her  Mf^esty,  and  further 
proceedings  thereon." — {The  Marqueuof  Uar- 
tington.) 

Motion  ayreed  to. 


28,  Itl&S]    toth  Q^eett't  Sj-eeeh.  1C98 
ORD£B  OF  THE  DAT, 

■a»,0-»'  — 

ADDRESS  IS  ANSWER  TO  HER 
MAJESTY'S  HOST  ORACIOUS  SPEECH. 

[asjournzd  dbbats.]  [tenth  night.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  [27ui  February] 
proposed  to  Main  Question  [15th  Feb- 
ruary.]— [See  page  98.] 

And  which  Amendment  was, 

To  insert,  at  the  end  of  the  10th  paragraph, 
after  the  word  "Executive,"  the  words:— 
"  Humbly  to  assure  Her  Majesty,  that  the  state 
of  distresB  among  the  population  of  many  parts 
of  Ireland  ;  the  inadequate  machinery  of  the 
Lnsd  Act,  and  its  partial  and  imperfect  charac- 
ter, especially  with  re^rd  to  leaseholders,  the 
right  of  tenants  to  their  imjprovMnents,  the  pnr- 
chsse  system,  and  the  condition  <tf  the  a^ool- 
tural  labourers ;  the  unsatisfactory  operation  of 
the  Arrears  Act ;  the  state  of  the  law  of  Par- 
liamentary and  Municipal  Franchises  in  Ire- 
land ;  and  the  condition  of  Local  Gorcmment 
in  that  Country,  are  all  questions  demanding 
the  urgent  attention  of  the  Legislature  and  the 
Government ;  and  that  the  absence  of  any  un- 
dertaking to  legislate  on  any  of  these  questions, 
or  on  any  question  affecting  the  welfare  of  the 
Irish  People  must  tend  to  promote  discontent 
and  intensify  disaffection  m  Ireland." — {Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor.) 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  those 
words  be  there  inserted." 

Debate  resutiud. 

Me.  MOLLOY  said,  that  he  had  no 
desire  to  prolong  the  debate  one  mo- 
ment beyond  what  was  necessary ;  but 
the  speech  made  last  night  by  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  he  regarded  as  a 
very  important  declaration,  and  reading 
over  the  report  of  it  this  morning,  he 
thought  it  even  of  greater  importance. 
He  could  not,  therefore,  allow  it  to  pass 
without  remark.  That  speech,  he  felt 
convinced,  would  have  an  exceedingly 
bad  6£Eect  when  it  came  to  be  read  in 
Ireland.  He  did  not  deny  the  ootirtesy 
and  the  kindly  feeling  of  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary, and  fdso  his  honesty  of  inten- 
tion ;  but  still  he  did  believe  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  speech  of  last 
night — a  speech  not  of  a  practical  states- 
man, but  of  a  doctrinaire  indulging  in 
a  literary  eflFort — would  be  the  cause  of 
very  grave  dissatisfaction  in  Ireland. 
There  was  nothing  in  it  to  indicate  what 
the  Government  policy  would  be.  There 
was  nothing  in  it  to  give  the  least  satis- 
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faction  to  any  person  concerned  in  the 
question  of  distress  in  Ireland.  It  was 
simply  and  solely  a  literary  success. 
Tho  Chief  Secretary  spoke  as  if  distress 
in  Ireland  was  something  that  was 
already  past,  and  he  did  not  seem  to 
realize  the  fact  Uuit,  instead  of  being 
passed,  the  disease  was  only  now  be- 
ginning. The  Chief  Secretary  then 
went  on  to  discuss  the  comparative  suc- 
cess in  England  and  non-success  in  Ire- 
land of  the  system  of  Poor  Law  relief, 
which  was  really  outside  tho  question  ; 
and  the  only  practical  attempt  at  a  sug- 
gestion which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
made  was  in  the  reference  to  emigra- 
tion. The  House,  however,  would  re- 
member that  although  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary dealt  with  the  question  of  emi- 
gration, he  did  not,  at  the  same  time, 
tell  them  by  what  methods  the  Qovern- 
ment  intended  to  carry  out  their  inten- 
tions with  regard  to  it.  For  years  that 
question  of  emigration  was  being  de- 
bated in  that  House,  and  the  Irish  Mem- 
here,  who  at  least  might  be  supposed  to 
know  something  of  wo  wants  of  their 
own  country,  and  what  was  most  likely 
to  satisfy  those  wants,  had  invariably 
opposed  this  idea  of  emigration,  and 
they  had  stated  invariably  that  it  was  a 
proposition  that  was  contrary  to  the 
wishes  of  the  people,  and  contrary  to 
their  prejudices.  The  Irish  Members, 
as  an  alternative,  had  advocated  from 
time  to  time  what  was  known  by  tho 
name  of  migration,  and  migration  re- 
solved itself  into  this — that  whereas  the 
Goremment  desired  to  transport  the 
people  of  the  poorer  parts  of  Ireland  to 
a  prosperous  home,  4,000  miles  away, 
the  Irish  Bepresentatives  desired  that 
they  should  be  removed  to  a  home 
equally  prosperous  in  their  own  country, 
lugration  was  a  matter  vhich,  it  ap- 
peared to  him,  was  never  clearly  under- 
stood by  the  Government.  They  always 
preferred  emigration,  which  they  seemed 
to  think  the  easier,  although  the  more 
cowardly,  way  of  getting  rid  of  a  peo- 
ple, the  real  difficulties  in  connection 
with  whom  they  had  never  the*courage 
to  face  properly.  Notwithstanding  all 
that  had  been  said  in  that  House  on  the 
subject  of  migration,  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary, in  his  speech  of  last  night,  ap- 
peared to  treat  the  matter  as  if  it  were 
something  new,  and  as  if  this  propo- 
sition to  populate  the  rich  waste.  lands 
of  Ireland  with  the  surplus  pe(^  of 
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the  poorer  districts  were  a  sort  of  ob- 
structive Motion,  brought  before  iho 
House  to  embarrass  their  proposals. 
Now,  what  was  the  real  history  of  the 
migration  question  ?  By  whom  was  it 
first  introduced  ?  He  would  inform  the 
House.  In  the  year  1842,  Sir  Bobert 
Peel  obtained  fr6m  FuUament  a  grant 
of  money  for  the  reclamation  of  1,000,000 
acres  of  waste  land  in  the  West  of  Ire- 
land, and  that  money  havingbeen  granted 
by  the  -Government,  it  passed  under 
the  administration,  or  rather  he  should 
say  the  domination,  of  Dublin  Castle. 
What  was  the  result  ?   So  far  as  it  was 

Possible,  the  intentions  and  policy  of  the 
legislature  were  strangled  by  the  offi^ 
ciaU  of  Dublin  Castle.  Out  of  the  grant 
for  the  reclamation  of  1,000,000  acres 
of  land,  which  that  House  passed  after 
a  long  consideration  and  a  long  debate 
on  the  subject,  on  the  suggestion  of  Sir 
Bobert  Peel,  only  270,000  acres  were 
ever  reclaimed,  anA  the  mon^  for  the 
reclamation  of  the  othw  three-fourths 
wu  dispensed  in  some  extraordinary 
manner  that  he  oould  never  discover, 
and  it  was  still  a  secret  in  the  pigeon- 
holes of  Dublin  Castle.  Now,  with  re- 
gard to  that  soheme  of  migration,  for 
migration  was  nothing  more  or  lees 
than  reclamation,  it  necessitated  recla- 
mation. It  might  be  suggested  that  the 
non-success  of  what  was  done  in  the 
reclamation  of  270,000  acres  proved  the 
uselessness  of  proceeding  with  the  whole 
scheme.  Such,  however,  was  not  the 
case.  Amongst  those  270,000  acres  tiiey 
would  now  find  some  of  the  richest  land 
in  Ireland.  The  accuracy  of  that  state- 
ment he  could  vouch  personally  for.  He 
had  the  good  fortune,  or  perhaps  he 
might  say,  in  these  days,  he  had  rather 
the  misf(»rtnne,  of  having  an  interest  in 
land  so  reclaimed.  That  land  before 
its  reclamation  was  utterly  worthless, 
whereas  it  now  supported  a  comfortable 
population,  and  parts  of  it  paid  the 
owuer  25$.  an  acre.  Nor  was  there  a 
trial,  a  successful  trial,  of  the  policy  of 
migration.  It  would  appear  that  the 
full  efi'eot  of  that  trial  was  strangled 
almost  at  its  birth  by  the  red-tapism  or 
what  not  of  the  administrators  in  Dublin 
Castle.  Again,  in  1849,  Sir  Bobert 
Peel  brought  forward  this  subject,  and 
in  a  speech  then  delivered  by  him  in 
the  House  he  said  that  it  was  ^e  dixij 
of  the  Government  to  oonrader  every 
means  by  vhiob  a  better  sta^  of  thin^ 
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might  be  introduced  into  Ireland,  and, 
amoDgst  other  matters,  be  suggeeted  the 
ftorther  leolamation  of  .waste  landa  and 
the  appointment  of  a  Commission  of 
men  of  the  highest  character,  who  would 
devote  their  time  gratuitoudy  to  carry- 
ing out  a  scheme  of  reclamation ;  and 
then  SirBobert  Feel  added— 

"  I  look  to  the  "West  of  Ireland  in  perfect 
despair  if  the  present  state  of  thingi  is  to  eon- 
turae  to  exist.** 

And,  further,  he  said — 

"  The  West  of  Irehmd  afforded  opportani- 
ties  for  improvemo&t  which  no  other  part  of  the 
world  appeared  to  give." 

That  was  a  prophecy  made  in  1849^  and 
had  they  not  the  fulfilment  of  that 
prophecy  on  the  present  day,  These 
were  the  words  of  an  English  States- 
man, not  of  an  Irish  Member ;  and  here 
they  were  now*  because  of  tiie  interren- 
tion  of  Dublin  Caatle,  because  of  the 
manner  in  which  it  stran^^ed  the  scheme 
passed  by  Parliament  in  1843 — here 
they  were  now,  in  the  present  day,  dis- 
cuBsing  the  fulfilment  of  a  prophecy 
made  by  Sir  Eobert  Feel  bo  far  back  as 
1849.  "Well,  there  was  another  extract 
which  he  would  like  to  read  on  this  sub- 
ject. It  was  from  the  pen  of  a  man  who 
was,  perhaps,  the  greatest  authority  on 
the  question  of  land  in  Ireland,  Pro- 
fessor Baldwin  ;  and  this  extract  stated 
that  there  were  in  Ireland  1,000,000 
acres  of  worthless  land,  because  it  was 
surcharged  with  water,  and  that  land 
would,  in  his  (Professor  Biddwin's)  opi- 
nion, by  judicious  drainage  repay  me 
outlay  upon  it  in  a  short  time.  Further 
on,  Professor  Baldwin  added,  that,  with 
a  mixed  system  of  husbandry  in  the 
Umd  reclaimed,  the  gross  yield  would  be 
three-fourths.  Now,  for  these  state- 
meats  they  had  the  authority  of  a  man 
who  had  made  Irish  agriculture  a  life 
study,  a  man  to  whom  there  was  scarcely 
a  part  of  Ireland  which  was  unknown, 
who  had  been  into  nearly  every  cabin  in 
the  "West  of  Ireland,  and  what  that  au-^ 
thwity  proposed  was  exactly  what  Irish 
Bepresentatires  had  been  for  years 
pressing  on  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
what  the  Irish  Bishops  were  press- 
ing on  the  Executive  in  Ireland ;  and 
yet,  notwithstanding  all  these  combined 
efforts  to  press  these  matters  on  the 
attention  of  Parliament,  they  were  now 
met  witih  nothing  more  tiian  what  he 
vpuld  not  help  deaoribing  aa  Gie  cowardly 


attempt  of  the  Government  to  avoid  the 
real  difficulties  of  the  question.  Now, 
the  Chief  Secretary,  in  his  speech  last 
night,  complained  that  some  news- 
papers described  him  visiting  the  dis- 
tressed districts  in  Donegal  in  a  close 
carriage,  with  the  blinds  pulled  down ; 
and  then  he  proceeded  to  say,  in  the  most 
jubilant  tones,  that  the  accusation  was 
wrong,  for  he  had  spent  three  days 
driving  through  the  country  on  an 
Irish  jaunting  car.  Well,  let  that  be 
admitted  ;  but  was  the  experience  of 
three  days  on  an  Irish  jaunting  oar 
an  experience  equal  to  the  life-long 
experience  of  Professor  Baldwin  ?  Did 
the  Chief  Secretary  presume  to  say  that 
the  experience  he  derived  from  a  ride 
for  three  days  on  an  Irish  jaunting  car 
was  sufficient  to  rebut  theproposalsmade 
by  SirEobert  Peel  in  1842  and  1849— 
the  proposal  of  Professor  Baldwin,  Uie 
proposu  of  all  the  Bishops  of  Ireland, 
time  after  time  repeated,  and  the  proposal 
the  Irish  Representatives  were  con- 
tinually pressing  on  the  attention  of  the 
House  ?  Was  it  not  heartbreaking  that 
a  doctrinaire,  because  he  had  the  ex- 
perience of  a  three  days'  drive  on  an 
outside  car  in  the  county  of  Donegal, 
should  on  that  account  set  up  his  opi- 
nion against  the  accumulated  opinions 
of  the  men  who  knew  Ireland  best,  and 
who  could  say  best  what  should  be  done 
on  this  question  of  distress  7  For  him- 
self, he  could  not  understand  the  Chief 
Secretary  coming  forward  with  such  an 
explanation,  and  the  only  moral  he  could 
derive  from  it  would  be  this — the  utter 
condemnation  of  the  whole  system  of 
govemmmt,  as  it  was  called,  in  Ire- 
land. It  was  a  farce  rather  than  a 
Government  which  existed  in  Ireland 
in  the  present  day.  It  might  be  aaid 
that  it  was  not  the  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  undertake  the  works  proposed ; 
but  he  would  say  that  it  was  the  duty  of 
all  Governments  to  undertake  whatever 
was  necessary  for  the  welfare  of  the 
people  they  ruled,  and  he  would  place 
no  limit  on  their  duty  in  this  reepert. 
If  they  would  ask  for  examples  of  Go- 
vemmenta  that  had  so  acted,  let  them 
look  to  Holland  and  elsewhere.  Holland, 
because  of  its  redamations,  had  a  pros- 
perous population  living  where  a  few 
years  ago  ships  were  suling ;  mid,  for- 
sooth, this  rich  Empire  was  not  able  to 
undertake  a  similar  reclamation  in  Ire- 
landf  even  tot  the  purpose  of  saving 
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starving  people  there.  Again,  Prueeia 
reclaimed  1,000,000  acres  and  planted 
it  vith  trees  for  the  benefit  of  the 
people ;  but  tbongh  Prussia  was  not  as 
rich  as  England,  jet  Prussia  had  states- 
men, which  England  never  had,  at  least 
in  regard  to  questions  connected  with 
Ireland.  Three  days  on  an  Irish  jaunt- 
ing oar  was  all,  it  would  appear,  that  an 
English  Statesman  requireid  to  solve  the 
difficult  problem  of  the  reclamation  of 
wasteland.  Hehadonlytosay,again,that 
he  regretted  very  much  the  speech  of 
the  Chief  Secret^.  The  courtesy,  the 
good  feeling,  the  kindliness  of  heart  of 
the  Chief  Secretary  he  would  admit ;  but 
he  felt  bound  to  say  that  his  speech, 
doctrinaire  as  it  was,  useless  as  it  was, 
proposing  nothing,  solving  nothing,  had 
done,  he  was  sure,  when  read  in  Ireland 
that  morning,  more  harm  than  all  the 
speeches  for  which  men  were  now  suf- 
fering in  Irish  prisons. 

This  O'DONOGHTJE  said,  that  neither 
in  the  speech  of  the  Mover  of  the 
Amendment,  nor  in  those  of  his  sup- 
porters, had  a  single  suggestion  been 
made  wbidi  would  have  Uie  effect  of 
rdieving  any  of  the  distress  prevalent 
in  beland.  The  first  and  more  import- 
ant question  was,  how  could  that  dis- 
tress oe  alleviated ;  and  the  second,  what 
Tas  the  cause  of  the  distress  ?  Outdoor 
relief  might  be  at  once  dismissed  as  a 
•  remedy,  because  its  effect  would  be  to 
utterly  demoralize,  and  in  a  short  time 
to  ruin,  the  whole  agricultural  popula- 
tion. He,  therefore,  dismissed  that  sys- 
tem from  consideration.  Many  people 
thought  the  GoTemment  ought  to  insti- 
tute publio  works ;  but  public  works 
could  be  set  going  only  in  a  very  few 
districts,  and  not  where  the  greatest 
destitufion  existed.  Nor  was  it  likely 
that  the  Government  would  set  about 
draining  bogs  and  undertaking  the  re- 
clamation of  landf  which  would  require 
an  enormooa  racpenditure  to  bring  into 
and  keep  up  anything  approaofaing  a 
condition  wluch  might  oe  called  arable. 
Publio  works  wouB  only  give  partial 
and  transirat  relief.  He  could  never 
bring  himself  to  have  anything  to  do 
with  Bedamation  of  Waste  Land  Bills. 
People  seemed  to  forget  tfcat  the  soil  of 
the  country  had  been  occupied  and  tilled 
for  generations,  and,  therefore,  that  it 
was  almost  certain  that  there  was  not  a 
spot  which  could  be  grazed  which  had 
not  been  found  out   By  waste  Uaid,  he 

Mr.  Mollo^ 


understood  land  of  which  the  pxesent 
occupiers  made  no  use  ;  and,  even  sup- 
posing it  were  taken  from  the  occupiers, 
they  would  insist  upon  compensation, 
and  another  result  of  dispossessing  them 
would  be  to  plant  upon  some  of  the 
most  wretched  land  in  Ireland  a  race  of 
cottiers  living  in  astate  of  abject  poverty. 
Of  the  many  impractioable  prt^osals  of 
which  he  had  heard,  he  had  never  heard 
any  so  impracticable  as  what  was  (HiUed 
migration.  It  was  never  heard  of  until 
it  was  stated  by  Mr.  Parnell,  and  he 
nerer  heard  that  the  Bishops  or  the 
people  of  Ireland  were  in  favour  of  it. 
Migration  could  not  be  carried  out  with- 
out the  dispossessing  the  present  owners 
of  the  land.  If  they  put  people  on  bad 
land,  they  would  not  be  able  to  exist.  If 
they  attempted  to  take  good  land,  the 
result  would  be  civil  war.  He  still  be- 
lieved that  if  occupiers  had  good  terms 
and  security  of  tenure,  cultivation  of  the 
land  would  follow  naturally.  The  Land 
Act  of  18S1  gave  occupiers  all  they  could 
reasonably  expect;  and,  no  doubt,  within 
a  comparatively  limited  time  every  avail- 
able acre  in  Ireland  would  be  brought 
into  a  state  of  profitable  cultivation. 
His  own  suggestion  for  the  relief  of  dis- 
tress was  suggested  by  its  cause,  and 
the  cause  furnished  the  justification  for 
the  remedy  he  would  apply.  Want  of 
employment  was  the  cause,  and  the  ne- 
cessity for  emigration  rested  upon  the 
undoubted  fact  that  there  was  not  the 
remotest  probability  of  that  cause  being 
diminished  in  any  appreciable  degree. 
He  would  enable  everyone  in  the  agri- 
cultural districts  who  desired  to  emigrate 
to  do  BO,  provided  they  were  not  dis- 
qualified by  mental  or  physical  disability. 
He  could  understand  the  people  of  Eng- 
land and  Scotland  being  opposed  to  emi- 

S-ation  a  measure  for  the  reli^  of 
stress,  because  in  those  oounti^  dis- 
tress was  never  more  than  temporary  ia 
ita  charaotei' ;  but  he  oould  not  compre- 
hend their  being  oppraed  to  it  if  no  one 
could  see  a  chance  in  the  future  the 
canse  of  the  distress  bung  removed.  No 
one  would  go  away  who  saw  the  re- 
motest prospect  of  lives  of  even  tolerable 
comfort ;  but  only  those  who  saw  before 
them  the  prospect  of  semi-starvation. 
Multitudes  in  Lreland  were  desirous  to 
emigrate,  and  would  bless  the  Govern- 
ment that  sent  them  out.  Hundreds  of 
people  in  Killaroey  district  had  applied 
to  him  with .  regard  to  the  qneetam, 
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thinking  that  the  Land  Act  of  1881  pro- 
Tided  for  emigration,  and  they  had  ex- 
pressed to  him  their  disappointment,  if 
not  amazement,  that  the  ^patriots  thought 
it  hetter  they  should  remain  at  home,  half- 
etarredr  and  vait  for  political  changes 
which  they  might  never  lire  to  see.  It 
was  said  by  these  patriots  that  "if  we 
had  the  management  of  our  own  affairs, 
there  wonld  be  no  neeesaity  for  emigra- 
tion." He  never  linevr  whether  to  attri- 
bute this  observation  to  ignorance,  or 
silliness,  or  sheer  audacity.  The  fact 
was,  if  the  theories  of  some  of  their 
great  patriots  were  to  be  oarried  ont,  the 
almost  immediate  result  of  Irish  legisla- 
tive independence  would  be  to  bring 
Ireland  down  to  one  dead  level  of  pau- 
perism. He  desired  to  see  a  better  stato 
of  things,  but  he  knew  the  improvement 
must  be  gradual;  and  he  would  like 
anyone  to  indicate  by  what  immediate 
pcwtical  changes  the  people  of  Ireland 
were  to  be  placed  in  a  limited  pwiod  in 
posiUons  of  comfort.  He  regretted  the 
Government  had  not  acted  in  this  mat- 
tor  with  their  usual  thoroughness  and 
energy.  They  appeared  to  hare  listened 
to  the  theories  which  were  in  vogue  on 
this  side  of  the  Channel  against  emigra- 
tion, and  to  have  been  afraid  of  clamour 
on  the  other.  All  that  had  been  done 
at  present  with  regard  to  emigration 
had  been  absolutely  useless.  He  hoped 
that  now  they  would  take  some  sys- 
tematic action  in  that  respect,  and  would 
give  the  thousands  of  suffering  people 
of  Ireland  the  only  posnble  escape  from 
lives  of  misery. 

CoLOnsL  NOLAN  said,  that  he  should 
never  have  accused  the  Chief  Secretary 
of  going  through  the  country  with  the 
blinds  of  his  carriage  down,  and  it  was 

Suite  evident  &om  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
eman's  speeeh,  that  he  thoroughly 
realized,  the  condition  of  the  people. 
He  not  think  any  Irish  Memlier 
would  quarrel  with  the  desraiption 
which  the  right  hon  Gentleman  gave ; 
only  when  he  talked  of  people  sleeping 
with  their  pigs  and  their  fowls,  and  even 
their  oattle,  he  forgot  to  add  that  many 
of  the  people  now  had  neither  fowls,  nor 
pigs,  nor  oattle.  It  was  quite  evident 
from  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, as  well  as  from  the  correspon- 
dence which  had  taken  place  between 
the  Local  Government  Board  and  the 
Poor  Law  authorities,  what  the  policy 
of  the  Govemment  was  to  be.  Daring 


the  last  Beoesa  he  attended  the  meetings 
of  the  Board  of  Guardians  in  his  neigh- 
bourhood, of  which  he  was  a  member, 
and  he  knew  the  train  of  thought 
which  ran  through  all  those  communica- 
tions, and  the  speech  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary only  further  carried  out  the  spirit 
of  those  leftors.  The  policy  of  the  Qo- 
vemment,  he  was  sorry  to  say,  was 
this,  that  they  wanted  they  people  to 
emigrate,  and  were  ready  to  use  this 
distress  as  a  means  of  furthering  emi- 
gration. He  did  not  say  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  rejoiced  at  the  distr^; 
but  the  Irish  Government  seemed  to 
rejoice  at  the  want  which  hurried  on  this 
emigration.  The  same  thing  had  been 
done  before.  He  remembered  reading 
of  a  man  at  a  public  meeting  who  said 
that  good  had  been  brought  about  b^ 
the  Irish  Famine  in  encouraging  emi- 
gration ;  whereupon  one  man  in  the 
room  called  out,  "Three  cheers  for  the 
Irish  Famine."  The  speech  of  the  right 
hos.  Gentleman  might  almost  be  said  to 
be  in  that  spirit.  It  was  as  nraoh  as  to 
say  that  the  country  would  have  to  be 
worse  before  it  was  better,  and  that  this 
fflCtreme  want  would  force  the  people  to 
emigrato  in  large  numbers.  He  had  no 
objection  to  the  Government  encour- 
aging emigration  in  every  possible  way, 
and  he  believed  that  the  emigrants 
ought  to  be  well  looked  after  when  they 
got  to  their  destination ;  but  what  he 
did  object  to  was,  that  present  and  future 
distress  should  be  used  to  hurry  on 
emigration  and  to  force  people  to  leave 
the  country  in  very  large  numbers. 
That  he  believed  to  be  the  policy  of  the 
present  Ctovernment — a  policy  so  cruel 
that  when  the  Prime  Minister  got  back 
he  would  not  enforce  it,  but  would  try 
and  adopt  some  other  remedy.  He 
agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  who  spoke 
last  night  (Mr.  Bathbone)  that  were 
was  a  great  danger  in  taking  too  many 
people  out  at  once,  for  emigration  to  be 
effective  should  be  perfectly  natural. 
He  ^reed,  too,  with  the  Chief  Secretary 
that  the  workhouses  in  Ireland  were 
la^e  enough  to  meet  any  demands  that 
might  be  made  upon  them ;  but,  on  the 
other  hand,  the  people  would  endure 
great  privations,  would  even  die  of 
diseases  contracted  by  want  of  fuod 
sooner  than  go  into  those  workhouses. 
He  could  not  quite  agree  with  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  (Colonel  Oolthurst) 
tiiat  the  r^axation  of  the  workhouse 
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test  would  meet  all  the  difficulties  of  the 
case. 

Colonel  OOLTHTJKST  :  What  I  in- 
tended to  couTey  was,  that  the  abolition 
of  the  workhouse  teet  was  the  firet  step 
in  any  aystem  of  reform. 

CoLOXZL  NOLAN:  Although  in  a 
short  time  suah  a  st^  would  un- 
doubtedly become  necessary,  yet  the 
extenuon  of  outdoor  relief  would  lead 
to  a  large  number  of  people  being  pau- 
perized. Itwastheopinionof  arerylarge 
number  of  ratepayers  that  if  they  had 
to  pay  5«.  or  6«.  as  the  pound -rate  they 
would  be  driven  upon  the  rates  them- 
selves. There  had  oeen  a  great  change 
in  the  Land  Laws  of  Ireland,  and  he 
thought  the  Oovemment  ought  to  let 
the  country  go  on  for  three  or  four  years, 
and  so  try  their  own  measure,  and  try 
to  tide  over  the  present  difficulties. 
The  whole  mass  of  the  population  were 
not  very  poor  at  the  present  moment. 
There  were  a  large  number  of  the 
people  who  had  got  only  small  holdings, 
or  no  land  at  all,  and  these  men  were 
in  abject  poverty  or  on  the  vei^e  of 
starvation,  because  there  was  no  em- 
ployment. He  thought,  therefore,  the 
Government  ought  to  come  forward 
with  some  scheme  of  public  works. 
They  need  not  be  of  a  very  expensive 
nature,  and  if  the  money  were  advanced 
in  the  form  of  loans  there  would  be  very 
little  absolute  loss.  The  question  of 
railways  and  tramways  might  be  gone 
into  at  once,  and  the  Govemment  should 
inaugurate  a  few  schemes  on  the  system 
adopted  in  France.  If  they  threw  them- 
selves with  any  energy  into  the  matter, 
a  large  amount  of  public  work  of  a  re- 
munerative and  necessary  character 
would  be  at  once  provided.  Emigration 
had,  in  fact,  become  necessary  only  be- 
cause no  employment  was  given.  An- 
other class  of  work  that  might  be 
undertaken  was  the  reclamation  of  waste 
and  flooded  land,  work  which  he  believed 
no  one  but  a  Govemment  could  pro- 
perly undertake.  They  could  appoint 
officials  in  districts  where  drainf^e  was 
required,  for  the  present  system,  under 
existing  local  public  bodies,  was  only 
permissive,  and  therefore  inadequate. 
The  Govemment  itself — and  when  he 
used  that  term  he  meant  Giovemment 
for  the  last  16  years  or  so — were  to 
blame  for  a  good  deal  of  the  distr^ 
which  existed.  It  was  all  very  well  to 
say  that  Ireland  was  better  suited  for 
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grass  than  anything  else;  but  it  must  be 
remembered  that  land  in  grass  required 
very  little  labour  and  very  little  mani^- 
ment.  The  reasons  why  he  thought 
the  Govemment  to  blame  were  two— ^ne 
simple,  and  the  other  more  complex. 
The  first  reason  was  that  until  ^e  Land 
Act  a  landlord  had  a  good  many  legal 
advantages  by  keeping  his  land  in  grass, 
and  the  natural  oonsequenee  was  uat  a 
great  deal  of  land  tolerably  suited  f<w 
tilL^e  never  got  cultivated  at  all.  The 
present  Land  Act  placed  grass  land  on 
somewhat  different  terms;  but  as  it  only 
applied  to  new  lettings,  and  as  new 
lettinge.were  very  few,  it  would  take  a 
long  time  to  operate.  The  second  reason 
was  that  grass  land,  giving  the  owner 
less  trouble  of  management,  it  was  the 
more  easy  for  the  landlord  to  spend  all 
his  time  out  of  the  country,  more  espe- 
cially as  no  advantages  were  offered  to 
tempt  people  to  reside  in  the  oountiy. 
It  was  true  that  small  holders  went  to 
the  other  extreme ;  but  there  were  vast 
tracts  in  the  counties  of  Galway,  Bos- 
common,  and  Mayo  entirely  given  over 
to  grass.  In  his  opinion,  however,  it 
would  be  much  better  for  ^e  country  if 
more  land  was  tilled,  although  he  ad- 
mitted that  it  was  improbable  Ireland 
would  ever  be  a  great  com-growing 
country.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
dwelt  very  much  last  night  on  the  point 
that  English  taxpayers  were  asked  to  pay 
money  to  keep  the  Irish  people.  If  that 
were  so,  he  (Colonel  Nolan)  would  feel 
a  sense  of  humiliation ;  but  for  the  last 
10  years  the  Government  had  been  re- 
peatedly challenged  in  that  House  to 
produce  an  Irish  balance  sheet,  and  they 
had  never  done  so.  He  believed  tiie 
taxpayers  in  Ireland  contributed  alto- 
gether about  £7,400,000  or  £7,600,000 
a  year.  The  oost  of  the  Army  and  Con- 
stabulary— ^he  did  not  include  the  wea- 
pons and  Hie  expenses  of  training,  but 
the  actual  cost  of  maintenance  alone,  to- 
gether with  the  sevwal  other  things,  such 
as  education — did  not  amount  to  more 
than  £3,000,000.  There  was  another 
£1,000,000  or  £2,000,000  spent  in  extra 
military  force,  which  would  not  be  re- 
quired in  a  happier  condition  of  the  coun- 
try. All  the  Irish  people  asked  for  was  a 
loan  of  £2,000,000  for  three  or  four 
years,  on  the  seoority  of  the  resoumes  of 
the  country,  until  the  Land  Act  had  had 
time  to  work.  That  was  a  very  mode- 
rate request.    But  then  the  English 
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pe(^1e  would  say  thai  Ireland  ought  to 
ecmtrihute  to  the  expeneas  of  the  general 
poUc7  of  England,  inasmuoh  as  she 
shared  'in  all  the  advantages  and  the 
glory  of  foreign  Tictories  and  foreign 
arrangements.  But  he  did  not  think 
they  ought  to  be  asked  to  pay  for  the 
military  victories  of  England,  many  of 
which  were  undertaken  for  oommercial 
purpoees  in  which  Ireland  had  n6  ia- 
tereat.  At  any  rate,  they  ought  not  to 
he  asked  to  pay  for  them  until  they  were 
in  a  better  position.  It  wae  true  that 
outdoor  relief  and  charitable  funds  could 
not  be  administered  without  a  certain 
amount  of  demoralisation ;  but  a  system 
of  useful  public  works  which  paid,  or 
very  nearly  paid  for  themselves,  would 
not  produce  that  evil,  and  it  was  to  this 
matter  that  the  Government  should  turn 
itfl  earnest  attention. 

Mr.  C!0SBY  said,  that,  as  an  Ulster 
Ckmservaiave  Member,  he  desired  to 
place  his  views  before  the  House.  Hs 
could  not  at  all  agree  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  King's  County  (Mr,  Molloy) 
that  the  speech  of  the  Chief  Secretary 
last  night  would  have  a  bad  effect  upon 
Ireland.  On  the  contrary,  it  would 
bIiow  those  who  were  waiting  for  out- 
door relief  and  schemes  for  public 
works,  tiiat  they  had  nothing  to  hope 
from  the  Government.  He  fmr.  Oorry) 
believed  that  the  speech  would  do  a 
great  deal  of  good,  especially  to  those 
who  had  the  real  interests  of  Ireland  at 
heart.  The  distress  in  Ireland  was  a 
subject  which  must  occupy  the  attention 
of  ereiyone  who,  like  him,  had  lived  all 
his  life  in  the  country.  He  could  not 
but  feel,  when  the  Chief  Secretary  was 
speaking  of  the  wrett&ed  hovels  he  bad 
visited  in  Donegal,  tiiat  he  himself  had 
precisely  the  «ime  impresBion  made  on 
his  mind  the  first  time  he  travelled  in 
the  West.  One  thing  struck  him,  how- 
ever, and  that  was  the  healthy  appear- 
ance of  the  children.  If  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary had  gone  into  some  of  the  dis- 
tricts in  Donegal  on  a  Sunday  and  seen 
the  people  going  to  their  places  of  wor- 
diip,  he  would  have  been  struck  with 
the  difference  in  their  appearance  from 
that  presented  on  his  recent  visit.  With 
respect  to  the  measures  enumerated  by 
the  Chief  Secretary  as  forming  the  Irish 
Programme  of  the  Session,  they  were 
notlikdy,  on  the  wh(de,  to  be  prodno* 
tire  'of  any  great  oonfliot  of  opinion ; 
h«t  there  mts  at  least  one  of  thna  whiob 


would  provoke  considerable  criticism. 
The  system  of  outdoor  relief  such  aa 
was  advocated  by  popular  Members,  as 
they  called  themselves  in  Ireland,  he 
felt  very  strondiy  would  be  the  ruination 
of  Ireland.  He  had  had  some  experi- 
ence of  a  relief  fund,  and  he  must  say 
that  even  in  Belfast,  without  a  test,  it 
was  almost  impoesiblo  to  prevent  the 
absolute  demoralization  of  the  people. 
From  the  statement  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary he  was  pleased  to  notice  that  the 
Government  were  taking  the  right  step, 
that  nothing  was  to  be  expected  from 
them  in  the  way  of  extending  outdoor 
relief,  and  that  the  workhouse  test  was 
the  right  test  that  should  be  imposed. 
The  instances  given  by  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary of  how  local  government  was  under- 
stood by  Boards  of  Guardians  in  Ireland 
would  show  the  House  that  any  exten- 
sion in  that  direction  at  the  present  time 
would  be  disastrous.  The  fact  that  in 
some  oases  i3iB  Board  of  Ghiardians  bad 
had  to  be  dissolved  and  administrators 
appointed  by  the  Local  Government 
Board  was  not  a  hopeful  augury  of  the 
success  of  any  such  scheme  for  the  ex- 
tension of  local  self-government.  The 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Fomell)  bad  stated  that  loyalty  was  no 
better  in  Ulster  than  iu  the  otiier  parts 
of  Ireland ;  but  he  (Mr.  Corry)  knew 
that  if  it  had  not  been  for  the  loyalty  of 
that  Frovinco  the  government  of  the 
country  would  be  even  more  difficult 
than  it  was  at  present.  It  was  the  self- 
relianoe  and  industry  of  Ulster  that  made 
it  so  different  from  any  other  part  of  the 
country;  and  while  it  was  a  fact  that 
many  of  the  maanfiaetnrers  there  could 
employ  more  hands  at  their  works,  those 
who  lived  on  the  shores  of  the  Atlantio 
were  not  fitted  for  that  kind  of  work. 
He  should  like  to  see  industries  scattered 
over  the  country;  but  until  they  had 
some  guarantee  Uiat  capital  would  be 
safe  they  could  not  look  for  this  being 
done.  If  the  Gijvemment  gave  assist- 
ance by  way  of  loans  in  promoting  rail- 
ways and  tramways,  it  wotild  be  of  great 
advantage  to  the  country.  The  Treasury 
had  been  too  stringent  in  its  regulations 
with  reference  to  some  of  these  loans^ 
and  they  could  not  do  better  than  relax 
them  somewhat. 

Mr.  BLAKE  said,  he  regretted  that 
the  four  BepresentatiTes  of  maritime 
oonstituendes — Ootinty  Cork,  County 
Mayo,  County  Galwsy,  and  Tralee — had 
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n6t  mentioned  the  means  of  employing 
the  public  money  which  would  be  most 
advantageous  to  that  part  of  the  popula- 
tion of  Ireland  who  lived  near  the  sea 
coast.  Nothing  was  more  desirable 
than  that  the  expenditure  should  be,  if 
possible,  of  a  reproductive  character, 
and  no  expenditure  he  believed  would 
be  more  remunerative  than  that  which 
was  devoted  to  increasing  the  fishing 
capabilities  of  the  country.  The  Be- 
ports  of  tlie  Eishery  Inspectors  showed 
that  there  was  great  need  of  increased 
harbour  accommodation  for  the  fisheries, 
and  that  very  good  results  would  follow 
from  an  outlay  for  that  purpose.  A 
Committee  had  reported  upon  the  eligi- 
bility of  70  sites,  and  groat  hopes  were 
entertained  that  the  Government  would 
make  a  substantial  grant.  It  had  now, 
however,  been  announced  that  £3,200 
only  would  this  year  be  applied  to  har- 
bour extension.  That  was  but  a  drop 
in  the  ocean ;  about  £200,000  sterling 
was  required  at  the  least.  With  respect 
to  emigration,  he  agreed  with  tiie  hon. 
and  learned  Sfember  for  Mayo  (Mr. 
O'Connor  Power),  that  if  emigration 
was  to  do  any  good  the  holdings  from 
which  families  had  been  removed  must 
be  consolidated  and  prevented  &om  again 
being  sub-divided.  There  were  several 
causes  to  account  for  the  depressed  state 
of  Irish  agriculture.  In  the  first  place, 
Ireland  suffered  from  want  of  sun  fully 
as  much  as  any  other  part  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  According  to  an  eminent  as- 
tronomer, a  hole  had  been  burnt  in  the 
sun  since  the  creation,  into  which  ten 
worlds  at  least  could  be  thrown.  If  this 
went  OD,  it  would  some  day,  like  the 
mooQ,  become  a  bumt-out  cinder.  When 
thatohange  should  have  been  effected  the 
inhabitants  of  the  earth  would  either  be 
frozen  or  drowned.  The  power  of  the 
ann  was  really  decreasing  very  rapidly, 
and  the  yield  of  brops  was  insumoieDt 
in  consequence.  Another  fiiotOT  to  be 
taken  into  acconat  when  considering  the 
gloomy  prospects  of  Irish  agriculture 
was  American  competition  ;  and  we  were 
threateaed,with  competition  from  a  fresh 
quarter — namely,  Canada.  The  Pacific 
Bailway  would  soon  bring  within  the 
reach  of  civilization  millions  of  fertile 
acres.  One  most  fertile  belt  of  land  to 
which  that  railway  would  give  access 
was  1,000  miles  long  and  300  miles 
broad.  When  the  resources  of  Canada 
should  be  fully  devoloped,  it  would  be 
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difficult  to  measure  the  loss  to  tlLe  agri- 
cultural population  of  Ireland.  At  the 
present  moment  in  Connemara,  Mayo, 
and  other  districts,  the  people  were  in 
such  a  hopeless  state  of  misery  that  if 
land  were  given  to  them  for  nothing  they 
could  not  support  themselves  properly. 
In  the  districts  to  which  he  referrra  tha 
misery  of  the  people  even  in  good  times 
was  more  hopelesB  tiian  anywhere  dae. 
Thousands  of  people  during  the  greater 
part  of  the  year  never  tasted  a  Stoji  of 
milk  and  existed  on  bad  potatoes.  What 
that  meant  would  be  better  understood 
when  it  was  remembered  that  physiolo- 
gists laid  down  that  in  order  to  obtain  suf- 
ficient nourishment  out  of  potatoes  a  man 
must  consume  1 4  lbs.  of  them  per  diem, 
but  that  it  was  impossible  for  any  man 
to  consume  more  than  5  lbs.  in  that  time. 
He  was  now  about  to  say  something 
which  he  knew  would  be  received  with 
dissatisfaction  in  Ireland.  He  had  said 
many  things  in  the  past  to  please  his 
constituency ;  but  he  was  now  under 
notice  to  quit,  as  the  hon.  Member 
below  him  (Mr.  Bichard  Power)  knew 
unoommonly  well,  and  he  intended 
unhesitatingly  to  speak  the  truth.  Aji 
long  as  he  was  a  little  popular,  he  was  to 
a  great^extent  tongue-tied,  but  he  did  not 
intend  to  be  so  any  longer.  His  advice 
to  his  countrymen  who  intended  to  emi- 
grate was  that  they  should  emigrate  to 
British  America.  He  bad  been  over  the 
whole  of  the  United  States  and  over  the 
whole  of  Canada,  and  he  had  found  that 
in  the  latter  country  the  Irish  were 
treated  with  infinitely  more  consideration 
than  in  the  former,  both  by  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  people.  In  the  United 
States,  Irishmen  who  were  unwilling  that 
their  children  should  receive  the  State 
education,  which,  in  the  opinion  of 
Boman  Catholics,  was  a  godless  educa- 
tion, were  nevertheless  compelled  to  pay 
the  education  tax.  In  British  America 
the  case  was  very  different.  If  they  did 
not  avail  thems^ves  of  the  State  educa- 
tion, they  were  allowed  the  tax  to  educate 
their  children  as  they  pleased.  There  the 
Dominion  Government  took  great  care 
of  emigrants.  In  the  United  States  the 
contrary  was  the  case,  and  but  for  the 
association  over  which  Mr.  Tuke  pre- 
sided, and  similiar  societies,  emigrants 
would  often  be  placed  in  very  difficult 
positions.  Nothing  could  be  more  absurd 
than  to  put  poor  emigrants  from  Sligo, 
Kerry,  or  Boscommon,  into  posseaaion  of 
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land  immediatelv  upon  their  arrival  in 
America.  He  had  himself  Been  some 
30  or  40familie8who  were  each  given  160 
acres  of  land  in  Minnesota,  and  who 
did  not  know  what  to  do  with  it  The 
land,  in  fact,  was  a  white  elephant  to 
them.  One  of  these  settlers  told  him 
that  at  home  he  spent  half  his  time 
in  idling  outside  his  house  door,  and  the 
other  half  in  fighting  with  the  landlord. 
What  could  such  men  know  about  farm- 
ing ?  The  Canadian  Government,  see- 
ing the  disadvantage  of  giving  |land  to 
emigrants  immediately  after  their  ar- 
rival, proposed  to  convey  them  to  On- 
tario, where  work  would  be  given  them, 
for  which  they  would  get  £40  a-year 
and  their  maintenance,  and  after  some 
time,  when  they  should  have  acquired 
Colonial  experience,  each  man  would  be 

fiven  1 60  acres  of  land  in  the  GreatWest. 
^  Exaggerated  ideas  prevailed  about  the 
inclemency  of  tlie  weather  in  the  West. 
It  was  true  that  it  was  very  cold  there, 
and  at  one  time  this  year  the  thermo- 
meter stood  at  50  degrees  below  zero.  But 
the  dryness  of  the  atmosphere  rendered 
the  country  healthy,  and  as  a  proof  that 
it  was  BO  he  might  state  that  the  des- 
cendants of  the  settlers  who  went  there 
at  the  instigation  of  Lord  Selkirk 
many  years  ago  were  some  of  the 
finest  people  whom  he  had  ever  seen. 
A  great  number  of  emigrants  had  told 
him  that  they  preferred  the  climate 
of  Manitoba  ana  the  West  to  that  of 
their  own  country.  In  Manitoba  the 
people  were  compelled  by  law  to  be  total 
abstainers,  and  many  physicians  had 
told  him  that,  in  spite  of  the  cold,  they 
had  never  even  had  occasion  to  order 
their  patients  to  take  alcohol  medicinally. 
For  the  reasons  which  he  had  stated,  he 
trusted  that  in  future  a  fair  number  of 
emigrants  would  be  directed  to  British 
America;  and,  in  conclusion,  he  desired 
to  lay  stress  upon  the  fact  that  it  was  a 
great  mistake  to  suppose  that  all  emi- 
grants ought  to  be  provided  with  land 
as  soon  as  they  landed  in  America. 

Me.  O'StTLLIVAN  said,  he  felt  very 
groat  pleasure  in  supporting  the  Amend- 
ment under  the  consideration  of  the 
House.  It  was  quite  true  that  the  dis- 
tress in  Ireland  did  not  prevail  generally; 
but  it  was  well  known  that  uie  people 
of  Donegal,  parts  of  the  County  of  Cork, 
and  parts  of  Kerry,  were  in  very  groat 
distress ;  in  fact,  it  was  as  bad  aa  in  1879. 
He  was  astonished  to  hear  the  right 


hon.  (Gentleman  the  Ohi^  Secretary 
say  in  his  speech  on  the  previous  even- 
ing that  he  had  no  remedy  to  offer  for 
tiie  distress  except  the  workhouse.  Bad 
as  the  Conservative  Party  were,  he  did 
not  think  they  would  allow  the  people  of 
Ireland  to  die  of  starvation,  which  many 
of  them  would  undoubtedly  do  rather 
than  enter  the  workhouse.  He  could 
assure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  he 
knew  very  Uttle  of  the  feeling  of  the 
people  of  Ireland  on  the  subject  of  the 
workhonse  test,  or  he  would  not  have 
made  that  statement.  From  his  (Mr. 
O'SuUivan's)  experienee,  he  coold  assure 
the  House  that  there  were  widows  and 
children  who  would  have  starved  to- 
gether in  their  miserable  hovels  rather 
than  become  paupers.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  no  idea  of  the  pride  of 
the  people  of  Ireland  in  this  matter  of 
the  workhouse.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  no  idea  of  the  spirit  of  pride 
which  these  poor  people  had,  or  their 
hatred  of  becoming  paupers.  Had  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  any  experience 
how  children  reared  in  workhouses 
turned  out,  and  what  bad  members  of 
society  they  became?  Surely,  bad  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  known  the  de- 
moralizing effect  of  the  workhouse  on 
Irish  children,  he  would  not  have  en- 
couraged the  idea  of  workhouse  relief  to 
ohildren  as  he  had  done  on  this  occasion. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  afraid,  if 
he  gave  additional  powers  to  Guardians, 
he  would  increase  uie  tax  on  the  rates. 
He  found  that,  as  a  general  rule,  the 
m^jorit7  of  Guardians  were  reluctant  to 
relieve  even  the  worst  oases.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  give 
the  people  relief,  he  might  at  least  give 
them  employment.  There  were  many 
ways  of  doing  so.  There  was  the  re- 
clamation of  waste  lands.  Let  the  Go- 
vernment give  the  power  to  Boards 
of  Guardians  to  make  advances  by  way 
of  loans  of  such  an  amount  of  money  as 
they  might  see  fit  for  the  purpose  of  re- 
claiming waste  lands.  They  would  see 
the  great  amount  of  good  that  would  do 
in  many  ways.  It  would  give  employ- 
meut  to  the  people,  it  would  reclaim 
waste  lands,  it  would  ultimately  make 
additional  homes  for  the  people  who 
had  no  Itomes  at  prMent.  There  were 
many  parts  of  Ireland  with  thousands 
and  thousands  of  acres  lying  waste  at  pre- 
sent which,  if  planted  with  trees,  would 
repay  the  outlay  threefold.    Then  there 
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was  another  way  in  which  the  right 
hon.  G(«ntleman  might  give  relief.  If 
the  Government  would  grant  loans  to 
small  tenants  ander  £10  valaatioo,  they 
would  be  enabled  to  improve  their  land, 
and  it  would  give  employment  to  them- 
eelvea  and  their  families  as  well  as  im- 
proving the  general  wealth  of  the 
country.  Many  things  would  be  done 
with  these  loans,  and  there  would  not  be 
the  slightest  danger  of  their  not  being 
repaid.  The  Government  might  also 
do  something  to  forward  arterial  drain- 
^e,  which  was  so  badly  wanted  in  many 
parts  of  the  country.  In  Ulster  there 
were  thouaanda  of  acres  going  to  waste 
for  want  of  £20,000  or  £30,000.  He 
was  quite  cure  if  the  Government  would 
lend  that  sum  on  easy  terms,  it  would 
bring  in  £7,000  or  £8,000  a-year  to  the 
farmers,  and  in  a  few  years  the  capital 
and  interest  would  be  repaid.  This  was 
only  one  of  the  many  ways  in  which 
employment  could  be  given  to  the  people 
without  any  loss  to  the  Government  or 
ratepayers.  Then  there  was  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Land  Act.  Not  a  word  had 
been  said  by  the  Government  as  to  the 
amendment  of  that  Act,  though  it  was 
BO  urgently  wanted.  That  part  of  the 
Act  dealing  with  leaseholders  was  very 
badly  in  need  of  amendment.  Anyone 
who  knew  Ireland  could  not  be  unaware 
of  the  dissatisfied  condition  of  the  lease- 
holders. A,  B,  and  C,  simply  because 
they  had  no  leases,  might  have  their  rents 
reduced  from  20  to  30  per  cent,  while 
another  man,  because  he  was  industrious 
and  had  more  capital,  was  obliged  to 

{)ay  largely  in  excess  of  the  value  of  the 
and  in  the  district.  There  was  nothing 
more  calculated  to  make  the  people  dis- 
satisfied and  disloyal  than  this.  He 
knew  many  leaseholders  who  could  not 
have  paid  their  rent  had  it  not  been  for 
the  aid  ihey  received  from  other  sources. 
In  the  county  which  he  represented  and 
in  the  County  Cork,  there  were  many 
poor  tenants  who  had  given  notice  to 
the  Court  for  a  re-valuation  of  their  laud 
nine  and  even  12  months  since,  and  the 
cases  had  not  yet  been  heard.  These 
people  were  satisfied  that  they  would 
receive  a  reduction  of  from  80  to  40  per 
cent,  and  yet  they  had  to  live  into  the 
second  year  smce  the  passing  of  the  Act 
at  a  rai^  rent  owing  to  their  cases  not 
havine  been  decided.  He  thought  one 
rema»  in  the  speech  of  the  right  hou. 
Gentieman  the  Chief  Secretary  ought 
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not  to  go  uncontradicted.  The  tight 
hon.  Gentleman  said  that  the  taxpayers 

of  England  had  on  many  occasions  come 
forward  to  relieve  the  poor  of  Ireland. 
He  had  been  nine  or  ten  years  in.  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  he  did  not 
know  any  occasion  upon  which  the  Eng- 
lish taxpayers  had  been  called  upon 
to  assist  the  people  of  Ireland.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  spoken  of 
the  Seeds  Loan  ;  but  he  omitted  to  tell 
the  House  that  the  Seeds  Loan  had  to  be 
paid  back  again.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  the  right  to  tell  the  House 
that  the  English  taxpayer  was  relieved 
by  the  Irish  Church  Fund,  and  by  the 
Maynooth  Grant;  so  that  the  case  lay 
the  other  way.  The  right  hon.  Q«ntle- 
man  admitted  that  he  saw  misery  in 
many  parts  of  Ireland ;  but,  in  spite  of 
what  he  saw,  he  admitted  that  he  had 
no  remedy  to  propose  except  the  work- 
house. He  knew  the  poor  people  of 
Ireland,  and  he  knew  that  thousands 
would  die  of  starvation  in  their  miser- 
able homes  sooner  than  aooept  the  shel- 
ter of  the  workhouse. 

Me.  J.  N.  EIOHARDSON  said,  that 
he  had  voted  against  the  two  Amend- 
ments which  had  already  been  proposed 
on  this  subject  to  the  Address  ;  but  he 
had  extreme  pleasure  in  supporting  the 
Amendment  which  had  now  been  brought 
forward.  He  believed  it  to  contain  mat- 
ter which  might  well,  indeed,  be  debated 
in  the  House,  and  he  oould  only  regret 
that  the  time  occupied  in  debating  those 
previously  moved  had  not  been  devoted 
to  the  debating  of  tiie  Amendment  now 
before  the  House.  The  Amendment 
might  be  divided  into  two  or  three  parts. 
It  pointed  out  that  no  allusion  was  made 
in  the  Speech  on  the  subject  of  local  or 
county  government,  and  on  the  subject 
of  amendments  to  the  Land  Act.  The 
matter  of  distress  had  been  so  fully  and 
ably  alluded  to  by  the  Irish  Members  on 
"both  sides  of  the  House,  that  he  did  not 
think  it  was  his  duty  to  occupy  the  time 
of  the  House  in  speaking  upon  it,  except, 
perhaps,  to  allude  to  what  fell  from  his 
two  hon.  Friends  opposite.  He  listened 
with  a  great  deal  of  interest  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  County  of  Waterford 
(Mr.  Blake),  and  was  delighted  to  hear 
him  declare  that  from  that  time  forward 
he  meant  to  speak  the  truth  in  the  House 
— not  that  he  meant  to  insinuate  fiir  a 
moment  that  he  had  ever  heard  him  say 
anyUiing  which  was  not  true — and  fas 
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only  alludecl  to  the  matter  for  the  pur- 
pose of  saying  that  he,  too,  intended  in 
futnre  to  fearlessly  speak  the  truth  in 
that  House.  If  the  Government,  from 
the  remarks  which  had  been  made  in 
the  course  of  that  debate,  saw  their  way 
to  instruct  an  ofi^er  of  the  Local  Oovern- 
ment  Board  to  come  forward  with  a 
scheme  for  the  relief  of  the  distress,  or 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  could  see  his  way 
to  bring  forward  a  loan,  he  would  re- 
spectfimy  impress  upon  the  Gfhief  Smsre- 
tary  for  Ireland  that  he  did  not  think 
the  money  could  be  better  spent  or  de- 
voted to  a  better  purpose  than  to  the 
purpose  so  well  advocated  by  his  hon. 
Fnend  —  namely,  in  the  erection  of 
fishery  piers  around  the  coast  of  Ireland. 
He  did  not  altogether  agree  with  the 
speech  which  had  been  delivered  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Belfast  (Mr.  Corry) ; 
but  there  was  one  part  of  it  which  he 
would  like  to  emphasize  if  he  could. 
It  was,  that  if  there  were  more  con- 
fidence in  some  parts  of  Ireland,  there 
was  an  abundance  of  capital  in  England 
and  Scotland — he  would  go  further, 
there  was  an  abundance  of  capital  in 
TTlstor  itself— to  promote  industriesinthe 
other  parts  of  Ireland.  If  there  existed 
in  England  and  Scotland,  or  in  Ulster,  a 
little  more  confidence  that  a  fair  oom- 
merdal  return  for  capital  invested  would 
not  be  interfered  with  by  agitation,  he 
believed  that  capital  would  be  forth- 
coming. Knowing  something  of  the 
Btat«  of  trade  in  the  North  of  Ireland, 
he  believed  hon.  Gentlemen  would  bear 
him  out  in  saying  that  they  had  not  too 
many  workers,  at  the  present  time  to 
conduct  that  trade.  There  were  two 
ways  of  supplying  the  want  of  the 
workers — one  was  to  bring  the  workers 
to  the  work,  and  the  other  was  to  take 
the  work  to  the  workers.  He  believed 
that  under  the  special  circumstances  of 
the  linen  trade,  and  knowing  that  shel* 
tered  v^eys,  away  from  large  towns, 
with  water  power,  were  pre*eminently 
suited  for  tiie  erection  of  Unen-weaving 
ikctoriea,  considerablo  ca^tal  would  be 
distributed  throughout  Ireland  in  the 
erection  of  factories,  if  the  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen who  professed  to  be  leaders  of 
the  people  would  sternly  and  boldly 
say  —  "  We  must  have  no  agitation 
directed  against  trade."  In  a  speech 
which  some  of  them  might  have  read, 
the  American  pe(^e  had  been  asked  to 


'*  Boycott "  Irish  linen.  He  did  not  sup- 
pose that  the  Americans  "  Boycotted"  the 
linen  ;  but  still  it  showed  the  tone  and 
temper  of  some  people,  and  such  a  sug- 
gestion would  have  the  effect  of  prevent- 
ing English  or  Scotch  capital  flowing 
into  Ireland.  He  would  like  to  direct 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  sub- 
ject of  the  amendment  of  the  Land 
Act.  The  right  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber (Sir  John  Hay)  stated  on  the  pre- 
vious sight  that  he  was  sick  of  the 
Irish  Land  Question.  He  heard  that 
■statement  widiout  the  slightest  surprise. 
He  was  not  surprised  that  English  and 
Scotch  Members  were  sick  of  the  Irish 
Land  Question,  and  he  could  assure  them 
that  they  were  not  as  sick  of  it  as  the 
Irish  Members  themselves  were  —  at 
least,  on  his  side  of  the  House — and  on 
the  Benches  occupied  by  Conservative 
Members.  They  would  gladly  allow  the 
question  to  rest;  and  he  should  be  con- 
tent to  retire  to  the  Back  Benches  to 
listen  to  the  racy  humour  with  which 
Scottish  subjects  were  always  discussed. 
But  their  duty  to  their  constituents  com- 
pelled them  to  continue  bringing  it  be- 
fore the  attention  of  the  House.  All 
that  the  tenantry  in  the  North  of  Ire- 
land reqnuvd  in  the  amendment  of  the 
Land  Act  was  that  what  be  believed 
was  the  intention  of  the  Prime  Minister, 
and  what  he  believed  was  the  intention 
of  the  Liberal  Party,  should  be  carried 
into  effect.  He  would  not  read  any 
extracts  from  the  Prime  Minister's 
speeches,  because  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin)  always 
kept  every  one  of  his  pockets  stnlfed 
with  the  speeches  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman;  but  the  Prime  Minister 
made  a  very  remarkable  simile  in  intro- 
ducing the  Land  Bill  in  1881,  to  which 
he  would  refer.  It  was  this— he  likened 
the  Land  Bill  to  a  policeman,  who  should 
be  within  reach  of  every  person  who 
was  in  danger — of  unfair  rent ;  and  all 
they  asked  at  the  present  time  was  tiiat 
every  tenant  should  really  be  brought 
within  reach  of  the  Act.  At  the  present 
time  two  classes  of  men  were  within 
hail  of  it,  but  they  were  not  within 
reach  of  the  Court.  One  of  them  was 
the  class  of  leaseholders.  A  very  large 
and  important  class  of  those  men,  he 
submitted,  deserved  the  consideration 
of  the  House.  "What  was  the  position 
in  which  they  found  themselves  ?  A  man, 
on  account  <n  continued  good  character, 
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and  on  account;  of  bmng  a  favoured  man, 
and  with  a  desire  to  protect  himself 
against  a  change  of  policy  on  the  part 
of  a  future  landlord,  had  taken  out  a  lease 
in  perpetuity  at  £100.  Owing  to  the 
altned  state  of  the  law,  he  found  him- 
aelf  for  ever  tied  to  pay  £100  a-year, 
when  his  neighbour,  with  not  so  good  a 
character,  and  who  a  few  years  ago 
would  not  hare  been  favoured  as  he 
was,  had  his  rent  fixed  at  a  fair  calcula- 
tion of  £75.  But  the  leaseholder  found 
himself  in  a  worse  position  still.  If  fur- 
ther facilities  were  given  for  tho  pur- 
chase of  property  by  tenants— and,  see- 
ing that  a  scheme  of  that  kind  had  been 
mentioned  by  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
the  Opposition  Bench,  he  thought  it 
probalue  that  some  further  legislation 
would  take  place  in  that  direction — a 
direction  tending  to  create  every  occu- 
pier an  owner — where  would  the  por- 
pertual  leaseholder  find  himself?  He 
would  find  himself  in  this  position,  that 
at  the  end  of  52  years  he  would  have 
paid  £5,200,  and  remaia  still  a  tenant ; 
whilst  the  man  who  had  not  taken  out  a 
perpetual  lease  obtained  his  holding,  got 
his  rent  reduced  immediately,  paid  a 
less  rent,  and  at  the  end  of  52  years  bo- 
came  the  owner  of  his  own  property. 
Ilaving  regard  to  that  state  of  things, 
ho  was  not  surprised  that  the  lease- 
holders should  look  to  the  House  for 
redress.  He  must  say  that  he  was  dis- 
aj)pointed  with  the  speech  of  Lord  Car- 
Imgford  in  "  another  place."  There 
were  two  Bills  to  be  brought  in  for  the 
amendment  of  the  Land  Act  this  Session 
— one  from  the  Ministerial  side  of  the 
House,  and  one  by  Irish  Members  sitting 
opposite.  He  should  have  frequent  op- 
portunities of  expressing  his  views  on 
the. subject,  and  would  not,  therefore, 
detain  the  House.  Before  sitting  down, 
however,  he  should  take  that  oppor- 
tunity of  impressing  upon  the  Govern- 
ment the  desirability  of  rounding  off 
the  corners  of  the  Land  Act.  In  view 
of  a  large  number  of  Home  Eule  candi- 
dates being  returned  at  the  next  General 
Election,  he  would  suggest  to  the  Go- 
vernment the  necessity  of  amending  the 
Land  Act,  so  that  there  would  be  nothing 
but  sentimental  grievances  to  agitate 
over  in  Ireland. 

Mb.  M'COAN  said,  he  thought  the 
whole  subject  of  this  Amendment  had 
received  a  very  incomplete  measure  of 
attention  from  the  Government,  and  one 

2Ir.  J.  I{.  RichardtoH 


AnttPfr  to  Mtr  11 20 

of  the  points  he  specially  referred  to  was 
the  relief  of  distress.  Although  that  had 
been  the  principal  topic  to  which  hon. 
Members  had  addressed  themselves,  yet 
he  did  not  think  that  the  real  urgency  of 
the  question  had  been  Buffioientlypressed 
upon  the  Government.  The  Bpeeoh  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  had  so  completely  proved  the 
existence  of  very  severe  ^stress  along 
the  Western  Coast  of  Ireland,  as  to  dis- 
pense with  need  of  any  further  argu- 
ment or  evidence  about  the  fact.  But, 
while  he  recognized  that  the  Ohief  Secre- 
tary made  out  that  case  to  demonstra- 
tion, he  regretted  deeply  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  tnrown  out  no  hint 
as  to  the  intention  of  the  Government 
to  take  immediate  steps  for  the  relief 
of  the  distress.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  dealt  with  some  of  the  argu- 
ments of  previous  speakers,  and  showed 
that  there  was  much,  to  be  said  against 
a  system  of  outdoor  relief ;  but  he  seemed 
to  confine  his  own  view  of  the  possi- 
bilities of  what  mi^ht  be  done  to  the  sole 
remedy  of  emigration.  He  (Mr.  M'Goan) 
was  not  one  of  those  who  had  an  in- 
superable objection  to  a  well-regulated 
scheme  of  emigration.  He  thought  it 
might  be  tried  usefully  and  with  great 
advantage  to  the  people  themselves,  be- 
cause they  all  knew  that  if  many  of  the 
suffering  peasantry  of  the  West  of  Ire- 
land had  their  small  patches  of  land  for 
nothing,  they  were  not  sufficient  to  sup- 
port them.  Little  or  nothing  was  to  bo 
done  by  migration— that  he  regarded  as 
an  impracticable  method  ;  bo  that  there 
only  remained  emigration,  which  he 
thought  would  afford  greater  and  ulti- 
mately more  adequate  relief  than  any 
other  remedy  that  could  be  applied.  So 
far  as  he  understood  the  speech  <tf  the 
Ohief  Secretary,  he  had  not  attempted 
to  grapple  with  the  fact — tiiat  there  was 
existing  starvation  in  the  country  which 
it  was  the  first  duty  of  any  Government  to 
relieve  and  prevent.  There  wore  two 
primary  obligations  of  a  Govoi-nment — 
to  relieve  famine  where  it  existed,  and 
to  suppress  and  punish  crime.  As  to  the 
extent  to  which  the  Government  had 
discharged  its  obligation  in  the  latter 
regard,  he  confessed  it  had  his  approval 
and  would  have  his  support ;  and  if  the 
Crimes  Act  were  again  before  the  House, 
he  would  give  it  his  vote;  but  he  re- 
garded it  as  an  obligation  of  equal  force 
to  press  upon  the  Government  to  afford 
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relief  to  saoh  distress  as  now  unhappily 
existed  in  the  Western  counties  of  Ire- 
land. It  was  idle  to  talk  of  theories 
of  indoor  relief  and  outdoor  relief,  when 
they  had  the  fact  before  them  that  there 
were  thousands  of  families  sustaining 
life  on  seaweed  and  such  like  garbf^. 
Such  a  state  of  things  was  not  only  a 
scandal  to  the  Government,  but  an 
outrage  on  our  whole  civilization ;  and 
it  was  the  duty  of  the  Qovemment,  in  the 
teeth  of  axij  and  every  economioal  law,  to 
at  once  put  its  hand  into  its  pocket 
and  give  the  necessary  relief.  They  had 
had  a  promise  from  the  Chief  Secretary 
during  the  Autumn  Session  that  if  the 
ordinary  Poor  Law  did  not  meet  the 
distress,  the  action  of  the  Government 
would  be  found  adequate  to  the  occasion. 
But  although  in  December  and  January 
the  distress  bad  become  much  accen- 
tuated, yet  they  had  not  heard  that  a 
shilling  had  yet  been  advanced,  either  in 
the  shape  of  free  grant  or  in  the  way  of 
loan.  The  distress  was  now  worse  than 
ever,  and  he  felt  that  it  was  the  duty 
of  the  House  to  force  upon  the  Govern- 
ment recognition  of  the  fact  that  its 
primary  duty  was  to  deal  witix  this  dis- 
tress. The  duty  of  devising  the  form  in 
which  the  relief  should  be  given  lay  upon 
the  Government;  and  it  was  not  for  any 
mere  private  Member  of  the  House  to 
take  the  responsibility  off  their  shoulders 
by  suggesting  this  or  that  plan.  But 
certain  it  was,  if  they  did  not  do  so,  they 
would  lay  themselves  open  to  the  cen- 
Bore,  not  merely  of  Parliament,  but  of 
the  nation.  He  would  take  lower  ground, 
and  say  that  it  was  a  course  suggested 
by  considerations  of  mere  policy,  which 
he  recommended ;  for  if  it  was  not  done, 
it  might  and  would  fairly  be  said  that 
while  the  GK}Ternmeut  could  sternly 
enough  administer  Coercion  Acts,  they 
could  do  nothing  better  towards  relieving 
distress  than  throw  out  suggestions  of 
shipping  o£E  the  sufferers  to  me  United 
States  or  Canada.  The  House,  however, 
was  quite  familiar  with  methods  of  re- 
lief other  than  those  through  the  Poor 
Law  Guardians.  The  Govranment  were 
not  asked  to  pnt  their  hands  into  the 
Treasury  and  make  gifts,  but  by  making 
loans  at  low  rates  of  interest  the  diffi- 
culty would  be  partly  met.  He  did  not 
profess  to  be  familiar  enough  with  the 
coimties  of  Munster  and  Connaught  to 
be  able  to  say  how  far  the  accounts  given 
of  the  distress  were,  or  not,  exaggerated ; 
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but  from  all  he  had  heard,  he  was  con- 
vinced there  was  great  need  of  reclama- 
tion works,  which,  if  promptly  begun, 
and  carried  out  on  a  large  acale,  would 
afford  such  relief  as  was  now  needed, 
and,  at  the  same  time,  do  much  per- 
manent good  to  the  country. 

Ma.  BEBE8F0RD  said,  that  the 
great  want  of  Ireland  was  capital  to 
employ  the  surplus  population  on  the 
Western  Coasts.  But  why  was  there  no 
money  in  the  country  ?  Why  did  people 
not  go  and  spend  their  money  there? 
It  was  because  of  the  perpetual  agitation 
which  had  been  carried  on  during  late 
years,  and  which  had  driven  every  shil- 
ling away,  and  frightened  everybody 
who  had  money  from  investing  it  in  the 
country.  He  resided  in  Armagh  among 
a  peaceful  and  prosperous  people.  The 
acreage  of  Armagh  was  828,000,  its 
valuation  £420,000,  and  its  population 
168,000.  The  neighbouring  county — 
Donegal — had  an  area  of  1,197,000  acres 
and  a  population  of  260,000.  Armagh 
was  thus  able  to  support  in  comfort, 
relatively  to  its  size,  a  population  double 
that  of  Donegal,  whose  inhabitants  were 
in  a  state  of  tmronic  poverty.  The  cause 
of  the  difference  was  that  in  Armagh  the 
people  had  ample  occupation  and  ample 
capital.  He  considered  the  state  of  the 
country,  though  better  than  it  was  two 
years  ago,  was  not  improving  as  one 
would  wish  to  see.  There  was  a  great 
under-current  of  agitation  still  in  the 
coimtry.    He  would  like  to  see  the 

Eeople  attending  to  their  industries; 
ut,  excepting  the  North,  where  the 
agitation  had  not  gained  a  footing,  the 
people  were  not  settling  down  as  they 
ought,  but  they  ^peared  to  be  on  tip* 
toe  for  new  legislation  in  their  favour. 
Going  South — saytoCavan — he  observed 
a  great  change  from  Armagh  and  the 
North  generuly.  The  cause  that  there 
was  no  employment  for  the  labourers 
except  what  the  farmers  gave  was  that 
there  were  no  resident  gentry.  In  the 
parish  where,  he  resided,  for  instance — 
a  huge  one— he  was  the  only  person  who 
gave  any  sort  of  employment,  and  he 
only  employed  some  16  or  17  men 
on  a  farm  of  160  acres.  The  farmers 
generally  relied  as  much  as  possible  on 
the  labour  of  their  sons.  Oonsequentiy 
there  was  hardly  any  employment  in  the 
country  for  the  surplus  population.  It 
appeared  to  him  that  the  Government 
was  now  called  upon  to  depopulate  tixe 
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country  in  a  neat  measure  by  emigra- 
tion ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  he  believed 
that  if  they  could  see  their  way  to 
employ  the  people  permanently  either 
by  encouraging  manufactures  or  making 
railways,  and  improTin^  the  reBOurces 
of  the  country,  it  would  tend  more  to 

Sroduce  peace  and  quiet  than  any  other 
,ot  that  could  be  passed.  The  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell)  eaid  that  the  Province  of  Ulster 
was  no  more  loyal  than  the  Province  of 
Munster.  He  emphatically  denied  thai. 
The  Province  of  ITlster  was  eseentially 
loyal,  and  its  inhabitants  were  loyal  to 
the  Constitution  of  this  country,  and 
were  determined  to  show  Uieir  loyidty. 
and  their  determination  to  preserve  the 
Union,  no  matter  what  the  saorifioe  might 

be.   

Mr.  B.  FOWEB  said,  he  rose  princi- 
pally to  express  his  deep  regret  at  the 
speech  delivered  the  previous  evening 
by  the  Chief  Secretary,  and  also  to  dis- 
agree with  some  sentiments  expreesed  by 
hon.  Members  who  had  spoken  in  this 
debate.  Of  the  three  Amendments  placed 
on  the  Paper  in  connection  with  Irish 
affairs,  this  he  thought  was  the  most  im- 
portant, and  he  was  sorry  it  had  not 
occupied  the  first  place  on  the  Paper. 
This  debate  had  had  one  good  effect— it 
bad  induced  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
County  of  Waterford  (Mr.  Blake)  to 
speak  the  truth  in  reference  to  an  Irish 
question.  To  a  certain  extent  he  agreed 
with  the  last  speaker  that  capital  would 
not  come  into  their  country  because  of 
u^tation,  and  he  regretted  that  agitation 
would  exist.  But  if  they  wanted  to  kill 
agitation  they  must  remove  its  cause. 
So  long  as  there  were  grievances  in  Ire- 
land, so  long  would  they  have  agitation. 
If  the  people  resorted  to  agitation  it  was 
because  they  had  been  taught  to  believe 
in  it  by  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the 
front  Treasury  Bench.  The  last  recruit 
to  the  Liberal  Party,  Lord  Derby,  in  a 
recent  magazine  article,  had  told  the 
Irish  people  that  anything  they  had 
gained  up  to  the  present  time  was  by 
agitation,  and  that  it  was  not  likely  they 
would  thank  the  Government  for  legis- 
lation which  their  agitation  had  forced 
from  Parliament.  He  should  not  dwell 
on  the  danger  of  teaching  such  doctrines ; 
but  he  wished  that  those  who  accused 
the  Irish  people  of  agitating  would  first 
bring  home  the  chawe  to  the  Govern- 
ment. Something  had  been  said  during 

Mr,  Stmford 


this  debate  about  the  Land  Act>  and  he 
would  admit  that  it  had  done  a  great 
deal  for  the  farmers.  But  there  remained, 
he  was  sorry  to  say,  a  great  deal  to  be 
done  for  them  still.   The  question  was 
by  no  means  settled.  His  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Limerick  (Mr.  O'Sullivan) 
had  adverted  to  the  question  of  leases. 
He  was  in  favour  of  including  leases 
within  the  principle  of  the  Land  Act. 
But  one  thing  ought  to  be  remembered. 
During  the  period  of  the  Irish  Famine^ 
when  the  landlords  were  in  many  cases 
driven  towards  bankruptcy,  leases  at  low 
rents  for  long  terms  were  offered  to  ten- 
ants in  consideration  of  heavy  fines.  No 
records  existed  of  the  money  paid  in 
that  way,  and  there  was  great  danger,  if 
leases  were  broken,  of  the  farmers  hav- 
ing to  pay  largely  increased  rents.  How- 
ever, that  was  a  question  for  the  farmers 
themselves  to  consider.  His  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Waterford  (Mr.  Blake) 
had  referred  to  the  question  of  fisheries. 
He  quite  agreed  that  money  could  not  be 
more  wisely  spent  than  in  encouraging 
the  fisheries  on  the  West  Coast.  There 
were,  however,  certain  difficulties  in  the 
way.    There  was  an  incompetent,  neg- 
ligent, and  unpopular  body  m  existence 
known  as  the  Irish  Board  of  Works.  In 
one  case  a  pier  was  wanted,  and  a  local 
contractor  offered  to  do  the  woi^  for 
£3,700.  The  Board  thought  the  estimate 
too  high,  and  gave  the  work  to  a  con- 
tractor from  a  distance,  who  agreed  to 
take  the  contract  at  a  cheaper  rate.  Bat 
the  first  storm  destroyed  the  pier,  and 
it  was  found  that  the  work  nad  been 
scamped,  uid  all  kinds  of  rubbish  used 
instead  of  mortar.   The  hon.  Member 
for  Waterford  seemed  to  put  faith  in 
the  two  ^sterns  of  emigration  and  con- 
solidation of  the  holdings.   He  (Mr.  B. 
Power)  maintained  that  if  the  people 
emigrated,  it  would  be  the  interest  of 
the  landlords  to  consolidate  the  farms, 
and  there  could  be  no  fear  of  its 
not  taking  place.    The  difiiculty  he  felt 
with  regard  to  emigration  was  this— 
the  Canadian  or  any  other  Govern- 
ment was  prepared  to  do  certain  things 
for  able-bodied  persons,  but  not  for  the 
infirm  or  aged.   It  would  be  all  very 
well  if  the  people  were  taken  like  her- 
rings in  a  barrel — mixed — but  there 
would  be  no  advantage  in  having  the 
able-bodied  removed  and  the  i^ed  and 
infirm  left  to  be  supported  by  ue  rates 
of  Ireland.   At  the  presmt  moment  thtt 
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price  of  labour  had  risen  in  Ireland  to 
an  extravagant  extent,  particularly  in 
TVaterford  and  many  parts  of  Cork  and 
Limerick ;  and  if  this  beneficent  scheme 
of  emigration  was  carried  out,  labour 
Tould  be  made  scarcer  than  ever.  It 
might  be  said  that  farms  should  be  laid 
down  in  grass ;  but  everyone  knew  that 
thousands  of  acres  in  Ireland  were  to- 
tally unfitted  for  that  purpose.  The  hen. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Gal  way  (Colonel 
Nol^)  had  pointed  out  that  whole- 
sale emigration  would  also  have  a  serious 
e^Tect  on  recruiting  for  the  Army.  For 
his  part,  he  had  always  opposed  emiera- 
tiaa,  and  he  always  should ;  he  looked 
upon  it  as  one  of  the  greatest  curses  that 
could  be  inflicted  uiH>n  the  country.  No 
doubt,  in  the  West,  in  Ma^  and  m  Gal- 
way,  there  was  a  congestion  of  popula- 
tion ;  but  the  evil  could  not  be  cured  by 
sending  the  able  and  strong  men  away 
and  ke^ng  the  aged  and  in&rm  at 
home.'  The  Chief  Secretaiy,  in  a  speech 
to  which  he  listened  with  feelings  of 
very  great  pain,  said  that  in  certain 
parts  of  Ireland  there  was  always  dis- 
tress. That,  no  doubt,  was  true.  Ever 
since  the  connection  of  Ireland  and  Eng- 
land there  had  been  distress  in  certain 
parts;  but  the  difficulty  now  was  that 
there  was  hardly  any  part  of  Ireland 
iree  from  distress.  In  his  own  part  of 
the  countiy  the  other  day  400  or  500 
able-bodied  men  sought  from  theBoardof 
Guardians,  not  charity  or  relief,  but  work. 
The  Guardians  had  no  power  to  ^ve  them 
employment ;  and  when  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers came  to  that  House,  and  asked 
that  these  men,  and  thousands  of  others, 
who  were  'able  and  willing  to  work, 
should  have  employment,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  who  was  supposed  to  be  a 
beneficent  Chief  Secretary,  said — "  If 
they  want  work,  Ibt  them  go  into  the 
workhouse,  or  upon  the  emigrant  ship," 
That  was  not  the  way  to  grapple  with 
the  Irish  difficulty.  If  they  wanted  to 
remove  the  Irish  discontent,  and,  he  ad- 
mitted, the  Irish  disloyalty,  do  not  let 
the  Chief  Secretary  speak  in  that  way  to 
a  sensitive  and  high-strung  people.  They 
had  had  bitter  experiences  of  the  work- 
house; and  they  distrusted  very  much 
Government  schemes  of  emigration.  Of 
the  thousands  of  his  countrymen  who 
had  gone  to  America,  many  had,  no 
doubt,  risen  to  eminence ;  but  hundreds 
had  been  lost  in  iniquity — tiie  great  ma- 
jtnity,  indeed,  espeoiaUy  the  men  who 


loitered  about  the  cities,  had  gone  to 
utter  ruin.  He  gave  the  Chief  Secretary 
credit  for  the  beet  motives ;  but  if  he 
failed  in  his  efforts  to  bring  peace  and 
quietness  to  the  country,  it  would  be 
one  of  the  strongest  proofs  of  how  utterly 
impossible  it  was  for  any  Englishman, 
however  gifted,  to  administer  Hie  affairs 
of  Ireland.  Emigration  had  always  been 
the  cure.  Lord  Carlisle  propounded  it 
when  he  went  to  Ireland.  He  was  fol- 
lowed shortly  afterwards  by  the  Earl  of 
Kimberley,  who  also  advocated  it,  and 
said  that  Ireland  ought  to  be  turned  into 
a  sheep  farm  for  feeding  the  manufac- 
turers of  England.  It  was,  indeed,  a 
sad  thing  that  after  800  years  of  connec- 
tion with  England,  and  after  80  years  of 
their  legislation  and  misrule,  Ireland 
should  now  be  in  as  gteat  a  crisis  of 
distress  as  could  visit  any  country,  and 
English  statesmen  should  oome  forward 
and  say — "  The  only  thing  we  can  do  is 
to  send  you  into  the  workhouse  or 
abroad." 

Me.  T.  a,  DICKSON  said,  that,  as  an 
Irish  Member,  he  could  not  but  rogret 
the  valuable  time  that  had  been  wasted 
during  the  last  10  days,  and  that  some 
really  practical  consideration  had  not 
been  given  to  Irish  affairs.  He  agreed 
that  the  question  was  of  the  greatest 
ossible  importance,  and  shoum  have 
een  discussed  before  snbjects  which 
had  wasted  the  time  of  the  House. 
There  was  no  doubt  that  the  real  diffi- 
culty 1^  in  the  congested  districts  of 
Mayo,  Donegal,  and  the  West  of  Ire- 
land; and  how  these  places  were  to 
be  relieved  was  the  difficult  problem 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Trevel- 
yan)  had  to  solve.  As  regarded  it,  he 
(Mr.  T.  A.  Dickson)  had  no  hesitation 
in  saying  that  that  difficulty  would  not 
be  surmounted  by  any  system  of  Poor 
Law  administration  in  the  shape  of  out- 
door temporary  relief,  nor  even  by  filling 
all  the  workhouses  of  Ireland,  while  he 
thought  it  would  be  unwise  and  impos- 
sible to  force  emigration.  At  the  eame 
time,  he  thought  the  Government  were 
bound  to  hold  out  and  give  every 
psssible  facility  to  people  who  wished  to 
emigrate  from  the  congested  districts  in 
order  to  try  their  fortunes  in  a  foreign 
land.  With  regard  to  migration,  that, 
he  thought,  on  a  certain  srale,  might  be 
made  useftd.  There  was  plenty  of  room 
in  Ulster  for  10,000  or  20,000  families; 
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and  anch  a  migration  would  be  of  the 
greatest  benefit,  if  those  families  were 
settled  satiajjoctorily  around  the  large 
ntuiufacturiDff  towni  of  that  Fnmnce ; 
and  it  waa  only  by  permanent  measures, 
byjudidoue  migration  and  emigration, 
that  the  people  of  Ireland  could  poesibly 
be  lifted  out  of  the  chronic  and  hopeless 
state  of  distress  into  vhioh  they  had 
£dlen.  But  vhat  was  to  be  done  with  the 
miserable  holdings  from  whii&  people 
were  taken  ?  It  was  said  that  land- 
lords would  consolidate  them  and  make 
large  farms ;  but  he  (Mr.  T.  A.  Biok- 
son)  thought  the  probability  was  rather 
the  other  way,  as  tiie  largest  amount  of 
rent  was  obtained  oomparatiTely  from 
small  holdings;  and,  unless  the  Go- 
vemment  put  some  barrier  in  the 
way  of  the  small  holdings  thus  vacated 
being  again  occupied,  emigration  and 
migration  wonld  be  no  solution  of  the 
difficulty.  He  fully  concurred  with  the 
suggestions  that  had  been  made  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Belfast  (Mr.  Oorry),  as 
to  the  granting  of  loans  for  the  exten- 
sion of  the  railway  and  tramway  system 
of  the  country.  That  was  a  mibject  that 
had  been  pressed  on  the  ^Treasury  by 
them  year  after  year.  Ho  had  no  hope 
for  Galway  until  Connaught  had  been 
opened  up  by  railways.  There  was  no 
use  in  talking  about  developing  fisheries 
unless  they  could  provide  railway  ac- 
commodation. Fish  were  around  the 
coast  in  abundance — in  fact,  when  cap- 
tured, were  lying  on  the  shores ;  but 
there  was  no  means  of  bringing  them 
rapidly  to  market,  and  they  had  to  be 
sold  below  their  value.  He  knew  of  no 
way  by  which  the  Qovemment  could  so 
quickly  civilize  the  whole  of  Uie  Western 
counties  as  by  promoting  a  system  of 
narrow-gauge  railways,  and  not  leaving 
it  to  private  enterprize.  Every  shilling  of 
money  that  was  invested  would  find  its 
way  back  to  the  Treasury ;  but  the  Go- 
Tsmment  had  not  encouraged  railway 
ezteoision  in  Ireland.  The  Treasury, 
through  the  Board  of  Works,  placed 
all  the  difficulties  they  oould  in  the  way 
of  the  development  of  Irish  industries, 
and  the  result  was  that  the.  Board  of 
Works  was  one  of  the  most  unpopular 
institutions  in  the  country.  Although  it 
was  called  "  Irish  Board  of  Works,"  it 
might  as  well  be  in  London.  It  was 
entirely  under  the  control  of  a  few 
officials  at  the  Treasury,  and  oould  nei- 
ther inaug^nrate  nor  carry  out  any  great 
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scheme  in  connection  witii  Irish  enter- 
prize. A  proof  of  that  would  be  found 
m  the  Return  placed  in  the  hands  of 
hon.  Members  during  the  last  few  dayB. 
That  Betnm  showed  that  the  entire 
amount  advanced  to  Irish  railways  waa 
(Hily  about  £700,000.  and  in  these  figoree 
diere  was  ample  proof  of  the  obstruction 
which  had  beea  offiared  by  TreasmT' 
and  the  Board  of  Works  to  the  extension 
of  railways  in  Ireland.  He  knew  of  one 
railway,  that  from  Ballymena  to  Lame, 
which  had  benefited  the  North  of  Ireland 
to  an  enormous  extent,  and  for  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  County  Antrim  (Mr. 
Chaine)  deserved  credit  for  expending 
his  capital  and  incurring  an  enormous 
amount  of  trouble  and  nsk.  That  hon. 
Gentleman  obtained  a  loan  of  £45,000, 
but  at  what  interest?  Five  per  cent. 
Last  year  a  deputation  waited  on  the 
Treasury,  and  asked  them  to  reduce  the 
interest  to  4  per  cent ;  but  the  Treasury 
promptly  refused  ;  and  now  the  Govern- 
ment were  in  this  position,  in  connec> 
tion  with  this  Irish  enterprize ~that  as 
debenture-holders  they  were  paid  S  per 
cent,  whilst  the  shareholders  were  only 
getting  2  per  cent  He  certainly  thought 
that  the  small  reduction  asked  for  should 
have  been  granted  by  the  Treasury, 
without  hesitation.  Other  railways  in 
Ireland  had  money  at  4  per  cent,  and  not 
near  so  well  secured.  He  was  sorry  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Financial  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Courtney)  was  not 
in  his  place,  as  he  was  anxious  to  put  to 
him  some  questions.  The  Belfast  Central 
Bailway  had  a  loan  of  £100,000  at 
4  per  cent.  Why  was  not  that  loan  in- 
cluded in  this  Return ;  and  why  should 
not  the  Ballymena  and  Lame  Railway 
have  their  loan  also  at  4  per  cent  ?  He 
knew  the  strong  feeling  that  existed  on 
both  sides  of  the  House  as  to  the  rate 
of  interest ;  and  he  could  only  tell  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  that  if  this 
question  came  before  the  House  in 
another  shape,  hon.  Ifembers  on  both 
sides  would,  if  there  was  no  redress, 
move  the  adjournment,  and  have  the 
matter  full;^  discussed.  He  was  sorry  that 
there  was  in  Ulster  the  deepest  disap- 
pointment at  the  programme  of  the 
Government,  especi^y  at  speeches  de- 
livered by  a  Member  of  the  Government 
in  "another  place"  to  the  effect  that 
this  Session  there  was  to  be  no  amend- 
ment of  the  Land  Act,  and  no  reference 
to  County  Boards  for  Ireland.  He 
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must  be  allowed  to  expreea  the  hope 
that  when  the  Prime  Minister  returned, 
and  realized  the  state  of  feeling  that 
existed  in  Ulster  and  all  over  Iroland, 
he  would  ioangurate  l^slation  upon 
these  Questions,  and  remedy  the  defects 
which  he  hims^  admitted  existed  in  tihe 
Land  Act.  The  Goreniment  ought  rest 
assured  that  from  the  Ijond  Question, 
while  the  Land  Aot  remained  without 
amendment,  there  was  no  escape.  The  Act 
mufit  be  amended  sooner  or  later,  and 
the  longer  it  was  delayed  the  House 
would  find  that  the  more  extravagant 
would  be  the  demands.  It  was  impos- 
sible that  1 20,000  leaseholders  could  be 
left  out  as  at  present.  They  must  be 
brought  within  its  scope.  The  working 
of  the  Aot  also  was  much  too  slow. 
When  the  House  passed  the  Land  Aot, 
it  had  no  idea  that  its  benefits  would 
take  two,  three,  four,  or  five  years  in 
reaehing  the  tenants  for  whom  it  was 
passed.  For  instanoe,  the  vast  m^^oiity 
of  tenants  in  Ulster  would  not  have  its 
benefits  for  two  or  three  years  more. 
Out  of  6,000  applications  in  Tyrone,  only 
1,000  hod  been  decided  in  the  past  year. 
Thus  it  would  take  fire  years  to  dispose 
of  the  balance ;  and  during  all  that  time 
the  people  were  to  pay  the  old  rent, 
under  which  they  utterly  broke  down. 
He  wished  to  correct  the  statement  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Armagh  (Mr.  Bere'sford ) 
that  all  the  capital  was  going  out  of  Ire- 
land. It  was  not  so.  As  savings  banks 
and  bank  returns  showed,  the  capital  in 
Ireland  was  every  year  increasing.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Arm^h  blamed  the 
present  condition  of  the  country  as  the 
result  of  the  land  I^slation  of  the  pre- 
sent Oovemment.  He  (Mr.  T.  A.  Diok- 
sou)  had  only  to  tell  him  that  the 
present  condition  of  the  country  and 
agitation  had  been  brought  about  solely 
and  entirely  by  the  misgovemment  of 
the  Tory  Forty  and  his  frimds  in  the 
post. 

Mil  UAGFABLANE  said,  that,  in 
rising  to  speak  to  the  Amendmenl^  he 
waa  oonsoiouB  that  he  was  at  a  dis- 
advantage in  speaking  to  a  House  that 
was  weary  with  the  aiscnssion  of  Irish 
questions,  many  of  which  ought  never 
to  have  been  raised.  The  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Foreter),  a  few  nights  ago,  which 
occupied  about  two  hours  in  delivery, 
would  do  more  mischief  than  the  two 
gears'  Irish  fUlmiiiistration  of  that  right 


hon  Gentleman  as  Chief  Secretary— 
[  Cheg  of  "  Question  !  "] 

Mb.  6PEA£EB:  The  hon.  Member 
is  now  debating  a  matter  which  is  not. 
before  the  House. 

Mb.  MACFABLAKE  aud,  that,  if  he 
had  erred,  he  had  simply  followed  the 
example  of  hon.  Manbers  who  should 
have  known  better.  He  would  not 
pursue  the  matter  farther ;  but  he  de- 
sired to  speak  of  the  policy  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  general  as  regarded  Ire- 
land. He  wished  to  raise  his  voice 
against  the  policy  of  suppressing  opi- 
nions in  Ireland,  because  they  were 
abusive  of  the  Government.  While  he 
sympathized  with  the  efforts  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  put  down  crime,  he  hoped 
the  Ohief  Secretary  for  Ireland  would 
not  class  together  ordinary  crime  and 
political  opmions.  Two  Members  of 
Parliament  were  now  in  jmson  for  ex- 
pressing their  political  opinions— [Mr. 
TuETELTAir  dissented.  1  The  nght  hon. 
Gentloman  shook  his  head.  However, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford  (Mr. 
Healy)  was  in  prison,  for  opinitms 
expressed  by  him  at  a  meeting  at  whidi 
he  (Mr.  MiacfjEirlane)  was  invited  to 
attend.  He  had  been  permitted  to  ad- 
dress a  meeting  of  his  own  constituents; 
but  the  police  and  a  Government  re- 
porter attended,  and  that  was  an  in- 
dignity against  which,  and  the  policy 
it  indicated,  he  protested.  It  was  the 
policy  of  suppressing  opinions  because 
they  involve(f  abuse  of  the  Government. 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  argued 
in  this  roundabout  manner  —  abuse  of 
the  Government  would  bring  the  Govern- 
ment into  contempt,  and  contempt  of 
the  Government  would  produce  excite- 
ment, and  excitement  would  produce 
crime,  and  therefore  it  must  be  stopped. 
In  7^0  limes,  he  (Mr.  Ma^arluie), 
warned  the  Oovemment  that  eeditions 
opinions  were  made  dangerooq  by  pro- 
secution ;  and  that  was  illuBtratect  by 
the  unopposed  return  for  Westmeatii  of 
Mr.  Harrington,  who  put  forward  as  his 
only  qualification  that  he  had  been  pro- 
secuted by  the  GtovOTument.  Yet  the  * 
Gtovemment,  with  a  perfect  absence  of 
decency,  sent  the  prosecutor  of  the  hou. 
Member  for  Mallow  (Mr.  O'Brien), 
to  oppose  his  election  to  that  consti- 
tuency. The  House  had  seen  the  result. 
Tall  talk  was  thoroughly  well  under- 
stood in  Ireland  ;  it  would  be  forgotten 
in  a  day  unless  the  Government  put  it 
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under  a  microBcope  and  minified  it. 
Instead  of  being  a  preventive  of  violent 
roeedies,  the  presence  of  police  and  of  a 
Government  reporter  at  public  meetings 
in  Ireland  was  an  incentive  to  violent 
speeches,  for  violent  speakers  became 
anxious  to  show  the  mob  that  thej  did 
not  care  a  £g  for  the  Government. 
There  were  reasons  why  more  violent 
language  might  be  tolerated  in  Ireland 
than  in  England.  The  crowd  at  an 
Irish  meeting  might  cheer  it,  but  it 
passed  out  of  their  memory  almost  im- 
mediately. Violent  speech  was  tibe 
only  thing  which  did,  as  a  fact,  in- 
fluence the  Government,  either  in  Ire- 
land or  in  England.  A.  leader  of  public 
opinion  in  England  went  into  theCaoinet, 
whUe  a  leader  of  public  opinion  in  Ire- 
land went  into  a  prison.  And  yet  the 
GoTemment  were  surprised  that  there 
shoald  be  agitation  and  violent  lan- 
guage in  Iceland.  Hon.  Gentlemen 
flitting  on  the  Opposition  Benches  told 
the  Irish  people,  as  if  those  people  were 
blind  fools  who  never  gained  anything 
by  experience,  that  they  must  be  quiet, 
or  they  would  get  nothing.  Why,  they 
had  got  nothing  by  silence  in  the  past. 
He  spoke  without  national  prejudice, 
not  being  an  Irishman ;  but  be  could 
not  refrain  from  saying  that  there  was 
no  enactment  on  tiie  Statute  Book  in 
regard  to  Ireland  which  had  not  been 
forced  from  the  House  by  violence. 
There  was  only  one  w^  of  removing 
agitation  in  Ireland.  When  the  Go- 
Temment themselves  confessed  that  cer- 
tain reforms  were  requisite,  and  yet 
would  not  grant  them,  what  could  they 
expect  but  popular  agitation  and  vio- 
lence? The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  Uie  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  had  just  refused 
inquiry  into  an  alleged  Scotch  griev- 
ance until  the  law  had  been  vindicated. 
Three  of  the  insurgents  started  from 
their  homes  in  Skye  to  go  to  Edin- 
burgh—perhaps to  make  an  assault 
upon  Edinburgh  Castle — but,  however 
that  might  be,  they  allowed  themselves 
to  be  arrested  in  Glasgow.  That  rebel 
army  was  arrested  by  one  policeman,  who 
found  them  drinking  toddy  in  a  public- 
house  in  Glasgow.  More  or  less  violence 
was  necessazy,  or  people  with  grievances 
would  not  be  listened  to.  If  Irish  ques- 
tions had  lately  absorbed  the  time  of 
the  House,  it  was  because  they  had 
been  for  years  before  neglected,  vhile 
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Irish  measures  had  been  ignominionaly 
rejected  by  the  other  House.  He  was 
afraid  it  was  almost  impossible  that 

great  agitations  could  be  carried  on 
without  mure  or  less  of  turbulence  or 
crime,  in  which  he  did  not  include  the 
atrocious  assassinations  that  had  dis- 
graced Ireland.  It  was  now  admitted 
that  the  Land  Act  required  amendment; 
why,  then,  did  not  the  Government 
amend  it?  If  all  were  agreed,  it  need 
not  take  two  hours  to  do  it.  The  Kng- 
lish  measures  to  which  precedence  was 
to  be  given  were  nothing  to  the  Irish, 
people.  It  was  of  no  use  talking  to  a 
suitor  about  other  causeB ;  it  was  his 
business  to  get  his  own  cause  brought 
on.  If  the  Land  Act  was  amended  by 
the  Government,  and  two  or  three  things 
more  done,  then  they  would  have  peace, 
quietness,  and  contentment,  and  they 
would  be  able  in  that  way  to  get  at  the 

bottom  of  crime  and  outrage.   

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childebs)  :  Sir,  I  am  not 
one  of  those  who  deprecate  the  length 
of  the  debate  on  the  present  Amend- 
ment; but  I  think  it  would  not  have  been 
without  advantage  if  it  had  preceded 
some  of  the  other  debates,  and  if  we  had 
been  able  to  approach  thisvery  interesting 
question  without  the  little  heat  which 
wasraisedduringtheearlier  Amendments 
to  the.  Address.  I,  at  any  rate,  donotap* 
proach  this  question  with  the  least  wwh. 
to  do  anything  but  what  would  con- 
tribute towards  the  solution  of  the  very 
interesting  and  important  questions  con- 
nected with  thepresentandfuture  welfare 
and  comfort  of  Ireland.  I  ^all  abstain 
from  all  political  controversiee,  becanse 
I  think  it  much  better  to  agree  to  discard 
those  considerations,  which  confuse  the 
real  issues,  and  prevent  us  judging,  as 
calmly  as  we  could  wish,  of  the  practical 
and  economic  questions  arising  out  of  the 
proper  dealing  with  distress  in  the  coun- 
try. Feeling  very  strongly  what  I  have 
just  said,  perhaps  I  may  add  this.  I 
am  not  one  of  those  who  would  shrink 
from  strong  measures  for  the  relief  of 
Irish  distress,  if  I  saw  my  way  to  such 
measures  being  of  permanent,  and  not 
merely  temporary,  utility.  The  great 
difficiuty  we  have  to  deal  with  in  this 
matter — for  debates  on  Irish  distress 
are  periodical — is  that  we  so  often  merely 
look  at  the  present  emergency,  and  &il 
to  see  what  ought  to  be  done,  and  what 
might  be  done,  to  pat  the  Bodol  and 
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economic  conditions  of  Irelancl  on  such 
a  footing  an  would  prevent  the  recur- 
rence of  such  distress.  Therefore,  I  think 
that  I  can  speak  for  myself  and  for  every 
Member  of  the  Government  when  I  say 
there  is  nothing  that  we  shall  desire 
more  than  to  plumb  tothebottom  of  this 
reeaning  difficulty  of  distress,  especiallj 
local  distress,  in  Ireland,  and  do  uie  best 
we  can  to  remove  it.  Having  aud  that, 
win  the  House  now  flirther  ulow  me  to 
say  a  word  as  to  what  we  have  done,  and 

foasibly  indicate  how  we  might  move  ? 
think  both  sides  of  the  House  will  re- 
cognize that  my  right  hon.  Friend  and 
the  Irish  Government  are  doing  their 
very  utmost  to  get  at  the  real  facts  of  the 
case.  I  have  listened  to  the  greater  part 
of  this  debate,  and  I  must  say  that  there 
is  so  much  doubt  as  to  the  facts,  and  as  to 
the  exact  details  of  the  question  of  dis- 
tress, that  it  is  not  difficult  to  indicate 
accurately  what  should  be  the  first  duty 
of  the  Irish  Government.  The  first  duty 
of  the  Irish  Government — and  a  duty 
which  my  right  hon.  Friend  and  Lord 
Bpencer  are  most  thoroughly  discfaarg- 
ing — is  to  ascertain  the  facts  of  the  pre- 
sent distreBB,  its  extent,  and  its  origin. 
I  know,  from  the  perusal  of  the  Papers 
the  Irish  Government  have  collected, 
that  their  duty  is  being  thoroughly  per- 
formed in  that  respect.  The  Government 
in  this  respect  have  chosen  a  good  path, 
and  one  which  will  lead  to  advantage. 
The  nest  point  to  consider  is,  so  far  as 
we  have  gone,  how  do  we  agree  as  to 
the  nature  of  the  present  distress?  I 
listened  with  great  attention  to  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Water- 
ford  (Mr.  E.  Power),  and  I  thought 
he  stated  very  fairly  some  respects  in 
which  the  state  of  Ireland  was  satis- 
factory and  was  unsatisfactory.  He 
made  two — ^I  will  not  call  them  admis- 
sions— but  statements  on  the  satisfaotory 
side  of  the  question.  In  particular,  he 
said  that,  so  far  as  the  grazing  and 
cattle  interests  of  beland  are  concerned, 
we  have  been  passing  throngh  a  period 
of  considerable  prosperity.  He  said  also 
one  thing  which  struck  me  aa  very  im- 
portant— that  there  never  was  a  time  in 
which  wages  were  so  high  in  Ireland. 
To  Englishmen  that  means  a  great  deal, 
and  it  is  a  circumstance  which  ought  to 
be  borne  in  mind.  If  the  condition  of 
things  in  Ireland  is  such  that  wages  are 
high,  yon  have,  at  any  rate,  a  very 
healthy  sign;  for  whenever  we  were 


talking  in  former  years  about  distreas, 
especially  agricultural  distress,  the  fint 
question  always  asked  was — What  is 
the  condition  of  the  labourers ;  are 
wages  high  or  low ;  and  are  large 
numbers  unable  to  find  employment? 
Now,  at  any  rate,  we  know  this—^at, 
speaking  of  Ireland  generally,  wages 
were  never  bo  high.  I  take  it  fairly 
to  represent  the  present  state  of  things 
that  throughout  the  grazing  districts 
generally  there  is  considerable  pros- 
perity ;  and  that  throughout  many  of 
the  agricultural  parts  of  Ireland  there 
is  also  very  fair  prosperity,  although 
it  is  true  that  the  latter  has  suffered 
from  the  recent  rains.  Probably  Ireland 
has  not  suffered  xaore  than  England 
from  excessive  rains ;  but,  on  the  other 
hand,  there  are  again,  aa  there  have 
been  in  previous  years,  three  or  four  con- 
gested districts,  particularly  in  the  West 
of  Ireland,  where  the  population,  in  a 
bad  year,  never  has  been  able  to  live 
satisfactorily,  but  had  to  fall  back  upon 
the  rates,  or  some  other  method  of  re- 
lief ;  where  the  hnldings  are  so  extremely 
small  that  it  is  practically  impossible  for 
a  man,  much  less  for  a  family,' to  live 
upon  them.  What  we  are  asked  to  do 
is  to  find  some  satisfiEictory  way  of  deal- 
ing, not  for  this  year,  but  permanently, 
with  the  condition  of  those  districts,  I 
am  bound  to  say,  so  far  as  I  have  heard 
and  read  the  proposals  emanating  from 
different  parts  of  the  House,  and  great 
authorities  outside — and  I  do  not  ex- 
clude from  thoee  the  Boman  Catholic 
Biehops  of  the  Westwho  have  approached 
the  Government — that  there  seems  to  be 
the  greatest  possible  difference  of  opinion 
as  to  the  best  method  of  dealing  with 
this  question.  We  have  had,  first  of 
all,  to  set  against  each  other  indoor  and 
outdoor  relief.  So  far  as  I  have  been 
able  to  collect  the  opinion  of  the  Boman 
Catholie  Bishops,  whose  authorih^  has 
been  put  forward,  they  are  not  in  nvonr 
of  returning  to  a  ^stem  of  outdoor  re- 
lief. Again,  the  propoaid  has  been  made, 
and  made  with  great  force  this  day,  that 
we  should  return  to  the  system  of  public 
works,  and  that,  in  distressed  districts, 
the  Government  should  initiate  and  re- 
vert to  a  system  which,  no  doubt,  saved 
many  lives  in  former  years,  whatever 
may  be  its  economic  advantages.  To 
that,  also,  I  am  bound  to  remind  the 
House  that  the  Bishops  are  as  strongly 
opposed.   Th^  look  forward  to  the  in- 
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troductioa  of  such  a  BTstem  as  mis- 
chierons.    So  that  on  both  questions 
there  is  great  difference  of  opinion.  My 
hou.  Friend  the  Member  for  Tyrone 
QXr,  Dickson)  said  he  thought  the  Eng- 
lish authorities  were  very  much  to  blame 
for  not  making  more  liberal  adrancee 
towards  the  eonstruction  of  Irish  rail- 
wajrs.   I  am  much  obliged  to  him  for 
calling  OUT  attention  to  the  subject,  be- 
cause It  wM  one  in  which  I  took  great 
interest  when,  17  years  ago,  I  was  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury.    The  greater  part 
of  such  loans  was,  I  think,  granted  under 
a  measure  whioh  I  had  the  honour  to 
introduce;  so  that  it  is  a  question  in  whioh 
I  have  no  prejudice  against  the  view  of 
my  hon.  Friend.   On  the  other  hand,  we 
must  remember  two  things — one,  that,  for 
the  good  of  Ireland,  it  is  most  important 
that,  if  possible,  these  advances  should 
be  made  by  private  capitalists,  instead 
of  by  the  Goveniment.  On  that  ground 
the  GoTemment  are  obliged  to  oarefoUy 
consider  the  question  of  any  advance 
from  public  money.   Again,  u  to  the 
rate  of  interest.   If  the  GoTemment 
has  been  receiving  6  per  cent  interest 
won  particular  loans,  I  must  remind  the 
House  that  railways  at  the  present  time 
ate  able  to  raise  debentures  at  Z\  per 
cent ;  and  it  ia  a  serious  econonuic— it  ia 
even  a  political  question,  whether  a  state 
of  things  mi^ht  not  be  brought  into  Ire- 
land by  which  capital  oould  be  again 
attracted  to  that  country.   I  think  it 
would  be  far  more  for  the  benefit  of 
Ireland — I  say  this  most  sincerely — if 
the  economic  condition  of  Ireland  was 
such  that  she  could  go  into  the  market 
and  borrow,  as  she  oonld,  on  debenture 
stock  at      per  cent  from  private  indi- 
viduals, instead  of  6  per  cent  from  the 
Government.   We  ought  to  do  our  best 
to  raise  Ireland  to  such  a  condition  as 
would  enable  her  to  obtain  capital  from 
rivate  persons,  so  that,  insteadof  money 
owing  from  Ireland,  it  should  flow  into 
it.   Everyone  who  has  acted  as  a  trustee, 
or  in  any  other  capacity,  and  had  expe- 
rience of  mortgages  in  belaud  lately, 
must  know  that  money  is  flowing  from 
Ireland,  and  not  into  it,  and  that  there  are 
many  public  bodies  who  will  not  advance 
money  on  Irish  aaeurity,  howerer  ample. 
I  take  it  that  the  abolition  of  that  state 
of  things,  and  the  restoration  to  the  more 
healthy  state  of  tiungs  which  prevailed 
a  few  years  ago,  is  of  far  more  import- 
ance and  benefit  to  Ireland  than  many  of 
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the  proposals,  good  as  th^  may  be  in 
themselves,  whioh  we  think  would  put  an 
end  to  the  Irish  grievances.  I  hope,there' 
fore,  hon.  Members  from  Ireland  who 
sit  on  the  other  side  will  do  their  best  to 
restore  commercial  confidence  in  Ireland. 
I  do  not  believe,  from  knowledge  of  a 
good  many  years,  that  there  is  naturally 
objection  on  the  part  of  English  capital- 
ists to  invest  their  money  in  Ireland.  I 
admit  also  that  it  is  reasonable  that, 
within  proper  limits,  some  asastanoe 
should  be  given  from  tiie  Treasury,  when 
every  other  power  of  granting  mouOT 
fails.  But  othen  oug^t  not  to  I 
should  like  to  say  a  word  or  two  on  the 
subject  of  emigration.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  pointed  out,  with 
considerable  force  last  night,  what  the 
advantages  of  emigration  in  Ireland 
were.  On  the  other  side,  *e  have  heard 
to-day  some  of  the  difficulties  with  which 
those  who  wish  to  promote  emination 
in  Ireland  find  themselves  met.  i.  have 
always  felt  that  there  is  great  force  in 
these  dif&oulties.  It  is  undoubtedly  true 
that  there  is  an  objection — not  an  unna- 
tural objectiffli,  I  ma^  venture  to  say  not 
an  unfounded  objection — on  the  purt  of 
those  who  are  responsible  for  the  reli- 
gious education  of  the  Irish  people,  to 
large  bodies  of  people  eoing  to  distant 
and  fcMreigtt  parts  of  the  wmld,  where 
they  were  apt  to  fall  into  tmnptation, 
and  lose  the  advantage  of  their  earlier 
religious  teaching.  I  think,  with  any 
system  of  administration  with  whioh  the 
Government  might  be  connected,  it  ia 
necessary  to  bear  that  in  mind.  But 
in  dealing  with  the  question  of  emi- 
gration, I  think  the  House  ought  to 
know  what  are  the  real  facts  in  con- 
nection with  the  actual  emigration  from 
Ireland  which  goes  on  at  the  present 
time.  This  debate  has  been  earned 
on  almost  as  if  there  was  no  emi- 
gration from  Ireland,  as  if  it  was 
wrong,  and  something  never  heard  of 
before ;  and  those  who  nave  spoken  Teiy 
strongly  on  the  subject  have  imputed  to 
the  Government  some  twrible  ^an — a 
novelty  in  Irish  histoiy— of  deporting  to 
foreign  countries  vast  numbers  of  Inah 
subjects.  That  is  not  the  case  at  tlH.  I 
find  that  the  emigration  ttota  Ireland, 
begining  in  1856,  was  at  tiie  rate,  up  to 
1860,  of  over  100,000  persons  per  an- 
num. Up  to  1666,  the  number  was 
about  140,000  a-year;  and  up  to  1870, 
about  130,000.   These  figures  referred 
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to  statute  adults,  so  that  tlie  number 
would  be  still  lai^er.  In  1875,  the 
aamber  was  horn  60,000  to  70,000, 
and  since  that  they  have  fluctuated 
until,  in  1880,  the  number  of  emigrants 
from  Ireland  reached  98,000  statute 
adults,  or  about  120,000  souls,  and  in 
1881,  76,000,  or  probably  100,000  souls. 
The  peouliarity  of  this  emigration— -and 
this,  I  think,  is  a  point  to  which  the 
attention  of  the  House  ou^t  to  be  called 
—is  that  whether  to  the  united  States, 
or  to  Canada,  or  other  Colonies,  it  has 
Goourred  not  because  the  people  had 
elected  those  countries  rather  than  others 
to  which  to  go,  but  because  they  had 
received  from  their  friends  and  relations 
already  established  there  the  money 
wherewith  to  join  them.  That  process 
has  reached  such  a  point  that  I  find,  from 
this  last  Return,  that  about  £1,500,000 
Bterling  has  been  remitted  from  America 
and  elsewhere  for  emigration,  and  &om 
Mends  who  had  themselves  emigrated  to 
that  part  of  the  world.  The  argument  I 
draw  horn  that  is  this— emigration,  so 
far,  has  been  <m  Buch  a  soale  that  if  it  had 
been  applied  to  those  particular  districts 
it  would  haTe  been  ample  to  relieve  the 
distress.  Butthe  emigration  has  not  taken 
place  from  those  districts,  because  those 
oongested  districts  have  not  already  sent 
a  large  body  of  emigrants  who  could 
remit  money  home  to  take  out  their 
Mends.  It  is  from  other  parts  of  Ire- 
land that  the  emigration  has  gone  on, 
and  the  veiy  fact  of  certain  districts 
being  congested  is  the  reason  why  they 
continue  congested,  because  no  one  leaves 
them  so  as  to  be  able  to  assist  friends 
who  may  be  left  behind.  What  I  have 
•aid  points  to  this — that  if  we  could . 
more  systematize  the  emigration,  so  that 
it  should  relieve  particular  districts,  we 
should  be  able  to  relieve  the  condition  of 
these  small  congested  localities,  without 
at  all  adding  to  the  aggregate  amount 
of  emigration,  and  wi&out  being  ob- 
nozioiu  to  those  partioolar  objeotione 
raised  in  the  debate.  I  cannot  t^ink 
that  the  emigration  of  100,000  or  60,000 
a-year  is  at  all  excessive,  and  it  would 
be  the  greatest  benefit  to  the  Irish 
people  if  it  were  done  upon  a  system,  so 
that  those  particular  districts  would  be 
relieved. ,  Let  me  add  the  necessity,  so 
far  as  I  can  judge— for  I  have  seen  a 
good  many  of  these  most  congested  dis- 
tricts— the  absolute  necessity  of  some 
i^stem  under  which,  if  you  have  re- 


lieved the  superfluous  population,  the 
district  should  not  lapse  back  again  into 
its  former  condition.  I  would  illustrate 
this  by  a  case  I  have  investigated  in  a 
district  in  Donegal  with  a  very  urge  popu- 
lation, where  the  land  was  held  in  small 
holdings  of  an  Bxxe  or  an  acre  and  a- 
half.  Large  numbers  of  emigrants  went 
from  this  district  after  the  Famine,  and  it 
was  hoped  that  the  small  holdings  would 
be  consolidated,  and  a  more  satisfactory 
state  of  things  would  result  in  the  future. 
But  it  was  not  so,  and  I  believe  the 
small  holdings  now  are  as  small  as  they 
were  then  ;  so  that,  unless  you  take  some 
precaution,  you  would  have  the  same 
process  happening  from  generation  to 
generation.  Therefore,  if  we  are  to  en- 
gage in  any  plan  of  this  sort,  it  should 
be  ff^stematized,  so  as  to  make  it  not 
merely  relief  for  the  moment,  but  for  a 
considerable  time  to  come.  There  is 
one  other  point  I  should  like  to  touch 
upon.  A  good  deal  has  been  said  about 
the  importance  of  making  advances  to 
small  tenants  bfl^w  the  une  at  which, 
at  the  present  time,  such  advances  are 
made;  and  a  suggestion  has  been  brought 
forward  in  derate  that  the  difficnllj  in 
making  those  advances  might  be  obvi- 
ated ii  the  small  tenants  fonned  them- 
selves into  clusters,  and  became  jointly 
responsible  for  the  repayment.  I  may 
be  allowed  to  say,  with  great  deference, 
that  I  do  not  think  the  question  has 
been  studied  so  fnlly  as  it  requires  to 
be.  I  want  to  remind  the  House  of 
what  we  have  done,  and  the  difficulties 
which,  in  some  shape  or  other,  we  must 
overcome.  In  earlier  arrangements  for 
advances  to  tenants  it  was  made  a  con- 
dition that  the  tenant  to  whom  the  ad- 
vance was  made  shonld  obtain  the  colla- 
teral security  of  others,  so  that  there 
should  be  a  reasonable  security  for  those 
who  made  the  advances.  The  objection 
was  advanced  at  that  time  that,  if  se- 
curity were  demanded,  people  would  not 
apply  for  assistance;  and  that  was  based 
on  uie  argument  that  a  man  having 
only  a  smaU  holding,  who  had  no  benefit 
from  the  advance,  if  his  brother  tenant 
who  had  received  benefit  should  fail, 
would  feel  himself  greatly  aggrieved  by 
being  called  upon  to  make  up  his  neigh- 
bour's deficiency.  If  that  was  a  sound 
objection  in  the  one  case,  is  it  not  a 
sound  objection  in  the  other?  If  seven 
or  eight  small  tenants  combined  together 
to  obtain  an  advance,  and  if  some  of 
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those  vho  had  the  least  benefit,  and 
possibly  no  benefit,  were  called  upon  to 
make  good  what  had  been  advanced  to 
their  neighbours,  shall  we  not  haye  pre- 
cisely the  same  objection  that  was  raised 
to  the  former  plan  of  surety,  and  wiU 
not  the  whole  thing  end  in  disastrous 
fiulure  ?  I  make  these  suggestions  for 
practical  reasons,  and  not  on  any  mere 
doctrinaire  grounds.  X  may  add  that  what 
ve  want  to  do  is  what  is  most  beneficial 
to  the  people  of  Ireland.  We  want  to 
dicit  on  such  a  question  as  this  the  opi- 
nion of  those  who  are  well  conTersant 
with  the  question ;  ajid  in  that,  as  in 
other  matters,  I  am  bound  to  say  there 
would  be  greater  advantage  to  myself 
as  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  to 
the  Government,  to  have  practical  sug- 
gestions in  carrying  out  the  details  of 
the  Acts  of  the  last  two  Sessions,  so 
that  we  might  honestly  be  enabled  to 
give  effect  to  the  policy  which  the  Clo- 
vemment  believe  will  be,  in  the  end,  of 

Sreat  advantage  to  Ireland.  In  con- 
usion,  I  wouM  express  the  hope  that 
we  may  be  able  to  bring  this  debate  to 
a  dose  before  veiy  long,  so  that  there 
may  be  no  difficulty  in  the  way  of  getting 

into  Supply.   

Sia  WALTEB  B.BARTTELOT  said, 
.  he  quite  agreed  with  much  of  the  speech 
of  tne  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Childers) 
— but  he  must  also  say  that  the  speech 
had  evidently  been  made  with  the  desire 
of  making  things  pleasant  all  round — 
that  this  question  should  not  be  ap- 
proached in  any  narrow  or  Party  spirit, 
but  with  a  sincere  desire  to  help  in 
alleviating  the  distress  now  so  prevalent 
in  Ireland,  and  which,  he  ventured  to 
say,  was  one  of  those  things  the  Govern- 
ment was  bound  to  deal  with.  He  had 
.  listened  attentively  to  the  remarks  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  with  regard 
to  capital.  There  could  be  no  doubt 
that  if  capital  woidd  only  return  to  Ire- 
land in  tiie  way  suggested,  the  position 
of  that  country  womd  be  a  most  for- 
tunate one.  Ireland  would  then  be  on 
a  par  with  this  country,  both  as  regards 
tranquillity  and  prosperity,  and  tliat  was 
what  everyone  wi^ed  to  see  in  Ireland. 
But  thequestion  now  was  the  distress 
in  the  Western  parts  of  Ireland.  No 
man  who  did  not  know  what  tiiat  distress 
was,  and  who  had  not  seen  it,  could 
picture  to  himself  the  miserable  oonditicm 
of  the  people  in  the  Western  portion  of 
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Ireland.  It  was  his  (Sir  Walter  B. 
Barttelot's)  sad  fate,  during  the  whole  of 
the  first  Famine,  to  be  in  that  part  of  Ire- 
land ;  imd  he  would  venture  to  sa-j  that 
from  that  time  to  this  chronic  distress 
had  existed  there;  and,  although  from 
starvation,  emigration,  and  other  causes 
the  population  had  greatly  decreased 
even  in  those  parts,  and  though,  great 
efforts  had  been  made  at  different  times 
to  relieve  them,  yet.  at  the  present  time, 
they  were  in  preoisdy  the  same  oonditipn 
as  in  1646,  while  no  great  effort  had 
been  made  by  either  side  of  the  House 
to  permanently  relieve  that  distress.  He 
was  delighted  to  know  that  they  had  in 
the  present  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  a 
man  of  few  words,  who  was  determined 
to  do  that  which  he  held  to  be  in  the 
best  interests  of  Ireland.  No  one  could 
deny  that  the  condition  of  things  in  the 
West  of  Ireland,  taking  Donegal,  Mayo, 
Galway,  and  even  a  portion  of  the  coun- 
ties of  Limerick,  Clare,  Kerry,  and  Cork, 
required  the  utmost  attention  of  the 
Government,  and  a  determination  that 
such  a  state  of  things  should  no  longer 
exist.  His  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  talked  as  if  this 
was  a  new  question,  and  said  the  Oo- 
Ternment  were  making  inquiries  so  as  to 
ascertain  the  beet  and  most  permanent 
remedy.  The  real  condition  of  things 
was  thui — that  the  Gt)vemment  knew 

fterfectly  well  that  in  the  West  of  Ire- 
and  existed  all  those  materials  which 
had  led  to  all  the  disasters  that  had 
occurred  in  the  country,  and  unless  the 
existing  state  of  things  was  remedied 
they  would  have  a  continuance  of  those 
disasters.  These  were  the  portions  of 
Ireland  which  the  Government  should, 
if  it  could,  render  contented  and  happy, 
for  they  would  prevent  agitation.  Let 
it  be.  borne  in  mind,  however,  tiiat  it 
was  not  from  the  poor  creatnres  who 
were  suffering  distress  that  the  agita- 
tion came ;  it  came  from  others ;  but  the 
deplorable  condition  they  were  in  was 
the  means  which  gave  opportonity  for 
agitation.  Until  the  population  in  those 
parts  had  been  dealt  with  seriously  and 
determinately,  no  good  wonld  have  been 
done  for  Ireland.  He  was  glad  to  hear 
that  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  had 
made  up  his  mind  to  deal  with  the 
question ;  but  whether  he  was  going  to 
deal  in  a  right  way  with  it  he  was  not 
now  going  to  stop  to  consider.  The 
hon.  Henuter  for  Mayo  (ICr.  O'Ooimor 
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Power)  said  there  vere  three  ways  of 

dealing  vith  the  question — one  was  mi- 
gration, the  other  emigration,  and  the 
third  was  the  workhouse  for  the  able- 
bodied  poor.  With  regard  to  migration, 
he  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot)  would  re- 
mark that  the  hon.  Member  did  not 
propose,  for  one  moment,  that  yon  were 
to  migrate  men  on  to  those  lands  now  in 
good  condition,  but  to  migrate  on  to  the 
600,000  acres  which  had  gone  out  of 
cultivation  for  want  of  people  to  till 
them.  With  regard  to  that  proposal, 
he  would  only  say  that  if  there  were 
lands  of  that  kind  not  tenanted  by  the 
Xrieh  people,  and  that  could  be  re- 
cwcapied  again,  and  made  neefal,  it 
woiUd,  indeed,  be  a  beneficial  thing  for 
the  people  of  Ireland,  and  of  En^and 
too.  If  those  lands  could  be  again  tilled 
and  made  to  pay,  that  was  the  great 
tonrideration,  even  if  money  were  taken 
from  the  English  Exchequer  to  lend  a 
helping  hand  for  that  purpose ;  and  he 
(Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot)  asserted  that 
the  English  Exchequer  would  willingly 
adrance  a  portion  of  the  money  for  such 
an  object  as  that.  Then  came  thequestion 
of  emigration.  That  must  be  de^t  with, 
with  a  determined  hand.  Those  people 
must  be  got  rid  of.  The  Oovemment 
mast  not  blink  the  question.  They  must 
be  moved,  if  the  Government  wanted 
Ireland  to  be  peaceful  and  happy.  Year 
by  year  the  people  were  being  reduced 
to  absolute  starvation,  and  the  only  way 
to  deal  with  that  was  to  remove  the 
people  in  a  systematic  and  jndioions 
way.  After  that  care  must  be  tuen  that 
others  did  not  return  to  these  miserable 
holdings  that  coold  not  support  them. 
What  was  wanted  was  a  latter  class  of 
holdings,  and  until  a  scheme  was  pro- 
posed which  should  realize  that  little 
would  have  been  done  to  solve  this  pro- 
Vlem.  He  was  opposed  to  the  spending 
of  money  on  impracticable  experimental 
schemes;  but  what  he  maintained  was, 
that  if  this  question  were  not  dealt  with 
determinatefy,  and  at  once,  there  would 
never  be  peace  and  quiet  in  Ireland. 
Then  there  was  the  workhouse  test. 
He-  differed  from  a  great  number  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  with  regard  to  that 
test.  He  believed  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  was  absolutely  right,  when 
he  said  that  able-bodied  people,  when 
asking  outdoor  relief  from  the  Union, 
and  from  people  hardly  better  able  to 
pay  than  themselves,  should  not  reo«ive 


that  form  of  relief.  If  outdoor  relief 
were  granted,  the  people  would  be  made 
perpetual  paupers,  and  would  never  be 
disposed  to  earn  an  honest  living.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  therefore 
right  when  he  said  he  would  not  allow 
outdoor  relief  to  increase  in  Ireland. 
It  used  to  be  the  pride  and  boast  of 
Ireland  in  olden  days  that  it  could  do 
without  outdoor  relief,  while  it  was  ne- 
cessary in  England;  but  the  condition 
of  things  was  now  altered.  Stilly  he 
would  strenuously  oppose  the  granting  of 
outdoor  relief  to  able-bodied  persons  in 
Ireland,  believing  that  it  would  be  most 
prejudicial  to  the  interests  of  the  nation. 
He  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot)  knew  the 
condition  of  thoee  places.  He  had  seen 
tihem  ftom  one  uid  of  Ireland  to  another. 
He  believed  if  those  peojple  were  made 
to  feel  that  they  were  fairly  dealt  with 
by  the  GK>vemment,  and  a  reasonable 
scheme  of  migration  as  well  as  of  emi- 
gration was  put  at  their  door,  the  (Jo- 
vemment  would  have  solved  the  most 
difficult  problem  they  had  ever  had  to 
deal  with.  But  unless  that  was  done  it 
would  be  for  those  who  came  after  them 
to  deal  with  crime  and  outrage,  and 
besides  to  feel  the  disgrace  that  people 
were  dying  of  starvation  a  short  distance 
from  our  shores. 

Mb.  O'SHEA  said,  that  he  had  heard 
with  great  pleasure  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohancellor  of 
the  Exchequer.  His  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  opposite  who  had  just  sat  down 
(Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot)  bad  described 
that  speech  as  "  making  things  pleasant 
all  round;"  but,  dealing  with  a  very 
useful  subject  which  haa  been  refored 
to  in  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Tyrone  (Mr.  Dickson),  with  regard 
to  the  terms  on  which  funds  were  to 
be  in  future  advanced  for  the  construc- 
tion of  Irish  railways,  he  (Mr.  O'Shea) 
intended  to  bring  the  matter  to  a  prac- 
tical test  in  a  few  days,  when  the 
West  Glare  Bailway,  which  was  in  a 
very  advanced  state  as  regarded  its 
share  capitd,  would  be  brought  under 
the  notice  of  the  Treasn^.  They  would 
then  see  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's speech  was  merely  for  the  sake 
of  "  making  things  pleasant  all  round." 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  spoke  of  the  advantage 
it  would  be  if  those  lines  could  be  con- 
structed ont  of  money  borrowed  in  the 
market  through  the  ordinary  sourees* 
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but  he  could  assure  that  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  while  it  was  quite  pos- 
sible to  raise  money  in  this  way  on  the 
Qreat  Trunk  lines,  it  would  be  impossible 
to  get  it  for  the  construction  of  small 
branch  railways.  For  instance,  the  6  per 
cent  debentures  of  the  Waterford  and 
Central  Bailway,  although  the  line  ^id 
a  email  dividend  on  its  share  capital, 
were  not  quoted  above  104  to  106.  There 
was.  no  doubt,  however,  that  the  im- 
portant subject  for  immediate  discus- 
sion was  the  state  of  destitution  of  cer- 
tain districts  of  Ireland,  and  he  quite 
agreed  that  it  was  divided  into  two 
parts — the  temporary  and  the  perma- 
nent ;  but  the  question  which  was  most 
important  now  was  the  temporary  quea- 
tion.  They  were  told  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  making  the  deepest  and  most 
serious  inquiries  into  the  state  of  affairs. 
He  thought  they  were  doing  quite  right ; 
but  although  he  should  be  the  last  to 
maintain  the  proposition  that  poverty 
had  any  right  to  the  assistance  of  the 
State,  yet  he  held  that  destitution  had 
an  absolute  right  to  that  assistance. 
Now,  destitution  absolutely  existed  in 
certain  districts  of  the  oonstituenoy 
which  he  had  the  honour  of  represent- 
ing. This  destitution  would  not  wait 
for  statistics.  That  was  perfectly  clear, 
and  the  consequence  was  that  it  waa 
useless  to  deal  with  it  by  the  Reports — 
the  very  excellent  Beports,  no  doubt— of 
the  Poor  Ziaw  Injectors  aa  to  the  future. 
The  mattw  must  be  taken  up  imme- 
diately. The  actual  state  affairs  was 
thU — that  in  lai^e  districts  in  several 
of  the  Unions  of  the  County  Clare  and 
uiother  county  with  which  he  was  well 
acquainted— tie  County  Mayo — the  des- 
titution was  such  that,  although  he  had 
no  doubt  that  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  was  perfectly 
correct  in  saying  that  there  was  no 
record  of  any  death  having  occurred  by 
starvation,  yet  that  it  was  so  great  that 
there  was  a  physical  and  moral  weak- 
ness  coming  over  the  people,  that  might 
develop  at  any  moment  into  serious  sick- 
ness. And  they  must  look  at  the  matter 
in  another  way.  If  destitution  had  an 
absolute  right  of  daim  on  the  State,  it 
was  clear  uat  eveiyone  who  was  desti- 
tute had  that  right,  and  vnongst  them 
there  were  the  cmldien.  There  was  no 
doubt  that  in  a  number  of  places  in  the 
West  of  Ireland  the  state  of  the  chil- 
dren was  extremely  serious,  and  alto- 


gether  dUferent  from  that  in  which  they 
were  in  the  year  1879-80,  when,  owing 
to  the  charitable  organizations,  the  chil- 
dren were  extremely  well-fed.  There 
were  no  charitable  distributions  at  the 
present  mom^it.  It  would  be  answered 
that  in  dealing  with  this  destitution  the 
family  must  be  taken  as  a  unit  and  dealt 
with  as  a  whole — that  the  children  could 
not  be  taken  from  their  parents;  but 
what  was  the  effect  of  the  workhouse 
test?  That  direcUy  the  families  got 
into  the  workhouse,  they  were,  to  a 
great  extent,  divided ;  and  that  was  one 
of  the  greatest  difficulties  which  Aey 
had  to  contend  with  in  inducing  the 
people  to  go  into  the  workhouse ;  and  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  CSiief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  could  devote  a 
little  time  to  look  into  the  matter  of 
workhouse  reform  in  that  way.  and  to 
see  whether  a  system  or  workhouse 
policy  could  not  be  brought  in  with 
greater  consonance  with  the  feelings  of 
the  Irish  poor,  he  would  be  doing  a  very 
good  work.  With  regard  to  emigration, 
the  Government  had  over  and  over  again 
foreshadowed  a  scheme  of  emigration ; 
and  he  believed  there  would  be  no  diffi- 
culty with  the  Irish  people,  if  such  a 
scheme  were  eUbwated,  and  if  the  Go- 
vernment were  OTepared  to  make  an 
estimate  for  it.  He  might  remind  the 
House  that  one  of  the  most  advanced  of 
the  Irish  Members  opponte  had,  only  a 
few  months  ago,  ackaowledged  that  he 
could  not  oppose  such  a  scheme.  But 
at  the  present  moment  the  emigratioa 
was  simply  haphazard.  The  matter  oould 
not  be  taken  into  consideration  until  the 
people  had  first  tided  over  the  temporary 
destitution  now  prevailing.  As  the  hon. 
Member  for  Carnarvon  (Mr.  Katbbone) 
had  pointed  out,  it  was  not  so  much 
money  that  was  wanted  as  a  fitting  place 
to  which  to  send  the  emigrants.  Another 
question  .was,  what  would  become  of  the 
present  holdings  when  deserted  by  their 
former  occupiers?  Thirty  tenants  would 
always  pay  more  rent  in  the  aggregate 
than  one  tenant  for  150  acres  of  land  in 
the  West  of  Lreland.  A  further  question 
was,  how  were  the  large  tracts  of  land 
which  were  formerly  in  cultivation,  and 
were  sown  with  t^ass  after  the  Famine, 
to.  be  treated  ?  They  were  now  rapidly 
becoming  covered  with  fune  and  rushes. 
With  regard  to  the  Land  Act,  he 
thought  its  amradment  was  perfect^ 
safe.  Ulster  had  spoken  out.  Toe  bum- 
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iog  qaestion  of  the  day  was  that  of  dea* 
titution ;  and  he  sincerely  hoped  that 
Bothiiu;  would  prevent  the  Government 
from  dealing  with  that  question,  as  it 
was  one  of  death  from  starvation,  or 
starvation  fever,  among  the  people  in 
certain  districts  in  the  West  of  Ireland. 

I>it.  00MHIN9  said,  that  every  per- 
son appeared  to  admit  that  they  were 
now  &oe  to  face  with  severe  destitution 
in  the  West  of  Ireland  ;  and  yet,  so  far, 
no  intimation  had  been  given  by  the  Gto- 
vemment  as  to  what  course  it  intended 
to  puTsae  to  meet  the  distress.  They 
were  told  that  the  Government  were 
ascertaining  the  facta ;  but  what  need 
was  there  for  ascertaining  the  facts? 
Were  they  not  patent  to  every  per- 
son ?  Had  not  the  Boards  of  Guardians 
throfnghoQt  the  country  been  calling  at- 
tention to  the  matter,  and  asking  the 
Government  to  take  some  steps ;  and 
what  necessity  was  there  for  the  Chief 
Seoretaxy  for  Ireland's  tour  in  Donegal 
on  an  Iiish  jaunting  oar?  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  statM  that  the  Govern- 
ment ^^ould  refuse  to  grant  the  Guar- 
dians  power  to  grant  oatdoor  relief.  But 
he  (Dr.  Commins)  was  strongly  of  opi- 
nion that  relief  in  some  shape  was  re- 
quired and  should  be  given,  and  be 
mougbt  it  was  outdoor  reuef  that  should 
be  given.  Was  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man aware  of  the  fact  that  a  family  in 
the  workhouse  would  cost  three  times  as 
much  as  if  there  was  an  allowance  made 
to  it  in  outdoor  relief.  But  though  the 
outdoor  relief  system  was  the  cheaper, 
the  Obief  Secretary  for  Ireland  would 
insist  on  t^e  poor  people  breaking  up 
their  homes,  and  going  into  the  work- 
houses, and  losing  the  position  of  respect 
which  tiliey  held  amonget  their  neigh- 
bovrs,  thereby  demoruiring  them,  as 
thn*  wo&Id  ever  afterwards  be  branded 
viut  the  name  of  pauper.  He  agreed 
that  it  would  be  better  that  the  people 
ritonld  emigrate  from  the  congested  dis- 
triots  in  the  West  than  that  they  should 
Hver  on  subject  to  constantly  recurring 
periods  of  starvation,  if  the  recurrence 
of  those  periods  could  not  possibly  be 
avmded.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  however, 
there  was  no  absolute  necessity  for  the 
removal  of  the  people  to  another  country. 
How  was  it  that  those  poor  people  came 
to  occupy  tbeir  present  miserable  hold- 
ing t  The  reason  was  that  they  were 
dnven  by  a  pemictoas  system  from  the 
rich  tracts  of  gracing  land  in  the  interior 


to  the  wild  mountain  districts  to  eke  out 
a  miserable  existence.  That  system  was 
now,  onoe  and  for  alii  put  an  end  to  by 
the  beneficial  (^eration  of  tiiie  Land  Aot ; 
and  he  hoped  when  it  came  AiUy  into 
operation  uat  it  would  ratable  the  poor 
people  to  return  to  thnr  former  homes. 
The  speech  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  last  night  had  not  given  them 
any  hope  to  carry  home  to  meir  oonsti- 
tnents.  The  Guardians  of  the  Unions  of 
Oarriok-on-Shannon,  Boyle,  and  Strokes- 
town  had  all  asked  to  be  allowed  to  re- 
lieve the  distress  in  a  way  that  was  in 
harmony  with  the  feelings  of  the  people, 
and  would  not  deprive  them  of  their 
self-respect,  and  uiey  said  that  they 
would  do  so  with  their  own  money.  But 
nothing  bad  been  done  except  to  send 
round  Inspectots  to  tell  the  Xocal  Go- 
Temment  Board  what  the  Board  already 
knew  as  weU  as  the  Inspectors.  He 
thought  he  was  not  going  too  far  when 
he  said  the  speech  of  ue  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  oast  a  gloom  overlre- 
hmd ;  and,  looking  at  the  speech,  they 
vromA  say  that  the  Government  looked 
upon  the  present  distress  as  a  Godsend 
to  enable  it  to  expatriate  a  very  consi- 
derable number  of  their  countrymen. 
They  had  heard  of  congested  dietriots. 
The  fact  was  that  the  density  of  popula- 
tion in  Ireland  was  less  than  in  Bussia, 
being  153  in  the  one  case  and  157  in  the 
other  to  the  square  mile.  In  Boscom- 
mon,  where  there  was  some  of  the  richest 
land  in  Ireland,  perhaps  in  Europe — the 

glains  of  Boyle,  from  which  the  people 
ad  been  cleared  off  to  m^e  room  for 
the  lai^  sbe^  farme — you  might  travel 
20  miles  without  seeing  a  labouring 
man's  house  or  a  village,  and  the  country 
seemed  as  thinly  popuUted  as  the  prairies 
of  America.  Two,  three,  or  four  weeks 
of  oatdoor  relief  would  be  quite  suffi- 
cient to  enable  the  people  to  tide  over 
the  distress.  The  right  non.  Gratleman 
had  promised  that  nobody  should  bo 
allowed  to  die  of  starvation ;  but  he  had 
not  kept  his  word,  because  no  stei»  had 
been  taken,  and  verdicts  of  death  by 
starvation  had  been  returned.  He  im- 
plored the  Government  to  do  something 
to  prevent  the  wholesale  misery  and  al- ' 
most  despair  which  were  likely  to  come 
upon  the  people  of  Ireland.  If  they 
really  desired  to  relieve  the  distress,  they 
must  at  once  take  steps  to  meet  the  diffi- 
culty with  which  they  were  now  face  to 
faoe. 

[Tenth  NigU.I 
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Mb.  CALLAN  said,  he  ver^  much  re- 
netted  that  at  the  opening  of  the  House 
ue  right  hon.  Gentleman  Ibe  Ohief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Trevelyan) 
had  not,  in  answer  to  his  (Mr.  Gallan's) 
request,  made  for  the  information  of  hon. 
Members,  placed  upon  the  Table  the 
Memorial  presented  by  a  deputation  of 
the  Irish  Bishops.  The  Bishops  of  Ire- 
land during  late  years  had  kept  outside 
the  arena  of  politics ;  but  urged  by  a 
clear  sense  of  duty,  arising  out  of  the 
great  distress  existing  in  their  dioceses, 
they  felt  it  necessary  to  wait  on  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  in  the  guise 
of  humble  suppliants,  and  pr^  upon 
him  the  neoesaity  of  taking  some  steps 
to  reliere  the  distress  existing  in  the 
country  at  the  present  time.  Their  sug- 
gestions, however,  were  disregarded; 
and  he  (Mr.  Callan)  trusted,  therefore, 
that  it  would  be  the  last  time  that  the 
Irish  Episcopacy  would  be  found  going 
as  suppliants  to  any  English  Minister  in 
Dublin  Gaette.  He  did  not  believe  that 
any  hon.  Member  of  the  House  heard  the 
speech  of  the  Ohief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
last  night  with  deeper  sorrow  and  disap- 
pointment  then  he  had  done.  Had  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  read  the  lettor  of 
the  Rev.  Father  Gallagher,  who  aocom- 
panied  him  on  his  tour  through  Donegal, 
and  who  was  spending  all  he  had  in  the 
world  to  save  his  starving  people  ? 
Silence  gave  consent.  He  supposed  he 
had  the  letter,  or  else  he  would  have 
contradicted  it.  Well,  what  did  that 
letter  state  ?  It  stated  that  in  all  the 
cabins  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  visited 
there  was  not  a  scrap  of  food  to  be 
found,  except  in  one,  where  they  found 
the  family  eating  seaweed ;  and  be  stated 
also  that  the  people  said  that  &ey  would 
rather  die  in  their  cabins  than  go  into 
the  workhouse.  Well,  what  was  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  answer  to  that  ? 
"  xou  may  die  there,"  was  what  his 
speech  last  night  said.  At  the  time, 
however,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  what  he  saw  exceeded  in  misery  all 
that  he  had  read  of  concerning  the  dis- 
tress in  Donegal,  thereby  endorsing  the 
writings  of  the  special  correspondent  of 
Tk»  Fre«matC»  Journal,  who  was  calling 
attention  to  the  dreadful  destitution 
amongst  the  people  in  the  columns  of 
that  journal.  When  he  got  back  to 
Dublin  Oastle,  however,  all  was  changed. 
The  iron  appeared  to  enter  the  spirit  of 
the  tight  hon.  Gentleman  the  moment 


he  entered  that  building,  and  he  came 
fbrward  now  there  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, the  exponent  of  a  Mid-blooded 
policy  towards  Ireland.  He  was  bringing 
back  to  the  memory  again  the  evil  memo- 
ries of  1848,  when  another  of  his  name 
wasa  cruel  and  remorseless  administrator 
in  Ireland.-  He  (Mr.  Callan)  must  say 
he  was  surprised  that  one  of  the  Mem- 
bers for  Donegal  (Dr.  Kinnear),  a  brother 
clergyman  with  the  Bev.  Father  Gallag- 
her, and  belonging  to  the  same  town, 
had  been  dumb  upon  the  question.  He 
supposed  t^e  rev.  Gentleman  thought 
he  owed  allegifmce  to  the  Government 
rather  than  to  those  who  sent  bim  to  the 
House,  and  who  had  sent  him  for  the 
last  time.  {Crie*  of  "Divide!"]  He 
heard  a  Scotch  Member  (Mr.  Buchanan) 
say  '*  Divide ! "  He  supposed  the  hon 
Gentlemui  did  it  at  the  instance  of  the 
Government,  as  he  was  the  Member  who 
seconded  the  Address  to  Uie  Crown,  and 
represented  a  city  with  no  empathy  for 
Ireland.  He  (lur.  Callan)  demanded  to 
know  why  the  Memorial  of  the  Irish 
Bishops  was  to  be  suppressed.  Until 
the  cruel  and  heartless  ^eech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  previous 
evening,  in  which  hestatedthat  he  wasde- 
termined  to  carry  out  a  harsh  policy,  the 
Irish  Bepresentativea  had  accorded  him 
every  indul^nce,  because  they  believed 
he  would  nse  superior  to  the  traditions 
of  Dublin  Oastle  ;  but  in  this  they  had 
been  greatly  mistaken.  He  would  ask 
him  whether  during  his  four  days'  visit 
to  Donegal,  he  did  not  see  exceptional 
distress  there,  and  challenged  him  to 
deny  the  truth  of  the  Ber.  Mr.  Gallag- 
her's letter. 

And  it  being  a  quarts  of  an  hour 
before  Six  of  the  clo^,  the  Debate  stood 
adjourned  till  TQ-morrw, 


PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOTJSE-OEDER  OF  PUBUO  BUSINESS. 

unasiBRiAi.  sTATmonT. 

TuE  Mabquebs  of  HARTINGTON 
said,  he  regretted  that  there  had  been 
no  disposition  to  pay  any  attention  to 
the  appeal  which  he  ventured  to  make, 
not  in  the  interests  of  the  Government, 
but  of  the  progress  of  Public  Business, 
and  the  couvenienoe  of  the  House  itself, 
the  debate  on  the  Address  might,  if  pos- 
sible, be  concluded  to-day.  That  course 
was  now  impossible ;  the  debate  must  be 
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adjoUToed.  He  wished,  however,  to  give 
Notice  that  it  was  proposed,  with  the 
pemussion  of  the  House,  to  proceed  at 
once,  after  the  close  of  the  debate,  to 
take  the  next  stage  of  Eeport.  It  would 
be  imposeible,  as  he  had  hoped,  that 
Oonumttee  of  Supply  could  be  set  up  for 
to-morrow,  and  that  must  be  deferred  in 
any  circumstances  until  Friday.  In  case 
the  Beport  on  the  Addrees  was  oon- 
dnded  at  a  reaBonable  time  to-morrow 
OTming,  the  QoTOmment  would  propose 
to  proceed  with  the  Bills  which  stood  on 
the  Pftper  tot  to-morrow,  in  the  order  in 
which  they  now  stood  —  namely,  the 
Court  of  Oriminal  Appeal  Bill,  the 
Criminal  Code  (Indictable  Offeocee  Pro- 
cedure) Bill,  and  the  Parliamentary 
Elections  (Corrupt  and  Illegal  Practices) 
Bill.   

fVBUO  WORSHIP  BEOULATIOlt  ACT  (1874) 
AHBKDKENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Hr.  Bnp,  BUI  to  amend  <*  Tha 
Public  Worship  Regulation  Act,  1874,"  ordered 
to  be  broo^ht  in  by  Mr.  Rbid,  3br.  Auekt 
Okbt,  and  Mr.  Sttabt  Woktlbt, 

BilliWMMfM^snd  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  109.] 

House  adjourned  at  ten  minutea 
before  Six  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF  L0BD8, 
Thmtittgt  Ut  JfarvA,  1883. 


Their  Lordships  met;— And  having 
gone  through  the  Business  on  the  Paper, 
vithout  debate — 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Four 
o*cloo1i,  till  To*niorrow, 
a  quarter  past  Ten 
o'clock. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Thwtday,  Ut  March,  1883. 


MnnjTES.]— New  Writs  Issubd— J^r  Wy- 
oombe  Boroogb,!/.  Lieotensat  Colonel  Williiun 
Henry  Peregrine  Oarington,  commonly  called 
the  hon.  WiUiam  Henry  Peregrine  Carington, 
Manor  of  Northstead ;  for  Cheater  County 
(Mid  Division),  v.  Hon.  Wilbraham  Egerton, 
called  np  to  tbe  Home  of  Peers, 


Nhw  MflicBER  SwoaN— Edward  Robert  Eing- 

Hannan,  esquire,  for  the  County  of  Duhlia. 
Sblsct  CoMittrrEB— Kitchen  and  Kefreshmont 

RoomB  (House  of  CommonB),  Mr,  Quest  and 

Sir  Henry  Wolff  disehmytd,  Mr.  Armitatead 

and  Mr.  Thomhill  added. 
pRiTAn  Bill  (^  Order) — Sieond  Reading — 

Thames  Kavigation. 
Public  Bill  —  Second  .fiMrfifiy—Consolidated. 

Fond,  fto.  (Permanent  Ohargea  Bedemplion) 

Aot  (1878)  Amendment*  [107]. 


PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 

THAMES  NAVIGATION  BILL 
Order). 
SBCOND  BBAmRO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Sm  SYDNEY  WATEBLOW  said, 
that,  on  seeing  the  Kotice  of  this  Bill  on 
the  Paper,  he  had  intimated  his  intention 
of  moving  that  it  be  read  a  second  time 
that  day  six  months.  The  title  of  the 
measure,  however,  was  misleading.  In- 
stead of  referring  to  the  navigation  of 
the  Thames  generally,  its  object  was 
merely  to  regulate  the  steam  launches 
above  Kew;  there  being  also  a  provision 
in  it  for  granting  remuneration  to  the 
officers  who  fulfiUed  the  duty.  Under 
the  oiroumstanoes,  he  would  not  perse-, 
vere  with  bis  opposition. 

Me.  Aldbemait  W.  LAWRENCE 
said,  that  one  object  of  the  Bill  was  to 
raise  the  amount  awarded  to  the  Con- 
servators. He  did  not  object  to  that, 
nor  to  the  Bill.  The  clause  which  dealt 
with  the  management  of  tiiis  remunera- 
tion, however,  he  took  some  objection 
to ;  but  Uiat  the  promoters  had  engaged 
should  be  amended  in  Committee.  On 
Uiat  understanding  he  now  withdrew 
his  opposition. 

Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  must  say  I 
was  surprised  to  see  in  the  Bill  the 
clause  to  which  the  hon.  Member  has 
drawn  attention.  No  doubt,  the  main 
object  of  the  measure  is  one  of  great 
public  utility.  It  is  to  provide  regula- 
tions necessary  to  remove  a  nuisance 
that  has  become  dangerous  to  the  public 
on  the  Biver  Thames,  But  there  is  an 
addition  to  that,  in  the  shape  of  the  I5th 
section,  which  seems  to  have  no  con- 
nection whatever  with  this  object  of 
great  public  utility.  I  cannot  myself 
see  why,  when  all  these  duties  are  per- 
formed by  officers  of  the  Thames  Con- 
servancy, the  members  of  the  Board  of 
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Gonserranoj  ehould  have  this  £1,000 
a-jear  to  be  divided  amongst  Uiem 
at  the  discretion  of  the  Treasury  and 
the  Board  of  Trade.  There  are  gen- 
tlemen who  discharge  public  duties  on 
the  river  between  Yankee  Creek  and 
Lechlade  of  equal  importance  to  the 
public  as  those  discharged  individually 
by  membOTs  of  the  Thames  Oonser- 
Tatras,  and  I  have  never  heard  that 
they  hare  set  up  a  claim  to  be  paid 
out  of  the  public  funds  for  the  services 
they  discharge.  Some  of  these  Conser- 
vators, I  believe,  are  connected  with  the 
Common  Council  of  the  City  of  London, 
who  themselves  are  unpaid  for  the  ser- 
vices they  discharge.  I  am  quite  at  a 
loss  to  know  why  it  is  proposed  to 
allow  the  Conservators  to  use  themselves 
£1,000  a-year  out  of  the  funds  they  ad- 
minister. I  wish  to  speak  in  terms  of 
the  greatest  possible  respect  of  this  body 
of  gentlemen.  Undoubtedly,  they  are 
wonhy  of  all  respect ;  but  I  will  under- 
take to  say  that  there  is  probably  no 
body  that  has  been  more  unsuccessrul  in 
disoharging  one  portion  of  its  duties^ 
that  is,  the  dealing  with  floods  along  the 
course  of  the  Biver  from  Teddington  to 
Iie<dilade  in  the  county  of  Wilts.  We 
are  told  that  one  of  the  things  which 

Srevents  them  from  discharging  their 
uties  is  want  of  funds;  and  yet  we 
have  a  proposal  to  allocate  £1,000  a-year 
out  of  their  resources  for  personal  re- 
muneration— £1,000  a-year  from  funds 
which,  according  to  their  own  allegation, 
are  insufficient  for  their  present  pur- 
poses. This  failure  to  discharge  their 
duties  is  a  great  public  evil.  Thousands 
of  acres  of  land  on  the  Thames  are  being 
thrown  out  of  cultivation  or  seriously 
damaged.  This  is  effected,  in  a  great 
measure,  by  the  floods  which  are  allowed 
to  remain  on  the  land ;  and  yet  we  have 
this  proposal  to  give  £1,000  a-year — 
the  interest  on  £33,000— which  will  go 
very  far  indeed  towards  relieving  a  con- 
siderable portion  of  the  landowbers  on 
the  Thames  from  the  evils  which  they 
suffer.  Having  in  view  that  this  Bill 
has  a  public  object,  so  far  as  the  regu- 
lation of  steam  launches  is  concerned,  I 
shall  not  oppose  the  second  reading; 
but  I  give  fair  Notice  that  if  this  clause 
comes  Dack  in  the  Bill  I  shall  oppose  it, 
and,  if  necessary,  the  measure  itself  on 
Beport.  I  trust  the  good  sense  of  the 
Committee  to  which  tbis  Bill  will  be  re- 
ferred will  induce  them  to  strike  out  the 

Mr.  W.  B.  Smith 


provision  in  question,  which  has  no  re- 
lation to  any  other  part  of  the  Bill, 
which  is  not  necessary  to  it,  and  which 
certainly  would  not  have  been  inserted 
had  it  not  been  for  the  great  skill  of 
the  draftsman  or  Parliamentary  agent 
who  has  charge  of  the  Bill,  and  who  is 
exceedingly  well  able  to  take  care  of 
his  clients  when  they  want  to  be  well 
served  in  this  respect.  I,  therefore, 
do  not  propose  to  oppcrae  tiie  second 
reading. 

Sir  henry  HOLLAND  said,  he 
was  glad  to  hear  that  the  Bill  was  not 
to  be  opposed,  so  far  as  regarded  the 
provisions  in  it  relating  to  the  regulation 
of  steam  launches.  As  to  the  clause 
dealing  with  remuneration,  he  was  at  a 
loss  to  understand. his  right  hon.  Friend. 
Did  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  suppose 
that  this  was  the  first  time  payment  had 
been  made  to  the  Conservators  ?  If  he 
did,  the  supposition  was  incorrect.  It 
would  be  found  in  this  very  section  that 
this  sum — which,  by  the  way,  was  not 
£1,000  a-year,  but  "was  not  to  exceed 
£1,000  a-year  "  was  only  to  be  paid- 
-in addition  "  to  money  already  required 
to  be  set  apart  for  the  Conservators. 
Well,  if  the  Conservators  had  additional 
work  put  upon  them,  it  certainly  was 
not  an  improper  tiling  that  they  should 
receive  additional  pay.  The  sum  fixed 
in  the  Bill— £1,000  a-year— would  be 
the  maximum,  and  would  only  be  in 
addition  to  the  sum  they  now  received. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eowt- 
mitttd, 

Q  UB8TI0S8. 


ARMY— THE  ENNISKILLEN  DEAGOOK  S. 

OoLONBL  COLTHURST  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If  he 
would  explain  why  the  soldiers'  families 
of  the  EnniskiUen  Dragoons  have  not 
yet  been  allowed  to  proceed  to  Natal, 
the  regiment  having  bem  there  now  £» 
more  uian  two  years? 

The  Masquess  of  HASnNGTON: 
The  families  of  the  soldiers  of  the  Ennis* 
killen  Dragoons  hare  not  been  sent  out 
to  Natal,  not  only  because  accommoda- 
tion forthe  families  of  soldiers  is  deficient, 
but  primarily  because  of  the  great  un- 
certainty which  has  existed  as  to  the 
length  of  time  during  which  it  might  be 
requisite  to  keep  the  regiment  in  the 
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Oolony.  I  trust  it  will  not  be  necessary 
to  ke^  the  regiment  tiiere  much  longer. 

AEMY-STAFF  APPOINTllENTS-IJEU- 
TENAUT  GENERAL  GAGE,  C.B. 

Babon  HENEY  DE  worms  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether 
it  is  a  fact  that  Lieutenant  General  the 
Hon.  E.  T.  Qage,  O.B.  is  to  be  remored 
from  the  command  at  Wjoolwioh  on  the 
Slst  of  this  month,  although  it  is  a  five 
years*  appointment,  and  he  has  not  held 
it  for  two  years;  whether  the  reason  of 
tliis  decision  is  that,  owing  to  his  dis- 
tinguished service  in  the  Crimea  and 
India,  he  obtained  his  promotion  to  the 
rank  of  Lieutenant  General  more  rapidly 
than  if  he  had  not  rendered  such  distin- 
guished service;  and,  whether,  under 
these  special  circumetanoes,  and  con- 
sidering the  heavy  expenses  necessarily 
incurred  by  Lieutenant  General  Gage  in 
taking  up  the  command,  an  exception 
could  be  made  in  his  case  so  as  to  admit 
of  his  continninug  to  hold  his  Staff  ap- 

£ ointment,  as  was  done  in  the  case  of 
lieutenant  General  Sir  Frederick  Gamp- 
bell,  Director  of  Artillery  and  Stores  at 
the  War  Office,  and  Lieutenant  General 
Badclifife,  Inspector  Goneral  of  Artillery? 

Thb  Mabqubss  of  HABTINGTON  : 
Lieutenant  General  Gage  having  been 
promoted  from  the  rank  of  Major  Gene- 
ral, is  required  by  the  Eoyal  Warrant 
to  vacate  his  appointment  of  Major 
General  on  the  Staff  at  the  end  of  the 
financial  year  in  which  he  was  promoted. 
Lieutenant  General  Gage's  early  brevet 
promotion  for  service  in  the  field  has 
doubtless  brought  him  earlier  to  the  rank 
of  Lieutenant  Genwal ;  but  the  early  pro- 
motion carries  various  advantages.  The 
officers  in  the  cases  quoted  did  not  exceed 
the  tenures  allowed  by  the  Boyal  War- 
rant. 

AltABI  PASHA— OONDITXOlirS  OF  DB- 
TENTION  AT  CEYLON, 

Mr.LABOUCHERE  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  heis  aware  that  when  Arabi  and 
his  fellow  prisoners  now  in  Ceylon  agreed 
to  plead  guilty  of  rebellion,  and  to 
assent  to  the  confiscation  of  their  pro- 
perty, it  was  in  consequence  of  a  distinct 
assurance  that  they  should  receive  &om 
the  E^^tian  Government  adequate  sup- 
port in  thoir  place  of  exile ;  whether 
they  do  receive  such  support,  and  to 
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what  extent ;  and,  whether  he  is  aware 
that  there  is  no  Egyption  law  by  which 
a  person  oondemnea  to  death  can  be 
legally  deprived  of  the  title  xA  Pacha  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURIOE: 
In  reply  to  the  first  portion  of  my  hon. 
Friend's  Question,  I  may  refer  him  to 
page  83  of  the  Correspondence  respect* 
ing  the  affairs  of  Egypt,  No.  1,  which 
was  laid  before  Parliament  at  the  com- 
mencement of  its  present  Session.  It 
appears  that  the  Egyptian  Government 
have  allowed  £30  a-month  to  each  of 
the  exiles  for  their  maintenance,  and 
have  expressed  their  willingness  to  in- 
crease this  allowance  should  it  not  be 
sufficient.  In  reply  to  the  last  portion 
of  my  hon.  Friend's  Question,  no  in- 
formation has  been  received  at  the  Office 
as  to  the  law  under  which  Arabi  was 
deprived  by  the  Egyptian  Government 
of  the  title  of  Pasha,  and  I  am  not,  there* 
fore,  able  to  answer  my  hon.  Friend,  on 
this  point.  ' 

Ms.  LABOnCHEBE  asked  whether 
any  communications  had  taken  place 
with  the  Government  of  Ceybn,  orother- 
wise,  to  ascertain  whether  the  allowance 
was  sufficient  or  not  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE 
asked  the  hon.  Member  to  repeat  the 
Question  on  Monday. 

PTTBLIO  HEALTH  [METROPOLIS)— BOW 
CEACETERY. 

Mb.  BBYOE  asked  the  Secretuy  of 

State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther he  has  yet  received  the  Bepott  of 
the  Inspector  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  alleged  over-filling  of  the  Cemetery 
at  Bow,  East  London,  and  into  other 
matters  connected  therewith  ;  and,  whe- 
ther, in  case  the  Beport  has  been  re- 
ceived, he  can  state  what  action  the 
Home  Office  proposes  to  take  upon  it  ? 

Sm  WILLIAM  HAKCOUBT,  in 
reply,  said,  he  had  received  the  Beport 
to  which  his  hon.  Friend  referred,  and 
it  was  proposed  to  issue  an  Order  in 
Council  wiu  the  view  to  correct  the  evil. 

PBtSONS  (IRELAND)— MB.  TDIOTHY 
HARRINGTON. 

Mh.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, If  it  is  a  fact  that  Mr.  Timothy 
Harrington,  on  the  very  day  of  his  un- 
opposed return,  in  the  town  of  Mullin- 
gar,  torepresentthecountyofWestmeath 
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in  this  House  of  Commons,  was  not  com- 
manded by  the  officials  of  Mullingar 
Gaol  to  remove  a  bucket  of  prison  slopa 
from  one  part  of  the  prison  to  another  ; 
whether  be  did  refuse  to  submit  to  such 
indignity;  and,  whether,  for  such  re- 
fusal, he  has  been  subjected  by  the 
Governor  of  the  Gaol  to  special  punish- 
ment? 

Me.  TEEVELYAN  :  Mr.  Harrington, 
having  been  committed  as  an  ordinary 
convicted  prisoner,  was  subject  to  the 
regular  Prison  B^;nIatione.  Under 
these  Begulations,  prisoners  are  required 
to  cleanse  their  own  cells  and  utensils. 
Mr.  Harrington  refused  to  do  so,  and 
was  adjudged  by  the  Governor  of  Mul- 
lingar Prison  to  forfeit  his  exercise  on 
the  days  on  which  he  refused  to  obey 
the  JEegulations;  Since  then  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  has  directed  the  removal  of 
Mr.  Harrington  to  Galway  Gaol,  where 
the  accommodation  for  prisoners  is  better 
than  at  Mullingar,  and  has  instructed 
the  prison  authorities  that  such  relax- 
ation of  the  Prison  Bules  may  be  made 
as  is  consistent  with  the  maintenance  of 
prison  discipline,  and  as  the  law  will 
permit. 

IIEKOANTILE  2<tARIKE— TRANSPO£TS. 

Genebal  Sib  GEOBGE  BALFOUB 
asked  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  If  the  attention  of  the  Marine 
Department  of  the  Board  of  Trade  has 
been  drawn,  by  the  editor  of  the 
"  British  Merchant  Service  Journal,"  in 
a  letter  dated  12th  February  1883,  to 
the  condition  and  nature  of  repairs, 
being  made  to  certain  steam  vessels  now 
in  the  Fort  of  London ;  and,  if  so,  what 
steps,  if  any,  have  been  taken  to  ensure 
that  these  vessels,  which  have  been 
specially  selected  by  the  Admiralty  for 
the  transpOTi  of  troops,  shall  not  pro- 
ceed to  sea  until  they  have  been  made 
thoroughly  seaworthy  f 

Mb.  CHAMBEBLAIN:  The  atten- 
tion of  the  Department  was  drawn  by 
the  editor  of  Th«  Britith  Msnhani  Strvice 
Journal  to  the  condition  of  certain  steam 
Teasels  now  in  the  Port  of  London.  I 
have  also  to  say  that  the  matter  was 
prerionaly  under  the  consideration  of 
the  Surveyor  of  the  Board  of  Trade  and 
of  the  Department ;  and  I  have  now  to 
assure  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  that 
the  vessels  in  question  will  not  be  per- 
mitted to  leave,  either  with  passengers 
or  without  ,until  such  repairs  nave  been 
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made  as  will  render  them  perfectly  sea- 
worthy. 

THE  SWISS  HBPTJBLIO  — THE  SAL- 
VATION ABMT. 

Sib  JOHN  HAT  (for  Mr.  E.  N. 
Fowlee)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  "Whether,  in 
view  of  the  fact,  as  stated  in  the 
"  Times,"  of  British  subjects  being  ex- 
posed to  insults,  and  expelled  wimout 
trial  from  the  territory  of  the  Bepublic 
of  Switzerland,  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment will  instruct  Her  Bepresentative  at 
Berne  to  obtain  an  explanation  of  the 
action  of  the  authorities  at  Geneva  ? 

LoED  EDMOND  FITZMAUBIOE: 
The  question  whether  there  is  ground 
for  diplomatic  intervention  in  relation 
to  the  occurrences  in  Switzerland  re- 
ferred to  by  the  hon.  Member  has  been 
submitted  to  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Crown  for  their  opinion,  and  pending 
their  Beport  Her  Majesty's  Goveroment 
do  not  propose  to  take  any  official  action. 
But  Her  Majesty's  Bepresentative  at 
Berne  has  unofficially  represented  to  the 
Federal  Government  the  complaints  of 
certain  British  subjects  against  the  au- 
thorities at  Geneva,  and  it  is  understood 
that  the  latter  have  been  invited  to  fur- 
nish a  Beport  thereon. 

METROPOLITAN  AND  METROPOLITAN 
DISTRICT  RAILWAYS. 

Sib  HENBY  PEEK  a«ked  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether 
the  Government  contemplate  taking  any 
measures  to  terminate  or  mitigate  the 
loss  and  inconvenience  which  the  owners 
and  occupiers  of  property  in  the  City  of 
London,  situate  in  the  direction  of  the 
proposed  extension  of  the  Metropolitan 
and  Metropolitan  District  Bailways,  for 
the  completion  of  the  Inner  Oirde  Line 
of  Bailway,  have,  for  nearly  twen^ 
years,  ezperienoed,  consequent  on  tli^ 
numerous  applioations  to  Parliament  in 
relation  to  we  subject,  including  re- 
peated applications  for  extension  of 
time  limited  by  Parliament ;  and,  whe- 
ther the  Govemmrait  intend  to  oppose 
the  Bill  introduced  in  the  present  Sea- 
sion  of  Parliament,  for  further  extenuon 
of  the  time  for  acquiring  land  and  com- 
pleting the  works,  and  will  thus  relieve 
the  owners  and  occu^aerB  from  having 
again  to  incur  the  Berious  expense  con. 
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sequent  on  oppoaing  buc^  Bill  in  Oom- 

mittee  ? 

Kb.  OHAMBEKLAIN,  inreply,  eaid, 
he  thought  the  question  raised  by  the 
hon.  Baronet  was  one  vhich  was  essen- 
tially for  the  decision  of  a  Select  Oom- 
mittee  of  the  House  of  Commons.  It 
was  altogether  unusual,  and  he  thought 
improper,  for  any  GoTemmeut  Depart- 
ment to  interfere  to  oppose  an  applica- 
tion to  the  House  for  an  extension  of 
time  for  the  completion  of  works  which 
were  in  course  of  construction. 

ARUY  M£DICAL  AND  TRANSPORT  DE. 
PARTMBNTS— REPORT  OP  DEPART- 
MENTAL COMMITTEE. 

Sir  HENET  FLETCHER  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether 
the  Departmental  Committee,  appointed 
to  inquire  into  certain  matters  connected 
with  the  Army  Medical  and  Transport 
Departments,  during  the  late  Egyptian 
campaign,  have  made  their  Beport ;  and, 
if  so,  whether  the  Eeport  will  be  laid 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

The  Maeqtoss  op  HABTINGKCON  : 
The  Committee  have  not  reported  yet ; 
hut  I  understand  from  the  Chairman 
(Lord  Morley)  that  the  Beport  will  pro- 
bably be  made  within  a  week  or  two. 
When  I  receive  the  Beport  I  will  con- 
sider the  question  of  its  presentation  to 
Parliament ;  but  I  do  not  apprehend 
that  there  will  be  anything  to  prevent 
its  being  laid  on  the  Table.  I  may  add 
that  the  labours  of  this  Committee  have 
been  very  arduous,  and  the  eridenoe 
is  Toluminoos. 

THE  EaTPTIAN  EXPEDITION— GRAVES 
OP  SOLDIERS  AND  SAILORS. 

Sib  HENBY  WILUOT  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If  any  steps 
are  being  taken  to  protect  the  graves  of 
OUT  Bol£ers  and  Bailors  who  died  in 
I^pt  during  the  late  war  ? 

IBK  Kabqujcbb  07  HABUKOTON : 
The  remains  of  those  who  fell  at  Kas- 
sasdn  and  Tel-el-Kebir  will  be  interred 
in  one  cemetery  at  the  latter  place.  The' 
Egyptian  Government  has  undertaken 
to  carry  out  the  necessary  works,  under 
the  direction  of  the  Briti^  officer  com- 
manding the  Boyal  Engineers,  such  as 
building  an  enclosing  wall,  planting 
treesy  £t.  It  has  also  agreed  to  affora. 
effieieot  proteetion  to  the  owiet^. 


INDIA— BEHAR  AND  ASSAM. 

Ma.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether 
he  is  aware  that  in  laige  and  populous 
districts  of  India  grare  questions  of  em- 
ployment and  labour  eire  continually 
arising  between  Natives  of  India  and 
European  manufacturers  and  specula- 
tors, and  that  against  Buropean  offen- 
ders the  Natives  are  entiroly  unpro- 
vided with  any  magistrates  of  their 
own  race  to  supervise  or  protect  their 
interests ;  whether  tiiroughout  Behar 
the  indigo  planting  interest  is  entirely 
in  the  hands  of  Europeans,  whose  treat- 
ment of  their  labourers  and  tenants  has 
been  the  object  of  numerous  complaints 
and  the  cause  of  wide  spread  disaffection, 
and  that  in  Behar  the  mi^strates  and 
officials  are  often  closely  allied  with 
indigo  planting  classes  and  families ; 
whether  it  is  true  that  in  Assam  the 
tea  planting  interest  is  in  European 
handis,  that  much  of  the  capital  is  sup- 
plied by  persons  in  the  employment  of 
the  Government  of  India,  that  the  com- 
plaints of  the  excessive  mortality  among 
the  labourers  in  the  tea  plantations  hare 
been  admitted  to  be  well-founded  in 
Parliament,  that  a  recent  Act  indentur- 
ing Native  labourers  to  service  for  a 
minimum  of  five  years  has  been  de- 
nounced in  the  Native  Indian  Press  as 
the  Assam  Slave  Act,  and  that  no  magis- 
trate of  their  own  race  possesses  any 

flower  to  protect  the .  Native  Indian 
abourers  from  the  excesses  of  their 
European  employers ;  whether  com- 
plaints have  reached  him  that  European 
officials  who  have  opposed  the  influential 
European  interest  have  been  subjected 
to  removal  and  punishment ;  and  whe- 
ther he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  all  the  Papers  relating  to  the 
removal  of  the  European  Chief  Magis- 
trate of  Sewan,  the  European  Assistant 
Magistrate  of  Sewan,  and  the  European 
Police  Superintendent  of  Sewan  who 
had  re^rted  upon  the  ill-treatment  of 
the  native  population  in  parts  of  Behar  ? 

Mb.  J.  K.  0B08S:  ^e  hon.  Mem- 
ber asks  me  five  Questions.  To  the  first 
I  reply  that  questions  of  labour  and 
employment  naturally  arise  in  India. 
There,  are  hundreds  of  Native  Judges 
and  magistrates  who  in  certain  civil 
oases  exercise  j  nrisdiction  over  European 
and  Natives  alike,  but  who  in  criminal 
matters  have  juriediotion  over  Natives 
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only.  Secondly,  the  indigo  interest  in 
Behar,  though  mainly,  is  not  exoluBively, 
in  European  hands.  The  whole  subject 
of  the  treatment  of  the  Natives  by 
planters  has  of  late  years  occupied  the 
attention  of  the  Government  of  India, 
and  a  great  doal  has  been  done  to 
rectify  the  faults  of  the  system.  I  have 
no  reason  to  believe  that  any  disaflfec- 
tion  or  even  disoontent  exists.  Oonoern- 
ioff  the  relationship  between  planters 
ana  magistrates,  I  have  no  informa- 
tion. Thirdly,  tea-plantiag  in  Assam  is 
generally  carried  on  by  European  Cora- 

Sanies,  whose  shareholders  are  no  doubt 
uly  registered.  As  reguds  the  mor- 
tality and  the  Inland  Immigration  Act, 
I  must  refer  the  hon.  Member  to  the 
answer  of  the  noble  Marquess  the  late 
Secretary  of  State  of  the  3rd  of  April 
last.  I  do  not  know  what  the  denuncia- 
tions of  the  Native  Press  may  be.  In 
Assam,  as  throughout  India,  there  are 
many  Native  magistrates  exercising  the 
powers  I  have  already  mentioned. 
Pourthly,  I  know  of  no  instance  in 
which  a  European  ofHcial  has  been  re- 
moved or  punished  for  opposing  influen- 
tial European  interests.  Fifthly,  in  1 879 
the  magistrate  and  collector  of  the  dis- 
trict of  Sarun,  and  the  joint  magistrate 
and  collector  of  Sewan,  a  subdivision 
of  that  district,  were  transferred  by 
the  officiating  Lieutenaut  Governor  of 
Bengal,  because  it  was  considered  ad- 
visable in  the  public  interest.  The 
transfer  of  officers  from  one  district  to 
another,  being  left  entirely  to  the  local 
govemmentS)  who  are  responsible  for 
the  administration  of  their  Provinces, 
it  is  not  proposed  to  lay  on  the  Table 
any  Papers  relating  to  these  transfers. 

EGYPT— THE  MOTJKABALAH. 
Mb.  MOLLOT  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  If 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  with  a  view 
to  promote  peace  and  contentment  in 
Egypt,  will  take  any  steps  to  negotiate 
wiUi  the  European  Powers  to  obtain  an 
arrangement  whereby  the  cultivators  in 
Egypt  may  receive  adequate  compensa- 
tion for  their  advances  of  a  sum  amount- 
ing to  £17,000,000  under  the  law  of 
Moukabalah ;  if  it  is  a  fact  that  the 
annual  sum  of  £150,000,  provided  by 
the  Law  of  Liquidation  of  1880,'  does 
not  amount  to  even  one  per  cent,  interest 
upon  the  capital  sum  of  £17,000,000, 
and  fails  altogether  to  repay  the  princi- 
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pal ;  and,  if  it  is  a  fact  that  this  sum  of 
£  1 7,000, 000  was  advanced  under  solemn 
contract  with  the  Egyptian  Government, 
and  as  purchase  money  for  a  fifty  per 
cent,  reduction  of  Land  Tax,  wHch  nas 
not  been  granted  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE  : 
Full  information  with  regard  to  the 
question  of  the  Moukabalah  is  contained 
in  the  second  Heport  of  the  Commission 
of  Inquiry  into  the  finance  of  Egypt 
(Egypt;  No.  5,  1879).  It  will  be  seen 
from  Sir  C.  Rivers  Wilson's  Report  on 
the  Law  of  Liquidation  (E^ypt,  No.  1, 
1881),  that  a  large  portion  of  the 
£17,000.000  was  considered  to  have  been 
fictitious  payments,  and  the  annuity  of 
£150,000  was  what,  in  view  of  the 
various  financial  circumetanoes,  the 
Liquidation  Court  determined  should  be 
devoted  to  compensating  the  Mou- 
kabalah landowners. 

EGYPT— FOREIGN  AND  EUROPEAN 
EUFLOYES. 

Mb.  MOLLOT  asked  the  XTnder 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Af- 
fairs, If  the  Betum  of  "Foreigners 
having  Special  Contracts  with  the 
Egyptian  Government,"  ordered  by 
Lord  Granville,  on  the  1st  March  1882, 
to  be  forwarded  for  presentation  to 
Parliament,  and  which  the  British 
Acting  Consul  General  reported,  on  the 
13th  of  March  1882,  he  **  had  not  been 
able  as  yet  to  procure,"  has  now  been 
procured ;  if  it  nas  been  procured,  if  it 
will  now  be  presented  to  Parliament ; 
if  it  has  not  been  procured,  what  steps 
he  intends  to  take  to  cause  the  order  of 
Lord  Granville  to  be  obeyed  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FXTZMATJBIGE : 
The  precise  Returns  to  which,  the  hoa. 
Memirar  refers  have  not  been  xeeeiTed, 
and  Sir  Edward  Malet's  attention  will 
be  called  to  the  matter ;  but  a  Paxlia- 
mentary  Paper  (Egypt,  No.  6,  1882)  of 
a  subsequent  date  to  that  from  whieh  he 
quotes  contains  full  information  with 
p;ard  to  the  Europeans  in  the  serriee  of 
the  Egyptian  Government. 

MERCANTILE  MARINE— THE  FOLKE- 
STONE  AND  DOVER  PACKETS. 

Mb.  MOLLOT  asked  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  If  his  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  the  very  inadequate  pre- 
cautions taken  by  the  passenger  steam- 
boats plying  between  Folkestone  and 
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Doyer  and  the  French  Coast,  for  the 
protection  of  life  in  case  of  accident ; 
and,  if  it  is  a  fact  that  these  steamers 
carry  some  hundreds  of  passengers  in  a 
single  Toyage,  and  vith  only  four  smaU 
boats  for  saving  life  in  the  event  of  ac- 
cident by  collision  or  otherwise  ? 

Mb.  chamberlain,  in  reply,  said, 
that  be  had  answered  a  Question  with 
reference  to  this  subject  in  the  course  of 
last  Session.  He  then  stated  that  the 
number  and  size  of  the  small  boats  to  be 
rovided  by  these  steamers  was  settled 
y  statute  in  accordance  with  the  tonnage 
of  the  ships,  and  that  the  owners  of  the 
steamers  in  every  case  had  complied 
with  the  letter  of  the  law.  He  had  also 
stated  that  he  had  communicated  with 
tbe  proprietors  of  these  steamers  urging 
them  to  make  provision  for  buoyant 
seats  and  other  fittings  to  be  used  in 
case  of  accident.  He  now  intended,  on 
the  occasion  of  the  next  survey  of  these 
steamers,  to  request  the  Surveyor  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  to  report  how  far  hu 
suggestions  bad  been  carried  ont. 

INDIA  (MADRAS)— MEMBERS  OF 
COUNCIL. 

Mb.  (VDONNELIi  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether 
during  the  acting  Qovernorsbip  of  Mr. 
"W.  Hudleston  in  1881,  the  (Jovernment 
of  Madras  passed  a  ^Resolution  that  rela- 
tions of  "Members of  Council"  should 
not  hold  land ;  whethw  this  prohibition 
applied  to  land  within  the  Madras  Pre- 
sident^  only;  whether  this  order  re- 
ceived the  sanction  of  the  Viceroy  and 
also  of  the  Secretary  of  State ;  and, 
what  was  the  date  of  the  Beeolution  ? 

Mb.  J.  £.  OBOSS :  There  is  no  know- 
ledge at  tiie  India  Office  on  the  subject, 
and  I  eannot  find  Uiat  amy  such  £e*ahi- 
tion  has  been  passed. 

Mb.  O'DONimL:  May  I  ask  the 
Under  Seoretaiy  of  State  for  India 
whether  he  will  make  inquiries  on  the 
point? 

Mb.  J.  K.  CROSS :  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  make  some  definite  statement,  I 
will  inquire  into  the  truth  of  it ;  but  I 
may  take  this  opportunity  of  saying  that 
it  is  not  desirable  that  we  should  be 
sending  telegrams  to  India,  which  would 
be  charged  to  the  Government  of  that 
country,  without  some  very  good  reason 
for  BO  doing.  I  should  not  like  to  do  so 
without  the  authority  of  the  House. 
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SOUTH  AFRICA— PONDOLAKIX 

Mr.  CBOPPEB  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whe- 
ther Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
received  any  oflBcial  information  con- 
firming the  published  reports  of  the  hos- 
tilities which  are  said  to  have  broken 
out  in  Pondoland ;  whether  requests 
have  been  repeatedly  made  by  Umqui- 
kela.  Paramount  Chief  of  Pondoland, 
for  inquiry  into,  and  redress  of,  the 
grievances  which  the  Fondos  allege  they 
have  sustained  at  the  hands  of  the  Cape 
Government ;  whether,  in  particular,  any 
reply  has  been  made  by  the  High  Com- 
missioner to  a  Despatch,  reported  to 
have  been  written  in  November  1881^ 
containing  a  full  statement  of  his  com- 
plaints against  the  Government  of  the 
Colony;  and,  whether  any  steps  hava 
been  taken  to  inquire  into  or  redress 
these  grievances  ? 

Mb.  EVELYN  ASHLEY:  We  have 
no  official  information  as  to  the  reported 
hostilities  in  Pondoland.  Full  informa- 
tion as  to  the  grievances  which  the 
Pondos  allege  wul  be  found  in  a  Blue 
Book  presented  last  March ;  but  I  may 
say  that  their  principle  grievance  is,  that 
the  Cape  Government  nave  extended  a 
protectorate  over  the  Amaxesibes,  who 
oocupy  a  part  of  Pondoland,  and  the 
hostilities  now  going  on  are  directed 
against  this  tribe  by  TTmquikela.  I  can 
find  no  record  of  any  reply  bein^  given 
to  the  despatch  mentioned  which  was 
handed  by  the  High  Commissioner  to 
the  Cape  Ministers  to  deal  with ;  but 
the  Secretuy  for  Native  Affairs  had  an 
interview  with  the  Pondo  0hie&  very 
shortly  after.  Nothing  further  has  been 
done  in  the  matter  as  far  as  we  know. 
No  doubt,  theBaauto  tronblesbave mean- 
while occupied  the  whole  attention  of 
tiie  Cape  Government 

GOLD  MINING  COHFANIES  (INDIA). 

Mb.  O'EEUjY  asked  the  President 

of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  the  manner  in 
which  a  large  number  of  investors  in 
the  Cily  of  London  have  been  induced 
to  purchase  the  shares  of  Indian  Gold 
Mining  Companies  which  have  turned 
out  to  be  worthless ;  and,  whether  he 
will  cause  an  investigation  to  be  made 
into  the  promotion  of  such  undertakings 
by  Indian  Government  officifUs  ? 
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Mh.  J.  K.  CEOSS :  All  the  informa- 
tion we  have  on  this  iubject  is  contained 
in  the  Papers  presented. 

WATS  AND  MEANS-THE  FINANCIAL 
STATEMENT. 

Me.  salt  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  If  he  proposes  to  make 
the  Financial  Statement  before  Easter ; 
and)  if  before  Easter,  on  vhat  day  ? 

TheOHANCELLOE  of  the  EXOHE- 
QtlEE  (Mr.  Childees)  :  No,  Sir;  I  have 
no  intention  to  make  the  annual  Finan- 
cial Statement  before  Easter.  It  would 
be  premature' now  to  fix  a  day  after 
Easter. 

PATENTS  AND  TRADE  MARKS-CON- 
SOLIDATION OP  THE  LAW. 

Me.  STUAET-WOETLET  asked  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  When 
the  Government  Bill  for  the  Amendment 
of  the  Patent  Laws  will  be  in  the  hands 
of  Members ;  and,  whether  the  subjeot 
of  Trade  Marks  will  be  dealt  with  in  the 
same  Bill  ? 

Mb.  CHAMBEELAIN:  The  BiU 
which  has  been  introduced  is  a  BiU  for 
the  Amendment  and  Consolidation  of  the 
Law  relating  to  Patents,  and  also  with 
respect  to  Trade  Marks  and  the  Eegis- 
tration  of  Designs.  The  Bill  Is  in  the 
bands  of  the  printers,  and  it  may  be 
expected  in  the  course  of  a  week. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  As  the  Bill  is 
an  amendment  Bill,  will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  direct  that  a  Memorandum 
be  printed,  showing  what  is  new  in  the 
proposed  measure  ? 

Mb.  OHAMBEBIiAIN  :  I  do  not  know 
whether  that  is  usual ;  but  if  it  can  be 
done  without  much  delay,  I  shall  be 
Teiy  gUd  to  do  it. 

EaTFT  (INDIAN  CONTINOBNT)— 
EXPENSES. 

Sib  aEOEGE  CAMPBELL  asked 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Ezechequer,  Whe- 
ther the  decision  of  her  Majesty's  QoTern- 
ment  to  contribute  £500,000  towards  the 
oost  of  the  Indian  Expedition  to  Egypt 
"  during  flie  current  financial  year  "  is 
a  final  settlemoit  of  the  matter,  and 
leaves  nothii^f  open  for  future  disous- 
eion? 

The  OHANOELLOE  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUEE  (Mr.  Ohildbbs)  :  Yes,  Sir ;  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  decided  not 
to  propose  to  Parliament  to  oontribate 


more  than  £500,000  towards  the  cost 
of  the  lE^Tptian  Expedition  de&ayed 
by  India ;  leaving  rather  more  than 
£600,000  out  of  £4,500,000  as  a  charge 
on  the  Indian  Exchequer. 

SiE  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL :  I  sup- 
pose we  may  understand  that  the  Go- 
vernment of  India  have  accepted  that 
offer?   

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXOHE- 
QUEE  (Mr.  Childbbs)  :  Tes. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— ZULULAND  AND 
FONDOLAND. 

Mb.  DILLWYN  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  with 
reference  to  the  charges  against  the 
Bishop  of  Natal  of  undue  interference 
with  the  affairs  of  Zululand,  made  in 
Sir  Henry  Bulwer's  Despatches  of  June 
30th,  August  1st,  and  November  7th 
1B82,  Whether  the  Governor  in  com- 
municating these  allegations  to  Her  Ma- 
jeal^'s  Government,  at  the  same  time 

fave  the  Bishop  the  opportunity  of  re- 
utting  them,  or  of  making  such  ex- 
planations as  he  might  consider  neces* 
sary  ? 

Mb.  EVELYN  ASHLEY :  I  am  un- 
able to  answer  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
Member.  We  have  given  all  the  Pf^ers 
respecting  Zulnland. 

Mb.  ASHHEAD-BAETLETT  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  Whethwhe  can  give  the  Houae 
any  information  as  to  the  dieturbed  state 
of  Zululand  and  of  the  Fondo  tribes  ? 

Mb.  EVELYN  ASHLEY :  "We  have 
no  official  information  as  to  the  disturb- 
ances in  Fondoland,  and  no  informa- 
tion at  all  as  to  any  diaturbanoea  in 
Zululand. 

ARMY  (AUXILIARY  FORCES)— VOLTJIT- 
TEER  TTNTP0RM8. 

V-i-itT.  PERCY  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
taiy  of  State  for  War,  Whether  Adjutants 
of  Volunteer  Infantry  Eegiments  (which 
have  elected  to  bo  styled  Volunteer  Bat- 
talions of  their  Territorial  EegimentsJ, 
are  permitted  to  wear  the  uniform  of  the 
Line  Eegiments  to  which  tiiey  belong, 
as  has  always  been  allowed  to  Adjutants 
of  Artillery  and  Engineer  Volunteers  7 

The  Mabquebs  op  HAETINGTON, 
in  reply,  said,  that  the  Volunteer  officers 
wore  the  uniform  of  the  brigade  to 
which  ihey  belonged.   He  would  ipake 
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ftirther  inquiries  into  the  matter,  and 
vould  then  gire  farther  infoimataon. 

EGYPT  (INDIAN  CONnNGENT)— 

EXPENSES. 
Mr.  ONSLOW  ashed  the  Secre- 
tary of  Btate  for  War,  If  he  can  lay 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  the  Tele- 
f^ram  and  Despatch  from  the  Viceroy  of 
India  in  Council,  which  were  alluded  to 
by  the  Noble  Lord  in  this  House,  on  the 
3lBt  of  July  last,  in  the  following  words : 

"  I  should  not  he  dealing  frankly  with  the 
HoDse  if  I  were  not  to  state  that  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  have  informed  me  by  telegraph 
that  the^  object  to  India  bearing  the  eharffe  of 
her  contingent,  and  that  they  are  Bonding  home 
a  Despatch  upon  the  sabject ;  " 

and,  again,  on  the  26th  of  October 
last,  in  answer  to  a  question — 

"Papers  will  certainly  he  presented,  but  the 
Correspondence  with  the  Indian  Government  in 
regard  to  the  employment  of  the  Indian  Con- 
tingent is  aspret  neceBaarily  incomj^ete,  and  I 
do  not  think  it  deairahle  to  print  it  in  ita  pre- 
sent state ; " 

and,  again,  on  the  same  subject  in  an- 
swer to  a  question  on  Norember  2nd,  the 
Noble  Loi^  said — 

"  The  Papen  that  will  be  presented  will  give 
the  House  aa  full  an  idea  as  possible  of  what 
has  taken  place ; " 

and,  whether  these  Papers  will  be  pre- 
sented before  the  Supplementary  Esti- 
mate for  payment  of  the  troops  employed 
in  Egypt  is  moved  ? 

Thb  MiRQUEss  OP  HAETINGTON : 
In  reply  to  the  hon.  Member,  I  have  to 
say  that  I  believe  the  hon.  Member  has 
accurately  repeated  the  statements  which 
I  made  on  those  occasions.  At  that 
time  I  was  of  opinion  that  it  would  be 
necessary  to  lay  upon  the  Table  the 
greater  part  of  the  Correspondence  be- 
tween the  Home  Gk>Temment  and  India 
on  the  vahject.  I  was  then  under  the 
impression  that  it  vonld  be  impossible 
to  come  to  an  agreement ;  but  since  tiiat 
time  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
made  a  proposal  which  has  been  ac- 
cepted by  the  Indian  Government,  and 
since  we  have  arrived  at  a  satisfactory 
agreement,  I  think  there  would  be  no 
good  in  making  public  a  Correspondence 
which,  in  its  earUer  stages,  was  some- 
what of  a  controversial  character. 

SPAIN— INTEENATIONAIi  LAW— 8UH- 
KENDEB  OF  CUBAN  EEFUGEB8— 
GENERAL  MACEO. 
Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF:  I 

Tieh  to  ask  the  Under  Secretairy  of 


State  for  Foreign  Affairs  a  Question  of 
which  I  hare  not  been  able  to  g^ve  him 
private  Notice — Whether  the  Foreign 
Office  has  received  any  intelligence  as 
to  the  very  rigorous  manner  in  which 
General  Maceo  has  been  treated  by  the 
Spanish  Government ;  whether  any  re- 
presentations have  been  made  on  the 
subject ;  and  when  we  are  likely  to  have 
the  Papers  that  are  promised  ? 

LoED  EDMOND  FITZMAURIOE  : 
In  reply  to  the  hon.  Gentleman,  I 
have  communicated  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Sir  S.  Assheton  Cross),  who 
put  to  me  a  Question  on  the  subject, 
and  the  cause  of  whose  absence  we  all 
regret.  I  hope  to  present  these  Papers 
in  a  few  days.  In  regard  to  the  fur- 
ther Question,  the  Foreign  Office,  to 
the  best  of  my  knowledge,  has  not  re- 
ceived any  information  such  as  that  the 
hon.  Member  asks  for ;  but  T  would 
add  that  full  information  of  everything 
that  has  passed  will  be  contained  in  the 
Papers  wnich  I  hope  in  a  very  few  days 
to  present  to  the  House. 

SiE  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF :  As 
the  Question  with  regard  to  General 
Maceo  is  very  urgent,  and  as  he  and 
wife  are  ill,  and  he  has  been  treated 
with  great  zigour,  I  shall  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  the  subject  on  the 
Beport  of  the  Address. 

EGYPT- EARL  GRANVILLE'S 
CIRCULAR. 

Mk.  ASHMEAD-BABTLETT  asked 
the  Under  Secretwy  of  State  fbr  Forogn 
Affurs,  Whether  any  reply  has  been 
received  from  fho  GoTenunent  of  the 
French  Republic  to  Lord  Granville's 
Circular  regarding  Egypt;  and,  if  so, 
what  is  the  nature  of  that  reply  ? 

LoED  EDMOND  FITZMATTRICE : 
No,  Sir;  no  answer  has  been  reoared. 

FABLIAUENT— BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE. 

SirSTAFFOBD  NOBTHOOTE  asked 
if  the  noble  Marquess  could  give  the 
House  any  information  as  to  whether  it 

was  intended,  if  the  debate  on  the  Ad- 
dress was  finished  to-night,  to  proceed 
with  any  of  the  Bills  on  the  Paper ;  and 
also  if  he  could  state  after  what  hour 
he  proposed  not  to  take  them  f  He  asked 
that  Question  specially  with  reference  to 
the  Parliamentary  Elections  (Corrupt  and 
Illegal  Practices)  Bill,  and  he  sboold  also 
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like  to  knoT  the  coarse  of  Bauness  to- 
morrow? 

Thb  Mabquess  of  HABTINGTON  : 
I  stated  yesterday  that,  in  the  event  of 
the  debate  on  the  Address  being  con- 
cluded in  time,  we  proposed  to  proceed 
with  the  measures  in  the  order  in  which 
they  stand  on  the  Paper — that  is  to  say, 
the  Court  of  Criminal  Appeal  Bill,  the 
Criminal  Code  (Indictable  Offences  Pro- 
cedure) Bill,  and  the  Parliamentary  Elec- 
tions (Corruptand  Illegal  Practices)  Bill. 

I  do  not  know  whetber  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Attorney  General  will 
state  a  reasonable  hour  for  proceeding 
with  the  Parliamentary  Elections  (Cor- 
rupt and  Illegal  Practices)  Bill ;  bat  I 
should  think  that  it  would  be  no  use 
attempting  to  prooeed  with  it  after  mid- 
night. [Sir  Stapfobd  Northootb:  After 

II  o'clock.]  With  regard  to  the  Bun- 
ness  to-morrow,  we  shul  hope  to  proceed 
with  the  Sopplementary  Estimates  in 
Committee  of  Supply, 

In  reply  to  a  Question, 

The  CHANOELLOE  of  the  EXOIIE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Childbbs)  said,  the  first 
Supplementary  Estimate  would  be  the 
one  for  the  Egyptian  Expedition. 

Mb.  BAIKE3:  Did  what  the  noble 
Marquess  stated  about  the  Parliamen- 
tary Elections  (Corrupt  and  Illegal  Prac- 
tices) Bill  apply  to  all  the  other  Bills  ? 

The  Mabqtjbss  of  HAETINGTON 
believed  there  was  not  likely  to  be  a 
great  discussion  upon  the  two  first  Or- 
ders, and  he  thought  hie  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Attorney  General  would  en- 
deavour to  proceed  witib,  tibem  at  any 
hour  before  half-past  12. 

Mb.  EAT^S  asked  whether,  in  the 
event  of  any  of  the  Bills  beiog  read  a 
second  time  that  night,  the  Motion  to 
refer  to  a  Grand  Committee'  would  be 
deferred  f 

[No  reply  was  given.] 

EGYPT— THE  EARL  OF  DTJPFEHIN'S 

LETTER. 

Mb.  BOUEKE  :  I  wish  to  aek  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affaiin,  Whether  he  is  now  in  a  position 
to  state  when  Lord  Duffiin's  letter, 
which  has  been  so  often  alluded  to  dur- 
ing the  last  fortni^t,  will  be  prodnoed  f 

Low)  EBMOIO)  FITZMAUEICE  : 
I  eannot,  at  present,  give  any  preoise 
information  on  this  question.   As  my 

Qir  Stafford  Northcotf 


right  hon.  Friend  is  aware,  it  is  usual  in 
these  oases — especially  in  oases  of  this 
importance— to  allow  the  writer  of  an 
important  despatch  of  this  kind  to  see 
it  before  it  takes  its  final  form  in  print ; 
and,  out  of  ordinary  fairness  to  Lord 
Dufferin,  no  exception  can  possibly  be 
made  in  this  case.  The  earUest  oppor- 
tunity was  taken  to  return  the  despatch 
back  to  Lord  Dufferin ;  and  as  soon  as 
it  is  returned,  and  it  can  conedstently 
with  the  interest  of  the  Public  Service 
be  reproduced,  It  shall  be  presented  to 
the  House.  There  are  two  other  most 
important  despatches  of  Lord  Duflferin 
on  the  i-e-organization  of  Egypt  in  the 
Blue  Book  wnich  I  presented  a  very  few 
days  ago — namely,  on  the  16th  of  Feb* 
ruary.  They  covered  eight  or  nine  pages 
of  print ;  and  I  cannot  conceive  that 
my  right  hon.  Friend  could  possibly  be 
better  employed  in  {weparing  himself 
for  reading  Lord  Dafferin's  most  im- 
portant despatch,  than  by  marking  and 
inwardly  digesting  the  two  despatches 
which  are  contained  in  that  Blue  Book. 

Mb.  BOUEKE:  Considering  the  very 
extraordinaiy  character  of  the  answer  I 
have  just  received,  entering  as  it  does 
into  most  controversial  matter,  not  only 
with  respect  to  the  despatch  I  have 
asked  for,  but  with  respeot  to  other 
despatches,  I  will  take  the  earliest 
portunity  which  the  Forms  of  this 
House  will  allow— probably  this  even- 
ing—of bringing  the  whole  subject  be- 
fore the  House.   

Ub.  A.  J.  BALFOUE :  X  wish  to  ask 
if  the  Government  referred  to  Lord 
Dufferin  by  telegraph  P 

LoBD  EDMOND  FITZMAtmiOE: 
No,  Sir ;  I  said  the  despatch  bad  been 
referred  back  to  Lord  Dufferin,  in  order 
to  allow  him  to  reed  it  over  in  print 
before  it  was  presented  to  the  House. 
My  right  hon.  Friend,  who  has  ooonpied 
the  Office  which  I  have  the  honour 
to  hold,  knows  that  that  is  the  usual 
conrse,  and  must  be  aware  that  it 
would  be  unfair  to  Lord  Dufferin  if 
an  exception  were  made  in  this  case. 

Sib  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF:  I 
would  ask  the  noble  Lord  whether  it 
would  not  be  possible  to  instruct  Lord 
Dufferin  to  make  any  correction  he-may 
wish  to  make  by  telegraph?  That 
course  has  been  pursued  before. 

LoBD  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE: 
Yes,  Sir;  no  doubt  it  would  be  possible; 
but  Her  M^est^'s  Government  nata- 
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rally  desire  not  to  proBS  Lord  Dnfferin 
unduly,  but  to  give  him  the  ordinary 
freedom  and  latitude  of  time  which  is 
allowed  to  all  members  of  the  Diplo- 
matic Serrice,  especially  to  those  who, 
like  Lord  Dufferin,  hold  a  most  difB.- 
cult  post  at  a  moat  arduous  and  critioal 
time. 

Ms.  BOTTBKE :  I  would  ask  whe- 
ther Lord  I)u£ferin  has  evinced  the 
slightest  disposition  to  make  any  alte- 
ration in  the  despatch ;  or  whether  it 
has  been  suggested  by  Her  Majesty's 
GoTernment  that  such  alterations  should 
be  made  ? 

LoED  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE  : 
I  must  say,  Sir,  that  I  ara  perfectly 
astonished  at  a  question  of  such  sort 
being  put.  I  have  just  now  reminded 
the  House  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  held  the  Office  wjiich  I  now 
hold,  and  he  knows  perfectly  well — 
[Mr.  BouBKB :  No,  I  do  not]— that  we 
are  simply  pursuing  the  ordinary  course ; 
and  it  would  be  a  most  exceptional  act 
on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment,  in  the  case  of  a  most  interesting 
and  important  despatch,  if  we  did  not 
give  to  Lord  Dufferin  the  same  oppor- 
tunity which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  Lord  Beaconsfield's  Government 
almost  invariably  gave  in  regard  to 
every  despatch,  certainly  with  regard  to 
every  important  despatch — to  those  who, 
a  few  years  ago,  at  an  equally  difficult 
time,  and  under  equally  difficult  circum- 
stances, represented  this  country  abroad. 

Mb.  GOBST:  Will  the  noble  Lord 
answer  categorically  the  question  put 
to  him  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  King's  Lynn  —  namely, 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
or  had  not  so^ested  to  Lord  Dafiferin 
oertain'alterations  in  that  despatch  ? 

LoBD  EDMOND  FITZMATTRIOE : 
I  rather  thought  my  right  hon.  Friend 
would  prefer,  on  reflection,  not  to  press 
that  question.  But,  as  I  am  pressed, 
I  beg  most  categorically  and  most  clearly 
to  say  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
to  the  House,  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment do  not  deal  in  secret  instruc- 
tions, or  anything  of  that  kind. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  asked  whether 
the  despatcdi  would  be  presented  to  the 
House  as  soon  as  it  came  back  from 
Egypt  and  was  printed  ?  He  asked  the 
qaesQon  because  the  noble  Lord  said 
that  he  would  produce  it  as  soon  as  it 
wt»  consistent  with  the  Public  Service ; 
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but  that  was  different  from  the  state- 
ment which  he  first  made. 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE: 
I  Uiink  the  question  which  m^r  hon. 
Friend  has  asked  me  is  a  very  fur  one, 
and  contrasts  in  some  way  with  the 

?uestion  of  -  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
just  wish  to  recall  the  exact  words 
which  I  used  in  speaking  in  reply  to  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Carlisle 
(Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson).   I  said — 

"  I  tIiODg:ht  it  would  be  soon  in  my  power 
to  prodace  other  Papere,  and  amongst  others  a 
despatch  of  great  importance  from  Lord  Duf- 
fenn." 

I  do  not  go  back  on  one  word  of  what  I 
said;  but  I  cannot  altogether  accept 
every  interpretation  that  has  since  been 
put  by  some  of  my  hon.  Friends  upon 
those  words. 

Mb.  PULESTON:  The  noble  Lord 
has  not  replied  to  the  question. 

Mb.  BOUBKE  :  In  consequence  of 
the  answer  to  the  questions  given  by 
the  noble  Lord,  I  beg  to  give  Notice 
that  I  shall  this  evening,  or  whenever 
we  reach  the  Report  on  the  Address, 
ask  certain  questions  and  make  some 
observations  on  the  following  subjects : — 
Lord  Dufferin's  despatch ;  the  condition 
of  political  prisoners  in  Egypt ;  the  pro- 
gress of  the  Intemationfu  Commission 
now  sitting  to  inquire  into  the  indemnity 
claims  arising  out  of  the  massacres  of 
the  Ilth  of  June;  the  condition  of 
affairs  in  the  Soudan ;  and  the  attitude 
of  the  Foreign  Powers  as  to  the  position 
we  now  hold  in  Egypt. 

THE  DANUBIAN  CONFERENOE-THE 
KILIA  MOUTH. 

Babon  henry  DE  WORMS:  I 
wish  to  ask  the  noble  Lord,  Whether 
the  Danabian  Conference  is  still  sitting ; 
and  whether  he  can  inform  the  House  if 
the  question  relating  to  the  Kilia  mouth 
of  the  Danube  will  be  decided  at  that 
Conference ;  or  whether  the  House  will 
be  consulted  in  any  way  ? 

LoED  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE: 
In  reply  to  the  first  Question,  the  Con> 
ference  is  still  sitting,  and,  as  I  stated 
the  other  day,  I  hope  to  be  able  in  a 
very  short  time  to  give  a  definite  an- 
swer to  any  Question  or  Qnestione  that 
may  be  asked  in  respect  to  a  matter  of 
such  great  interest  to  English  commerce. 
In  reply  to  the  particular  Question  of 
the  hon.  Member  as  to  the  Kilia  mouth, 
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no  doubt  that,  like  all  the  other  ques- 
tions, will  be  decided  in  the  Conference ; 
and  immediately  it  is  decided  I  hope  to 
be  able  to  inform  the  House,  and  also  to 
lay  the  Papers  on  the  Table. 

Baron  HENEY  DE  WORMS  :  Then 
it  Tvill  be  decided  in  the  Conference 
without  reference  to  the  Honse  in  the 
first  instance  ? 

LoKD  EDMOND  FITZMAUBIGE : 
Tea. 

EGYPT  (INDIAN  CONTINQENT)— 
EXPENSES. 

Ma.  ONSLOW:  I  beg  to  aek  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War,  or,  if  he  can- 
not answer,  I  will  eire  Notice  that  I 
will  aak  the  Prime  Minister  on  Monday, 
What  is  the  reason,  after  he  has  pledged 
himself  to  the  production  of  Papers 
with  regard  to  the  payment  by  this 
country  or  by  India  of  the  cost  of  the 
Indian  Expedition  to  Egypt,  that  he 
has  changed  his  mind  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HABTTNGTON  : 
I  thought  I  had  stated  the  reason.  I 
said  I  fully  expected  the  publioation  of 
this  Correspondence  would  be  nmsessary. 
As  long  as  there  was  a  difference  of 
opinion,  it  might  be  necessary  for  the 
House  to  decide  between  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  and  Her  Majesty's  60- 
Ternm&nt  at  home ;  but,  baring  arrived 
at  a  decision  on  that  subject,  we  thought 
there  would  be  a  disadvantage  to  India 
from  the  publication  of  the  Corre- 
spondence, which  I  admit  was  in  its 
earlier  stages  of  a  rather  controversial 
character.  I  do  not  say  that  was  a  good 
reason  ;  but  that  is  the  reason. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  asked  whether  the 
Papers  to  be  produced  would  give  the 
Hoi)8e  08  fiilly  as  possible  an  idea  of 
what  were  the  oontroTersial  points  ? 

[No  reply  was  giren.] 

THE  IRISH  FAMINE  OF  1847— PAYMENT 
OF  THE  DEBT  BESULTINO. 

Mr.  O'OONNOB  POWEB  desired  to 

fat  a  question  to  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
reland  or  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer with  reference  to  a  statement 
made  by  the  Chief  Secretary  in  the 
course  of  the  debate  on  Tuesday  even- 
ing— namely,  Whether,  when  the  Irish 
famine  debt,  amounting  to  a  sum  of 
£260,000  annually  in  the  shape  of 
Consolidated  Annuities,  and  which  in 
one  mm  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
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Chief  Secretary  estimated  to  amount  to 
£10,000,000  sterling,  was  written  off, 
new  taxes  were  not  imposed  upon  Ire- 
land which  had  inflicted  upon  her  finan- 
cial loss  greater  than  the  remission  to 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  re- 
ferred; and,  whether,  in  the  year  1853, 
the  late  Mr.  Maguire,  the  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork,  did  not,  on  that 
occasion,  in  the  name  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers, protest  against  the  bargain  that 
had  been  made? 

Mr.  TRETELYAN  said,  tho  Question 
obviously  required  Notiee.  He  rose 
only  to  say,  therefore,  that  the  hon. 
Member  had  misconceived  him.  He 
mentioned  the  sum  as  a  debt,  and  a  very 
important  one,  that  had  been  remitted 
to  Ireland;  but  the  £10,000,000  he  re- 
ferred to  included  that  debt,  which  was 
composed  of  a  considerable  number  of 
other  items.* 

Mr.  O'CONNOB  POWEE  asked, 
Whether  the  right  hon  Gentleman 
would  state  at  what  period  that  indebt- 
edness was  contracted ;  within  what 
space  of  time  did  he  allege  that  the 
£10,000,000  was  incurred ;  and  was  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  prepared  to  con- 
test the  proposition  he  had  just  made 
with  reference  to  the  increase  of  taxft* 
tion  which  was  imposed  upon  Ireland, 
and  was  partly  consequential  upon  the 
remission  of  that  annual  sum  P 

Mb.  TBEVELYAN  said,  he  would 
answer  the  Question  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  on  Monday.  There 
were  a  considerable  number  of  import- 
ant issues  raised  in  it.  No  doubt,  the 
hon.  Member  would  recognize  the  object 
for  which  he  (Mr.  Irevelyan)  rose  at 
that  moment. 

PARLIAMENT  — THE  NEW  RULES  OP 
PROCEDURE— REFERENCE  OP  BILLS 
TO  THE  GRAND  COMMITTEES. 
Mfi.  BAIEES  asked  the  noble  Mar- 
quess, Whether  he  would  state  after 
what  hour  he  would  not  make  a  Motion 
to  refer  any  BQls  to  any  of  the  Standing 
Committees  in  the  event  of  one  of  those 
Bills  being  read  a  second  time  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HABTINGTON  : 
I  understand  it  has  been  already  ruled 
by  the  Chair  that  it  would  not  be  pos- 
sible to  refer  a  Bill  to  a  Committee  that 
has  not  yet  been  appointed.  It  will, 
therefore,  not  be  possible  to-night  to 
ask  the  House  to  refer  Bills  to  tbtt 
Standing  Committees. 
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ADDRESS  IN  ANSWER  TO  HER  MA- 
JESTY'S MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 

[ABJOtTBMED  DEBATE.]  [eLSVEHTH 
HiaBT.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Ameadment  [27th  February] 
proposed  to  Main  Question  [15th  Feb- 
ruary]—[See  page  98.] 

And  vhich  Amendment  was. 

To  msert,  at  the  end  of  the  10th  paragraph, 
after  the  word  " ExecntiTe,"  the  words:— 
*♦  Humbly  to  auure  Her  M^etty,  tbat  the  state 
of  distren  among  the  population  of  many  parts 
of  Ireland  \  the  inadequate  machinery  of  the 
liKod  Act,  and  ita  partiid  and  imperfect  charac- 
ter, especially  with  re^rd  to  leaseholders,  the 
right  of  tenants  to  their  improTsments,  the  pnr- 
.cbue  system,  and  the  condition  of  the  agncul- 
toral  labooreTB;  tiie  aiuatisfMtory  operation  of 
the  Arrears  Act;  the  state  of  the  Law  of  Par- 
1iamentar\'  and  Municipal  Franchises  in  Ire- 
land ;  and  the  condition  of  Local  Government 
in  that  Conntry,  are  all  qnestiona  demanding 
tiie  urgent  attention  of  the  Legislatare  and  the 
GoTcmment ;  and  that  the  absence  of  nny  un- 
dertaking to  legislate  on  any  of  these  questions, 
or  on  any  question  affecting  the  welfare  of  the 
Irish  People  must  tend  to  promote  diromtent 
and  intensify  disaffection  in  Zrdand." — [Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor.) 

Question  again  proposed,  **  That  those 
words  be  there  inserted." 

Debate  returned. 

SiE  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  said,  that 
many  things  had  been  urged  by  the 
Irish  Members  in  this  debate  which  de- 
serred  the  notice  of  the  House.  He 
would  only  deal  with  one.  The  vie* 
which  seemed  to  have  been  entertained 
by  several  Gentlemen,  and  even  by  Her 
Majeaty'i  Gkivemment,  was  that  Ire- 
land was  really  a  favoured  nation,  and 
&vonred  by  England,  inasmuoh  as  time 
and  money  had  been  devoted  to  her,  and 
that  the  present  request,  if  granted, 
would  amount  to  injnstioe  to  the  British 
taxpayers.  There  never  was  a  more 
monstrous  delusion  than  the  belief  that 
Ireland  was  financially  a  favonred  nation 
by  England.  On  the  18th  of  April  last, 
when  he  moved  for  a  Committee  to  in- 
quire into  the  facts  he  then  brought 
forward,  he  placed  the  true  state  of  the 
case  before  the  House.  Those  facte  had 
never  been  controverted.  He  did  not 
propose  to  go  fully  into  the  question  at 
this  time,  but  would  take  another  op- 
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portunity  of  renewing  his  Motion  for  a 
Select  Committee.  He  believed  that  if 
the  injustice  which  had  been  done  to  Ire- 
land under  English  rule  had  taken  place 
between  any  two  foreign  countries— 
between  Turkey  and  Egypt,  for  instance 
—the  English  people  would  have  pro- 
tested against  it  with  great  indignation  ; 
but  because  it  was  purely  Irish  tiiey 
were  apathetic.  He  had  nothing  to  do 
with  historic  matters  in  reference  to  the 
treatment  of  Ireland ;  the  injustice  which 
he  condemned  had  occurred  in  his  own 
time.  In  1853  a  new  departure  was 
taken  in  the  system  of  taxation  of  Ire- 
land. Consolidated  Annuities,  as  they 
were  called,  to  the  amount  of  £260,000 
a-year,  were  compounded  for  and  got 
rid  of,  and  the  class  which  had  been 
liable  was  relieved  from  the  tax,  a  relief 
concerning  which  he  was  not  disposed 
to  complain ;  but  the  then  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  now  Prime  Minis- 
ter said  the  object  was  to  make  taxa- 
tion in  that  oounti^y  identical  with  Eng- 
lish taxation  as  far  and  as  quickly  as 
possible ;  but  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
mistook  identity  of  impost  for  equality 
of  taxation.  Since  this  new  departure 
in  1853  the  taxation  of  Ireland  had 
been  increased  by  £3,000,000  sterling 
a-year,  although  the  population  had 
been  reduced  by  2,000,000  or  3,000,000. 
TaHng  only  one  item  of  this  "  indentical 
taxation,"  they  found  that  while  the  tax 
on  the  English  popular  beverage,  beer, 
had  been  reduced  since  1851  from  28.8^d. 
per  bushel  of  malt  to  6d.,  the  duty 
upon  the  Irish  and  Scotch  nations 
beverage,  whiskey,  had  been  increased, 
and  in  the  case  of  Ireland  that  increase 
was  from  2«.  8d.  to  I  Oa.  per  gallon.  The 
result  was  that  the  taxation  of  Ireland 
on  that  drink  had  been  increased  from 
£900,000  in  1851  to  £2,400,000  odd  in 
1871.  He  wished  the  House  to  reflect 
upon  the  effect  of  that  taxation  upon  a 
poor  country  like  beland,  and  be  asked 
if  it  were  any  wonder,  under  such  cir- 
cumstances, that  the  people  were  im- 
poverished? It  was  all  very  well  to 
say  that  Ireland  might  avoid  the  tax  by 
giving  up  whiskey  drinking  ;  but  their 
consumption  of  alcohol  was  not  exces- 
sive, and  it  was  impossible  to  effect  a 
violent  change  in  the  habits  of  a  peuple 
in  such  a  matter.  The  inequality  in  the 
respective  taxation  of  England  and  Ire- 
land was  proved  by  the  fact  that  an  In- 
come Tax  of  2i.  6^1^.  in  the  pound  would 
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produce  a  revenue  equal  to  that  derived 
nrom  all  taxes  now  levied  in  the  former 
country,  while  it  would  require  an  In- 
come Tax  of  bs.  Sd.  in  the  pound  to  equal 
that  levied  by  the  present  mode  of  taza> 
tion  in  the  latter  country.  The  duty 
now  levied  upon  the  alcohol  in  beer  was 
only  equivalent  to  a  tax  of.  1«.  lOd.  per 
ffalion  of  proof  spirit,  compared  to  a 
uuction  of  lOs.  a  gallon  on  spirit  in  tbe 
popular  beverage  of  Ireland.  He  was 
almost  disheartened  by  the  result  of  his 
endeavours  to  draw  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  this  subject,  because  on  a 
former  occasion,  when  he  had  happily 
and  entirely  demolished  and  pulvenzed 
and  smashed  erei^y  argument  of  every 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  who  had 
spoken  on  previous  occasions  with  regard 
to  it,  the  House  had  been  suddenly 
counted  out.  The  result  of  the  calcu- 
lations he  had  submitted  showed  that 
Ireland  was  paying,  having  regard  to 
the  condition  of  the  two  countries,  twice 
as  much  Imperial  taxation  as  England. 
If  Ireland  had  a  federal  arrangement 
she  would  be  asked  to  oontribule  only 
her  fair  share  towards  the  Imperial  Ex- 
penditure— that  would  be  one  great  ad- 
vantage of  Home  Ilule.  He  admitted 
that  by  any  system  of  identical  imposts 
the  incidence  of  taxation  might  press 
more  severely  on  one  country  than  on 
another;  as,  for  instance,  a  tax  on 
cheese  would  press  heavily  in  England, 
but  would  not  be  felt  at  all  in  Ire- 
land, where  it  was  not  consumed.  But 
where  the  incidence  of  identical  taxa- 
tion pressed  with  greater  severity  on 
one  country  than  on  the  other,  there 
should  be  an  effort  made  to  return  the 
excess  in  some  way  to  that  country. 
Ireland  was  not  treated  in  that  manner. 
All  that  Ireland  asked  for  was  that  she 
should  bear  her  fair  share  of  the  Im- 
perial burdens.  If  Ireland  were  taxed 
for  Imperial  pui^osm  according  to  her 
means,  her  contribution  to  the  Exche- 
quer would  be  not  £7,000,000,  but  about 
£3,600,000,  or  at  most  £4,000,000,  which 
was  all  she  was  paying  in  1851. 

SiK  BALDWYN  LEIGHTON  said, 
that  the  House  had  listened  for  months 
and  years  to  loDg  and  eloquent  speeches 
from  hon.  Members  on  this  Irish  Ques- 
tion, and  they  had  listened  with  feelings 
of  disappointment,  and  almost  of  de- 
spair, for  practical  proposals.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  made  yesterday 
a  sort  of  appeal  to  private  Members  to 
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bring  forward  such  proposals  with  re- 
gard to  Ireland.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Mayo  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power), 
onTuesday  last,  complained  of  the  silence 
of  the  Oppoeition  side  of  the  House  with 
regard  to  any  such  proposals ;  but  there 
was  a  good  reason  for  that.  For  hon. 
Members  on  that  side  did  not  approve 
the  management  of  Ireland  by  the  pr&- 
sent  Government,  and  therefore  they  did 
not  feel  called  upon  to  make  proposals 
for  remedying  the  state  of  things  they 
had  produced.  But  if  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Mayo  would  bring 
before  the  House  in  a  distinct  form  his 
plans  which  he  had  sketched  out  for 
migration  and  emigration,  he  should  not 
find  himself  without  support  on  the  Op- 
position Benches,  and,  indeed,  he  him- 
self would  second  the  Motion. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR  POWER  said,  he 
should  be  glad  to  have  the  opportunity 
of  doing  so. 

Sib  BALDWTN  LEIGHTON  said, 
he  was  glad  to  hear  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary the  other  night  speak  of  the 
necessity  of  not  destroying  the  self- 
reliance  of  the  Irish  people.  They  were 
a  people  with  very  good  qualities  and 
some  bad  ones,  not  having  that  thrift,* 
industry,  and  self-reliance  which  go  to 
make  the  wealth  of  nations.  If,  instead 
of  encouraging  these  qualities,  anything 
should  be  done  to,  by  holding  out  impoa- 
sible  hopes,  impair  whatever  thrift, 
industry,  and  self  -  reliance  the  Irish 
people  possessed,  they  would  make  a 
second  Poland  of  Ireland  in  reality 
and  not  in  imagination.  The  condi- 
tion of  Ireland  was  not  to  be  changed 
by  violent  political  or  social  changes,  but 
rather  by  industrial  development  and  the 
maintenance  of  law  and  order.  What 
she  really  wanted  was  a  period  of  re- 
pose, of  peace,  and  quietnesa.  He  did 
not  complain  of  the  appeal  made  by  the 
Government  that  private  Members  should 
bring  forward  practical  proposals ;  but  it 
was  somewhat  of  an  anomaly  for  a  strong 
Government,  having  taken  up  almost 
two  whole  Sessions  with  Irish  legisla- 
tion, to  appeal  to  private  Members  now 
to  make  some  practical  proposals  for  the 
settlement  of  the  Irish  Question,  instead 
of  bringing  forward  some  well-considered 
measure  themselves. 

Mr.  LEAMT  said,  he  was  glad  to  have 
heard  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Baronet  who 
had  just  sat  down,  and  the  undertakinff 
which  he  had  given.  He  fully  a^ed 
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vith  the  hon.  Baronet,  that  it  was  a 
matter  of  reproach  to  Her  Majesty's 
GoTemment  that,  having  had  Ireland  in 
theif  bands  for  the  last  three  years,  they 
should  now  come  forward  and  say  they 
should  be  glad  to  hear  of  some  proposal 
from  private  Members  to  assist  the  Irish 
people.  The  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Loi^  Lieutenant  said  the  other  night 
that  the  policy  of  the  Irish  Executive 
might  appear  to  some  cruel.  It  would 
appear  to  hundreds  of  thousands  of  the 
Irish  people  a  cruel  and  heartless  policy. 
They  often  heard  in  Ireland  of  what  was 
called  **  a  touch  of  Cromwell's  policy." 
But  the  Irish  people  would  hear  with 
stiU  more  bitter  feetings  what  might  be 
called  "  the  pinch  of  hunger  policy  "  of 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman.  Some  dOO 
y ears  ago  "  the  gentle  Spenser  "  recom- 
mended that  the  "  mere  Irishry  "  should 
be  starved  out,  and  should  be  forced  to 
devour  one  another.  It  so  happened, 
howerer,  that  it  was  the  lot  of  that 
great  poet  to  die  in  the  capital  of  the 
count^  which  he  had  enriched  with  one 
of  the  greatest  creations  of  human  genius 
for  want  of  bread,  while  the  descendants 
of  the  mere  Irisbry  whom  he  would  have 
starved  out,  were  a  source  of  difficulty  to 
those  who  succeeded  him  in  Office.  The 
policy  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
present  Chief  Secretary  was  twofold — 
to.  assist  those  who  were  willing  to  emi- 
grate, and  to  offer  the  shelter  of  the 
workhouse  to  those  who  remaiued. 
What  olu8  of  people  was  to  be  assisted 
to  emigrate  ?  Those  whose  strength 
and  industry  coutd  contribute  wealth  to 
a  new  Oontment  were  to  be  emigrated ; 
hut  for  the  old  people  there  was  to  be 
no  outdoor  relief,  uowing  but  the  work- 
house test,  and,  said  ue  right  hon. 
Gentleman — 

!'  When  they  feel  the  pinch  of  hunger  their 
indispontion  to  enter  the  workhouse,  nerer  very 
seriouB,  -will  disappear." 

If  anything  could  show  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  s  ignorance  of  the  character 
of  the  Irish  people,  it  was  that  assertion. 
Would  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Brad- 
ford (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  endorse  it  ?  If 
there  was  anything  the  unfortunate 
Irishman  looked  forward  to  with  a 
greater  dread,  it  was  that  he  might  be 
compelled  to  go  into  the  workhouse, 
where  hnsbanowas  separated  from  wife, 
and  where  the  children  were  exposed  to 
degrading  assooiatiou  with  the  vagabond 
and  tiie  prostitote ;  and  yet  the  right 


hoQ.  Gentleman  had  the  courage  to  say 
that  this  feeling  on  the  part  of  the  Irish 
people  was  never  serious.'andthat,  whe- 
ther it  was  or  not,  it  would  be  overcome 
by  "  the  pinch  of  hunger."  That  phrase 
would  earn  for  the  right  hon.  Gentlmau 
an  unpleasant  memory  in  Ireland — it 
would  be  remembered  there  in  con- 
nection with  him  when  his  name  had 
been  forgotten  by  his  own  countrymen. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  put  aside 
with  a  waive  of  hie  hand  for  various 
reasons  the  thought  of  public  works  or 
other  forms  of  outdoor  relief.  The  Chief 
Secretary  said  that  the  present  miser- 
able condition  of  the  P^^d  of  Ireland 
was  due  to  the'painflil  efforts  they  had 
made  to  obtain  the  benefit  of  the  Arrears 
Act,  whioh  enabled  the  landlords  to  get 
two  years*  rent.  Why  did  they  mako 
those  efforts  ?  Was  it  not  in  the  hope 
that  they  would  be  able  to  wipe  off  old 
scores,  stick  on  to  the  old  farms,  and  get 
the  benefit  of  the  Land  Act,  whioh  would 
reduce  their  rent  from  20  to  80  per  cent  ? 
Waa  it  not  in  the  hope  that  with  a  clean 
slate  and  a  reduced  rent  they  might  con- 
tinue to  live  in  their  own  country  ?  Did 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  think  that 
those  painful  efforts  would  have  been 
made  by  the  unfortunate  people  last 
year  if  they  had  thought  that  in  the  first 
months  of  this  year  they  would  be  told 
that  their  efforts  were  useless,  that  Provi- 
dence had  been  unkind  to  them,  that  they 
must  leave  their  land,  that  there  was  no 
remedy  for  their  distress,  and  no  help  for 
them  atall  except  exileorthe  poorhouse  ? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  supported 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  who 
said  that  the  Bishops  of  Ireland  had  ex- 
pressed a  decided  opinion  against  out- 
door relief,  and  also  against  relief  by 
means  of  public  works.  He  (Mr.  Leamy) 
was  not  going  to  say  he  approved  of  in- 
discriminate outdoor  relief.  Most  Irish 
Members  desired  that  the'people  should 
be  helped,  but  not  by  means  of  outdoor 
relief,  except  for  a  short  season,  so  as  to 
tide  them  over  the  immediate  difficulty. 
What  they  desired  was,  that  the  relief 
should  be  by  way  of  reproductive  public 
works  which  would  give  the  people  em- 
ployment involving  no  loss  of  self-re- 
spect. The  employment  would  doubtless 
in  some  cases  prove  of  such  a  character 
as  to  enable  them  by-and-bye  to  faoe  the 
recun-ence  of  distress.  But  while  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  quoted  the 
opinions  of  tiie  Irish  Bishops  as  against 
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these  two  systems  of  helping  the  people, 
he  completely  i^^iored  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Bishops — indeed,  he  had 
often  noticed  that  the  opinions  of  Irish 
Bishops  were  regarded  as  of  great  weight 
hy  Ministers,  so  long  as  those  opinions 
coincided  with  the  Ministerial  policy; 
but  whenever  they  were  adverse  they 
were  totally  disregarded.  An  Irish 
Bishop  knew  erery  fibre  of  the  Irish 
heart.  He  had  grown  up  amongst  the 
people,  and  as  curate,  priest,  or  Bishop, 
bad  been  brought  into  the  most  intimate 
relation  with  the  community,  opi- 
nion of  such  men  deserved  to  be  well 
considered.  He  (Mr.  Leamy)  was  not 
sorry,  however,  to  find  with  respect  to 
the  Memorial  to  the  Chief  Secretary  pre- 
sented by  the  Bishops,  and  published  in 
The  l^eeman'i  Journal  and  Irish  Times, 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
while  utilizing  their  objections,  had  ig- 
nored their  recommendations.  He  hoped 
that  that  would  bring  tlie  conviction  to 
the  minds  of  the  Irish  Bishops  that  the 
time  had  gone  by  when  they  should  go 
to  Dublin  Castle,  and  that  if  they  were 
to  gain  anything  for  their  country,  it 
would  not  be  by  doffing  the  mitre  to  an 
English  official,  but  by  going  into  the 
ranksof  the  people.  The  time  had  been 
when  it  was  oommoa  to  find  a  Papist's 
head  on  the  top  of  a  pike  outside  Dublin 
Oastle  rather  tnan  under  its  roof  doing 
homage  to  an  English  offioiaJ.  He 
thought  he  discerned  some  gleam  of 
hope  in  the  speech  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  when  he  asked  that  a 
scheme  should  be  laid  before  him  ;  but 
time  was  pressing,  and  it  would  be  too 
late  by-and-bye  to  prepare  any  scheme. 
The  Government  was  the  party  that 
ought  to  devise  the  scheme.  They  did 
not  question  the  existence  of  the  distress, 
which  was  admitted  on  all  hands,  and  it 
was  the  Government,  and  not  the  private 
Members,  who  should  propound  the  plan. 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  the  other  night 
pointed  out  one  defect  in  the  speech  of 
the  Chief  Secretary.  He  referred  to  his 
omission  to  give  any  estimate  of  the  dis- 
tress which  was  likely  to  exist  between 
now  and  the  harvest.  Hon.  Members 
knew  what  had  been  the  condition  of 
England  during  the  past  few  months 
owing  to  the  floods.  In  Ireland  it  was 
the  same.  Farts  which  had  hitherto 
escaped  were  now  in  great  extremity, 
and  they  must  be  pre^red  to  &ce  me 


Amwr  to  Mgr  1180 

distress  which  would  inevitably  arise  be- 
tween now  and  the  next  harvest.  How 
was  it  to  be  met  ?  By  the  workhouse 
test  or  emigration.  Passing  ftom  that 
point,  he  wished  to  say  one  word  with 
regard  to  the  Land  Act.  An  amend- 
ment of  that  measure  was  necessary, 
and  it  was  desirable  that  its  administra- 
tion should  be  facilitated  in  every  pos- 
sible way.  He  wished  to  read  to  the 
House  a  quotation  from  a  remarkable 
statement  made  at  a  meeting  held  at 
Boms  \>j  FrofesBor  Baldwin,  one  of  tiie 
most  experienced  of  the  Land  Oom> 
missioners.    He  said — 

"  I  wiah  the  Press  were  here  to  take  down 
my  words  when  I  state  that  ii  the  farmers  were 
obliged  to  pay  for  the  laboar  ezpendod  on  their 
UndB,  there  would  be  no  margin  for  rent,  bat 
as  they  and  their  sons  and  daughters  do  the 
labour  they  manage  to  pay  the  rent.  If  the 
next  fifteen  years  were  to  be  like  the  last  f!vo, 
the  rentals  fixed  by  the  Sub-Commissioners' 
Courts  could  not  possibly  be  paid,  as  in  fixing 
those  rentals  the  Sab-Oommisnonfln  wore  not 
influenced  by  the  recent  distiesa." 

This  was  the  opinion  of  one  who  had 
more  experience  in  the  matter  than  nine- 
tenths  of  the  Commissioners,  and  surely 
it  was  a  most  startling  statement.  If 
true,  it  showed  that  those  whose  rents 
had  been  reduced  would  find  it  difficult 
to  pay.  How  much  more  difficult,  then, 
would  it  be  for  those  whose  rents  had 
not  been  reduced  P  He  submitted  tibat 
it  was  only  fair  and  just  that  those 
whose  rents  had  not  yet  been  reduced 
should  have  every  facility  given  them  to 
have  their  cases  considered.  If,  therefore, 
the  Government  wished  those  tenants 
to  perform  their  contracts,  it  was  abso- 
lutely necessary  that  they  should  at  once 
increase  the  number  of  Sub-Commis- 
sioners so  as  to  enable  a  larger  number 
of  cases  to  be  disposed  of.  He  regretted 
that  while  the  Government  had  ^owed 
their  intention  to  do  nothing  for  the 
distress,  they  were  silent  as  to  whethw 
they  proposed  to  afford  facilities  for  the 
adrainstration  of  the  Land  Act. 

Sir  EARDLEY  WILMOT  said,  he 
did  not  rise  for  the  purpose  of  criticizing 
the  conduct  of  the  Govanment  in  regard 
to  the  administration  of  Ireland.  He 
considered  that  latterly,  at  all  events, 
the  measures  which  they  had  fbnnd  it 
necessary  to  introduce  and  adopt,  in  the 
disordered  condition  of  that  country,  en- 
titled the  Government  to  approval  and 
support.  But  he  rose  to  urge  upon  them 
what  he  im^ned  they  were  fully  sensi- 
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ble  of  already — namely,  that  measures 
of  severity  and  ooercion  must  be  only 
preliminary  to  those  of  a  remedial  cha- 
racter, for  it  was  the  saying  of  one  of 
the  greatest  statesmen  who  ever  spoke 
in  that  House,  that  coercion  oould  never 
raise  or  improve  the  condition  of  any 
ooontry;  in  fact,  that  it  tended  to  de- 
moralize and  degrade  it.  That  great 
distress  existed  at  the  present  time  in 
many  parts  of  Ireland  it  was  impossible 
to  deny  \  and  how  were  they  to  meet  and 
remedy  that  distress  ?  Now,  there  were, 
according  to  the  principles  of  political 
economy,  only  two  possible  ways  of 
giving  relief,  except  what  was  merely 
casual  and  temporary— one  by  increas- 
ing production,  the  other  by  diminish- 
ing the  population,  and  thereby  re- 
ducing the  demand  for  it.  Of  these  two 
modes  of  meeting  the  difficulty,  he  con- 
sidered the  first  obviously  the  best. 
Emigration  might  be  dedrable  at  the 
present  moment,  when  the  urgency  was 
pressing,  but  he  always  objected  to  it  as 
unlikely  to  give  permanent  relief.  He 
had  always  been  taught  to  consider  the 
labour  of  any  country  as  its  blessing 
and  its  wealth,  and  he  likened  emigra- 
tion to  tapping  for  the  dropsy,  which 
mi|^ht  give  ease  for  the  moment,  but  by 
which,  in  nine  cases  out  of  ten,  the 
malady  returned  witii  redoubled  force. 
How,  then,  oould  the  nnemployed  Irish 
labourer  be  employed?  He  had  more 
than  once  in  that  House  dwelt  on  the 
expediency  of  reclaiming  the  waste 
lands,  which,  according  to  the  late  Sir 
Bichard  Qriffith,  no  mean  authority, 
compriaed  at  least  1,500,000  acres  of 
soil  weU  capable  of  cultivation,  while 
more  than  2,000,000  acres  would  still 
remain  irreclaimable.  Lord  Bussell, 
when  Prime  Minister  in  1846,  had  pro- 
posed a  sdieme  of  reclamation.  Even 
if  they  were  unable  to  set  about  the 
work  of  reclamation,  there  was  behind 
it  a  system  of  arterial  drainage,  which 
would  furnish  employment  and  wages 
for  thousands  of  laboorers ;  and  he  had 
been  glad  to  see  that  a  deputation  on 
this  question  of  drainage  had  only  a 
few  days  before  waited  on  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, and  had  been  courteously  received 
by  him.  He  (Sir  Eardley  Wilmot)  told 
the  Irish  Members  that  ho  firmly  be- 
lieved the  Chief  Secretary  had  at  heart 
the  beat  interests  of  the  country ;  and  he 
Qonfidently  expected  that  this  general 


plan  of  arterial  drainage,  which  had 
also  been  strongly  recommended  by  Sir 
Bichard  Griffim  and  other  authorities 
on  Irish  agriculture,  would  receive  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary's best  attention.  Then,  where  lands 
were  incapable  of  being  reclaimed,  they 
had  the  plan  lately  proposed — which  ap- 
peared most  feasible— -by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Dublin  (Dr. 
Lyons),  of  planting  them  again  witii 
forest  trees,  as  appeared  to  be  their 
former  condition.  Many  tirees  would 
grow  and  flourish  with  scaroely  any 
amount  of  subsoil,  and  the  re-anorest- 
ing  of  the  country  would  dry  up  the 
marshy  districts  and  improve  the  cli- 
mate of  Ireland  generally.  Passing  from 
land  to  water,  Ireland  had  magnificent 
water  power  which  had  never  been  de- 
veloped or  turned  to  commercial  pur- 
poses. They  in  England  had  no  river 
equal  to  the  Shannon,  which  ran  like  a 
vast  artery  from  North  to  South,  and,  if 
made  properly  navigable  throughout, 
should  convey  the  produce  of  the  North 
of  Ireland  to  Limerick  and  the  South. 
The  subject  of  the  Shannon  had  ofteu 
been  before  Parliament,  but  no  improve- 
ments on  on  extensive  scale  had  taken 
place.  Then  there  was  the  qaestion  of 
fisheries,  which  might  be  made  a  much 
more  abundant  and  lucrative  element  of 
food  for  the  population  and  of  com- 
merce than  at  present.  How  often  had 
pressing  appeals  been  made  by  friends 
of  Ireland  to  the  Government,  not  only 
on  behalf  of  greater  encouragement  to 
the  fisheries,  but  also  for  the  construc- 
tion and  improvement  of  piers  and  har- 
bours, at  comparatively  small  outlay, 
around  the  coast,  witiiin  which  the 
fishermen*s  craft  might  find  refuge  and 
security  in  stormy  weather.  The  sub- 
ject of  the  Irish  railways  had  more 
than  once  been  submitted  to  that  House, 
and  schemes  proposed  for  completing 
them,  where  imperfect,  had  been  brought 
forward  by  those  most  cognizant  of  the 
wants  of  Ireland.  In  other  places, 
wherevM^  railways  were  made,  the  ma- 
terial condition  of  the  adjacent  ooontry 
showed  an  improvement  in  the  most 
striking  manner ;  but  in  Ireland,  where 
markets  for  agricultural  produce  were 
most  requisite,  the  railway  system,  ex- 
cept with  one  or  two  exceptions  of  the 
principal  lines,  was  incomplete,  and  the 
chain  of  communication  broken  and 
fragmentary.  Assistance  and  encourage- 
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ment  in  this  direction  would  not  only 
add  to  the  existing  markets  for  aeri- 
ooltural  and  other  products,  and  em^^ 
labour,  bat  would  prove  to  the  inhabi- 
tants that  we  were  oenroua  of  rendering 
them  substantial  asmstanoe.  Last  of  all, 
he  ooold  not  help  echoing  the  wish  ex- 
pressed by  the  same  eminent  statesman 
whom  he  had  already  quoted — the  late 
Sir  Bobert  Peel — who,  in  the  speech 
delivered  in  that  House  on  bis  resig- 
nation of  the  Office  of  Prime  Minister, 
in  1846,  a  resignation  brought  about  by 
a  similar  Coercion  Act  to  that  which  the 
present  Government  had  found  it  neces- 
sary to  introduce,  said  that  it  was  near 
to  his  heart  that  the  municipal,  civil, 
and  political  institutions  oi  Ireland 
should  be  identified  wfth  those  of  Great 
Britain,  not  literally,  Sir  Robert  Peel 
added,  for  that  would  not  be  possible 
with  the  differences  in  the  two  countries, 
but  in  the  spirit,  if  not  in  the  letter. 
That  had  also  been  always  his  own  wish 
and  desire.  He  would  repeat  what  he 
had  already  said  in  that  House — . 

"  Psribiu  so  legibus  ambo 
JEtema  in  foodera  jongant." 

It  should  be  understood  that  there  were 
two  sections  of  the  Irish  nation— one, 
lawless,  disloyal,  turbulent,  and  driven 
too  and  fro  by  every  wind  of  agitation  ; 
the  other,  and  he  believed  the  much 
larger  section,  loyal,  law-abiding,  in- 
dustrious, and  open  to  all  the  noble  and 
generous  impulses  and  influences  of  our 
nature.  While  the  first  justly  received 
the  punishment  due  to  their  hateful 
crimes,  the  other  deserved  every  con- 
sideration at  the  bands  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  for  these  he  asked  for 
remedial  legislation.  He  would,  there- 
fore, entreat  the  Government,  so  soon 
as  peace  and  order  should  be  re-estab- 
lished in  Ireland,  to  devise  measures  for 
the  development  of  those  material  re- 
sources which  she  possessed,  and  which 
had  been  too  long  neglected.  Suvely  it 
was  a  noble  ambition,  and  none  nobler, 
for  Gentlemen  who  now  occupied  the 
Troasury  Bench,  no  less  than  for  those 
who  sat  on  the  Front  Bench  of  the  Op- 
position, to  strive  to  the  utmost,  and 
resort  to  every  expedient  which  was  just 
and  worthy  of  a  true  lover  of  his  coun- 
try, to  endeavour  to  raise  Ireland  to  the 
same  condition  of  wealth,  prosperity, 
and  happiness  as  we  ourselves  enjoyed 
in  England  and  Scotland. 

Sir  EardUy  Tflliiiot 


OoLOKBL  O'BEIBNE  said,  he  must  ex- 
press his  regret  that  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  had  no  help  to  offer  to  starving 
families  in  Ireland  but  the  poorhonse. 
The  existence  of  diabess  being  admitted, 
he  thought  it  most  unfortunate  that  no 
effort  was  made  to  afford  facilities  for 
the  raising  of  money  for  the  execution  of 
public  works  which  would  give  employ- 
ment to  the  poor.  He  did  not  think 
that  any  wholesale  system  of  emigration 
would  be  practicable.  Some  districts 
were,  no  doubt,  over-populated,  but  ho 
did  not  see  how  they  were  going  to  get 
the  people  to  go  away.  They  might 
very  well  promote  migration  to  districts 
where  land  was  unreclaimed.  He  should 
be  glad  if  an  addition  could  be  made  to 
the  Land  Act  to  prevent  the  occupation 
of  any  holding  of  less  than  20  acres.  He 
thoroughly  assented  to  all  the  observa- 
tions which  the  Chief  Secretary  had 
made  with  regard  to  the  granting  of 
outdoor  relief,  which  would  only  lead  to 
the  pauperization  of  the  people.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  torn  to  shreds 
the  statements  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell).  The 
facts  and  figures  contained  in  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  not  be 
contradicted,  but  he  wished  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  hold  out  some 
hope  that  the  distress  would  be  relieved 
in  some  other  way.  It  was  a  cruel 
thing  to  offer  these  poor  people  no  alter- 
native but  the  poorhouse.  He  should 
oppose  any  amendment  of  the  Land  Act. 
He  considered  that  under  the  present 
Act  as  it  stood  the  Irish  people  enjoyed 
,  a  tenure  of  land  such  as  was  held  by  no 
other  people  in  Europe,  and  notfeven  by 
the  tenantry  of  the  United  States  of 
America.  By  the  Land  Act  the  land- 
lords, as  everybody  knew,  had  been  de- 
prived of  one-fourth  of  the  value  of  their 
property,  and  he  would  therefore  oppose 
any  amendment  of  the  Land  Act  unless 
some  compensation  were  given  to  the 
landlords. 

Mr.  KENNY  said,  he  must  express 
his  regret  that  the  Chief -Secretary  had 
not  seen  hisway  to  speaking  more  favour- 
ably of  measures  for  the  relief  of  dis- 
tress. If  asked  to  choose  between  the 
suggestions  made  in  the  speech  of  the 
Chief  Secretary,  and  those  in' the  speech 
of  the  junior  Member  for  the  University 
of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson  J,  he  would  infi- 
nitely prefer  the  latter  of  the  two  utter- 
ances, for  it  showed  that  whatever  a 
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man's  politics  might  be,  an  Irishmaii 
was  the  only  man  who  oould  speak  with 
eflTeot  on  the  affairs  of  his  oountry,  and 
he  should  not  bo  sorry  if  that  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  the  direction 
of  the  affairs  of  the  country  at  the  pre- 
sent time.   He  took  it  for  granted  that 
there  was  no  necessify  on  his  part  to 
attempt  to  p«>Te  that  distress  existed  in 
Ireland.    That  was  admitted  by  the 
Chief  Secretary  himself,  who  stated  that 
the  distress  was  even  greater  than  what 
had  been  stated  iu  the  newspapers ;  and 
the  burden  of  arery  speech  in  this  debate 
was  to  the  effect  ih&t  from  Donegal  to 
Cork  there  was  one  wail  of  want.  It 
had  been  stated  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Tralee  (TheO'Donoghue)  that  the  cause 
of  the  distress  was  the  want  of  employ- 
ment ;  but  he  thought  that  if  they  wanted 
a  substantive  reason  for  Irish  distress 
they  should       a  little  deeper.  Irish 
distress^  in  his  (Ifr.  £enny's)  opinion, 
arose  iirom  the  physical  condition  of  the 
country.    In  con8e<juence  of  the  syste- 
matic manner  in  which  its  interests  were 
neglected  by  each  successive  Govern- 
ment, the  country  had,  in  a  great  mea- 
sure, relapsed  into  a  state  of  nature. 
Instead  of  the  country  being  properly 
drained  and  properly  reclaimed,  it  was, 
on  the  contrary,  almost  perpetually 
waterlogged.  Therefore,  in  his  opinion, 
the  first  remedy  to  apply  to  the  distress 
was  the  establishment  of  a  system  of 
arterial  drainage.    If  Ireland  were  pro- 
perly drained,  the  wheat  crop,  which 
was  frequently  a  complete  or  partial 
failure,  could  be  successfully  ripened, 
and  the  potato  crop,  which  almost  every 
second  year  was  a  failure,  would  not  be 
a  failure  at  all.  .  The  Shannon,  for  in- 
stance, were  it  only  properly  excavated 
and  levelled  between  Killaloe  and  Lime- 
rick, would  drain  whole  districts  of  the 
country  at  present  flooded  with  water, 
and  enable  those  districts  to  be  pro- 
perly reclaimed  and  rendered  valu- 
able.  Other  remedies  applicable  to  the 
existing  distress  were  the  reclamation  of 
waste  umds,  and  the  encouragement  of 
the  fisheries.  There  was  plenty  of  fish  on 
the  Irish  Coasts,  but  there  was  no  proper 
fishing  gear,  no  smtable  boats,  and  even 
whore  these  rec^uirements  could  be  pro- 
vided there  were  no  proper  places  of 
refuge.   The  development  of  the  Irish 
railway  system  also  ought  to  be  encou- 
raged.  A  very  useful  line  was  now 
being  promoted  in  West  Clare,  from 
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Ennis  to  Miltown  Malbay,  and  he  ho^ed 
the  Government  would  give  it  their  assist- 
ance.  He  did  not  accept  the  theory  that 
Ireland  was  over-populated.  It  was  said 
to  be  OTW-populated  in  the  time  of  Dean 
SwiA,  when  the  inhabitants  numbered 
only  2,000,000.   The  Dean  also,  in  a 
weU-known  essay,  as  a  remedy  for  orer- 
pojpulation,  soggested  the  cooking  of 
Iruh  babies  as  a  ■  splendid  article  of 
food  for  the  Irish  aristocracy,  who  were 
anxious  to  get  rid  of  the  people.  But 
some  authorities  had  stated  that  Ireland 
wojild  support  a  much  larger  population 
than  the  Island  had  ever  contained. 
Sir  Eobert  Kane,  for  example,  had  ex- 
pressed the  opinion  that  Ireland  could 
maintain  20,000,000  of  people.  Belgium, 
with  fewer  natural  advantages  than  Ire- 
land, was  able  to  maintain  a  population 
of  400  to  the  square  mile,  whereas  in  Ire- 
land there  wereonly  160.  Switzerland, 
too,  maintained  as  many  inhabitants  to 
the  square  mile,  although  the^country  was 
almost  wholly  mountain  and  water.  In 
no  other  country  than  Ireland  had  such 
a  remedy  for  social  evils  as  emigration 
ever  been  suggested.    He  was  altoge- 
ther opposed  to  the  State  system  of  emi- 
gration, which  would  only  serve  to  de- 
nude B'oland  of  the  best  of  her  children. 
In  the  Tlnited  States  it  was  calculated 
that  each  adult  immigrant  was  worth 
S3,000  to  the  State  by  way  of  taxation 
alone.   He  did  not  see  why  the  British 
Government  should  not,  by  real  remedies 
for  the  evils  of  Ireland,  reap  the  advan* 
tage  which  now  went  to  the  United  States 
and  other  countries.  The  next  proposal  of 
the  Government  was  that  the  workhouse 
system  should  exclusively  be  employed 
for  the  relief  of  the  distressed.  The 
Irish  people  were  bitterly  opposed  to 
that  system,  and  the  workhouses  had 
never  been  more  than  half  filled.  The 
Government  ought  to  give  power  to 
Boards  of  Guardians  to  ^ant  outdoor 
relief.    It  was  a  cruel  thing  to  compel 
the  poor  to  enter  the  workhouse.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  made 
a  great  deal  of  the  high  waees  which 
were  supposed  to  be  now  paid  in  Ire- 
land.    But  what  were  those  wages? 
They  were  generally  from  7«.  to  9*.  a- 
week,  and  in  Waterford  and  other  coun- 
ties, where  better  wages  were  paid, 
about  10s.  a- week,  with  a  house  rent 
free.   In  England  from  18x.  to  20«.  was 
paid.    Then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  said  that  sheep  and  cattle  fetched 

2  a  ISIcventh  ^igkt.'] 


Digitized  by 


1187 


Addreu  \n 


(COMMONS)         Antuw  U  Mtr  ll8S 


Tery  high  prices.  But  there  were  fewer 
cattle  and  sheep  in  the  oountry  at  the 
present  time  than  there  were  10  jears 
ago.  In  1873  the  number  of  cattle  was 
4,147»000;  whereas  in  1882  it  was  only 
3,924,000.  Beckoning  the  price  at 
£11  I4«.f  the  diminished  nnmbCTTopre- 
eented  a  loss  of  £2,600,000.  Of  sheep, 
in  1873  there  were  4,494,000,  and  m 
1882  only  3,071,000— a  diminution  in 
numbm  of  nearly  1,500,000,  and  a  loss 
of  nearly  £3,000,000.  Another  import- 
ant question  was  that  of  the  lease- 
holders, of  whom  there  were  135,000  in 
Ireland.  There  had  been  3,0'00  appli- 
cations for  breaking  leases,  but  only  103 
had  been  granted.  The  Land  Act  was 
working  very  slowly.  In  County  Clare, 
out  of  3,000  applications,  only  600  cases 
had  been  settled,  and  three  or  four  more 
years  would  be  required  before  all  the 
cases  could  be  heard.  He  regretted 
that  the  Oovernment  had  made  up  its 
mind  to  refuse  the  reasonable  demands 
of  the  Irish  people ;  but  at  the  next 
Election  they  might  show  their  appre- 
ciation of  such  treatment  in  a  manner 
which  the  GKtremment  would  not  like. 

Mr.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  said,  he  in- 
tended, before  he  concluded  his  remarks, 
to  make,  at  least,  one  practical  sugges- 
tion  which  would  show  that  the  Irish 
people  were  endowed  with  the  spirit 
of  self-reliance  of  which  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  had  spoken.  He 
confessed  that  he  was  not  disappointed 
by  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, because  he  had  expected  very 
little  from  him,  not  owing   to  any 

Eersonal  shortcomings  on  the  right 
on.  Gentleman's  part,  but  because 
he  was  an  official  of  the  British  Go- 
vemment  and  ai^  administrator  of  its 
policy.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  ad- 
mitted the  existence  of  severe  distress  in 
some  parts  of  the  country.  He  had 
told  them  that  the  people  were  living  in 
a  condition  which  it  was  impossible  to 
realize  in  England,  and  in  a  condition 
more  deplor{u>le,  perhaps,  than  any 
people  living  in  any  part  of  civilized 
Europe.  Why  was  it  that  the  Irish 
people,  who  had  lived  so  long  tmder 
British  rale,  were  now  in  such  a  condi- 
tion ?  The  Chief  Secretary  went  on  to 
say,  a  great  many  of  the  people  were 
living  in  a  single  room,  in  which  their 
pigs  and  their  cattle  were  kept ;  whilst 
their  children  were  clothed  in  a  way 
which  was  only  a  name  and  a  pretence 


for  saying  that  they  were  dressed.  The 
Chief  Secretary  said  that  in  1847,  when 
the  people  began  to  feel  the  pinch  of 
starvation,  tiiey  went  readily  to  the 
workhouse,  and  that  he  believed  they 
would  do  the  same  now  if  they  were  not 
persuaded  to  do  otherwise.  After  so  many 
years  of  British  rule,  was  not  that  descrip- 
tion of  the  state  of  things  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary found  in  beland  a  condemnation 
of  the  Government  which  existed,  and 
should  it  Aot  carry  conviction  as  to  the 
mismanagement  and  misrule  which  had 
taken  place  ?  A  stranger  in  these  dis- 
tricts would  naturally  ask — "  Who  rules 
this  people  ?  What  sort  of  a  Govern- 
ment had  they,  if  they  had  any  Govern- 
ment at  all?'*  The  faots  themselves 
should  convict  the  Government  of  mis- 
ruling and  oppressing  the  Irish  people. 
They  were  told  that  the  distress  existed 
only  in  the  congested  districts.  That 
it  did  exist  must  be  admitted  on  all 
hands.  Then,  what  was  the  remedy? 
The  remedy  was  that  in  times  of  ex- 
treme distress  and  want  amongst  the 

Cple  some  public  em^oyment  should 
opened — some  reproductive  employ- 
ment, not  in  the  nature  of  gifts  or  of  a^ 
distribution  of  charity,  bat  loans  to  pub- 
lic works,  money  wluch  would  be  paid 
back  to  the  Imperial  Exchequer.  "No," 
said  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  "  pnbUc 
works  are  demoraliring."  He  ^ways 
thought  idleness,  and  not  labour,  was 
demoralizing.  He  always  considered  it 
a  noble  thing  to  do  an  honest  day's  work 
for  an  honest  day's  pay.  No  doubt, 
money  might'be  expended  in  a  way  that 
would  be  demoralizing  —  it  might  be 
squandered  and  misapplied,  and  in  that 
way  it  would  demoralize  the  people ;  but 
sums  wisely  and  carefully  expended 
would,  by-and-bye,  well  repay  the  Ex- 
chequer. It  was  said  that  the  work- 
house and  emigration  were  open  to  the 

{>eople.  Was  there  nothing  demora- 
iring  in  either  of  those  f  Eveiyone 
knew  that  there  was  nothing  more  de- 
moralizing to  boys  and  girls  than  Uie 
workhouse;  and  the  House  was  asked 
to  sanction  the  cultivation  of  tiie  virtue 
of  self-reliance,  not  by  honest  employ- 
ment, but  by  turning  people  into  the 
workhouse.  Then  as  to  emigration. 
Was  there  nothing  demoralizing  in 
wholesale  emigration  ?  Hundreds  of 
thousands  had  been  forced  to  fly 
from  Ireland  to  the  seaboud  cities  of 
Axaerioaf  and  very  serious  demo»li- 
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zation  indeed  had  been  the  consequence. 
They  veretold  that  the  Britieh  taxpayer 
Bhould  not  be  called  upon  to  contri- 
bate  to  the  relief  of  Irish  distress  ;  but 
th^  neyer  heard  a  word  about  the  Bri- 
iiab.  tax-gatherer,  who  was  well  known 
in  Irdai^ ;  and  he  ohidlenged  the  Ohan- 
cellor  of  the  Ezoheqaw  to  aay,  on  a  fair 
balandng  of  aooonnts  betwera  the  two 
conntries,  whether  England  did  not  reap 
a  good  financial  profit  out  of  Ireland  r 
It  was  said  that  the  distress  existed  in 
the  congested  districts;  but  how  did  those 
districts  beoome  congested  ?  Who  con- 
gested them  ?  Who  hunted  the  people  of 
throeproTincesoflrelandacroas  the  Shan- 
non, planting  a  line  of  disbanded  British 
soldiers  all  along  that  river  in  order  to 
perpetuate  that  banishment  of  the  in- 
habitants to  the  West,  the  eril  results  of 
which  now  confronted  the  Ghsremment  ? 
The  rulers  of  England  did  that.  And 
now  it  was  demanded  that  the  people 
should  go  still  further  West,  across  the 
ocean,  and  out  of  the  country  altoge- 
ther. Irishmen,  in  former  times,  ^d 
been  railed  by  force  of  arms,  irad  sent 
as  slaves  to  Barbadoes.  The  same 
policy  which  operated  hundreds  of  years 
ago  was  atill  at  work,  and  it  seemed 
that  Irishmen  had  a  right  to  he  any- 
where except  in  Ireland.  The  Go- 
Temment  were  face  to  face  with  the 
same  state  of  things  that  existed  in  the 
Beign  of  Queen  Elizabeth.  They  who 
represented  the  people  of  Ireland  would 
be  ashamed  to  stand  before  that  House 
perpetually  pleading  with  regard  to  dis- 
tress  and  &mine  in  Ireland' if  they  had 
anything  to  do  with,  or  were  responsible 
for,  the  gOTemment  of  Ireland;  but 
they  were  not  allowed  to  touch  its  afiSairs 
with  their  fingers.  It  was  others  who 
managed  things,  aliens  who  had  no  sym- 
pathy with  the  Bufferings  of  the  people. 
This  was  why  it  was  the  old  story  again 
and  again,  and  why  they  were  compelled 
to  steud  lliere  and  state  -Uie  case  of  Ire- 
land  and  claim  from  them  relief,  but  not 
as  charity.  His  praotical  suggestion 
was  "Hands  off."  If  they  tQlowed 
them  to  have  the  control  over  their  own 
affairs  and  develop  their  own  resources, 
they  would  hear  no  cry  of  famine  and 
want  from  Ireland.  Whatever  destitution 
there  was  would  be  met  out  of  their  own 
reBouroes.  To  teaoh  people  self-reliance, 
the  way  was  to  let  them  rely  upon  them- 
Belves,  and  they  were  ready  and  willing 
to  take  up  the  management  ol  their  own 


affairs.  The  remedial  measnres  passed 
were  but  a.aUght  reparation  of  the  wrong 
done,  a  small  instaunrat  of  a  very  laxwe 
debt  of  justice.  They  did  not  toi^ 
more  than  the  Mnga  of  the  question. 
This  latest  attempt  of  the  Qovemment 
to  banish  from  Irwand  some  additional 
thonsanda  would  no  more  cure  the  evil . 
than  the  previous  banishment ;  the  opera- 
tion might  be  repeated  again  and  again 
and  would  do  no  good.  The  only  way  to 
get  peace  for  Ireland  and  England  was, 
aa  he  had  already  said,  "Hands  off;" 
and  then,  and  then  only,  would  they  see 
the  dawn  of  peace  and  proBperi^  in 
Ireland. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  regretted 
that  the  noble  Lord  the  Leader  of  the 
House  had  prevented  the  hon.  Member 
forLongford  (Mr,  Justin  M'Oarthy)  from 
moving  his  Amendment.  It  showed  the 
noble  Lord's  antagonism  to  the  Irish 
Party.  He  noticed  that  the  right  hon. 
Q-enueman  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  had  just  returned  to  the 
Treasury  Bench  frvm  his  temporary  seat 
on  the  Front  Opposition  Bench.  He 
thought  that  the  r^ht  hon.  Oentieman 
might  well  have  remained  where  he  was, 
for  he  was  moreTory,  in  the  Irish  point  of 
view,  than  any  Oonservative  OhiecE  Secre- 
tary who  had  ever  tried  to  govern  Ire- 
land. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  added 
the  varnish  of  Liberaliam  to  principles 
which  were  most  opposed  to  the  inte- 
rests of  the  Irish  people.  The  proposal 
to  utilize  the  distress  to  promote  the  emi- 
gration of  the  miserable  Irish  people  was 
the  beginning,  middle,  and  conclusion  of 
the  speech  of  the  Chief .  Secretary  —  a 
speech  containing  as  odiouB  and  detest- 
able a  set  of  propositions  with  regard  to 
Irish  government  as  ever  fell  from  an 
incompetent  English  official  eent  over  to 
misgovern  Lraland.  He  (Mr.  O'Bonnell) 
hadbeenre^uigthe  eulogium  of  Harriet 
Martineau  on  a  number  of  poor  Scottish 
workmen  who,  in  a  period  of  distarees, 
refused  alms,  and  insisted  upon  doing 
some  kind  of  honest  work  rather  than 
stoop  to  touch  even  public  aid,  and  that 
was  the  attitude  of  the  Irish  people  to- 
day. They  asked  an  opportnmty  of 
honest  work,  and  the  answer  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  a  refusal  to  allow 
them  an  opportunity,  and  an  expression 
of  his  determination  to  drive  them  into 
the  demoralization  of  the  workhouse— 
that  moral  hell — rather  than  allow  them 
to  maintain  the  dignity  of  manhood  and 
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tlie  chance  of  reTival,  when  the  preBer.t 
crisis  of  misery  had  passed.  How  dif- 
ferent the  speech  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Childers)  from  that 
of  the  C3hief  Secretary!  The  former  did 
not  lay  olfum  to  infalUbility  in  consider- 
ing the  state  of  Ireland."  On  the  con- 
trary, he  declared  his  willinffness  to 
listen  to  the  arguments  of  the  Irish  Re- 
presentatives, and  his  desire  to  be  sup- 
plied vith  further  informatioa  upon  all 
important  questions  of  the  day.  It  was 
differ«it  with  the  oodk-sure  essay-writer, 
who  came  down  with  his  infaluble  opi- 
nions written  out  on  pages  of  paper, 
confident  in  the  all-emoracing  accuracy 
of  the  views  he  had  taken  up  on  every 
possible  aspect  of  the  Irish  Question. 
There  was  a  line  of  Pope  about  a  certain 
class  of  innocent  people  who  were  ready 
to  rush  in  where  oeings  of  superior  or- 
ganization would  fear  even  to  tread.  He 
confessed  he  was  reminded  of  that  line 
when  he  compared  the  attitude  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  and  the  attitude  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  even  as  an  Irish 
statesman,  had  the  advantage  at  every 

I)oint  over  the  titular  functionary,  who 
leld  the  Office  of  Chief  Secretary.  The 
Chi&f  Secretary  had  one  idea  in  the  ela- 
borate essay  which  he  read  to  the  House. 
That  idea  was  that  to  the  restriction  of 
the  outdoor  relief  was  due  every  im- 
provement in  the  condition  of  the  poor 
of  Great  Britain,  and  the  decided  march 
which  the  British  nation  had  taken  in 
the  general  progress  of  the  world.  He 
ma^  no  rererence  to  the  improvement 
of  trade  and  qommeroe,  no  reference  to 
the  success  of  the  British  policy  at  home 
and  abroad;  and  as  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary was  prophecyingthat  the  prohibition 
of  outdoor  relief  would  be  advantageous 
in  Ireland,  he  ascribed  all  the  progress 
and  prosperity  of  the  British  Empire  to 
that  cause.  These  men  only  became 
dangerous  when  they  were  placed  in  a 
position  in  which  they  could  carry  their 
narrowness  of  view  into  effect ;  and,  un- 
fortunately, it  was  in  the  power  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  impose  most  serious 
obstacles,  not  only  to  the  progress  of 
Ireland,  but  to  tiie  relief  of  distress 
among  the  starving  and  dying  popula- 
tion of  the  country.  He  (Ur.  CrDonnell) 
denied  the  statement  that  there  was  over- 
congesUon  or  over-population  in  Ireland, 
as  there  were  thousands  and  thousands 
of  acres  of  waste  land  calling  for  the  ap- 


plication  of  human  labour  to  restore  them 
to  fertility.  There  was  not  a  congested 
parish  in  the  West  or  North  of  Ireland 
that  had  not,  within  a  few  miles,  other 
parishes  in  which  a  beneficent  and 
humane  Government  would  have  an  op- 
portunity of  acquiring  abundance  of  land 
at  a  cheap  rate,  and  planting  upon  that 
land  such  families  as  it  might  be  reason- 
able to  withdraw  from  the  alleged  con- 
gested districts.  But  the  enterprize,  the 
statesmanship,  and  the  humanity  of  the 
Chief  Secretary,  which  shrank  from  the 
operation  of  removing  the  surplus  popu- 
lation a  distance  of  10  or  15  miles  to 
neighbouring  lands,  was  ec^ual  to  the 
enterprize  of  tearing  those  Irish  families 
from  their  native  land,  transporting  them 
over  thousands  of  miles  of  ocean,  and 
casting  them  despairing  upon  a  foreign 
and  unknown  shore.  That  was  the  states- 
manship and  humanity  of  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary. The  Chief  Secretary  had  told 
them  of  his  visit  to  one  of  the  distressed 
districts  in  company  with  the  good  priest, 
Father  Gallagher,  where  he  saw  the  sea- 
weed meals  of  the  starving  children; 
but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not 
speak  of  the  contrast  which  was  drawn 
between  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
lunch  basket  and  the  seaweed  food  of 
the  families  he  went  to  commiserate,  bat 
not  to  aid.  The  right  hon.  Ghsntleman 
evidently  thought  l£at  by  a  recourse  to 
a  resolute  refusal  of  outdoor  relief  the 
misery  of  the  children  might  so  inflaenoa 
the  parents  that  they  might  be  driven  to 
the  workhouse,  and  from  the  workhouse 
to  emigration.  He  (Mr.  O'Donnell) 
thought  that  if  Father  Gallagher  knew 
that  the  official  who  was  accompanying 
him  only  intended  to  gaze  on  that  misery 
and  starvation  merely  for  the  purpose  of 
pointing  a  moral  of  compulsory  emigra- 
tion, he  would  have  preferred  to  have  left 
him  to  go  on  his  touralone.  The  righthon. 
Gentleman  had  referred  to  the  British 
taxpayer  and  the  sacrifices  imposed  upon 
him  for  Ireland ;  but  he  had  forgotten 
that  during  this  century  alone  something 
between  £400,000,000  and  £500,000,000 
had  been  abstracted  from  Ireland,  and 
had,  for  the  most  part,  gone  into  the 
pockets  of  the  British  taxpayer.  Let  the 
British  taxpayer  show  an  equivalent  for 
that !  He  had  not  been  able  to  reply  at 
onoe  to  the  statement  of  the  right  non. 
Gentleman  witii  r^fard  to  Done^aL  He 
folt  that  if  he  related  his  own  experi- 
ence it  might  no>t  have  so  mu^  ^eot  on 
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the  right  hon.  (Gentleman  as  the  experi- 
enoe  of  one  of  the  Liberal  Members, 
one  of  the  legal  Representatives  of 
Denial  in  that  House.  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  consalted  the  hon. 
and  roT.  Member  for  Donegal  (Dr. 
Kinnear),  and  ascertained  his  experi- 
enoe,  he  would  not,  perhaps,  hare  de- 
livered his  reomt  remarkable  oration. 
At  a  meeting  of  farmers  of  Donegal, 
held  in  the  presence  <A  the  hon.  and 
reverend  Member,  the  hon.  and  rev. 
Qmtleman  sud — 

"In  Donegal  the  rentid,  in  1800,  amounted  to 
omly  dS47.000.  Id  1880  it  was  £367,681,  so  that 
in  I>caiegal  within  this  century  tenants*  im- 
provements  hare  been  taxed  to  tlw  extent  of 
over  £820,000." 

Every  penny  of  that  amount  had  been 
taken  from  the  poor  peasants  of  Donegal, 
and  was  undoubtedly  the  permanent 
cause  of  the  present  misery.  Why  did 
not  facts  of  that  kind  appear  in  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Qentleman? 
Why  did  he  not  inquire  into  the  actual 
working  of  the  Land  Act  in  Donegal  ? 
He  woud  have  then  learnt,  not  only  that 
for  the  last  four-fifths  of  the  century  had 
tiiem  vast  confisoaldons  been  ffoing  on 
in  Donegal,  but,  in  the  words  of  his  own 
Bopportar,  the  Land  Act  was  a  mere 
mockery  and  a  sham.  Ifthehon.  andrev. 
Gentleman  did  not,  like  the  Ulster  Mem- 
bers, tell  the  wh(^e  truth  in  that  House, 
he  did  so  when  addressing  his  constitu- 
ents; and  if  the  Chief  Secretary  had 
.  »ad  his  speeches,  he  would  have  learned 
the  real  state  of  ^e  case.  Those  speeches 
would  have  supplied  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman widi  matter  for  coming  to  a  con- 
clusion of  a  different  kind  than  that  the 
prohibition  of  outdoor  relief  was  all  that 
was  necessary  to  restore  a  golden  age 
to  Ireland.  Among  all  the  addresses 
and  speeches  which  had  been  made  by 
English  officials  apxwinted  to  administer 
English  rule  in  Ireland,  there  had  not 
been  one  since  the  Union  more  full  of  de- 
testable and  ruinous  doctrines,  more  full 
of  coarse  aoA.  callous  inhumanity,  more 
calculated  to  drive  people  from  misery 
to  despair,  and  which  was  more  calcu- 
lated to  stimulate  the  passions  and  pre- 
judices of  a  starving  population,  than 
that  of  the  present  Ohief  Secretary.  Let 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  appoint  any 
meeting-idaoe  in  Unnster,  Oonnaught, 
or  I^inster ;  let  him  bring  his  military 
guards  and  surround  himself  with  all  the 
protection  he  could ;  and  if  he  attempted 


to  lay  down  before  a  meeting  of  10,000 
Irishmen  such  doctrines  as  he  had  pro- 
poimded  in  his  speech  in  that  House, 
nothing  would  save  him,  even  in  loyal 
Ulster,  &om  beir^  hissed  and  hooted  off 
the  platform.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  not  only  the  successor,  but  the 
outdoor  of  his  Predecessor,  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster).  For  partizan  purposes  the 
Members  of  the  Opposition  might  en- 
courage  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  along 
his  path  of  ruin  with  an  oocasionu  . 
cheer ;  but  their  scoffing  comment  was — 
"  How  do  you  like  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman for  the  Border  Burghs  after  the ' 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford  ?  "  He  was  satisfied  no  Irish 
ultra-Tory  could  possibly  have  hit  upon 
the  plans  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  Border  Burghs 
had  hit  upon ;  and  between  them  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  present  Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  had  thoroughly  succeeded 
in  damning  the  reputation  of  Liberalism 
in  Ireland.  They  had  heard  very  little 
from  the  present  Ohief  Secretary  of  any 
practical  reforms  in  which  the  people 
might  now  be  employed.  There  were 
many  practical  reforms  which  any  ultra- 
Tory  £:^retary  might  introduce.  Among 
such  would  be  the  building  of  piers  and 
harbours,  and  the  laying  out  of  money  in 
obtaining  boats  and  nets,  and  other  things 
necessary  for  fishermen.  These  last  would 
afford  a  practical  reform,  which  not  only 
would  relieve  the  congested  districts  at 
present,  but  would  provide  employment 
and  a  means  of  living  of  a  permanent 
character.  They  had,  however,  heard 
no  suggestion  of  any  such  practical  re- 
forms from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
He  should  not  be  sorry  should  the  Go- 
vernment reject  the  Land  Act  Amend- 
ment Bill  which  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  proposed  to 
introduce.  The  Irish  Leader  and  his 
supporters  would  then  be  able  to  bring 
be!  ore  thp  great  Convention  of  the  Iritm 
nation,  shortly  to  assemble  in  New  York, 
this  fact  as  a  further  proof  of  the  unfit- 
ness of  Eng^Uind  to  govern  Ireland. 
There  were  other  questions  relating  to 
Irdand  that  would  have  to  be  brought 
forward  in  that  House,  uid  among  them 
the  reform  of  the  Farliamentar|r  and 
municipal  franchise;  but,  even  with 
the  restricted  JEranchise  wldoh  they  pos- 
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ecBsed,  tlie  Irisli  people  would  be  repre- 
sented in  that  House  hj  a  body  suffi- 
ciently strong  to  render  it  impossible 
for  any  English  Government  to  ignore 
altogether  the  realities  of  the  Irish  situ- 
ation. For  his  own  part,  he  was  dis- 
posed to  receive  in  no  spirit  of  reeretf  ul- 
ness  the  declaration  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  provisional  Leader  of  the  Govern- 
ment, that  there  would  be  no  remedial 
measures  of  oonsequenoe  for  Irdsnd  this 
Session  ;  and  that,  above  all,  the  politi- 
cal libwtiea  of  Englishmen  were  not  to 
be  extmided  to  tiie  Irish  people.  But  as 
long  as  one  link  of  the  chain  of  slavery 
bound  Ireland  to  the  caprice  of  English 
statesmanship,  or  to  politicians  like  the 
Chief  Becretai^,  by  which  ignorance,  in- 
competence, and  prejudice  destroyed  the 
chances  of  a  great  and  generous  people, 
80  long  would  there  be  no  real  and 
radical  redress  for  Ireland,  and  so  long 
would  the  people  straggle  against  the 
Act  of  Union. 

Mb.  O'BBXEN  said,  the  last  speaker 
had  saved  him  the  necessity  of  address- 
ing the  House  at  any  length ;  but  be 
wuhed  to  enter  his  earnest  protest  against 
the  speech  of  the  Chief  Secretary.  It 
waSf  perhaps,  as  well  tat  some  of  the 
Irish  Membera  that  there  had  been  an 
intorral  to  permit  of  their  growing  a 
little  calm  after  that  speech,  for  a  ^Mch 
more  bitter^  wounding  to  Irish  feeling, 
or  more  marked  by  the  callous  influence 
of  Dublin  CasUe,  he  hoped  he  should  not 
soon  again  have  to  listen  to.  This  debate 
would  probably  dose  to-night,  and  it 
would  close  without  having  advanced 
one  step  the  vital  question — "  What  is 
to  become  of  the  unfortunate  people  who 
are  starving  upon  seaweed  on  the  West 
Coast  of  Ireland  ?  "  They  asked  for  food, 
and  they  were  taunted  with  being  incor- 
rigible beggars  who  were  living  on  the 
bounty  of  the  British  taxpayer.  They 
were  told  there  was  no  room  for  them 
in  their  own  country,  where,  out  of  more 
than  16,000,000  of  fertile  acres,  there 
were  not  more  than  3,000,000  devoted 
to  the  support  of  the  people.  It  was 
admitted  by  the  Chief  Secretary  himself 
that  the  people  were  in  unspeakable 
misery.  He  said  lhat  if  the  farms  were 
held  rent  free  they  oonld  hardly  support 
themselTos,  and  he  also  referred  to  the 
struggle  they  made  to  pay  the  rent  ne- 
oessary  to  enable  them  to  take  the 
benefit  of  the  Arrears  Act.  It  was 
admitted  that  they  had  no  moMff  uo 
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food,  no  chance  of  getting  any,  tiiat 
their  credit  was  gone,  yet  they  were 
told  there  was  to  be  no  relief  for  thwn 
unless  they  broke  up  their  little  homes, 
and  went  into  the  woi^house.  And  they 
were  told,  in  the  hardest,  ooldeet,  and 
most  naked  way,  the  reason  why.  The 
reason  was  that  if  they  got  any  xelief 
now,  they^  would  ding  to  their  unfortu- 
nate cabins,  and  wo^d  continue  to  be 
disagreeable  to  the  British  taxpayer. 
He  ud  not  like,  especiidly  in  the  Chief 
Secretary's  absence,  to  say  anything 
that  would,  be  unfair  or  unjust  to  him, 
or  to  any  man ;  but  it  was  impossible  to 
avoid  feeling  that  it  was  a  moment  when 
Ireland  was  supposed  to  be  tame  and 
prostrate  under  coercion  that  was  chosen 
to  deal  her  this  cruel  blow  in  the  face. 
Three  years  ago,  when  the  organization 
of  the  people  in  Ireland  was  a  Tittle  more 
strong,  the  cry  for  relief  was  a  little 
more  promptly  and  respectfully  attended 
to.  He  would  only  add  that,  if  it  were 
not  for  the  sake  of  the  unf  ortimate  people 
who  were  dying  while  If  embers  <^  that 
House  were  theorizing,  he  could  almost 
thank  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  cob- 
vinoing  the  Irish  people  that,  in  the 
depths  of  tiie  fktuity  and  folly  of  Englidi 
BtateBmaiiship,  there  might  be  a  worse 
Gevermnent  of  Ireland  thaa  even  the 
Government  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
fbr  Bradford. 

Mb.  FABNELL:  Sir,  we  were  ex- 
pecting that  the  noble  Lord  the  Leader 
of  the  Government  would  reply  to  the 
numerous  and  cogent  arguments  which 
had  been  placed  before  him  ;  and  it  is  a 
remarkable  fact  that,  although  thia  de- 
bate has  lasted  from  a  little  i^er  5  until 
now— nearly  9  o'dook — we  have  not  had 
any  answer  to  the  representations  which 
have  been  urged  and  the  practical  sug- 
gestions which  have  been  made  from 
these  Benches.  We  were  invited  yes- 
terday by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  make 
su^estions  as  to  the  best  way  in  which 
the  present  distress  in  Irdand  ooald  be 
met.  My  hon.  Friends  Ifave  aooeptod 
the  invitation,  and  have  made  many 
valuable  au^^festions,  some  of  tiiem  of  a 
most  practical  oharaoter;  but  I  do  not 
find  tiiat  the  right  hmi.  G^entieman  the 
Chancellor' of  the  Exohequw  has  been 
in  his  place  to  listen  to  the  replies  to  his 
invitetion.  I  r^ret  that  we  have  again 
to  continue  our  complaints  with  r^ud 
to  the  irreapoosible  oharaoter  of  the  pre- 
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8Mit  Irish  Administration.  We  cannot 
help  seeing^  that  the  gOTernment  of  Ire- 
land at  the  present  moment  is  not  a  go- 
Tetnment  by  the  Parliament,  that  it  is 
not  a  gOTwnment  the  Oabin^,  bnt 
that  it  is  a  government  by  Lord  Spenoer. 
That  Nobleman  seems  to  suppose  that 
because  he  snooeeded  to  that  gOTerament 
at  an  unusual  time  he  is  entitled  to  de- 
part from  all  Oonstitational  precedents, 
and  to  rule  Ireland  as  if  she  had  not  a 
repreeentatiTe  system,  and  as  if,  in  fact, 
she  vas  outside  the  p^  of  the  Consti- 
tution, and  in  the  condition  of  a  oon- 
qnered  provinoe.  Such  a  system  as  tjiat, 
if  persevered  in,  must  break  down  sooner 
or  later.  It  cannot  last.  Sir,  we  looked 
on  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  pre- 
sent Ohief  SeeretETy  as  being  a  Ite- 
]»68entative  of  liUidioalism  in  this 
Hoose.  In  the  last  Parliament  I  had 
many  times  had  the  pleasure  of  listen- 
ing to  his  able  expositions  regard- 
ing the  rights  of  the  people  yrma.  he 
was  intoodttoing  his  Motion  for  the  »- 
tension  of  the  household  firandiise  to 
oountiee  in  Bngland  and  inland ;  but  I 
r^ret  to  find  that,  for  some  reason  or 
other,  he  has  appeared  more  qnickly 
than  any  of  his  Predeoessors  to  have 
imbibed  the  worst  traditions  of  Bablin 
Castle.  In  fact,  the  speech  with  which 
he  favoured  the  House  yesterday  com- 
prises a  re-hash  of  all  the  worst  senti- 
ments of  the  Dublin  Castle  Party.  I 
should  have  thought  it  had  been  impos- 
sible for  a  Gentleman  of  his  antecedents 
and  knowledge  to  have  gone  so  far  down 
in  so  short  a  time.  It  appears  to  be  the 
fete  of  every  Chief  Secretary,  sooner  or 
later.  I  wish  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman one  question.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, in  the  last  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment, said  he  would  not  allow  the  people 
to  starve,  and  he  promised  that  he  would 
give  outdoor  reli^,  and  he  did  not  then 
say  that  the  workhouse  test  i^ould  be 
insisted  on.  On  the  contrary,  when  he 
was  challenged  by  sevwal  of  us  publicly 
in  tiie  House  as  to  whether  be  would 
insist  on  the  workhouse  test,  although 
he  had  an  opportunify  of  speaking  after 
this  challenge,  he  did  not  reply.  He 
^erefore  left  us  to  suppose,  from  the 
general  tenour  of  his  speech,  that  the 
precedent  set  by  the  late  Conservative 
Goveniment,  and  his  own  Predecessor, 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford 
(Mr.  W.  £.  Forster],  would  have  been 
foUovedf  and  Utat  outdo<^  reli^  would 


have  been  administered  in  a  judicious 
and  proper  manner  to  meet  distress.  But 
Parliament  had  adjourned  for  searcely 
a  week,  when  we  were  startled  and 
horrified  by  tiie  iflsne  by  Lord  Spaaoer 
of  one  of  the  most  cold-blooded  letters 
that  even  a  Viceroy  of  Ireland  ever  is- 
sued. I  want  to  know  vhettw  the  Ohief 
Secretary,  who  had  not  then  reached 
that  country  from  London,  was  consulted 
before  that  lettw  was  issued  by  Lc»:d 
Spencer,  and  whether  he  was  consulted 
by  Lord  Spenoer  before  he  made  his 
last  speech  in  the  House  of  Commons 
on  Irish  distreen  ?  I  should  be  glad  to 
know  also  whether  the  Cabinet  was  con- 
sulted aa  to  the  terms  of  that  letter,  or 
whether  Lord  Spenoer  took  upon  I^m- 
self  to  direct  and  dictate  the  policy  of 
the  Poor  Law  Board  in  Ireland  with- 
out any  consultation  with  the  Cabinet  ? 
What  right  had  a  Nobleman,  occupying 
the  Constitutional  position  of  Yiceroy, 
which,  after  all,  is  nothing  more  in  the 
direction  of  praotioal  government  than 
the  porition  the  Queen  ra  England  would 
oraupy  if  she  w«e  in  that  oountiy — X 
should  like  to  know  by  what  authority 
Lord  Spmcer  addressed  that  letter  to 
the  Local  Government  Board  of  Ire- 
land ?  The  Chief  Secretary  is  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Local  Government  Board  in 
Ireland,  so  that  the  Soveireign  in  this 
country  would  have  just  as  much  right 
to  address  a  letter  to  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  in  England,  directing  what 
they  were  to  do  and  what  they  were  not 
to  do,  as  the  Lord  Lieutenant  had  to 
address  that  letter  to  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  in  Ireland,  of  which  he  is 
not  a  Member,  and  of  which  he  is  not 
President.  I  have  seen  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary distinctly  pledging  himself  last  8es- 
uon  that  outdoor  relief  would  be  ad- 
ministered. Now,  by  his  own  confMsien 
in  this  House  the  day  before  yesterday, 
the  people  are  in  a  starving  condition. 
They  are  becoming  gradually  enfeebled 
by  want,  by  the  neeessity  of  eating  sea- 
weed for  the  purpose  of  supporting  their 
existence,  they  are  beooming  liable  to 
those  diseases  that  follow  from  a  low 
course  of  diet,  and  very  soon  we  shall 
have  the  terrible  famine  fever — the  ter- 
rible typhus.  All  theee  circumstances 
are  known  to  Uie  Chief  Secretary,  and 
last  Session  he  understood,  when  theee 
things  would  arise,  to  issue  an  Order ; 
and  though  I  do  not  like  to  be  offensive 
to  himy  I  cannot  help  thinking  that  he 
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disregarded  the  pledges  he  made  to  the 
conntry  and  to  the  House  in  regard  to 
the  admiaifitratioQ  of  his  Depttrtment. 
Well,  it  is  all  the  more  to  be  regretted 
that  the  Govemment  should  insist  upon 
setting  themselves  in  antagonism  to 
Irish  feeling  and  Irish  sentiment,  and 
every  feeling  of  humanity,  since  the  area 
of  distress  is,  comparatively  speaking, 
limited.  The  situation  differs  in  tiiis  re- 
spoot  from  the  last  Irish  famine  or  dis- 
tressin  1 879,  whenittook  nef^ly  £500,000 
from  oharitable  sources,  aod  the  expen- 
diture of  £150,000  in  the  shape  of  out- 
door relief  to  cope  wiUi  the  distress. 
Now,  in  all  probability,  the  expenditure 
of  £150,000,  judiciously  administered  in 
dutdoor  relief,  would  tide  the  people 
over  to  the  next  harvest,  and  would  save 
thousands  of  innocent  persons  from  the 
suffering  and  the  degradation  entailed 
from  slow  starvation,  and  that  £150,000 
or  £100,000  could  be  easily  obtainable 
from  the  Ohuroh  Surplus  Fund.  We  do 
not  want  to  burden  the  British  taxpayer. 
Wehave  a  fund  of  our  own,anIrishfriiid, 
which  was  received  from  Irish  land,  and 
that  is  amply  suf&oient,  and  more  than 
sufficient,  for  the  purpose  proposed.  We 
have  this  reasonable  claim  to  nrge  also 
— that  the  draft  from  this  fund  fi>r  the 
purposes  of  tibe  Arrears  Act  was  very 
mn^  less  than  was  anticipated.  That 
whereas  it  was  supposed  that  £2,500,000 
would  be  necessaiy,  besides  a  probable 
charge  of  £400,000  or  £500,000  on  the 
Imperial  Exchequer,  £1,000,000  is  all 
that  has  been  actually  paid  for  the 
purposes  of  the  Land  Act;  and  we 
now  simply  ask  that  some  £100,000 
£200,000  of  the  residue  of  that  fund 
should  be  allocated  and  administered 
in  the  shape  of  outdoor  relief  in 
limited  areas  in  the  Western  Irish 
counties  to  meet  the  dreadful  distress 
prevailing  there.  There  is  a  great  con- 
fusion, and  I  think  it  is  lamentable 
that  the  Ohief  Secretary,  either  through 
intention  or  ignorance — I  do  not  know 
which — diould  have  created  it.  There 
is  a  great  oonftision  as  to  the  permanent 
and  temporary  works  necessary  for  the 
relief  of  this  distress.  We  are  to  con- 
sider questions  of  emigration,  questions 
of  migration,  qnesUons  of  pubho  works, 
and  questionsof  advaneiiig  loans  to  ten- 
ants for  improving  their  holding  as 
immediate  remedies  for  the  preerat  dis- 
treea ;  but  I  cannot  understand  how 
anybody  in  his  senses  can  really  and 


soberly  and  seriously  advancesuch  things 
as  a  means  of  feeding  a  hungry  people. 
The  Ohief  Secretary  may  advance  £8,000, 
or  £4,000,  or  £5,000,  or  £10,000,  or 
£20,000  to  emigrate  10  per  cent  of  the 
people  ;  but,  supposing  the  right  hon. 
Q-entleman  tiiould  apply  that  money  and 
carry  out  that  scheme  to-morrow,  how 
in  the  name  of  goodness  would  that  en- 
able the  00  per  eent  of  the  people  left 
to  be  fad?  That  is  the  problem.  We 
conrider  we  are  entitled  to  ask  the  (Go- 
vernment to  gi^  us  a  plain  answer  to 
that  question.  How  do  you  suwose  that 
the  remedy  of  emigratioa  whim  ia  men- 
tioned by  the  Ohief  Secretary  can  oope 
with  the  work  of  feeding  the  people  who 
will  not  be  emigrated  ?  It  is  perfectly 
open  to  the  Chief  Secretary  to  ai^e 
that  emigration,  properly  carried  oat, 
may  be  of  advantf^  m  diminishing  the 
congestion  in  some  of  these  districts. 
That  may  be  exceedingly  true,  but  that 
ia  a  question  of  permanent  remedy,  the 
application  of  which  we  have  not  tiiae 
to  discuss,  because  people  living  on  sea- 
weed and  refuse  of  every  description 
cannot  afford  to  wait  while  theao  high 
and  important  problems  are  being  ar- 
gued out  and  decided  upon.  The  only 
possible  temporary  remedy  is  outdoor 
relief,  the  adminietration  of  which,  to 
a  limited  »tent,  would  enable  the  Qo- 
vemmenfe — the  English  Qoronment — to 
consider  some  plan  of  emigrati<m,  if  thw 
desire  it,  or  some  plan  of  migration,  if 
they  desire  it,  or  public  w(H-ks,  or  ad- 
vancing money  to  tenants  for  improving 
their  holdings,  all  of  which  are  exceed- 
ingly well  worthy  of  trial  and  conside- 
ration. But  in  Uie  course  they  are  now 
pursuing,  the  GK>vernment  are  doing  the 
very  thing  to  defeat  their  own  object— 
they  are  setting  both  priests  and  people 
against  them.  The  Ohief  Se(»retaiy  spoke 
of  the  Seeds  Loan  as  an  example  of  the 
way  in  which  the  British  taxpayer  was 
mulcted.  Now,  I  think  the  Ohief  Se- 
cretary was  very  imfortunate  in  select- 
ing  the  Seeds  Loan  as  such  an  example, 
bearing  in  mind  the  fact  that  that  loan 
was  being  exceedingly  well  paid  back, 
and  was  repudiated  only  in  two  or  three 
poverty-stricken  0ni(Mu  where  the  people 
happened  to  be  absolutdy  unable  to  pay 
the  money*.  I  have  always  stated  tnat 
it  was  the  duty  of  the  people,  since  tihey 
aoeepted  the  money,  to  do  thdr  best  to 
repay  it;  while,  at  the  same  time,  I 
must  aay  that^  nnder  the  oinntautiMioee 
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c£  liie  jean  1879  and  1880,  when  the 
Aet  vas  passed,  Failhunent  might  fairly 
have  given  the  money  as  a  grant,  and 
not  as  a  loan.  However,  it  was  given 
as  a  ktan,  and,  therefore,  it  is  right  and 
neeessaiy  and  politio  that  the  people 
should  pi^  back  this  loazi,  and  that 
eourse  I  beUere  they  are  pursuing  in 
Ireland.  Oertainl-jr,  with  regud  to  the 
p4^oy  of  that  Beeds  Act,  I  believe  I  am 
right  in  saying  that  if  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  the  Oounty  of  Qal- 
way  (Colonel  Nolan)  had  not  introduced 
his  on  the  enbjeot  so  hastily  for 
getting  this  money  by  way  of  loan,  the 
tiien  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was 
considering  the  desirability  of  intro- 
ducing a  Bill  on  the  part  of  the  Qovem- 
ment,  making  a  grant  of  money  to  the 
people  for  the  purpose  of  providing 
them  with  seeds.  The  Ohief  Secretary 
■poke  of  the  restrictions  that  had  been 
placed  on  the  granting  of  outdoor  relief 
in  Ikigland,  and  the  benefits  resulting 
from  those  restrictions.  I  think  he  said 
that  the  number  of  paupers  in  England 
had  been  diminished  during  tiie  last  10 
years  by  the  workhouse  teat  being  more 
rigi^  applied.  Now,  I  do  not  ^ank 
tlw  Cftoef  Secretary  is  entitled  to-draw 
tiLat  dedaotion  from  the  figures  he  quotes, 
because  poverty  has  notoriously  de- 
creased from  very  different  reasons  than 
ihe  Bubfititntion  of  the  workhouse  test. 
But  I  ask  the  Ohief  Secretary,  wonld  he 
have  dared,during  the  Lancashire  Gotten 
Famine,  to  stand  up  in  his  place  in  this 
House,  and  say — "The  workhouse  test 
must  be  rigidly  applied."  I  do  not 
think  he  would,  because  public  opinion 
in  England  would  not  have  tolerated 
such  an  infamous  barbarity.  He  told 
US  that,  in  1881,  the  outdoor  relief  ad- 
ministered in  England  amounted  to 
£2,500,000,  while  it  was  £8,500,000  in 
1870.  Now,  I  find  that  in  Ireland,  in 
1881,  there  was  only  a  sum  of  £90,000 
entended  in  outdoor  relief ;  so  that  t£  we 
ask — as  we  would  be  entitled  to,  but  as 
we  do  not  ash — that  Ireland  should  be 
allowed  to  expend  this  for  l^e  same  pro- 
portion of  outdoor  relief  as  that  Enghmd 
expesded  in  1681,  we  wonld  be  in  a 
position  to  expend  in  outdoor  relief  ^ 
sum  of  £500.000,  instead  of  £fiO,000  or 
£60,000,  which  I  believe  was  the  amount 
of  the  expenditure  in  1 882.  The  argu- 
ment that  because  the  unfortunate  man 
who  has  a  holding  of  £4  does  not  pay 
my  rates,  and  does  aot  eleot  the  Gtoar- 


dians,  therefore  be  should  be  starved,  is 
certainly  the  latest  and  most  extraordi- 
nary development  oi  the  principles  of 
Badiealism.  Now,when,by-and-bye,he 
oomes  to  turn  these  small  holders  into 
ratepayers,  to  pay  rates  in  the  shape  of 
county  oess,  I  hfl^  the  Ohi^  Secretary 
will  remember  the  deduction  he  made 
in  his  speech  the  day  before  yesterday. 
Emigration  forced  on  by  starvation  is 
not  what  we  should  have  hoped  for— is 
not  what  we  might  expect  from  the  pre- 
sent Oovemment.  It  ia  a  policy  which 
will  render  them  infamous  in  the  minds 
of  the  Irish  peo{de,  and  one  which  will 
certainly,  in  one  shape  or  other,  recoil 
on  their  heads.  It  would  appear  as  if 
Lord  Spencer  bad  in  his  mind  some 
^eat  ecneme  of  emigration,  and  that  the 
idea  occurred  to  him  that  tiie  distress  in 
these  "Western  districts  gave  him  a  great 
opportunity  for  carrying  out  the  scheme 
by  driving  the  people  into  the  work- 
houses, and  then  tnmin|r  those  work- 
houses into  ^eat  reoeinag  houses  for 
emigrant  ships.  That  was  the  policy 
pursued  in  1847  uid  1848,  and  we  Icnow 
wi&  what  disastrous  results— how  .the 
famine,  getting  hold  of  the  people,  pur- 
sued them  into  the  worUionse,  from  the 
workhouse  to  the  emigrant  ship,  and 
from  the  emigrant  ship  to  the  wurds  of 
the  hospitals  of  New  York.  Is  it  the 
desire  of  the  Ohief  Secretary  that  the 
scenes  of  1848  should  be  repeated,  even 
in  a  limited  way  in  1 888  ?  I  assume  it 
is  not ;  but  he  is  going  the  right  way 
about  it.  Much  has  been  said  about  the 
congested  state  of  the  districts  in  the 
West  of  Ireland.  No  doubt,  they  are 
overcrowded,  and  ma^  have  to  be  re* 
lieved  by  the  application  of  a  system  of 
emigration  or  migraticm— {^bably  in 
both  ways.  At  ^e  same  time,  the  sta- 
tistics frequently  quoted  to  show  how 
small  are  the  majority  of  holdings  are 
rather  misleading,  lliat  they  are  so  is 
proved  1^  some  of  the  results  of  the 
Arrears  Ast  About  90,000 tenants  have 
applied  under  that  Act  in  respeot  of 
140,000  holdings.  It  is,  therefore,  evi- 
dent that  many  tenants  of  small  holdings 
are  in  possession  of  two  or  more,  and 
this  is  a  fact  which  ought  not  to  be  over- 
looked by  those  who  wish  to  gauge  the 

rwer  of  the  tenants  to  make  their  way. 
am  of  opinion  that  the  very  small 
farmers  whom  the  Government  wish  to 
induce  to  emigrate  are  not  likely  to 
saooeed.   As  the  hon.  Member  for  Oar- 
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narvonshire  (Mr.  Bathbooe),  who  ap- 
peared to  understand  this  question  better 
than  Her  Majesty's  Gbvernment,  said, 
this  is  not  a  question  of  plenty  of  money ; 
it  is  a  question  of  where  you  shall  put 
the  people  when  they  are  emig^ted. 
I  quite  agree  that  the  system  adrocated 
by  Mr.  Xulce  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Carnarvon  ia  the  correct  one.  They  look 
out  for  the  friends  and  families  of  pra- 
sons  wishing  to  emigrate  and  who  may 
be  settled  in  America,  and  they  ash  tiiem 
if  they  will  receiTe  the  family  and  look 
after  them  and  help  them  for  a  while 
until  they  can  get  settled  in  their  new 
homes.  A  family  going  under  such  oir- 
cumstanoes  would  run  a  better  chance  of 
becoming  good  and  useful  artizans  in 
America  than  a  family  taken,  as  the 
Ohief  Secretary  proposed  to  take  them, 
from  the  West  of  Ireland,  and  simply 
shippiog  them  ont  to  New  Tork.  In 
many  oases  Mr.  Tuke  appears  to  hare 
been  able  to  proTide  for  the  reception 
of  the  families,  and  not  only  for  their 
proper  reception,  but  for  their  employ- 
ment and  location  on  land.  But  the  area 
of  such  emigration  must  necessarily  be 
limited  by  the  dxcnmstances  of  the  case ; 
and  what  we  are  entitled  to  ask,  and 
what  no  explanation  of  has  been  made, 
is^  where  does  the  Cktvemment  intend  to 
locate  and  provide  for  such  large  num- 
bers of  families  which  must  necessarily 
emigrate  if  it  is  desired  to  produce  any 
affect  on  the  Weet  of  Ireland?  Profes- 
•or  Baldwin  has  estimated  that  100,000 
families  or  500,000  persons  must  be 
evicted  out  of  Ireland  before  any  eSect 
would  be  felt.  Is  the  Government  going 
to  provide  £5  per  head  for  each  of  the 
families,  which  in  some  instances  will 
consist  of  six,  seven,  or  eight  persons  ? 
Has  the  righthon.  Gentleman  considered 
how  he  will  tranroort  them  across  the 
Big  Lake  ?  Has  he  considered  what  an 
enormous  number  of  steamers  will  have 
to  be  provided  ?  Has  he  ooosidered  the 
arraogementB  necessary  for  their  recep* 
tion  in  New  York  ?  Has  he  oonsidered 
what  he  will  do  with  these  thousands  of 
people  living  in  suoh  wretchedness  under 
the  wise  and  beneficent  ruleof  £kigland, 
and  whcp  will  go  to  New  York  in  rage  ? 
Has  he  considered  whether  he  will  wok 
ont  for  employment  f<i»  them  ?  Has  he 
oonsidered  how  they  are  to  make  a  start 
towards  getting  their  subsistence  from 
the  land  which  exist  in  such  boundless 
quantities  in  the  North-West  IV>vinoe8 


AmwtrU  Str  1204 

of  America  ?  Has  he  considered  these 
questions  ?  If  he  has,  what  are  his  plans 
to  get  this  species  of  wholesale  emigra- 
tion  set  going,  or  has  he  anjplan  at  all? 
These  are  questionB  which  we  are  entitled 
to  ask,  because  it  is  the  CSiief  Seoretarj 
and  the  Government  who  have  put  for- 
ward this  schune  of  emigration,  this 
process  of  lifting  hundreds  of  tfaouBands 
of  people  out  of  the  country  as  a  means 
of  amwtnating  the  condition  of  Ibese 
congested  districts,  and  as  the  means  of 
alkmating  the  preeent  distress  in  the 
West  of  IreUnd.  13ie  emigration  from  . 
Ireland  which  has  taken  place  op  to  the 
present  time,  and  which  has  been  most 
successful,  has  been  an  emigration  of 
young  people  who  have  gone  out,  and 
who  in  the  course  of  a  few  years  have 
sncceeded  in  bringing  out  the  whole  of 
their  families  whom  they  had  left  behind. 
But  this  is  not  the  system  proposed  by 
the  Government.  The  Government  pro- 
pose to  lift  whole  families,  and,  at  the 
very  outside,  they  do  not  propose  to  allo- 
cate for  that  purpose  more  than  £5  per 
head  for  the  adults.  Some  of  the  Unioiu 
have  been  notified  by  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  that  the  Guardians  will  only 
receive  £3  or  £4  per  head ;  but  taking 
it  at  its  best,  and  supposing  it  to  be  £9 
pMT  head— although  we  are  not  entitiled 
to  estimate  it  at  all,  for  owing  to  the 
want  of  information  we  soarrafy  know 
what  the  intentions  of  the  Government 
are — a  family-  of  seven  would  get  but 
£35,  and  this  sum  would  not  carry  them 
further  than  New  York  after  providing 
decent  clothes  in  which  they  might  ap- 
pear amid  the  dviliEation  of  the  New 
World.  The  Chief  Secretary  had  quoted 
statistics  showing  that  in  the  Newport 
Union  1,844  persons  had  applied  to  the 
Inspector  to  be  sent  out ;  in  Oughterard 
TTmon  1,556,  and  in  the  B^mullet 
Union  3,000,  and  the  Inspestors  had 
stated  that  a  great  difference  would  be 
made  in  the  omidition  those  left  behind 
if  those  persons  were  emigrated. 

Mb.  TBEVELYAN:  Only  the  Bel- 
mullet  Inspector  said  so. 

Mb.  FABNMiL  :  I  suppose  the  same 
will  apply  to  eaoh  of  the  otiiers,  and 
that  if  the  iDspectora  cS  the  other  two  - 
Unions  had  been  asked  the  same  ques- 
ti<ma  they  wonld  have  made  tlie  same 
reply,  ^nie  right  hon.  Gentieman  is 
dealing  with  the  problem  as  a  whole, 
and  not  in  regard  to  one  particular 
Union,  and  he  has  recommended  this 
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plan  of  enugratioa  as  a  means  of  alle- 
Tiating  &e  distress  in  the  West  of  Ire- 
land and  permanently  ameliorating  the 
condition  of  those  left  behind.  I  would 
0^  tiie  House  to  oousider  how  the  emi- 
gntton  of  these  7,000  persons  would 
ameliorate  the  oonditaon  of  the  40,000 
or  50,000  perscns  who  would  still  be  left 
behind  in  theee  Unions.  There  was 
another  preoHeal  point  to  whioh  they 
must  turn.  Skiglish  Membws  saw  that 
the^amine  of|l 848  had  cleared  vast  tracts 
of  craziiig  land  unoe  used  for  raising 
oattle  for  the  English  market,  and  they 
bought  it  good  policy  to  clear  those  fer- 
tile tracts  of  men,  women,  and  children 
in  order  to  people  them  with  bullooks 
and  sheep.  But  in  these  congested  dis- 
tricts the  land,  &om  an  agricultural 
point  of  view,  was  not  suitable  for 
grazing  purposes.  It  was  not  cleared 
tiien,  and  it  had  not  been  cleared  since, 
simply  for  this  reason.  If  it  could  hare 
been  so  ntUiaed  ihe  land  would  hare 
erer  sinoe  been  (beared.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  appeared  to  think  Uiat  the 
land  would  produce  4^  tons  to  the  acre 
against  6  tons  of  potatoes  produced  by 
the  good  land.  I  can  only  congratulate 
him  npon  the  agrimiltural  knowledge 
vhioh  he  seenu  to  have  acquired  during 
his  short  trip  in  Donegal ;  but  I  can 
assure  him  that  if  the  land  in  those  dts* 
tricts  produced  4^  tons  of  potatoes  once 
in  every  two  or  three  years  it  could  not 
be  turned  to  a  more  pro&table  purpose. 
I  can  also  assure  him  that  if  he  clears 
the  land  of  people  he  will  be  simply 
throwing  it  back  altogether  to  grow 
rushes,  heather,  and  other  wild  produc- 
tions. It  is  totally  unsuitable  for  agri- 
cultural purposes  on  account  of  the  wet 
state  of  the  sub-soil.  Thus,  and  so  far 
from  the  importation  for  it  being  a 
benefit  to  "this  country  in  tUe  shape 
of  producing  more  beef  and  mutton, 
they  would  simply  get  rid  of  the 
people  to  throw  the  land  out  of  cultiva- 
tion altogether,  so  Uiat  the  land  would 
become  wortiiless  to  the  landlord  and  of 
no  Talue  to  tiw  oonntry.  I  would  ask 
the  OoToaunent  to  consider  this  ques- 
tion and  examine  into  it  from  all  from 
all  sides,  and  that  without  prejudice. 
Do  not  let  them  start  with  the  notion 
that  this  is  a  great  poUey.  A  Govern- 
ment which  can  only  propose  the  ex- 
patriation of  the  people  is  not  worthy 
of  the  name.  Peniaps  they  think 
that  because  the  land  movement  com- 


menced in  the  West  of  Ireland  the  best 
way  would  be  to  push  a  turbulent  popu- 
lation out  of  the  country  altogether.  I 
would  ask  the  Government  to  treat  the 
matter  &irly  and  see  if  th^  cannot  set 
the  people  to  work  on  land  which  exists 
in  boundless  quuitities — for  instance,  in 
tile  county  of  Mayo.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  find  such  on  investi- 
gation, and  that  the  ^ains  he  devoted 
to  the  subject  would  yield  abundant  re- 
turns and  immense  satisfaction.  Do  not 
let  it  be  supposed  that  we  desire  to 
chase  the  graziers  away  from  the  rich 
lands  which  they  hold.  We  desire 
nothing  of  the  kind,  and  I  have  never 
advocated,  it  except,  perhaps,  in  some 
poetic  flight  of  fancy  in  America.  Let 
the  people  be  taken  from  Mayo  to 
Meath^  This  is  a  practical  and  not  im- 
possible means  of  solving  the  difficulty, 
and  the  rich  lands  there  will  still  feed 
abundance  of  cattle.  I  am  one  of  those 
who  do  not  believe  it  possible  to  break 
this  land  up ;  but  what  we  say,  as  prac- 
tical men,  is  this— that  Ihere  is  plenty  of 
improvable  land  in  the  country— huid 
which  is  not  absolutely  useless,  but 
which  is  un&TOurable,  and  which  m^ht 
be  purchased  by  the  Stato,  or  by  some 
public  company  with  the  help  of  the 
Stoto,  upon  whioh  a  colony  of  these 
people  might  be  put — land  for  which 
they  would  be  able  to  pay  a  bettor  rent 
than  that  now  paid  by  the  men  who 
occupy  it.  That  land,  according  to  the 
best  authorities,  is  deteriorating  from 
year  to  year,  becoming  less  capable  of 
producing  grass,  and  reverting  to  a 
^to  of  nature.  So  that,  sooner  or  lator, 
3,000,000  acres  of  land— for  that  is 
the  estimate — will  become  practically 
valueless  to  the  landlord  for  any  profit- 
able purpose.  All  that  I  ask  is  that 
tiie  reeommendations  of  Professor  Bald- 
win, an  agricultural  authority  of  great 
experience,  shall  be  carefully  considered 
by  the  Govemmsnt,  and  that,  at  least 
if  th^  are  gcong  to  consider  the  qnea- 
tion  (n  emi|p»tion,  th^  shall  consider 
at  the  sune  time  the  question  of  minn- 
tion.  We  believe  that  the  result  will  be 
tiiat  a  considerable  quantity  of  cattle 
might  be  fed  there  for  the  English 
market,  and  that  it  would  result  in  the 
employment  of  hundreds  and  thousands 
of  people  who  now  have  to  come  to  Eng- 
land and  Scotland  in  the  spring  and 
summer  to  look  for  work.  The  right 
hon.  Gentieman  the  Ohancellor  of  the 
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Exchequer,  who  baa  spoken  on  several 
occasions  in  this  House  upon  Irish  ques- 
tions with  great  sympathy  and  consider^ 
able  knowledge,  and.  I  may  add,  with  a 
great  deatre  to  do  what  is  right,  has 
asked  the  Iridi  Uembers  for  some  sug- 
gestion with  regard  to  this  question,  and 
I  would  recommend  that  advanoes  should 
be  made  to  tenants  for  the  purpose  of 
redunatioa  and  improvement  of  the 
hddings.  I  know  of  no  way  in  which 
public  money  might  be  spent  with  more 
advant^e  wan  by  some  weU-oonsidered 
scheme,  carried  out  by  practical  men, 
tiian  by  advancing  State  money  in  this 
direotiott.  The  Government  should  re- 
quire proper  dengns  for  carrying  this 
out,  and  these  should  be  laid  out  and 
carried  out  under  suitable  superintend- 
ence ;  and  if  this  was  done  thei^  could 
be  nobetter  expenditure  of  public  money, 
and  no  more  safe  investment,  or  one 
by  which  the  State  would  be  more 
absolutely  secured.  I  not  believe  the 
Board  of  Works  for  Ireland,  under 
present  management,  at  all  adequate 
xbr  this  purpose.  We  have  seen  that 
when  £1,600,000  was  lent  to  the 
Irish  landlords  fbr  the  purpose  of 
■works  of  improvement  on  their  land, 
tiiat  a  great  deal  of  l^e  money  was 
aidsapplied.  That  money  was  IwA  under 
tiie  direction  of  the  Board  of  Wf^ks. 
Under  the  system  adopted  by  Uuon,  so 
far  OS  I  can  learn,  tiiere  was  no  suitable 
inspection  as  to  whethwthe  work  wasdone 
for  which  the  mon^  was  granted,  and 
in  many  cases  I  believe  no  money  was 
spent  on  the  works  for  which  it  was  ad- 
vanced. Undoubtedly  some  Qovemment 
Department,  with  adequate  machinery 
for  the  purpose,  aa  1  have  stated, 
should  be  inaugurated  in  Ireland.  I 
very  much  fear  that  a  great  deal  of 
money  granted  for  improving  the  hold- 
ings would  be  wasted,  or  injudiciously 
lent,  unless  resident  engineers  should 
be  appointed  to  lay  out  and  superin- 
tend the  work,  and  the  services  of  the 
county  surveyors  and  their  assistants  are 
utilized.  The  loans  might  be  made 
tiiron^h  the  Boards  of  Guudians,  on  the 
seounfy  of  the  r»tes  and  the  wwia  them- 
selves. But  all  this  pre-su^nsed  an 
Administration  in  Ireland  uf  a  praotical 
character,  and  one  desirous  of  develop- 
ing the  resources  of  tla  coutEy,  and 
keeping  the  people  at  home  and  making; 
them  happy  and  prosperous  there.  This 
however,  does  not  appear  to  be  the 
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olicy  of  the  present  Government ;  and 
have  no  hope  from  anything  whii^  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  G^ef  Seoro- 
tary  foreshadows,  or  any  indication  which 
Lord  Spencer  has  given,  that  any  prao* 
tical  adneme  will  be  undertaken  fbr  tiie 
purpose  of  improving  the  industrial  re- 
sources of  the  country.  In  &ot,  it  is 
quite  absurd  to  make  suggestions.  Lord 
Spencer  has  said  that  the  people  mast  go, 
and  Lord  Speooer,  being  now  all-power- 
ful, will  have  his  way,  at  all  erento  for,  I 
siiu)erelyhope,aveiT  limited  period.  The 
absenoe  of  remedial  legislation  fbr  Ire- 
land has  been  very  much  commented 
upon  by  the  Irish  Members,  and  at  the 
ooDolusion  of  the  debate  on  this  subject 
it  will  be  my  duty  to  move  the  second 
reading  of  a  Land  Bill,  providing  for 
the  proper  carrying  out  of  the  intentions 
of  Fariiament  with  regard  to  the  {re- 
servation of  the  tenant's  improvements  on 
the  one  hand,  and  with  the  view  of  meet- 
ing the  Beport  of  the  Lords'  Oommittee 
otmceming  the  Purchase  Olauses  of  the 
Ijand  Act  on  the  other.  We  shall  be 
better  able  to  judge  when  we  see  the 
reception  of  that  Bill,  which  is  prao- 
tioally  endorsed  by  the  Members  of  all 
the  Provinces,  in  all  its  clauses,  and 
almost  in  all  its  words.  We  shall  be 
better  able  to  see  what  chance  we  have 
as  re^faxds  remedial  legislation.  The 

rition  of  local  self-government  mil 
be  brotwht  hefine  uiis  House.  The 
question  of  the  inequality  of  the  borou^ 
and  municipal  franchise  as  eompared 
with  that  of  England  will  also  be  laid 
before  Parliament.  Ireluid  is  now  quiet, 
and  upon  what  Parliament  may  decide 
with  regard  to  these  measures  must 
depend  very  largely  the  opinion  of  the 
Inah  people  in  future  as  to  whether  they 
are  to  obtain  concessions  by  outrage  or 
by Oonstitutional  agitation.  Therespon- 
sibility  which  rests  upon  English  states- 
men is  very  great.  Surely  when  there 
is  quiet  is  the  time  for  a  great  Party  like 
the  Libwal  Party  to  persevere  ui  thnr 
course  of  justice  to  Ireland.  The  liberal 
Party  have  been  taunted  with  yielding 
to  outrage  when  it  passed  the  Lind  Act 
and  the  Arrears  Act.  -  The  Glovexnmeat 
ou^ht  to  show  itself  strong  and  persevere 
inits  course  now  that  there  is  no  damonr, 
and  to  prove  that  it  is  not  really  in- 
fineneed  by  intimidation  or  threats,  or 
the  prospect  of  fitrther  revolution.  Un- 
less you  show  that  you  will  fail  in  one  of 
tirst  fttn(Aiona  of  govenuaeat ;  yea 
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will  be  Alee  toyour  promises  made  at  the 
last  General  EUeotion,  when  you  pledged 
Tourselvea  to  equalize  the  Irieh  and  the 
Engl^  laws.  We  ask  you  to  give  some- 
thing this  Session  in  redemption  of  those 
promises,  and  not  to  disappoiutthe yearn* 
mgs  of  the  Irish  people  for  further  jus- 
tice; and  we  ask  this  in  the  confident 
belief  thai  if  you  continue  the  course 
that  the  Prime  Minister  initiated  in  1870, 
by  seeking  out  imperfections  in  the  laws 
and  striving  to  grant  justice  and  fair 
concessions,  neither  this  House  nor  this 
country  will  be  disappointed  by  the 
result. 

Me,  PLTJNKET  said,  that  all  would 
hear  with  pleasure  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Oity  of  Cork  (Mr.  Famell)  speak  in 
a  different  tone  £rom'  that  to  which  they 
had  long  been  aocustomed.  For  some 
time  the  hon.  Member  had  sailed,  and 
claimed  to  sail  successfully,  on  the  wave 
of  agitation  and  violence,  and  now  he 
came  forward  to  take  the  credit  and  the 
advantage  of  the  trough  of  the  sea. 
That,  he  (Mr.  Flunket)  thought,  was  a 
satis&otory  result,  already  attained  by 
Hie  very  short  and  limited  experience 
the  hon.  Member  had  of  some&ing  like 
lesolute  treatment  in  that  House,  and 
firm  government  in  Ireland.  It  was  no 
oonoem  of  his  (Mr.Flnnkefs)  to  defend 
the  Government ;  but  he  wished,  as  an 
Irish  Representative,  to  make  some 
observations  on  what  the  hon.  Member 
had  said,  and  on  the  issues  raised  by  the 
important  Amendment  which  he  had 
brought  before  the  House.  The  charges 
that  had  that  night  been  lerelled 
against  the  Government  had,  with  some 
insignificant  exceptions,  been  aimed  at 
their  imputed  neglect  of  dealing  with 
the  distress  in  Ireland  and  the  ques- 
tion of  emigration.  Now,  there  were 
two  very  different  views  to  be  taken  of 
the  distress  in  Ireland ;  one  of  these 
involved  the  problem  of  the  beet  means 
of  meeting  the  immediate  necessity  of 
the  ease ;  and  the  other  related  to  the 
policy  to  be  adopted  in  order  to  remove 
those  sad  conditions  of  existence  which 
had  BO  long  prevailed  in  certain  distriots 
of  Ireland,  especially  those  lying  along 
the  BeaboarcC  As  for  the  immediate 
danger,  he  did  not  feel  in  a  position  to 
criticize  the  Government  as  severely  as 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  had 
done ;  but  he  thought  that  the  general 
statements  as  to  the  distress  in  Ireland 
had  been  to  some  extent  exaggerated, 
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though  in  certain  districts  in  the  West, 
there  was  grave  oanse  for  anxiety,  if  not 
forapprehenaions  of  actual  famine.  That, 
of  course,  must  be  left  to  be  dealt  witi^ 
by  the  Government.  All  he  would  now 
say  was,  that  it  was  the  business  of  the 
Goremmeut,  if  danger  existed,  to  avert 
il  Th^  alone  were  responsible,  for 
they  alone  were  in  poesessioB  of  aeou- 
rate,  reliable,  and,  he  might  add,  un- 
pr^ndiced  inform^on;  bn^  at  present 
there  certainly  was  no  proof  of  the  ex- 
treme distress  on  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  had  mainly 
founded  his  arguments.  If  the  Go- 
vernment could  get  through  this  period 
of  pressure  without  departing  from  the 
established  system  of  Foor  Law  relief,  so 
much  the  better,  for  there  could  be  no 
doubt  that  eleemo^nary  aid  was  calcu- 
lated to  demoralize  the  Irish  people.  But 
no  such  general  principles  ought  to  be 
allowed  to  interfere  with  the  discretion 
of  the  Government  to  contravene  them 
for  a  temporary  purpose ;  and  he  had 
no  doubt,  &om  the  careful  speech  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  the  other 
evening,  that  he  had  taken  great  pains 
to  satisfy  himself,  not  only  by  omoial 
information  as  to  its  extent,  but  also  by 
personal  inspection,  testing  its  aoouraoy, 
with  a  view  to  findhig  means  of  averting 
it.  Coming  to  the  second  view  of  the 
question— namely,  how  tiie^  were  to  deal 
with  these  congested  districts,  and  pre- 
vent a  recurrence  of  such  melancholy 
experiences,  he  could  not  but  notice  a 
very  remarkable  change  in  the  tone 
of  Irish  Members  below  the  Gang- 
way. The  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  rather  taunted  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  with  being  un- 
prepared with  a  well-considered  scheme 
of  emigration,  and  referred  to  the 
iosttffioienoy  of  the  sum  provided  for 
that  purpose.  [Mr.  Fabiteu.  :  The  sum 
per  head.]  Of  course,  the  hon.-  Mem- 
ber gave  the  first  place  to  his  &ivourite 
scheme  of  migration  ;  but  he  also  now 
appeared  as  the  champion  of  a  well- 
considered  and  well-supported  scheme 
of  emigratioa  from  Iruand.  As  the 
hon.  Member  spoke  of  the  infunous 
conduct  of  the  Grovemment,  if  it  should 
now  fail  through  want  of  preparatioa, 
the  House  would  certainly  remember 
that  two  years  ago  the  Government 
had  come  forward  with  a  scheme  which 
was  practically  killed  by  the  oppc«ition 
of  the  hon.  Member  and  his  Friends. 
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The  hon.  ICember  for  Westmeatii  (Mr. 
T.  D.'SulIiTaii)Baid— 

"  The  Iruh  Members  had  agreed  on  tliis  Buh- 
ject,  and  had  all  along  inteoded  to  vote  againet 
the  clauM,  and  vrould  try  to  tear  it  to  jdeceB." 
—(3  Barnard,  [263]  916.) 

The  hon.  Member  for  Galway  (Mr.  T. 
P.  O'Connor)  said— 

"  Let  Progress  he  reported,  that  the  Govern- 
ment might  not  have  to  display,  in  the  full  light 
of  day,  the  imbecility  <^  their  tactics.  Now,  at 
tho  end  of  three  days  it  had  come  to  this — that 
they  were  going  to  spend  £200,000  on  emigra- 
tion from  Ireland,  from  a  large  scheme  it  had 
been  reduced  to  a  miserable,  petty,  peddling 
som,  that  it  was  not  worth  spending  half-an- 
hour  upon."— (JAid.  978.) 

UB.FABNELL:  Whatdidlsar? 

Mb.  FLUNKET  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  was  ^wajs 
Tei7  handy  iriUi  this  kind  of  evasion, 
and  he  (l£r.  Plunket)  had  not  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  by  him  at 
the  moment ;  but  he  would  challenge  him 
to  produce  a  single  word  he  had  said  to 
the  contrary.  He  (Mr.  Plunket)  him- 
self had  regretted  the  surrender  of  the 
Government  on  that  question,  and  had 
always  regarded  it  as  one  of  the  least 
creditable  and  most  disastrous  of  the 
many  concessions  they  had  made  to  the 
Party  of  the  hon.  Member.  At  the  same 
time,  he  qould  not  help  thinking  that  it 
was  scarcely  for  those  who  obtained  it  to 
complain  that  the  Government  had  not 
now  a  aoheme  in  working  order.  It 
was,  however,  gratifying  to  know  that, 
though  the  Qovemment  was  at  that 
time  thwarted  by  the  efforts  of  the  so- 
called  Irish  Members,  those  exertions 
had,  to  some  extent^  been  rendered 
nugatory,  for  the  work  had  been  under- 
taken by  private  enterprize  and  chuity, 
through  a  Committee  formed  of  such 
men  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Carnarvon 
(Mr.  Jlathbone),  who  spoke  modestly 
and  briefly  the  other  night  of  the  gene- 
rous and  self- sacrificing  efforts  he  had 
made.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Westminster  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  had  also  taken  part  in  it,  and 
men  on  both  sides  of  politios  had  done 
their  best  to  set  on  foot  a  practical 
scheme  of  emigration.  He  was  glad  to 
know,  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Carnar- 
von told  them,  that  if  the  Government 
funds  came  short,  the  Committee  would 
confidently  fall  back  on  that  English 
charity  which  had  of  late  been  repu- 
diated, defied,  and  insulted  by  some 

Mr.  Plunht 


who  always  boasted  themselvee  the 
best  frioidfl  of  Ireland.  This  scheme  d»l 
not  contonplate  picking  np  a  man  here 
and  there  and  passing  him  on  to  take 

care  of  himself  on  the  Continent  of 
America ;  but  the  scheme  was  to  be  con- 
ducted with  a  careful  regard  to  religious 
convictions  and  family  ties.  It  must 
be  painful  to  everyone  to  contemplate 
the  departure  from  Ireland  of  consider- 
able numbers  of  the  population  ;  but  if 
the  hard  facts  of  the  case  were  such  that 
it  was  really  better  for  them  to  go,  and 
better  for  those  who  remained  behind— 
if  it  was  the  only  escape  from  the 
situation,  it  was  a  great  satisfaction  to 
know  that  the  emigration  would  be  con- 
ducted wisely  and.  hnmanely,  and  not 
under  the  terrible  conditions  which  pre-, 
vailed  at  the  time  of  the  great  Famine  of 
1 847 ;  and  it  was  right  tiiat  that  should 
be  made  known  tfarottghout  Ireland.  As 
to  the  Arrears  Act,  whidi  had  been 
spokm  of,  he  was  sorry  to  have  to  tell 
the  House  thai,  whatever  advantage 
or  disadvantage  it  might  have  produced 
in  other  respects,  its  effect  had  been, 
as  all  men  of  common  sense  had  pre- 
dicted it  would  be,  demoralizing  in  the 
extreme.  He  heard  eveiy  day  of  oases 
of  tenants  who  had  honestly  paid  their 
rents  during  the  time  of  agitation,  but 
who  now  went  to  the  landlords  and  said 
— '*  What  are  you  going  to  do  for  usT 
What  concession  are  you  ^ing  to  make 
to  put  us  on  an  equality  with  niose  who, 
in  obedience  to  the  advice  of  political 
Leaders,  kept  their  rents  in  their 
pockets  7 "  There  was  also  another 
matter  about  this  Arrears  Act  which 
called  for  notice.  There  was  great 
temptation  to  tenants  to  allow  their 
rente  to  fall  into  arrear,  rather  than 
make  an  effbrt  to  pay  them;  for  they 
naturally  considered  that,  when  distress 
again  arose,  the  Government  would  again 
come  to  their  assistance,  and  their  arrears 
would  be  wiped  out.  Further,  that  un- 
fortunately brought  another  considera- 
tion with  it,  for  if  the  landlords  found 
this  course  pursued  by  the  tenants,  they 
would  take  strong  measures  to  prevent 
such  a  state  of  affairs,  and  to  enforce  the 
payment  of  rents,  even  if  it  was  by  evic- 
tion. As  to  the  question  of  the  operation 
of  the  Land  Act  upon  landowners,  it 
had  been  lost  sight  of  in  the  turmoil  of 
recent  events,  and  he  did  not  himself 
propose  to  deal  with  it  .then ;  but  none 
the  lesB  was  the  injury  inflicted  upon 
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landlords  a  torible  reality.  He  knew 
many— and  for  ereiy  one  he  knew  there 
were  scores  wd  hundreds  more — who 
were  on  the  verge  of  ruin.  They  had 
been  kept  for  some  time  out  of  the  rent 
of  their  land — in  the  first  instance  by 
the  action  of  the  Land  League,  and  now 
by  the  working  of  the  Land  Act,  they 
were  to  be  permanently  deprived,  on  an 
average  all  round,  of  at  least  one-fifth 
of  their  income.  Mountains  of  costs 
were  piled  up  against  them,  and  tJieir 
oreditors  were  at  that  moment  only  wait- 
ing for  the  land  again  to  become  a  sale- 
able commodity  to  rush  in  and  realize 
their  security.  In  that  way  numbers  of 
honest,  loyal,  blameless  men  would  find 
themselres,  without  any  fault  of  theirs, 
and  without  any  compensation,  over- 
whelmed in  speedy  and  utter  ruin.  Even 
those  who  did,  for  a  time,  succeed  In 
weathering  the  storm  would  have  their 
family  charges  to  meet  and  all  the  other 
outgoings  on  their  estates ;  while  it 
would  be  hopeless  for  them,  in  the  pre- 
sent state  of  tiie  country,  to  raise  any 
money,  and  utterly  impossible  for  them 
to  sell.  Thus  the  effect  of  the  operation 
of  the  Land  Act  of  1881  was  almost 
certain  ruin  for  these  people.  He  did 
not  know  whether  the  House  realized 
the  state  of  unsaleabiUty  of  land  in  Ire- 
land. It  was  one  of  the  promises  made 
when  the  Land  Act  was  being  passed 
that,  BO  far  from  injuring  the  land- 
lords, it  would  improve  their  position. 
They  were  assured  that  if  there  was 
a  little  presanze  at  the  moment,  still 
the  ultimate  value  of  their  property 
would  be  inoreased.  Tha  rinit  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bradford 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  said— 

"  My  firm  belief  is  that  no  damage  can  be 
proved;  on  the  other  hand,  that  if  the  landlord 
wne  eMnpemated  ^oa  would  compensate  him 
for  conferring;  on  hmi  a  benefit."— (3  Mttuard, 
[260]  1186.) 

The  Lord  Ohanoellor  said — 

"I  deny  that  it  will  diminish  in  any  degree 
vhate-ver  the  rights  of  the  luidlord,  or  the 
value  of  the  iatweet  he  posaessea.  I  should 
never  agree  to  soch  a  proposal."— (/&>if.  [264] 

Lord  Carlingford  said— 

"  I  maintain  that  the  provisions  of  this  Bill 
will  cause  the  landlord  no  money  loBvbstever." 

— (/6id.  262.) 

•"What  was  the  state  of  affiurs  now  7  It 
WM  indicated  by  an  attempt  made  to  sell 


an  estate  the  other  day.  This  was  an 
estate  over  which  the  plough  of  the  Sub- 
Commissioners  had  passed,  and  it  was 
supposed  to'  be  a  very  valuable  article. 
The  Judge  of  the  Land  Court  said — 

"  AH  these  rents  have  been  fixed  by  the  Land 
Commisaionais  as  fair  rests,  and  I  am  sure  the 
tenants  vill  pay  to  the  day.  Tha  rents  are  so 
veil  secured  that  this  prc^arfy  ooght  to  bring 
30  years'  porchaso." 

The  owner  said — 

"Three  years  ago,  before  the  agitation,  I 
could  have  sold  tfas  property  for  £l,77fi." 

Thereupon  the  Judge  remarked — 
"  You  must  submit  to  the  inevitable." 

The  bidding  having  reached  £875,  the 
Judge  said — 

"la  there  any  advance  on  11  jrears*  purchase 
for  this  estate,  with  rente  paid  kke  dividends  at 
the  Bank  of  Ireland,  or  nearly  so.  This  is  the 
first  estate  I  have  had  to  sell  in  which  rents 
have  been  fixed  by  the  Land  Commission.  I 
hoped  to  get  25  years  or  30  years'  purchase." 

Of  course,  tiie  estate  was  not  sold.  To 
prevent  misapprehension,  however,  he 
must  state  that  there  was  an  estate  in 
King's  County,  afterwards  sold  in  the 
Landed  Estate  Court,  that  fetched  24 
years'  purchase,  and  this  was  taken 
by  the  admirers  of  the  famous  Laud 
Act  as  the  first  swallow  of  the  spring. 
The  explanation  of  the  apparently  high 
price  obtained  in  this  case  was  as  fol> 
lows : — The  land  was  situated  two  miles 
&om  the  important  town  of  Bosorea, 
the  tenure  was  chiefly  fee-farm,  the 
tenement  valuation  waa  £243  and 
the  rent  only  £196  8«.  6i.,  and  the 
purchaser  was  one  of  the  fee-fium 
tenants.  Perhaps  it  migbt  be  alleged 
that  all  these  matters  a£feoted  only  the 
interests  of  the  landlords ;  but  the  ob- 
ject of  the  Land  Act  was  to  make  pro- 
vision for  a  temjwrary  necessity,  by 
what  were  called  the  Tenure  Clauses, 
and,  at  the  same  time,  to  lay  the  founda- 
tion of  a  new  state  of  affairs  by  giving 
facilities  and  encouragement  to  the 
creation  of  a  system  of  peasant  proprie- 
tors. The  noble  Marquess  opposite  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington)  had  stated 
about  the  time  when  the  Act  was  intro- 
duced that  the  Tenure  Clauses  were 
intended  as  a  modut  vtvtndi  to  get  over 
the  time  until  the  more  profound  and 
far-reaching  policy  of  the  Act  should 
come  into  operation.  But  what  had 
occurred?  Why,  all  such  hopes  had 
been  falsified,  and  even  the  few  per- 
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BODS  who  purchased  under  the  provi- 
sioH  of  the  IriBh  Church  Act  of  1869, 
with  the  view  of  becoming  peasant  pro- 
prietors, were  complaining  most  bitterly, 
and  asking  to  hare  their  purchases  re- 
considered. "Why  was  that  ?  It  was 
because  there  was  no  finality  about  the 
results  of  the  Laud  Act  of  ItiSl,  just  aa 
there  was  no  finality  in  the  principles  on 
which  it  was  based.  The  Government 
had  torn  up  all  the  old  principles  on 
vhich  landed  property  rested  in  these 
countries,  and  had  substituted  for  them 
nothing  but  the  hasty  spawn  of  tempo- 
rary ezpedien<7.  At  the  same  time,  the 
ogitatorB  had  renewed  their  work,  and  Ire- 
land was  now  in  a  stato  of  complete  unrest 
and  disturbance.  It  was  a  melancholy 
thing,  however  moderate,  comparatively 
speaking,  the  arguments  mi^t  be,  or 
some  of  ihem,  which  had  been  made  in 
support  of  it,  that  hon.  Members  should 
have  put  such  an  Amendment  on  the 
Paper  of  that  House.  There  was  legis- 
lation enough  in  it  for  half^a-century ; 
and  it  said — 

"  That  tho  absence  of  any  undertaking  to 
legislate  upon  any  of  these  questioiu  must  tend 
to  promote  discontent  and  intensify  disaffection 
in  IreUnd." 

That  was,  in  his  opinion,  a  palliation  of 
renewed  agitation,  accompanied  by  out- 
rage such  as  they  had  kown.  It  was 
a  direct  invitation  to  such  conduct ;  and 
he  scud,  if  they  considered  the  cir- 
cumstances under  which  the  Amend- 
ment was  submitted  to  the  House,  it 
was  a  monstrouB  and  impudent  proposi- 
tion. How  man^  years  liad  been  spent 
by  thai  House  m  endeavouring  to  do 
for  the  tenants  in  Ireland  more  than  ever 
had  beendonefor  the  same  classof  people 
elsewhere  ?  English  and  Scotch  Busi- 
ness had  been  set  aside,  and  for  three 
years  this  Government,  with  its  great 
majority,  had  done  nothing.  Such  was 
the  gratitute  evinced  for,  and  the  ad- 
vantages obtained  from  a  policy,  not 
of  conciliation,  but  of  surrender.  He 
made  no  appeal  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork.  Agitation  had 
been  too  good  a  business  ^r  that  hon. 
Gentleman  and  his  Friends,  and  he 
should  not  hope  to  produce  any  effect 
upon  them ;  but  once  again  he  entered 
his  protest  and  made  his  appeal  against 
those  other  Members  of  the  Liberal 
Party  who  did  all  they  could  to  further 
and  encourage  the  disastrous  and  despe- 
rate course  pursued  by  the  hon.  Member 
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for  the  City  of  Cork  and  bis  Friends.  He 
would  not  now  go  back  again  to  tho  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Prmident  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  who  had  succeeded  in 
extracting  from  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  great  praise  for  himself  at 
the  expense  of  his  Colleagues ;  but  he 
must  say  he  was  amused  when  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr. 
Charles  Hussell),  who  was  under  no  ob- 
ligation to  adopt  such  aline,  charged  him- 
self and  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
(Mr.  Gibson)  with  embarrassing  the  Go- 
vernment and  hampering  their  actions. 
It  was  the  natural  right,  he  (Mr.  Plunket) 
supposed,  of  the  Opposition  to  criticize 
the  Government ;  but  their  critunsms  had 
reference,  not  to  the  present,  but  to  the 
past  policy  of  the  Government,  and  was 
not  in  the  least  calculated  to  embarrass 
them  in  their  business  now.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dundalk,  re- 
ferring to  the  subject  of  local  govern- 
ment, had  spoken  of  the  advantage  it 
would  have  been  to  the  Government  to 
have  had  the  public  opinion  of  Ireland 
behind  them.  He  had  referred  to.  the 
Municipal  Corporations  as  a  splendid 
example  of  the  representation  of  this 
public  opinion  in  a  high  state  of  effi- 
ciency, and  had  sighed  for  something 
corresponding  in  the  rural  districts.  The 
Irish  Government,  he  (Mr.  Plunket) 
knew,  had  had  a  very  difficult  job  to 
deal  with  lately ;  and  he  did  not  think 
that,  from  recent  experience,  they  relied 
much  on  such  public  opinion  in  Ireland, 
especially  of  the  Municipal  Corporations. 
They  might,  indeed,  appeal  to  them, 
and,  in  ^e  words  of  the  old  couplet,  of 
which  he  was  renunded,  exclaim — 
«  Purhaps  'twas  aa  woU  you  diuemblad  your 
love, 

But  why  did  you  kick  me  down  stairs  T  " 

That  was  a  kind  of  moral  support 
behind  one  which  he,  for  himself, 
should  be  willing  to  dispense  with. 
Some  hon.  GenUemen  called  them- 
selves "modem"  Liberals,  no  doubt, 
in  order  to  distinguish  themselves  from 
the  old  Liberals,  who,  in  his  (Mr.  Plun- 
ket's)  judgment,  did  not  a  little  good  for 
this  country  in  ancient  days ;  but  the 
modem  Liberals,  while  they  kept  the 
Government  in  power,  did  everything 
they  could  to  damage  the  character 
of  its  legislation,  and  to  defeat  its 
objects.  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  and  other  Irish  Mem-, 
bers  had  talked  a  great  deal  about  the 
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fatal  influence  of  Dublin  Castle  upon 
Chief  Secretaries  for  Ireland,  and  both 
the  present  and  the  late  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen holding  that  Office  had  been 
bullied  and  abased  for  having,  as  it  was 
said,  fallen  under  that  influence ;  but, 
in  point  of  fact,  Dublin  Castle  was  in 
Ireland  vhat  the  Home  Office  was 
here,  as  irepreeenting  the  domestic 
power  of  the  OoTemment,  and  no- 
thing else.  The  Irish  Exeoative  oould 
alone  be  thoroughly  informed  on  matters 
relating  to  Ireland.  When  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Brad- 
ford was  sent  over,  he  soon  found  out 
the  real  meaning  of  the  outcry  against 
Dublin  Castle.  Ho  felt  obliged  to  re- 
cognize the  untruth  of  these  stories,  and 
was  turned  out.  Then  thej  picked  up 
another  Chief  Secretary,  whose  sound- 
ness and  orthodoxy  were  supposed  to 
be  beyond  dispute,  and  they  told  him 
— "  Prophesy  to  us  smooth  things  ;  " 
but  he  also  had  been  there  only  a  short 
time  when  he  found  out  the  faoUow- 
ness  and  fallacy  of  those  denunciations 
of  Dublin  Castle.  The  question  was — 
Were  their  Ministers  to  be  trusted, 
or  were  they  not  ?  If  not,  why  keep 
them  in  Office  ?  The  experience  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford  had  shown  the  real  value  of 
the  arguments  and  pathetic  ap|>eal8  they 
heard  from  day  to  day,  the  whining,  the 
threatening,  and  the  bullying  of  those 
Members  who  professed  to  represent  the 
mass  of  the  Irish  people  in  that  House. 
In  this  tremendous  crisis,  both  for  Ire- 
land and  this  country,  when  they  had  a 
good  man,  carrying  his  life  in  his  hand, 
in  order  to  rightly  appreciate  the  real 
state  of  the  case  and  overcome  the  diffi- 
culty, let  him  not  be  thwarted ;  let  them 
not  cease  to  give  him  a  cordial  and 
generous  support,  nor  seek  to  paralyze 
his  arm. 

Me.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  that  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Plunket)  always  attempted  to  be  an 
effective  orator, '  and  occasionally  suc- 
ceeded. But  he  was  rather  astonished 
that  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man should  have  endeavoured  to  rouse 
the  House  from  a  condition  which  was 
somnolent,  but,  at  the  same  timo,  philo- 
sophic, by  appeals  to  questions  which 
were  not  under  discussion.  What  the 
House  was  discussing  was  not  the  policy 
of  ttie  Land  Act,  or  Dublin  Castle.  The 
question  was  how  to  deal  with  a  large 
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number  of  people  in  Ireland —  men, 
women,  and  children  were  face  to  face 
with  starvation,  and  the  Government 
were  taking  no  means  to  relieve  them. 
The  righthon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  at 
such  a  time,  thought  it  decent  to  appeal 
to  the  prejudices  of  that  House,  and  to 
revive  past  controversies.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  pre- 
sented a  picture  to  the  House  of  a  large 
number  of  Irish  landlords,  who,  he  said, 
had  been  brought  face  to  face  with  ruin 
by  the  Land  Act,  which  had  deprived 
them  of  one-fifth  of  their  incomes.  In 
other  words,  these  landlords  had  been 
robbing  their  tenants  for  generations,  if 
not  for  centuries.  ["No,  no!"]  Tes; 
that  was  tho  decision  of  judicial  tri- 
bunals established  to  try  the  question. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  said  that  Dublin  Castle  was  like  the 
Home  Office;  but  he  know  that  nothing 
could  be  more  inaccurate  than  thatstato- 
ment.  Did  the  English  Judges  go  to 
the  Home  Office,  sit  as  Members  of  the 
Privy  Council,  join  in  issuing  Proclama- 
tions, and  afterwards  sit  on  the  Bench 
to  try  the  cases  of  persons  brought  be- 
fore them  for  disobeying  those  Procla- 
mations ?  No ;  the  work  of  the  English 
Home  Office  was  not  done  by  Judges 
who  had  reached  their  position,  like 
Irish  Judges,  by  political  lying  and  bri- 
bery of  the  most  shamefiil  character. 
He  congratulated  hon.  Gentlemen  below 
the  Gangway  on  the  homily  which  they 
had  been  hearing.  They  had  a  right  to 
complain  of  the  levity  with  which  the 
Amendment  had  been  treated  by  the 
Government.  The  debate  had  been 
going  on  for  three  nights,  and  there  had 
only  been  two  speeches  from  the  Trea- 
sury Bench — one  by  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  and  the  other  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  though  the  Go- 
vernment confessed  the  subject  was  a 
very  grave  one.  The  former  was  a  man 
of  kindly  temper,  and  was  a  master  of 
the  art  of  expression ;  yet  all  those  who 
sat  near  him,  imd  some  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  the  Benches  oppoute,  were  agreed  in 
thinking  that  he  most  uther  have  most 
inadequately  expressed  himself,  or  else 
hia  ntterances  constituted  one  of  the 
most  cold-blooded  speeches  everdelivered 
in  that  House.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  either  a  mere  mouthpiece  of 
Lord  Spencer,  or  had  independently 
arrived  at  the  conclusion  that  a  scheme 
of  emigration  was  the  only  practical 
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remedj.  There  was,  however,  not  a 
•ingle  proposition  which  had  heen  ad- 
yanoed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  farour  of  the  action  of  the 
GoTeniment  which  oould  be  defended 
eithw  by  reason  or  by  argument.  He 
(Mr.  T.  F.  O'Connor)  had  been  ap- 
pealed to  as  to  whether  he  was  strongly 
opposed  to  emigration.  He  had  no 
hesitation  in  saying  that  the  present 
position  of  many  of  those  poor  people 
was  absolutely  hopeless.  But  the  Go- 
vemment  were  confusing  measures  of 
permanent  legislation  with  the  means  of 
temporary  relief.  Would  the  emigra- 
tion of  10,000  people  supply  Indian 
meal  to  the  50, 000  who  remained  behind  ? 
And  were  they  ready  with  money  and 
maohinety  to  provide  for  the  emigration 
of  BO  many  ?  It  should  be  remembered 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Oarnarvon- 
shire  (Mr.  Bathbone)  had  said  that  emi- 

f ration  involved  the  great  difficulty  of 
ealing  wit^  the  emiffrants  when  they 
got  to  the  other  side  of  the  ocean.  The 
policy  of  the  Government  was  to  drive 
the  people,  through  etarvation,  either 
into  emigration,  or  the  workhouse. 
Suppose  uiey  went  into  the  workhouse, 
would  the  Government  be  ready  with 
means  for  emigration  by  next  April  ? 
It  could  not  be  denied  that  the  United 
States Govemmentwas  hostile  to  emigra- 
tion by  families.  They  said — "If  you 
make  these  people  paupers,  you  may 
keep  them.*'  At  the  same  time,  they 
were  ready  enough  to  welcome  in- 
dividuals ;  but  they  would  not  receive 
the  helpless  population  of  Ireland.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  objeotion  to 
public  works  was  that  they  were  not  re- 
quired in  the  distressed  districts;  but 
they  were  required  in  other  parts  of 
Ireland,  and  the  results  following  from 
their  establishment  would  be  beneficial 
to  the  distressed  districts.  Then  it  was 
said  that  the  taxpayers  of  England  and 
Scotland  ought  not  to  be  called  upon  to 
support  the  pauper  population  of  Ire- 
land. But  as  many  pounds  could  be 
collected  for  emigration  as  pence  for 
relief.  The  question  was,  what  were  the 
Government  going  to  do  with  those 
people  for  the  next  two  or  three  months  ? 
It  was  nonsense  to  talk  of  emigration. 
"Were  they  going  to  allow  them  to 
starve,  or  to  go  so  far  on  the  road  to 
starvation  that  they  would  be  mowed 
down  by  disease?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  spoke  of  the  demcvalisation 
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of  outdoor  relief.  Was  it  more  do- 
moralizing  than  relief  in  the  work- 
house? In  his  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor's) 
opinion,  two  months  inside  a  workhouse 
was  more  demoralizing  than  six  months 
of  outdoor  relief.  Not  only  would  it  be 
less  demoralizing,  but  it  would  be  more 
economical,  for  those  who  went  into  the 
workhouse  lost  their  holdings,  whereas 
they  could  retain  them  if  outdoor  relief 
were  given.  In  that  case  they  would  be 
able  to  sow  their  crops ;  whereas,  if  they 
were  driven  into  the  workhouse,  they 
would  become  permanent,  instead  of 
temporary,  paupers,  as  in  the  former 
case.  He  regretted  to  say  that  there 
was,  at  that  moment,  in  England,  a  very 
bitter  feeling  against  the  Irish  people, 
owing  to  the  excitement  caused  in  the 
Press  by  the  assassinations,  the  in- 
vectives of  the  front  Opposition  Bench, 
and  the  language  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster)  and  the  noble  Marquess 
(tiie  Marquess  of  Harldngion).  The 
people  of  England  had  been  encoaraged 
to  hate  the  Insh  people  as  a  whole  oe- 
oanse  of  the  crimes  of  a  section.  Was 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  going  to  take 
advantage  of  that  frenzy,  and,  because 
of  a  tempest  of  unjust  and  vile  passion 
against  toe  Irish  people,  turn  a  deaf 
ear  to,  and  allow  the  cry  of  starvation 
and  the  wail  of  the  orphans  to  go  un- 
heard? 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  that  he 
simply  rose  in  consequence  of  the  con- 
cluding observation  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  had  just  sat  down  (Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor).  He  entirely  denied 
that  a  bitter  feeling  existed  at  that 
moment,  on  the  part  of  hon.  Members 
or  by  Enrlishmen,  i^ainst  the  Irish 
people,  although  he  certainly  admitted 
that  thwe  existed  a  strong  feeling  of 
indignation  against  those  Irishmen  who 
endeavoured  to  play  on  the  passions  of 
the  people,  and  to  incite  them  to  in- 
subordination, to  outbreak,  and  to  every 
crime  that  could  possibly  disgrace  a  race 
or  nation.  There  certainly  was  not  a 
bitter  feeling  against  the  Irish  people. 
The  effort  to  which  his  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Dublin 
University  (Mr.  Plunket)  had  referred 
was  a  sufficient  proof  of  the  sincere 
sympathy  which  was  felt  for  the  suffer- 
ing of  distressed  and  law-abidinff  people 
in  Ireland,  and  of  an  earnest  desire  to 
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find  tbe  means  by  irhicli  they  might  be 
plaoed  in  a  positioa  of  Belf-rousnoe, 
comfort,  and  happiness.  The  position 
taken  up  by  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway  with  regard  to  the  proposals 
of  the  Goremment  was,  he  thought, 
exceedingly  mistaken,  if  Uiose  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen would  only  for  themselves  con- 
sider the  position  in  which  the  unfor- 
tunate inhabitants  on  the  West  Coast 
of  Ireland  were  at  that  moment.  Some 
of  them  around  him  had  had  the  op- 
portunity of  personally  inspecting  the 
country,  and  there  oonld  not  be  a  doubt 
that  the  condition  in  which  these  people 
existed  waa  one  which  must  involve 
them  ia  perpetually  reouning  distress. 
Whatever  temporary  measures  the  Qo- 
Temment  might  now  propose,  or  the 
House  sanetion,  the  destitution  would 
appear  again  next  year,  or  the  year 
following;  because  those  poor  peo^e 
were  in  a  position  in  which  it  was  im- 
possible for  human  beings  to  support 
themselves  and  their  families.  Was  it, 
then,  becoming  in  the  House  or  the  Go* 
vemment  to  endeavour  merely  to  bridge 
over  that  temporary  crisis,  and  to  leave 
those  people  to  lapse  again  into  the 
miserable  condition  in  which  they  now 
foundthem?  He  did  not  doubt  that  there 
was  at  that  moment  a  great  amount  of 
suffering  and  misery ;  but  were  they  to 
perpetuate  that  misery  and  suffering,  or 
were  they  to  do  their  best  to  raise  the 
people  out  of  the  condition  in  which 
they  existed,  and  place  them  in  a  position 
to  obtain  a  better  and  honest  livelihood  ? 
He  did  not  doubt  what  the  answer  of 
the  Hoose  would  be.  They  might,  no 
doubt,  by  giving  them  outdoor  relief, 
carry  fhem  over  the  next  few  months ; 
but  if  they  had  another  failure  of  the 
potato  crop,  they  would  hare  the  same 
cry  of  distress  as  was  now  heard  raised 
again,  and  they  would  have  done  no- 
thing towards  putting  the  people  in  a 
bettw  way  to  obtain  an  honest  and 
decent  livelihood.  Some  hon.  Gentle- 
men talked  of  reolaiming  the  waste 
lands  of  Ireland  and  of  making  harbours 
and  railways.  If  there  was  trade  they 
might  ooustruot  harbours ;  if  tfaero  was 
a  prospect  of  profit,  railways  should  by 
all  means  be.  made ;  if  anything  could 
be  dono  to  develop  the  industry  of 
Ireland,  it  shonld  Be  done;  but  they 
ought  not  to  induce  those  people  to 
rnoain  on  their  miserable  little  allot- 
ments ot  londf  whiok  oonld  not  possibly 
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yield  them  a  snbsistenoe.  What  was  the 
actual  condition  of  things  ?  IHie  casual 
employment  on  which  they  had  relied 
in  the  neighbourhood  of  thmr  holdings 
had  departed  from  them  ;  the  landlords 
had  no  longer  the  power  or  the  means 
of  giving  them  employment.  Some  of 
them  had  no  longer  the  power  to  live  on 
the  place  which  was  his  and  his  ances- 
tors for  many  generations.  Industries 
had  ceased  to  be  profitable.  The  land 
which  those  people  tilled,  having  been 
starved  and  ex  nausted,  was  now  incapable 
of  producing  any  adequate  return ;  its 
capabilities  in  many  places  were  entirely 
destroyed.  Surely,  then,  the  House  and 
the  Government  should  do  everything  in 
Uieir  power  to  enable  them  to  find  homes 
and  independence  in  utother  land.  Some- 
thing had  been  said  about  insufficient 
funds  being  provided  by  the  Government 
for  that  purpose.  Funds  were  provided 
by  an  Association  of  which  a  principal 
agent  was  Mr.  Tuke,  a  gentleman  who 
was  benevolently  devoting  himself,  with- 
out the  hope  of  any  other  reward  than 
the  satisfaction  of  doing  good,  to  the 
work  of  helping  those  who  were  de- 
sirous of  emigrating  to  find  happy  homes 
in  a  land  not  far  removed  from  their 
own  shores.  In  Canada,  within  eight 
or  nine  days'  journey  f^om  Ireland,  the 
comfort  and  independence  which  were 
denied  them  in  their  own  (»>untry  could 
be  obtained  by  these  poor  people.  There 
was  not  a  man,  he  was  sure,  on  either 
side  of  the  House  who  did  not  deeply 
deplore  the  necessity  which  had  oome 
upon  them ;  but  it  was  a  necessity  which 
they  must  regard  as  inevitable  and  ^at 
as  men,  with  every  regurd  for. the  feel- 
ings of  those  people,  and  also  with  every 
desire  for  their  permanent  benefit,  and 
not  with  any  endeavour,  as  he  was  afraid 
was  the  case  with  some  hon.  Gentlemen, 
to  use  the  occasion  for  Party  purposes, 
or  for  the  purpose  of  making  political 
capital.  Virgin  lands  across  the  Atlantic 
were  capable  of  producing  large  crops 
without  much  labour ;  and  sending  them 
to  the  markets  of  this  country  cost,  for 
transport,  little  exceeding  that  entailed 
for  carriage  from  the  West  of  Ireland  to 
England  and  Scotland.  The  producers 
in  those  virgin  lands  must  compete  at 
enormous  advantage  with  the  producers 
in  a  coun^  the  soil  of  which  was 
almost  exhausted  and  incapable  of  main- 
tainiug  the  lai^e  population  which  miser- 
ably vegetated  on  its  surface.  He  trusted, 
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therefore,  that  the  House  would  Bastain 
the  GoTemment  in  the  efifort  it  was 
making  for  the  benefit  of  that  class  in 
whose  interests  these  arrangements  were 
being  made,  and  that  they  would  not 
sanction  a  resort  to  mere  temporary  ex- 

Sedients,  which  would  only  leave  tlio 
iffioulty  to  be  dealt  with  a  few  mouths 
hence  in  a  worse  form  than  ever. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided:  —  Ayes  82  > 
Noes  163:  Majority  181.— (Div.  List, 
No.  H.) 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  ASHMEAD-BAETLETT,  who 
rose  amid  great  and  persistent  inter- 
ruption, said,  ho  had  no  intention  of 
detaining  the  House  for  more  than  a 
very  few  minutes,  and  be  should  not 
hare  intervened  at  this  stage,  but  for 
the  brusque  and  discourteous  answer  of 
the  noble  Marquess  the  Leader  of  the 
House  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington) 
to  a  Question  put  to  him  the  other 
day  in  reforence  to  a  speech  delivered 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  (Mr,  Courtney)  to  hia 
conBtituents  at  Liskeard.  In  spite  of 
the  statements  contained  in  the  Queen's 
Speech,  the  hon.  Member  said  that  the 
object  of  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  was  to  separate  Egypt  from 
Turkey,  and  that  the  Sultan  had  not 
been  consulted  in  the  recent  negotia- 
tions. That  was  a  most  serious  state- 
ment to  fall  from  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown  at  what  was  then  a  critical  period 
in  our  relations  with  other  States.  Such 
a  statement  as  that  could  only  hopelessly 
alienate  a  Power  upon  whom  our  future 
interests  in  Egypt  must  depend ;  and  at 
a  time  when  our  ancient  AUy  France  was 
widely  estranged  from  us,  and  when  the 
Erench  Press  was  violently  attacking  the 

golicy  of  the  Government,  nothing  could 
ave  been  more  injurious.  It  was  a 
violation  of  the  international  courtesy  of 
Governments,  and  an  insult  to  the  Sove- 
reign of  a  friendly  State ;  and,  there- 
fore, when  a  Minister  made  such  a 
statement  as  that,  in  flagrant  contra- 
diction of  the  words  of  Her  Majesty's 
Speech,  and  of  the  speeches  of  iJeaders 
of  his  Party,  he  should  either  bo  com- 
pelled to  withdraw  it,  or  else  he  should 
resign  his  position.  The  seriousnees  of 
the  position  was  aggravated  by  the  fact 
that,  at  last,  France  had  obtained  a 
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strong,  though  a  bad  Government — an 
extreme,  viwent,  and  almost  Jacobin 
(jh)Temment — and  by  a  combination  be- 
tween that  countiy  and  Turkey  our  in- 
terests in  Egypt  might  be  seriously 
frustrated.    The  other  day,  he  (Mr. 
Ashmoad-Bartlett)  had   attempted  to 
bring  the  matter  before  the  House  in 
the  form  of  a  Question,  which  he  had 
put  to  the  noble  Marquess  the  Leader  of 
the  House ;  but  the  noble  Marquess,  as 
he  had  before  observed,  had  given  him 
a  brusque  and  discourteous  answer,  and 
he  was  therefore  compelled  to  take 
that  opportunity  of  bringing  the  mat- 
ter before  the  notice  of  the  House 
at  the  present  time.    Another  point 
he  wished  to  call  attention  to  was  the 
speeches    of   the    hon.  Member  for 
Leeds  (Mr.  Herbert  Gladstone)  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamberlain).  In 
doing  so  he  had  no  desire  to  be  dis- 
courteous to  the  hon.  Member  for  Leeds, 
though  to  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  he  would  give  no  quarter.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Leeds  had  publicly 
stated  that  the  Government  uf  the  Queen 
in  Ireland  was  one  of  the  worst  in 
Europe.    Now,  so  far  as  the  influence 
of  the  hon.  Member  went,  that  state- 
ment was  a  most  mischievous  one,  and 
totally  inconsistent  with  the  statement 
in   the  Queen's  Speech.     [Crwi  of 
"Agreed!"]    In  spite  of  the  interrup- 
tions of  the  hon.  Member  for  Stockton 
(Mr.  Dodds)  and  others,  he  intended  to 
say  what  he  had  to  say.  Interruptions  of 
thatkind  were  theonly  arguments  tbehon. 
Member  for  Stockton  had.  But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  speaking  in  that  House, 
asked — **  What  message  will  you  send 
to  Ireland  when  you  nave  dealt  with 
this  consfHracy?"   Had  they  not  had 
enough  of  Liberal  messages  of  peace  f 
Was  not  a  Land  Bill,  an  Arrears  Bill, 
and  two  Coercion  Bills  enough  to  satisfy 
even  the  insatiable  appetite  of  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade  ?  Then 
the  ri^ht  hon.  Geutleman  said — "Do 
you  think  you  can  go  on  governing  Ire- 
land by  repression  and  nothing  else?  " 
Just  as  if  the  Conservative  Party  were 
they  who  had  introduced  repression  and 
coercion  into  Ireland !    The  Liberal 
Party  had  completely  failed  in  their  Irish 
Administration.    The  late  Government 
ruled  Ireland  well  and  peacefully  with 
the  mildest  Coercion  Ao^  but  the  pre- 
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sentGoTeTDmeiit  required  the  most  strin- 
gent measure  of  oppression  ever  known 
in  that  country.  Three  years  ago  Ireland 
enjoyed  the  fullest  Constitutional  privi- 
leges under  a  Conservative  Goremment, 
and  if  those  privileges  had  been  taken 
away  it  was  by  the  present  G«v«-ninent. 
The  FMaidont  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
also  stated  that  that  polioy,  if  pursued, 
would  involve  the  creation  of  a  Poland 
within  four  hours  of  their  own  country. 
A  Poland,  Mr.  Speaker !  suffering  under 
every  kind  of  oppression.  Why,  flie  idea 
was  BO  preposterous  that  it  needed  no 
further  consideration.  ["  Oh,  oh  !  "] 
He  would  only  make  one  other  remark. 
He  was  surprised  that  hon.  Members 
received  the  utterances  of  one  of  their 
principal  Leaders  with  so  much  amuse- 
ment. The  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  had  further  said  that  the  Irish 
policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
nitherto  been  two-fold.  He  (Mr.  Ash- 
mead-Bartlett)  admitted  that  it  had  been 
two-fold  in  this  sense — that  it  consisted 
of  bribing  sedition,  and  then  coercing  the 
criminals  whom  that  bribery  produced. 
[Cries  of  "  Oh,  oh ! "  tmd  inUrruptim.^ 
The  Government  had  shown  no  real  de- 
sire to  repress  crime  in  Ireland  until  the 
terrible  event  in  the  Phoenix  Park 
worked  a  complete  revolution  in  the 
mind  of  the  Prime  Ministei*.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  talked  of  justice  to 
Ireland.  Where  was  the  evidence  of 
his  policy  of  justice  to  Ireland  ?  Was  it 
in  his  Coercion  Acts  ?  He  would  con- 
clude with  one  single  observation,  which, 
owing  to  the  interruptions  he  bad  been 
favoured  with  that  night,  he  had  been 
prevented  fi-om  making  before.  The 
reference  in  the  Address  to  the  relations 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  with 
Foreign  States  led  him  to  recall  the  un- 
fortunate results  of  their  commercial 
policy.  He  hoped  the  Government  would 
not  lose  sight  of  the  importance  of  re- 
establishing the  Commercial  Treaty 
which  their  mistakes  had  lost  to  the 
country.  In  the  hope  of  renewing  that 
Treaty  they  had  allowed  France  to  seize 
Tunis  and  became  involved  in  the  Egyp- 
tian War ;  and,  after  all,  failed  to  ob- 
tain a  Treaty  with  France,  and  lost  the 
opportunity  of  making  satisfactory  Com- 
mercial Treaties  with  Spain  and  Italy. 
He  had  one  bit  of  advice  to  offer  to  the 
Government.  Taking  warning  by  the 
terrible  example  of  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 


ment Board  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke),  who, 
during  his  administration  of  the  Foreign 
0£5ce,  succeeded  in  failing  in  everything 
he  undertook',  he  recommended  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  revert  to  the 
friendly  alliance  withtheGermanPowere 
which  was  established  by  Lord  Beacons- 
field,  and  tiie  abandonment  of  which 
had  led  to  ail  their  difficulties  in  Europe. 
Until  they  did  that  they  could  settle 
none  of  ue  difficult  questions  in  which 
they  were  involved ;  but  if  they  followed 
his  advice,  they  would  have  on  their 
side  the  friendship  of  stable  and  perma- 
nent Monarchies,  instead  of  shifting  and 
demoralized  Bepublics,  and  have  a  se- 
curity for  conserving  not  only  the  peace 
of  Europe,  but  British  interests. 

The  Makquess  op  HAETINGTON 
said,  that  perhaps  the  House  would 
allow  him  to  make  one  or  two  observa- 
tions in  the  way  of  a  personal  explana- 
tion. The  hon.  Member  who  had  just 
spoken  (Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett)  had  told 
them  that  he  would  not  have  delivered 
his  speech  at  all  but  for  a  discourteous 
reply  which  he  had  received  from  him 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  to  a  Ques- 
tion he  put  wiUi  regard  to  the  observa- 
tions of  the  hon.  Member  for  Liskeard 
(Mr.  Courtney)  aa  to  the  position  of  the 
Sovereign  of  Turkey  in  relation  to  Egypt. 
He  repHed,  as  far  as  he  could  recollect, 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Eye,  that  if  he 
read  the  Papers  which  had  been  pre- 
sented to  the  House  he  would  see  for 
himself  how  far  those  Papers  related  to 
the  subject,  and  how  far  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Liskeard  represented  the  opinions 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  He  was 
unable  to  see  that  there  was  any  dis- 
courtesy in  that  reply  ;  and,  in  fact,  he 
thought,  on  reflection,  that  if  there  was 
any  discourtesy  in  the  matter  at  all,  and 
anyone  wlio  had  a  right  to  complain  of 
it,  it  was  not,  the  hon.  Member  for  Eye, 
but  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Liskeard ;  because,  if  the  Papers  were 
consulted,  it  would  probably  be  the  opi- 
nion of  most  hon.  Members  that  his  hon. 
Friend's  views  and  those  expressed  by 
Her  Majesty's  Qovemment  were  not 
completely  in  accord.  He  must  ask 
the  House  to  excuse  him  if  he  did  not 
follow  the  hon.  Member  for  Eye  in  what 
he  had  said  about  the  speeches  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Leeds  (Mr.  Herbert 
Gladstone)  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 
He  had  said  all  that  he  had  to  say  on 
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those  speeches  on  former  occasions ;  and 
it  was  unnecessary,  and  would  foe  irre- 
gular, if  he  attempted  to  follow  the 
hon.  Memher  now  in  the  ohserrations 
he  had  made,  and  especially  after  the 
snbj  act  had  been  discussed  forthe  greater 
part  of  10  nights. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  (appointed,  to  draw  up  an  Address 
to  be  preoented  to  Her  Majesty  upon  the  said 
Besolution:— Mr.  Aclako,  ikir.  Bichawak,  The 
Marquess  of  Hartinqto»,  The  Chancellor  of 
the  ExcHEQUEB,  Secretary  Sir  William  Hae- 
coVHT,  Mr.  I>oD80i*,  Sir  Chablss  Dilkb,  Mr. 
TuariLTAN,  Mr.  Shaw  Lkfbtrb,  Mr.  Attobhet 
Obkbral  for  Ikslahd,  Mr.  Solicitor  Gbnsbal, 
Lord  HiCHARD  Qkostbnob,  and  Lord  Ebnsino- 
TON  ;  Three  to  be  the  quorum: — To  withdraw 
immediately : — Queen's  Speech  refernd. 

THE  ADDBESS  IN  ANSWEB  TO  THE 
QITEKN'S  SPEECH. 

BEPOBT. 

Report  of  Address  brought  tqt,  and 
read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoBed, 
"  That  the  said  Address  be  now  read  a 
second  time." — {The  Mar^eee  of  Siar- 
Ungton.) 

Mb.  BOITRKE  said,  it  was  with  the 
greatest  reluctance  that  he  ventured 
to  occupy  the  attention  of  the  House  for 
a  abort  time  on  that  occasion.  It  had 
not  been  his  intention  to  have  spoken  at 
all  on  Egyptian  affairs  that  evening,  but 
for  the  very  extraordinary  answer  which 
had  been  given  to  the  ve^  simple  and 
obvious  Question  which  he  had  addressed 
to  the  noble  Lord  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Lord  Ed- 
mond  Fitzmaurice)  early  ihx^  evening. 
No  one  recognized  more  than  himself 
the  arduous  nature  of  the  duties  which 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  who  sat  in  that  House,  had  to 
perform ;  and  nothing  could  be  more 
repugnant  to  him  (Mr.  Sourke)  than  to 

Sress  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  with 
luestions  which  were  un-Parliamentary 
or  unfair.  But  when  a  Question  was 
put  by  the  Opposition  in  fair  and  Parlia- 
mentary lan^age  a  satisfactory  answer 
should  be  given,  more  particularly  as, 
under  the  New  Bules  of  Froeedure,  it 
was  not  possible  for  those  who  were  dis- 
satisfied with  an  answer  to  move  the 
adjournment  of  the  House,  and  that, 
therefore,  those  who  put  such  Questions 
were  entirely  at  the  meroy  of  the  Go- 
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vemment.  In  these  circumstances,  those 
who  occupied  official  positions  should  be 
doubly  careful  to  make  their  answers 
clear,  distinct,  and  courteous.    It  was 
neither  his  province  nor  his  desire  to 
give  advice  to  the  noble  Lord — indeed, 
it  would  be  extremely  impertinent  for 
him  to  do  so — ^particularly  when  he  was 
quite  sure  that  the  noble  Lord  must  fully 
understand  that  if  the  character  of  the 
answer  to  which  he  had  referred  were  to 
be  often  repeated,  it  would  be  so  mudi  the 
better  for  the  Opposition,  because  it  waa 
the  Government,  and  not  the  Opposition, 
that  would  suffer  by  it.   But  al^ough 
he  would  not  give  advice  to  the  noUe 
Lord,  he  would,  if  he  were  allowed 
to  do  so,  advise   his  hon.  Frionds 
both  above  and  below  the  Gangway, 
some  of  whom  might  one  day  be  placed 
in  Office,  in  a  similar  position  to  that 
of  the  noble  Lord,  to  the  effect  that 
they  should  not  copy  his  style  ;  ULd  that 
their  answers,  instead  of  being  flippant 
in  manner  and  shallow  in  substance, 
should  be  serious  and  courteous.  How 
did  the  case  stand  with  rogard  to  the 
despatch  about  which  he  nad  asked 
the  Question  f   That  despatch  of  Lord 
Dufferin  had  been  reoeiveia  a  short  time 
ago,  and  had  been  mentioned  in  debate 
by  the  noble  Iiord,  and,  if  hia  (Mr. 
Bourke's)  memory  served  him  right,  by 
the  noble  Marquess  who  now  led  the 
House  of  Oommons.  They  were  told 
that  that  despatdi  would  be  vety  soon  in 
the  hands  of  hon.  Members,  and  that  it 
would  g^ve  all  tho  information  with  re- 
gard to  the  various  topics  on.  which 
Qumtions  had  been  asked.   And  not 
only  that,  but  the  noble  Lord  had  told 
him  to  mark,  read,  and  inwardly  cU- 
gest  a  certain  other  derpatf^  of  Lord 
Dufferin.    He  was  afraid  that  he  had 
read  that  despatch  more  often  than  any 
other  Member  of  the  House.  One  para- 
graph in  it,  as  he  remembered,  ata^ 
that  in  regard  to  the  vital  question  of 
the  future  re-organization  of  Egypt,  He- 
ports  were  to  follow  which  would  give 
the  Government  all  the  information 
they  desired  upon  the  subject.  The 
despatch,  tiierefore,  which  he  was  told 
to  read,  mark,  and  inwardly  digest, 
led  up  directly  to  the  despatch  whidi 
he  had  ventured  to  ask  for  infbnna- 
tiou  upon.    Those  were  the  Beports 
which  he  had  humbly   ventered  to 
ask  for.    The  noble  Lord  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  had  stated  that  i^ 
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Tas  the  inrariable  rule  of  tbe  Foreign 
Office,  that  all  deBpatches,  before  they 
went  into  print,  and  before  presentation 
to  Parliament,  were  sent  back  to  the  in- 
dividual who  wrote  them,  in  order  that 
he  might  see  whether  there  was  any- 
thing in  them  which  he  desired  to  alter. 
It  was  very  difficult,  when  such  a  state- 
ment EB  that  was  made,  to  say  that  it 
was  not  accurate,  because  it  was  not 
easy  to  prove  a  negative.  He  readily 
admitted  that  before  despatches  went 
into  print  they  were  sometimes,  where 
practicable,  referred  back  to  the  writers ; 
but  it  was  by  no  means  the  invariable 
practice.  There  were  notable  exceptions 
to  the  rule.  It  veiy  often  happened 
that  when  a  despatch  was  received  the 
fact  became  known,  and  the  House  be- 
came impatient  for  its  production,  and 
Ministers  produced  it  if  they  could  do 
BO  without  detriment  to  the  Public  Ser- 
vice. To  show  that  it  was  not  the  in- 
variable practice  to  do  what  the  noble 
Lord  aaid,  it  would  be  sufficient  to  refer 
to  one  case.  A  veryin^Kirtant  despatch 
was  written  by  Lord  Salisbury  from 
Berlin,  in  connection  with  the  Berlin 
l^eaty,  in  which  the  policy  of  the  Go- 
vernment was  &lly  set  forth.  It  was 
dated  Berlin,  July  13,  and  was  re- 
ceived on  the  15th  of  July  at  the  Foreign 
Office ;  it  was  prewnted  to  the  House 
by  hima^  (Mr.  Bourke)  the  same 
evening,  and  was  printed  the  next  day. 
With  regard  to  I^rd  Bufferin's  de- 
apatch,  were  were  ample  reasons  for 
publisliing  it  a  fortnight  ago,  and  it 
oonsequently  should  be  produced  at  once. 
If  there  wore  anything  in  the  despatch 
to  which  Lord  Du£Ferin  might  object, 
his  Lordship  could  have  been  consulted 
by  telegraph  as  to  its  publication.  In 
the  same  way,  he  might  have  been  com- 
municated with,  if  the  Government  de- 
sired to  make  any  erasures  in  it.  He, 
therefore,  hoped  that  the  Government 
would  see  their  way  to  produce  the  de- 
spatch ia  the  next  two  or  three  days. 
He  was  not  anxious  just  now  to  go  into 
Egyptian  questions.  They  were  too  im- 
portant to  be  littered  away  on  an 
occasion  of  this  kind ;  and,  though  they 
had  great  reason  to  complain  of  the 
course  tiie  Government  had  taken,  he 
did  not  think,  either  for  the  convenience 
of  the  House,  or  having  regard  to  the 
questions  themselves,  it  advisable  to  go 
into  them  in  detail.  He  told  the  House 
the  other  day  that  he  believed  they  had 


been  entirely  misled  as  to  the  causes  of 
the  war  in  Fgypt,  and  he  did  not  wish 
to  be  misled  as  to  the  future  of  that 
country.  They  required  information  on 
many  points ;  and,  until  they  had  the 
particulars  as  to  the  trial  and  release  of 
Arabi,  until  they  knew  the  exact  re- 
lations between  the  Khedivial  Govern- 
ment and  the  Leaders  of  the  National 
Party,  it  would  not  be  possible  for  them 
to  arrive  at  any  just  conclusion  with  re- 
gard to  the  future  government  of  Egypt. 
Although  the  rrauu  of  the  policy  oiHer 
Majesty's  GovOTument  in  £^pt  had 
been  extremely  deplorable,  he  would 
readily  admit  they  must  look  to  the  fu- 
ture rather  than  the  past.  That  policy 
had  resultedin  £4,000,000  or  £5,000,000 
being  spent,  and  thousands  of  unfor- 
tunate people  killed  who  never  did 
any  harm  to  this  country.  Alexan- 
dria was  in  ruins,  and  something  like 
£7,000,000  or  £8,000,000  would  proba- 
bly be  added  to  the  burdens  of  the  Egyp- 
tian people  in  respect  of  indemnity  for 
property  lost.  With  regard  to  the  ques- 
tion of  the  Soudan,  it  seemed  to  be  a 
matter  to  which  the  Government  at- 
tached very  little  importance.  He, 
however,  did  not  agree  with  them,  and 
he  believed  that  the  question  must  force 
itself  into  notice.  It  was  perfectly  im- 
possible to  suppose  that  with  the  Soudan 
in  revolt  S^^t  could  be  in  eafety.  Be- 
^ecting  the  Slave  Trade,  when  the  late 
Government  was  in  Office,  they  did  a 
great  deal  for  its  abolition.  The  great- 
est blow  that  could  be  struck  at  the 
suppression  of  that  trade  was  the  revolt 
of  tue  Soudan  from  the  Egyptian  Go- 
vernment. Indeed,  he  had  no  doubt 
Gordon  Pasha,  if  consulted  on.tbis  ques- 
tion, would  express  his  opinion  that  it 
was  impossible  to  hope  for  the  suppres- 
sion of  the  Slave  Trade  so  long  as  that 
revolt  continued.  The  future  Govern- 
ment of  Egypt  was  a  gigantic  question. 
He  failed  to  see  in  the  existing  state  of 
things,  brought  about  by  the  policy  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  any  element 
for  the  formation  of  a  Oonstitutional  Go- 
vernment  in  Egypt  at  t^e  j^resent  time ; 
and,  therefore,  he  maintained  that  the 
Government  had  condemned  themselves 
to  remain  in  Egypt.  He  did  not  believe 
Lord  Dufferin  ^ared — and  he  (Mr. 
Bourke)  himself  could  not  share — the 
view  of  the  noble  Marquess  that  in  six 
months  it  would  be  possible  to  with- 
draw the  troops  £rom  Egypt   If  they 
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were  assured  that  the  National  Party 
had  any  vitality,  and  oonld  take  their 
share  in  forming  a  Constitutional  Go- 
Temment,  they  might  understand  such 
a  tiling  to  be  possible ;  but  it  ahould 
be  borne  in  mind  that  the  Leaders 
of  the  National  Party  were  banished, 
and  that  the  QoTemment  had  to  deal 
with  the  Khedive  and  his  Party,  who 
made  Constitutional  government  a  farce. 
What  was  the  opinion  of  Lord  Dufferin 
as  to  the  action  which  the  National 
Party  took  during  the  rebellion  ?  It 
should  be  remembered  that  the  mas- 
sacre of  June  1 1  and  the  arming  of  the 
forts  were  said  to  have  been  the  two  real 
causes  of  the  war.  But  it  had  been 
proved  in  published  despatches  that 
Arabi  and  his  followers  had  nothing 
to  do  with  the  massacre.  Last  year 
the  country  was  told  that  Arabics  ftrtende 
were  mere  military  adventarers,  and 
that  the  troubles  were  caused  by  a 
military  revolt.  Now,  however,  they 
knew  that  that  was  not  the  case.  There 
never  had  been  a  movement  having 
more  oomplete  support  from  the  people. 
He  (Mr.  Bonrke)  would  admit  that  he 
had  himself  been  misled,  and  that  be 
told  the  Government  that  they  were 
justified  in  ordering  the  bombardment 
of  the  forts.  Yes;  but  since  the  publi- 
cation of  the  first  Papers  they  had  learnt 
a  great  deal,  and  the  trials  that  had 
taken  place  at  Cairo  had  thrown  a  new 
light  upon  the  question.  While  wish- 
ing to  abstain  irom  asking  the  Govern- 
ment  any  really  embarrassing  questions, 
he  desired  .very  much  to  have  answers 
to  those  which  he  had  addressed  to  the 
noble  liord.  He  would  be  glad  if,  with- 
out inconvenience,  they  could  give  some 
opinion  as  to  the  attitude  of  the  Foreign 
Powers  on  this  important  question. 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZUC AUBIOE 
said,  that,  in  the  first  place,  he  must 
thank  his  rig^t  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Bonrke)  for  the  very  kindly  tone  which 
had  prevailed  in  his  remarks.  He  could 
assure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman— with 
regard  to  what  had  fallen  f^om  him  in 
the  course  of  hia  speech — that  he  should 
be  extremely  sorry  for  him  to  think,  for 
an  instant,  that  he  had  said  anything  at 
Question  time  which  could  at  all  be  com- 
plained of  by  one  for  whose  political  and 
personal  friendship  he  had  a  great  de- 
sire. But  he  must  say  that  after  listen- 
ing, as  he  had  with  great  attention,  to 
the  observations  of   his  right  hon. 
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Friend,  his  mind  had  been  considerably 
relieved.  He  had  been  afraid  that, 
perhaps,  through  hia  inexperienoe— 
which  he  readily  admitted — he  had 
made  some  observations  which  deserved 
^e  description— which  he  thought  was 
rather  a  hard  one  tooome  from  his  right 
hon.  Friend — "  nn-Farliamentary."  Bnt 
he  bad  gathered,  in  the  course  o£  his 
right  hon.  Friend's  observations,  that  he 
thought  he  (Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice) 
ought  not  to  have  used  one  phrase  which 
he  had  used — namely,  "read  and  in- 
wai'dly  digest."  Well,  perhaps  it  would 
have  been  better  if  that  phrase  had 
never  been  used  in  regard  to  the  Ques- 
tion put  by  hia  right  hon.  Friend;  but, 
nevertheless,  he  did  not  think  that  those 
phrases  were  such  ascould  be  described  as 
very  seriously  objectionable.  Tliey  were 
phrases  of  accuracy  and,  he  might  add, 
orthodoxy ;  and  if  he  had  said  nothing 
worse,  all  he  could  say  was  that  he  had 
very  great  pleasure  in  withdrawing  the 
objectionable  expression.  He  could  only 
hope  that,  even  jm&st  the  influence  of 
Question  time,  he  might  never  say  anv* 
thing  in  the  House  of  which  bis  right 
hon.  Friend  would  have  more  serious 
cause  to  complain.  And  now  he  passed 
to  what,  after  all,  was  a  far  more  inte- 
resting question  and  a  far  more  impor- 
tant one — namely,  the  observations  of 
hia  right  hon.  Friend  in  regard  to  the 
course  taken  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment in  reference  to  Jjord  DuiPerin's  de- 
spatch. Now,  in  his  very  first  sentence, 
his  right  hon.  Friend  had  fallen  into  a 
slight  inaccuracy  as  to  time.  He  had 
said  that  they  in  the  Foreign  OfiBce  had 
been  in  possession  of  thia  despatch  a 
fortnight.  They  had  not  been  in  pos- 
session of  it  a  fortnight.  They  had  had 
it  for  nearly  a  fortnight ;  but,  in  this 
matter,  days  were  of  importance.  The 
reason  why  ho  dwelt  upon  that  point 
was,  that  he  knew  perfectiy  well  there 
was  an  impression  abroad  uat  they  had 
had  the  despatch  a  far  longer  time  than 
they  had  really  been  in  possession  of  it, 
and  there  was  a  very  natural  explanation 
of  that.  It  it  was  due  to  the  fact  that — 
as  many  hon.  Members  were  aware — 
an  aoeountofthis  despatch  had  appeared 
in  one  of  the  public  prints.  It  was  not 
for  him  to  speculate  upon  how  that  came 
about,  nor  was  it  for  him  to  criticize 
the  great  ability  and  energy  shown  by 
the  Press  in  obtaining  information  as  to 
the  contents  of  the  despatch ;  but,  as  a 
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matter  of  faot,  the  House  would  be  iu 
error  in  aupposing  that  the  Foreign 
Office  was  in  poasoBsion  of  the  despatch 
at  the  moment  that  an  account  appeared 
of  it  in  the  public  print  to  which  he  had 
referred.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  they  had 
only  had  possession  of  the  despatch  a 
Tery  short  time ;  and  he  could  say  this, 
and  assure  the  Honse  of  it,  that  he  bad 
only  one  wish  in  the  matter,  and  that  was 
that  it  should  appear  as  soon  as  possible 
—as  soon  as  ever  the  interests  of  the 
Public  Service  permitted.  His  own  feel- 
ing was  this — that  no  time  whatever  had 
been  lost.  He  had  taken  every  step  in 
his  power  to  push  on  the  printing,  so  as 
to  male  -the  time  which  must  elapse 
before  it  could  come  back  from  Lord 
Dufferitt  revised  as  short  as  possible. 
And  here  he  wished  to  join  issue  with 
his  right  hon.  Friend.  The  right  hou. 
Gentleman  had  taken  ezoqttion  to  what 
he  (Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice)  had  said 
in  regard  to  the  rule  at  the  Foreign 
Office;  and,  having  started  by  taking 
exception  to  what  he  had  said,  he 
then  proceeded  to  admit  the  Justice  of 
his  (Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice's)  de- 
scription of  the  rule  at  the  Foreign  Office. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that 
the  rule  was  as  had  been  described, 
but  that  there  wero  exceptions  to  it. 
Now,  that  was  exactly  what  he  (Lord 
Edmond  Fitzmaurice)  had  said.  He 
had  admitted  that  there  were  exceptions, 
but  had  unhesitatingly  affirmed  that  this 
was  not  one  of  them  ;  and  it  would  be 
most  unfair  to  Lord  Bufiferin  to  allow 
a  despatch  of  this  length  and  importance 
to  appear  without  his  having  Ihad  the 
usual  opportunity  that  was  accorded  to 
every  diplomatist — ^if  it  could  possibly 
be  afforded  to  him — of  seeing  the  docu- 
ment in  print  as  well  aa  in  writing.  His 
right  hon.  Friend  had  cited  an  exception 
' — that  of  the  celebrated  despatdi  of 
Lord  Salisbury,  written  from  Berlin,  and 
communicated  to  the  House  without 
having  been  submitted  to  Lord  Salisbury 
for  rerision.  That  might  have  been 
an  exception ;  but  he  (Lord  Edmond 
Fitzmaurice)  would  reply  that  the  two 
oases  were  not  on  all-fours.  The  des- 
patch of  Lord  Salisbury,  able  and  im- 
portant as  it  was,  was  an  exception  upon 
which  it  was  unfair  to  argue,  being  a 
despatch  written  by  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  himself,  and, 
without  doubt,  preriously  submitted  to 
the  Prime  Miniater,   He  had  desmbed 


the  rule  of  the  Forngii  Office,  and 
desraibed  it  correctly.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  said  that  he  had  learnt 
the  rule,  perhaps  only  a  day  or  two 
ago,  from  some  clerk  in  the  For«gn 
Office.  Well,  he  admitted  that  he 
sometimes  did  acquire  information  as 
to  the  procedure  of  the  Department 
from  clerks  in  the  Foreign  Office.  He 
had  held  his  present  post  a  very  short 
time,  and  it  would  be  absurd  for  him  to 
attempt  to  pose  as  learned  in  the  prac- 
tice of  the  Office.  Like  his  right  hon. 
Friend,  he  had  had  to  learn  from  the 
permanent  officials,  and  he  did  not  know 
where  else  he  could  have  learnt  all  it 
was  essential  for  him  to  know.  But,  as 
he  had  already  intimated,  this  despatch 
of  liord  Dufferin  was  one  of  great  and 
unusual  length,  and  of  very  great  national 
importance,  as  it  dealt  with  specific 
points  in  the  current  ne^tiations.  This 
despatch  dealt,  as  his  right  hon.  Friend 
had  pointed  out,  with  the  Government 
of  Egypt  in  every  Department,  and  with 
various  other  important  collateral  ques- 
tions ;  and  he  believed  he  was  right  in 
saying  that  it  covered,  not  the  three 
pages  of  the  despatch  of  Lord  Salisbury 
— which  his  right  hon.  Friend  had 
quoted,  and  which  he  (Lord  Edmond 
Fitzmaurice)  had  referred  to  in  the 
Library— but  of  upwards  of  50  pages. 
Now,  he  asked,  would  it  be 'a  fair  thing 
to  Lord  Dufferin,  able  and  ready  as 
they  all  knew  was  the  pen  he  held, 
to  present  such  a  despatch  as  this  to 
Parliament,  without  giving  to  him  that 
opportunity  of  revision  afforded  by  the 
ordinary  practice  of  diplomacy  ?  He 
left  the  House  to  Judge;  but  let  him 
remind  his  right  lu>n.  Friend — and  he 
hoped  he  might  do  so  without  appearing 
to  attach  too  much  weight  to  nis  own 
experienoe-^that  he  had  nad  the  honour 
of  serving  Her  Majesty's  Government 
for  a  short  time  in  a  diplomatic  capacity, 
as  Commissioner  in  Eastern  Boumelia ; 
and  he  should  have  considered  it  a  most 
extraordinary  thing,  quite  apart  from 
any  information  he  might  have  received 
fi^m  the  Foreign  Office,  a  despatch  from 
him  had  been  presented  to  the  Honse, 
without  his  first  having  had  an  opportu- 
nity of  revising  it.  Well,  he  had  gone 
over  the  chief  points  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend's  speech,  so  far  as  it  related  to 
Lord  Dufferin's  despatch,  and  he  must 
leave  the  House  to  judge  whether  he  had 
wed  in  the  matter.   He  felt  that  when, 
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his  rigMhoTi.  Friend  passed  from  Lord 
Dufferin's  despatch  to  the  other  topics 
to  which  he  had  alluded,  he  must  have 
experienced  that  he  was  under  consider- 
able disadTaotage,  owing  to  the  late  hour 
of  the  erening.  He  was  himself  at  a 
similar  disadvantage.  He  had  been 
bound  to  touch  npon  the  topics  to  which 
his  right  hon.  Friend  had  referred 
Tery  briefly  ;  and  he  (Lord  Edmond 
Fitzmaurice),  too,  owing  to  the  same 
reason,  was  obliged  to  be  very  brief. 
His  right  hon.  Friend,  in  giving  Notice 
of  his  intended  speech  earlier  in  the 
evening,  liad  ooarteonsly  informed  him 
that  he  intended  to  touch  on  the  ques- 
tion of  the  indemnity  claims.  Tliishehad 
done  so  very  briefly  that  he  (Lord  Edmond 
Fitzmaurice)  felt  it  very  difficult  indeed 
to  reply  to  him  on  that  topic  that  evening. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  had  only  indi- 
cated in  a  most  general  way  his  desire 
for  information.  He  (Lord  Edmond 
Fitzmaurioe),  as  every  hon.  Member  of 
the  House  who  had  looked  into  Egyp- 
tian financial  questions  must  be,  was 
aware  of  the  grave  question  of  claims 
raised  before  the  Indemnity  Commis- 
sion in  their  bearing  upon  the  future 
finance  of  Egypt ;  and  all  he  could  do 
that  evening  was  to  assure  the  House 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  were 
fully  sensible  of  the  importance  of  the 
question,  and  that  they  believed  that 
before  long  they  would  be  able  to  show 
the  House,  when  the  quaation  was  more 
fully  raised*  as  it  no  doubt  would  be, 
that  they  had  found  a  solution  which 
would  command  the  confidence  of  the 
House,  and  of  all  who  were  conversant 
with  Egyptian  afl'alrs.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  had  then  touched,  also  briefly, 
on  the  c^uestion  of  the  Slav«  Trade, 
and,  passmg  over  that,  upon  a  question 
closely  allied  with  it — namely,  that  of 
the  Soudan.  Some  observations  were 
made  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  other 
evening  with  r^ard  to  the  Soudan.  He 
had  pointed  out  that  its  position  had 
always  been  looked  upon  as  a  separate 
question  from  that  of  Egypt.  It  was  a 
recent  Egyptian  acquisition,  and  stood 
in  a  totfuly  different  position  from  the 
otiier  E^ptian  Provinces ;  and  he 
thought  it  desirable  to  put  on  record, 
in  connection  with  this  question  of  the 
Soudan,  that  the  fhiglish  officers  who 
were  servingthere — someof  whosenames 
had  recently  appeared  in  the  newcmapers 
— were  in  no  way  serving  tiie  Imglish 
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Government,  nor  were  they  oflScers 
on  active  service.  They  were  serving 
in  the  Khedive's  Army — they  were  ap- 
pointed by  him,  and  there  was  no  desire 
on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  widen  the  eufficientiy  extended 
sphere  of  the  responsibilities  of  this 
country  in  Egypt  by  interfering  in  any 
unbecoming  manner  with  the  great 
question  of  the  Soudan.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  would  rather  have  it  be- 
lieved that  the  future  of  the  Soudan  de- 
pended on  the  strength  in  the  Province 
of  the  great  influences  of  civilization  and 
on  the  stamping  out  of  the  Slave  Trade, 
the  revival  of  which  was,  no  doubt,  one 
of  the  melancholy  causes  of  the  move- 
ment there.  And  he  might  say  that,  in 
any  steps  which  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment might  be  able  to  take,  by  diplo- 
matic or  other  means,  in  advancing  the 
cause  of  the  abolition  of  slavery  in  one 
of  its  most  malignant  shapes  in  the  Sou- 
dan, they  would  receive  the  undivided 
support  of  both  sides  of  the  House. 
They  also  trusted  to  more  extended  rail- 
way communication  to  free  the  districts 
which  were  now  at  the  mero^  of  slave 
traders  and  jobbers,  and  to  bring  them 
within  the  pale  of  civilization.  It  was  a 
well  known  fact,  and  he  had  no  doubt 
his  right  hon.  Friend  was  aware  of  it, 
that  nothing  on  the  West  Ooast  of  AiHoa 
did  more  to  stamp  out  the  Slave  Trade, 
than  to  bring  the  place  in  which  the 
traffic  existed  within  the  reach  of  com- 
munication with  civilized  countries.  The 
parties  engaged  in  the  Slave  Trade  wwe 
aAraid  of  nothing  so  much  as  the  arrival 
of  a  ship,  which  might  give  information 
of  their  evil  doings ;  and  it  was  a  fact 
that,  in  some  places,  the  establishment 
of  a  mail  service  and  the  plying  of  the 
steamers  had  done  quite  as  much  to 
stamp  out  the  horrible  trade  as  Her  Ma- 
jesty s  cruisers.  His  right  hon.  Friend, 
towards  the  end  of  h^  observations, 
passed  on  to  that  larger  question  of  the 
government  of  Egypt  —  and  here  he 
might  be  allowed  to  dwell  once  more, 
for  a  single  instant,  on  the  -despatch  of 
Lord  Dufferin,  because  he  thought  the 
right  hon.  Gentieman,  and  some  hon. 
Members  who  sat  near  him,  appeared 
to  misapprehend  his  statement  about 
the  two  oespatches  which,  he  had  said, 
had  been  already  presented,  and  to  which 
it  would  be  well  for  hon.  Members  io 
devote  some  amount  of  time  and  attm- 
tion.  It  was  his  decided  opinion  that 


Digitized  by  Google 


12C7    Address  in  Anme¥  io  tie  {tdxKCn. 

the  amount  of  discuBnion  which,  had 
taken  place  npon  the  despatch  of  -Lord 
DuSenn  which  had  not  appeared  had, 
unfortunately,  diverted  attention  from 
the  two  despatchee  which  had  appeared. 
These  despatches  covered  six  or  seven 
elose  pages  of  print,  and  they  dealt 
with  some  of  those  important  questions 
apon  which  right  hon.  and  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  requested  information, 
mcnre  especially  the  questions  of  the 
Army,  the  ff0HdarmsrMj  and  the  repre- 
sentatire  institutions  of  S^ypt.  He 
might  mention  that  be  bad  been  un- 
wearying in  bis  efiEbrts  to  get  these  two 
de^atohes  ready  for  ParUament.  He 
bad  worked  to  too  best  of  hia  ability,  so 
as  to  get  them  distributed  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  the  first  day  of  the  Session ;  but 
he  had  observed,  both  in  converaations 
he  had  had  with  hon.  Members  in 
that  House  and  in  the  public  prints, 
tiiat  the  amount  of  expectation  which 
had  been  excited  by  the  despatch  which 
had  not  appeared  had,  in  a  most  unfor- 
tunate  manner,  diverted  attention  &om 
the  opinions  and  recommendations  con- 
tained in  the  other  despatchea;  therefore, 
he  could  aasure  his  right  hon.  Friend 
that  when  he  had  said  he  hoped  he  (Mr. 
Bourke)  had  turned  his  attention  to 
those  tiro  despatches,  he  had  said  it  in 
no  flippant  or  nn-Parliamentary  spirit, 
but  in  all  sober  seriousness.  Those  two 
despatohes  were  of  great  importance; 
and  if  hon.  Members  wished  to  make 
themselves  familiar  with  all  the  points 
which  were  mentioned  in  the  thiid  de- 
spatch, and  which  in  that  despatch  were 
treated  in  great  detail,  they  should  study 
the  documents  to  which  he  had  drawn 
attention.  There  were  other  despatches 
also  in  the  BlueBook —  "  Egyptian  Re-or- 
ganization*'— which  had  been  presented 
on  the  16th  February.  To-day  was  the 
Istof  March,  the  Papers  were  presented 
on  the  16th  February,  bo  that  the  House 
would  see  that  a  very  long  period  had 
not  elapsed.  He  was  doing  everything 
he  could  to  push  on  the  printing,  aim 
he  thought  that  when  hon.  Members 
realised  that  he  had  presented  since  the 
House  met  a  second  set  of  Papers  in 
regard  to  the  employment  of  Europeans 
in  the  service  of  the  Egyptian  Qovem- 
ment,  the  whole  of  the  Papers  relating 
to  the  claims,  and  a  tolerably  bulky 
volume  ooncemiug  the  trial  of  Arabi 
Pasha  and  the  general  affairs  of  Egypt, 
they  would  see  there  was  little  cause  to 
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complain  of  the  activity  of  the  Foreign 
Office  on  the  subject  of  printing  and 
presenting  Papers  —  more  especially 
when  he  informed  the  House  that  there 
were  at  that  moment  a  great  number  of 
other  Papers  which  had  to  be  prepared, 
several  of  which  be  hoped  very  shortly 
to  be  able  to  present  to  the  House.  They 
were  concerned  in  the  Foreign  Office  at 
the  present  moment  with  the  negotia- 
tions which  were  going  on  on  the  anb- 
jeot  of  the  Danube,  ^ese  matters  were 
strainingtheir  resources  very  much  at  tfaat 
time.  He  had  gone  thus  fully  into  these 
questions,  because  he  did  not  wish  the 
House  to  auppoee  that  he  was  so  fooliah 
as  to  herald  hia  acceaaion  to  Office  by 
an  attempt  to  keep  back  information  from 
the  House.  He  had  only  one  wish  as  to 
Ijord  Dafferin's  despatch  and  the  Egyp- 
tian Papers  generally — namely,  that  the 
House  should  become  familiar  with  them 
as  soon  as  |)ossible,  and  that  there  should 
be  full,  fair,  and  free  discussion  upon 
them.  He  felt  certain  that  whenever 
these  questions  were  gone  into,  and 
whenever — which  he  hoped  to  do  shortly 
— he  was  able  to  present  Lord  Bufferin's 
despatch,  it  would  be  shown  that  what- 
ever fears  had  existed  were,  as  he  had 
said  the  other  evening,  fears  that  had 
not  been  justified  by  results,  that  the  Qo- 
vemment  had  done  their  best  to  steer 
between  the  Spyila  of  annexation  in 
Egypt  and  the  Oharybdis  of  leaving  the 
country  to  anarchy,  and  that  they  were 
leaving  to  Egypt  the  inestimable  advan- 
tages of  a  considerable  measure  of  Oon- 
stitutional  and  political  freedom. 

SieSTAFFOED  NORTHCOTE  said, 
that,  after  what  had  fallen  from  the 
noble  Lord  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  (Lord  Edmond  Fitz- 
maurice),  he  desired  to  say  a  few  words. 
In  the  first  place,  he  was  glad  to  think 
there  would  remain  no  feeling  of  un- 
pleasantness  between  the  noUe  Lord  and 
his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Bourke)  in 
regard  to  any  expression  which  might 
have  been  used  at  the  beginning  of  the 
evMiing.  His  own  impresuon  had  been 
that  the  nobleLord,  on  being  put  through 
his  catechism,  had  slipped  into  hie  col- 
lect. But  be  would  wish  to  impress  on 
the  noble  Lord  that  that  question  of  the 
settlement  of  the  oi^anization  of  Egypt 
was  one  which  seemed  to  him  of  the 
greatest  delicacy,  and  certainly  of  the 
utmost  importance.  Itwasof  the  greatest 
impOTtanoe  that  tbe  House  should  be  put 
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in  possession  as  early  as  possible  of  the 
information  at  the  command  of  Her  Ma< 
jesty's  Government,  and  of  the  views 
formed  by  them.  The  Opposition  had 
been  told  last  year,  with  reference  to 
this  wd  other  questions,  that  they  had 
allowed  matters  to  go  too  far  without 
interposing  or  expressing  any  opinion 
upon  them ;  and  that,  in  conseqaence, 
the  GoTemment  had  been  left  without 
guidance  by  the  expression  of  opinion 
of  the  House.  Now,  they  were  anxious 
to  avoid  that  fault.  They  were  anxious, 
as  soon  as  possible,  to  be  put  in  posses- 
sion of  the  views  of  such  a  remarkable 
Bepresentative  in  such  a  remarkable 
position  as  Lord  Dufferin.  The  de- 
spatches of  November  1 9th  were  not 
long,  and,  though  they  were  extremely 
interesting,  they  did  not  take  long  to 
master.  They  were  of  a  very  important 
character,  it  was  true;  but  they  made 
them  hunger  for  more.  They  were  told 
that  the  other  despatch  was  a  full  ono, 
enlarging  the  views  contained  in  &e  first 
two,  and  giving  information  on  which 
those  views  rested ;  and  the  Opposition 
were  anxious,  and  naturally  and  pro- 
perly so,  to  see  the  deiroatoh  as  soon  as 
it  could  be  given.  He  (Sir  Stafford 
Northcote)  would  not  dispute  the  noble 
Lord's  statement  that  it  might  hav% 
been  very  proper  to  send  tiie  despatch 
to  Lord  Dufferin  to  have  it  revised  be- 
fore being  finally  printed ;  but  he  would 
aek  whether  proper  instructions  had  been 
given  to  Ix>ra  Dufferin,  and  steps  taken 
to  get  his  assent  to  the  publication  as 
quickly  as  possible  ?  Had  the  telegraph 
been  put  in  force,  or  would  it  be  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMATJEIOE  : 
Tes ;  every  effort  has  been  made  to  ob- 
tain Lord  Dufferin's  assent  to  the  pub- 
lication of  the  despatch.  I  believe  he 
has  been  telegraphed  to  on  the  subject. 
If,  to-morrow,  I  find  that  he  has  not,  I 
pledge  myself  to  communicate  with  him 
at  once. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NOETHOOTE  said, 
that  was  quite  satisfactory  so  far ;  but 
he  would  urge  the  Qovemment  not  to 
neglect  the  matter.  He  felt  with  the 
noble  Lord  that  at  that  hour  it  was  too 
late  to  enter  into  anything  like  a  full 
discussion  of  this  large  question,  even  if 
they  had  before  them  the  despatch  to 
which  so  much  reference  had  been  made. 
He  did  not  think — and  his  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Bourke)  would  agree  with 
him — that  this  was  au  occasion  for  rais- 
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ing  the  whole  of  this  question,  and  pro- 
bably  it  might  have  been  avoided.  He 
would  not  now  say  anything  more  than 
that  he  did  earnestly  trust  that  the  Go- 
vernment, having  taken  the  very  impor- 
tant steps  they  had  taken,  and  acquired 
the  veiy  important  position  they  had 
acquired  in  Egypt,  and  having  incurred 
the  great  responsibilitieB  they  had  in- 
curred, would  not  allow  themselves  to 
lose  the  adrantages  of  their  position,  or 
allow  those  advantages  to  be  firittored 
away  and  lost  by  any  nnfcntunate  or 
careless  dealing  with  them.  He  only 
hoped  that  they  might  soon  have  full 
information,  and  that  after  they  got  it 
they  might  on  some  future  occasion  be 
enabled  to  discuss  the  matter  as  it  de- 
served to  be  discussed. 

Sib  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
he  wished  to  point  out  that  really  this 
question  of  presenting  Papers  was  as- 
suming a  very  serious  aspect,  because 
the  Qovemment  were  trying  to  wriggle 
out  of  the  presentation  of  them  as  much 
as  they  could.  The  noble  Marquess  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartiogton)  had  promised 
certain  Papers  about  India;  but  that 
night  they  were  t(dd  that  the  noble 
Marquess  had  changed  his  mind.  They 
had  also  beat  promised  Papers  about 
the  Cuban  refugees ;  but  they  were  told 
that  the  consent  of  the  Spanidi  Govern- 
ment bad  not  yet  been  received.  They 
could  not  have  Lord  Dufferin's  de- 
spatches, because  that  noble  Lord  had  to 
approve  of  them,  and  now  they  were  told 
that  they  could  not  have  Papers  relat- 
ing to  the  Cuban  refugees  until  tho  con- 
sent of  the  Spanish  Qovemment  had 
been  obtained.  [Lord  Edmond  Fitz- 
uaurice:  I  stated  that  they  were  to  be 
given.]  The  promise  was  made  quite 
regardless  of  the  Spanish  Qoremment. 
The  Papers  had  not  been  presented, 
although  they  had  been  promised  now 
for  a  long  time.  There  was  a  general 
impression  abroad  that  Lord  Dufferin's 
despatch  was  withheld  until  the  Prime 
Minister  came  to  terms  with  the  IVench 
:  Goremment  at  Paris.  [  A  laughS]  Hon. 
Members  might  laugh;  but  the^  had 
seen  to-day  that  the  Prime  Minister 
was  colloguing  with  the  IVench  (Jo vera - 
ment,  and  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
opinions  differed  from  Lord  Dufferin's, 
it  was  probable  that  the  noble  Lord's 
despatch  would  be  very  much  altered 
before  the  House  saw  it.  He  trusted 
that  the  Papers  relating  to  the  Cbv^m- 
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meat  of  Egypt  and  the  eracaation  of 
that  country  would  soon  be  presented. 
He  would  now  ask  a  qnestion  in  regard 
to  General  Maceo,  who  had  been  de- 
lirered  up  to  the  Spanish  anthoritaes  by 
the  Gibraltar  auuioiitieB  under  very 
doubtful  dronmstanoee,  and  in  otmse- 
qnenoe  of  which  some  unfortunate  official 
in  Gibraltar  had  been  dismissed.  Hia 
own  belief  was  that  the  surrender  of 
these  refugees  at  Gibraltar  to  Spain  was 
in  consequence  of  some  former  policy  of 
Earl  Granvine  as  to  Ouban  refugees  in 
the  Bahamas.  He  was  not  going  fully 
into  the  question ;  but  be  saw  from  a 
Seport  on  the  matter  that  the  surren- 
der of  the  Ouban  refugees  was  not  owing 
entirely  to  the  misconduct  of  the  Gibral- 
tar authorities,  but  to  misrepresentations 
on  the  part  of  the  Spanish  Consul.  Had 
this  been  brought  before  the  Spanish 
Gh>Tfflmment  ?  General  Maceo  had  been 
turned  cat  of  Gibraltar  with  his  wife  and 
other  refugees  in  a  most  brutal  manner. 
They  had  been  surrendered  by  the  Gib- 
raltar antiiorites;  and,  so  far  as  we 
were  concerned,  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment were  making  representations  to 
the  Government  of  Spain  with  a  view 
to  obtaining  their  release ;  but,  in  the 
meantime,  the  Government  of  Spain, 
instead  of  taking  the  least  notice  of  our 
representations,  were  treating  them  in  a 
most  rigorous  and  harsh  manner.  A 
letter  had  been  written  by  the  wife  of 
General  Maceo  to  a  person  in  Gibraltar, 
in  which  she  stated  that  her  husband 
was  still  in  prison  at  the  signal  station, 
kept  in  solitary  confinement,  without  a 
soul  to  attend  to  him  should  he  be  taken 
ill  at  night.  It  was  plain  that  the 
Spanish  Government  were  not  paying 
the  slightest  attention  or  regard  to  the 
representationBof  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, and  if  this  were  a  solitary  in- 
stance he  should  not  have  complauied ; 
but  on  every  possible  occasion — in  their 
harbours  amongst  the  British  shipping 
especially — the  Spaniards  were  showing 
the  greatest  ill-will  to  this  country.  In 
Cuba,  and  in  every  part  where  English 
merchants  and  English  shipping  came 
into  contact  with  Spanish  authorities 
and  merchants,  they  were  subjected  to 
the  most  unjust  treatment.  He,  there- 
fore, ashed  the  noble  Lord  whether 
the  harsh  treatment  to  which  General 
Maceo  was  being  subjected  was  to  bo 
allowed  to  continue  in  face  of  the  repre- 
sentations Her  Majesty's  Government 


were  making,  or  whether  they  would 
take  steps  to  obtain  redress  forme  great 
outrage  which  had  oecuired  in  the  sur* 
render  of  r^ngees  upon  the  misrepre- 
sentations of  the  Spanish  Ooxuul,  or,  at 
any  rate,  to  see  tiiat  tluse  people  were 
treated  in  a  maimer  more  consistent 
with  humanity  than  was  at  present  the 
case? 

Mr.  MACFABLAJ^E  said,  that,  con- 
sidering the  hour  of  the  niglkt  and  the 
length  to  which  these  discussions  had 
been  carried,  he  would  not  detain  the 
House  with  the  Motion  of  which  he  bad 
given  Notice.  The  time  of  the  House 
had  been  so  much  taken  up  with  post- 
mortem examinations  that  there  was 
really  no  time  to  consider  the  a^rs  of 
the  living.  He  would  take  the  eartiest 
opportunity  that  offered  to  bring  for- 
ward  the  matter. 

Mb.  J.  A.  CAMPBELL  said,  he  wished 
to  refer,  in  a  few  sentences,  to  a  para- 
graph in  Her  Majes^s  most  gracious 
Speech,  which  tras  of  special  interest 
to  those  whom  he  represented  in  that 
House — he  alluded  to  that  paragraph 
in  which  there  was  the  promise  of  a 
Bill  to  deal  with  the  Uuiversities  of  Scot- 
land. Legislation  on  that  subject  had 
been  anxiously  expected  for  some  time 
past.  A  Boyal  Commission  had  reported 
on  the  Universities  five  years  ago ;  and 
in  their  Report  they  recommended  cer- 
tain changes  for  which  legislation  was 
required,  and  pointed  out  several  defects 
in  the  Universities  which  could  only  be 
satisfactorily  supplied  by  the  action  of 
Parliament.  It  had  been  hoped  that  the 
Report  of  the  Commissioners  would  have 
shortly  been  followed  by  a  Bill  on  the 
part  of  the  Government.  He  would  not 
say  there  were  not  sufficient  reasons  for 
the  delay  which  had  occurred.  There 
had  been,  no  doubt,  the  pressure  of  other 
Business ;  and  it  was,  besides,  natural 
to  suppose  that  some  time  was  neces- 
sary for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining 
how  far  the  recommendations  of  the 
Commissioners  met  generally  with  tho 
approval  of  the  Universities  and  of  the 
public  ;  but  ho  thought  he  was  right  in 
saying  that  it  was  the  general  impres- 
sion that  the  main  cause  of  the  delay 
which  had  arisen  was  due  to  the  fact 
that  legislation  on  the  subject  would 
imply  a  certain  draft  on  the  public  Ex- 
chequer, and  there  had  been  other  claims 
upon  the  public  funds  which  hod  inter- 
fered with  the  claims  of  the  UnivCTsities 
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He  hoped,  however,  tiiat  the  promise 
they  had  now  received  oa  the  subject 
might  be  taken  to'mean  that  Her  Ma- 
jei^s  GoTemment  saw  their  way  to 
propose  for  the  Sootoh  Umversities  sooh 
BulntHntial  assistaiice  as  the  ComnuB- 
aioners  had  reoommaiddd.  It  was  with 
regret,  however,  that  he  had  gathered 
from  the  remarks'  of  the  hon.  Uember 
for  Edinbargh  (Mr.  Buchanan),  in  the 
oonrse  of  his  speech  in  seconding  the 
Address  to  Her  Majesty,  that  the  Go- 
vernment intended  to  deal  with  the  mat- 
ter by  the  employment  of  an  Executive 
Commission.  When  a  similar  intention 
was  annonnced  last  Session  by  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Lord 
Advocate,  he  (Mr.  Campbell)  felt  it  his 
duty  to  give  Notice  of  his  intention  to 
move  an  Amendment  to  the  effect  that  in 
order  to  carry  out  the  recommendations 
of  the  Royal  Commissioners  it  was 
neither  necessary  nor  expedient  to  em- 
I^oy  an  Exeontive  CommissioD.  He 
would  not,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  an 
opportanity  would  be  presented  for  the 
expression  of  his  views  on  this  point 
when  the  Bill  came  before  the  House, 
detun  the  House  any  longer  on  that 
occasion  by  further  reference  to  the  sub- 

i'ect.  At  the  same  time,  the  exception 
le  was  inclined  to  take  to  the  proposal 
of  the  Government  on  that  particular 
point  did  not  preclude  him  from  being 
grateful  to  them  for  the  promise  to  bring 
the  claims  of  the  Scotch  Universities 
before  the  House  during  the  present 
Session ;  and,  therefore,  as  the  Bepre- 
sentative  of  two  of  the  Universities, 
he  begged  to  thank  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
Temment for  the  intimation  they  had 
^ven. 

Mb.  MONTAGUE  GUEST  said,  he 
wished  to  take  the  present  opportunity 
of  entering  a  protest  against  the  publica- 
tion in  the  Froasof  the  despatch  of  Lord 
Dufferin,  as  well  as  otiier  documents  of 
importance,  before  they  wero  laid  upon 
the  Tbble  of  the  House.  It  was  then 
about  a  month  since  he  had  read  in  the 
public  newspapers  the  gist  of  Lord  Duf- 
ferin's  despatch,  and  hecertainly  thought 
thero  ought  to  be  some  means  of  keeping 
despatches  from  the  public.  They  had 
heud  from  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Ed  m  ond 
Eitsmaurioe)  that  the  despatch  had  not 
been  communicated  to  the  Press  by  the 
Foreign  Office,  and  the  only  conclusion 
they  could  arrive  at  in  consequence  was 
that  it  had  been  oonununicatea  &om  Lord 

J/r.  J.  A.  CampheU 


Bufferin.  What  was  the  intention  in  so 
doing  he  had  no  wish  to  suppose.  But  he 
regarded  it  as  a  most  inconvenient  course 
that  the  de^tatch  should  not  be  in  tho 
huids  of  hon.  Members,  althougb  its 
substance  was  to  be  read  in  the  news- 
papers before  they  had  ai^  real  infinv 
mation  as  to  what  the  despatoh  oon- 
tained.  It  was  only  the  other  day 
that  the  provimons  of  the  Bill  relating 
to  the  municipal  government  of  Lon- 
don was  published  in  a  similar  man- 
ner ;  while  it  was  well  known  that 
other  important  Papers  had  been  pro- 
duced in  the  Press  before  hon.  Members 
had  an  opportunity  of  seeing  them. 
Under  the  circumstemces,  and  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  two  or  three  years  ago 
protests  bad  been  made  against  this 
practice,  he  thought  that  they  were  en- 
titled to  some  security  that  important 
public  documents  should  not  be  pro- 
duoed  in  an  unofficial  manner. 

Mb.  ONSLOW  said,  he  desired  to 
make  a  final  appeal  to  the  noble  Mar- 
quess the  late  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  (the  Marquess  of  Hartii^;ton). 
He  had  never  pressed  for  any  Papers 
which  it  might  be  oonudarsd  detei- 
mental  to  the  Public  Service  to  produce ; 
but  he  believed  that,  in  the  present  in- 
stance, hon.  Members  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  would  agree  that  he  had  an  ex- 
ceeditt^y  strong  case.  The  employment 
of  the  Indian  Contingent  in  Egypt  was 
a  subject  in  which  he  was  taking  a 
great  deal  of  interest ;  and  he  had,  on 
several  occasions,  addressed  Questions 
to  the  noble  Marquess  with  regard  to 
the  paymoit  of  the  Indian  troops  during 
their  employment  in  that  country.  On 
the  3l8t  of  July  last,  the noUe  Marqness 
stated  that  he  had  received  a  telegram 
from  the  Government  of  India,  and  that 
a  reply  had  been  sent ;  and  he  added,  at 
the  same  time,  that  he  should  not  be 
dealing  frankly  with  the  House  if  ha 
did  not  state  that  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment had  informed  him  that  they  ob- 
jected to  India  bearing  tiie  cost  of  the 
Contingent,  and  that  they  were  sending 
home  a  despatch.  He  waited  until  the 
26th  of  October,  and  then  put  to  the 
noble  Marquess  another  Question  on  the 
same  subject.  On  every  occasion  the 
noble  Marquess  had  stated,  in  the  most 
explicit  manner,  that  Papws  would  be 
introduced;  and  his  reply  at  that  time 
was  that  Papers  would  certainly  be  pre- 
sented, but  as  tiie  Correspondence  with' 
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the  Indian  Oovernment  with  regard  to 
the  ermployment  of  the  Indian  Oon- 
tingent  was  at  the  moment  incomplete, 
he  did  not  think  it  neoasBary  then  to 
|»odncethem.  He  (Mr.  Onalow)  agreed 
that  if  the  Puters  were  incomplete  it 
was  not  desirable  to  produce  them,  and 
be  said  he  had  no  wLsh  to  have  them  in 
an  imperfect  state.  Afterwards,  in  re* 
plj  to  another  Qnestion,  the  noble  Mar- 
quess said^  the  Papers  would  be  given  to 
the  House  as  fully  as  possible ;  that  they 
would  give  the  House  as  full  au  idea  as 
possible  of  what  had  taken  place.  Again, 
on  a  subsequent  occasion,  he  (Mr. 
Onslow)  had  addressed  a  Question  to 
the  Prime  Minister,  with  regard  to  the 
payment  by  India  of  these  Indian  troops, 
and  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  had  given 
the  same  explanation  as  the  noble 
Marquees,  and  also  furnished  an  esti- 
mate. He  then  asked  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  a  further  Question,  with  re- 
ferenoe  to  the  production  of  the  Papers, 
to  which  he  replied  that  the  Question 
was  one  which  the  noble  Marquess  alone 
could  answelr.  The  noble  Marquess 
having  given  the  answers  he  (Mr. 
Ondow)  had  just  cited  the  Question 
was  not  then  pressed,  he  therefore 
thought  he  had  a  strong  case  for  the 
consmerotion  of  the  noble  Marquess  on 
account  of  pledges  given,  not  to  himself 
privately,  but  in  the  face  of  the  House, 
that  these  Papers  would  be  prodcued. 
Since  he  had  held  a  seat  in  that  House, 
he  had  never  known  of  a  responsible 
Minister  of  the  Crown,  who,  after  he 
had  more  than  once  officially  stated 
that  certain  I'apers  would  be  produced, 
•coming  down  at  the  eleventh  hour, 
b^bre  a  Vote  wi^  whiofa  they  were 
connected  was  to  be  proposed,  and 
telling  the  House  that  they  would  not  be 
produced.  He  could  only  say  that  in  the 
minds  of  many  hon.  Members  there 
existed  a  feding  that  something  had 
been  taking  place  all  along,  the  exact 
nature  of  whi(^  the  Government  did 
not  like  to  state.  It  was  monstrous 
that  a  responsible  Minister  of  the  Crown 
should  now  refuse  to  give  the  Papers 
which  he  had  over  and  over  again  said 
he  would  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House.  He  trusted  the  noble  Mar- 
quess would  reconsider  the  matter,  of 
which,  in  the  event  of  the  Papers  not 
bong  produced,  he  (Mr.  Ondow)  could 
assure  nim  that  he  had  not  heard  Ae 
last. 


Sir  OHAELES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
would  reply  to  the  questions  put  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Portsmouth  (Sir  H. 
Dmmmond  Wolff),  as  his  noble  Friend 
the  Undor  Secretary  of  State  for 
Forei^  Affairs  was  debarred  from 
speaking  again.  With  regard  to  those 
questions  Uie  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  South- West  Lanca- 
shire (Sir  B.  Assheton  Cross)  had 
given  Notice  of  his  intention  to  bring 
the  matter  before  the  House,  and  upon 
that  occasion  it  would  be  .  fully  dis- 
cussed. The  Foreign  Office  would,  in  the 
meantime,  wish  to  give  him  any  informa- 
tion which  they  possessed  with  regard 
to  the  malb'eatment  of  the  prisoners. 
With  regard  to  what  fell  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wareham  (Mr.  Guest),  con- 
cerning the  publication  in  newspapers 
of  official  dooum«nts,  that  matter  had 
engaged  the  attention  not  only  of  the 
present  Government,  but  tiieir  Prede- 
cessors. But  the  two  examples  produoed 
by  his  hon.  Friend  were  not  striking 
illustrations  of  the  practice  of  which  he 
had  complained  in  general  terms.  The 
account  of  the  Government  of  London 
Bill,  to  which  reference  had  been  made, 
was,  to  his  (Sir  Charles  W.Bilke's)  know* 
ledge,  inaccurate  in  lai^e  and  import- 
ant particulars,  as  the  House  would  see 
when  the  measure  came  before  them. 
Again,  with  regard  to  the  despatch  of 
Lord  Dufferin,  the  analysis  which  ap- 
peared in  the  newspapers  occupied  but 
one  half-column,  whereas  the  document 
itself  was  of  great  length,  and  extended 
to  278  closely  written  pages  of  manu- 
Boript,  or  about  50  pages  of  print. 
The  publication,  however,  undoubtedly 
showed  that  the  person  by  whom  the 
analysis  was  written  bad  received  some 
idea  of  what  was  in  the  despatch.  The 
matter  had  been  the  sulgeot  of  inquiry, 
and  it  was  thought  posuble  that  some 
of  the  contents  of  the  de^atoh,  although 
only  a  small  portion  of  its  essence,  got 
out  in  conversation  at  Cairo,  as  would 
be  seen  from  the  brevity  of  the  pub- 
lished analysis,  as  compared  with  the 
extraordinary  length  of  the  document. 
With  regard  to  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Guildford  (Mr.  Onslow),  he 
might  say  that  having  given  Notice  of 
a  Motion  for  Papers  the  hon.  Member 
would  have  an  opportunity  of  repeating 
the  argutnents  he  had  made  use  of  that 
evening. 

Question  put,  and  a^ted  to. 
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Address  to  be  presented  by  Frivy 
OounciUors. 

MOTIONS. 

— uo-O-w-  

SUPPLY. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  this  House  will,  To-morrow,  re- 
soIto  itself  into  a  Committee  to  consider 
of  the  Supply  to  be  granted  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty."— {The  JUarqtieig  of  Ilartivgton.) 

PARLIAMENT— BESIGNATION  OF  THB 
EIGHT  HON,  LYON  PLATFAIB. 

STATEMENT. 

Mr.  LYON  PLA.YFAIR:  Sir,  the 
indifferent  state  of  my  health  for  the 
last  few  months  obliges  me  to  resign  the 
Office  which  I  have  the  honour  to  hold 
as  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means.  I 
am  sure  the  House  will  allow  me  to 
take  this  opportunity  of  expressing  my 
deep  sense  of  gratitude  for  the  support 
I  have  received,  not  only  from  the 
House,  but  also  from  you,  Sir,  in  the 
diaohame  of  my  duties.  Those  duties 
for  the  last  two  years  have  been  very 
onerous,  and  sometimes  difficult;  and 
feeling,  as  I  do,  deeply  my  own  im- 

ferfectiona  in  the  discharge  of  my  duties, 
am  the  more  grateful  for  the  indul- 

fence  and  support  which  I  received  from 
oth  sides  of  the  House.  I  may  also 
express  my  heartfelt  thanks  to  those 
private  Membras  who  have  given  me  so 
much  valuable  aid  in  discharging  those 
duties  devolving  upon  me  in  the  Court 
of  Locua  Standi,  and  in  the  Committee 
on  Private  Bills.  Without  that  aid,  it 
would  have  been  perfectly  impossible 
for  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  to 
exercise  that  suporvision  over  Private 
Bill  legislation  which  the  House  imposes 
upon  Mm.  It  often  happena  that  Public 
Bills  of  a  oontentioua  oha»tcter  require 
much,  amendment;  so  that  the  whole 
time  of  the  Chairman  is  takm  up  in  the 
conaidfiration  of  thoee  Amendments,  in 
order  to  bring  the  Bill  into  a  proper 
state  for  the  conrideratton  of  the  Com- 
mittee ;  and  without  such  aid  as  I  have 
referred  to  from  private  Members,  it 
would  bo  inevitable  that  he  should  neg- 
leot  some  part  of  those  duties.  But  he 
has  another  inestimable  advantage,  and 
that  ia  the  constant  and  able  co-  opera- 
tion of  the  experienced  Officers  of  the 
House.  I  am  sure  tke  House  will  allow 


me  to  express,  for  the  last  time  I  can 
address  the  House  in  this  Office,  my  sin- 
cere thanks  for  the  generous  and  exten- 
sive support  I  have  received  in  the  dis- 
chai^  of  my  duties.  I  beg.  Sir,  to 
place  my  resigni^<m  in  the  hands  of 
the  House. 

The  Mabqusss  of  HASTINaTON : 
Sir,  I  am  sure  that  the  House  wUl  agree 
with  me  in  expressing  our  sense  of  great 
regret  at  tbe  deci^on  which  my  right 
bon.  Friend  has  just  announced.  On 
several  occasions  during  the  last  few 
years  it  has  been  pointed  out  to  the 
House  how  greaUy  has  the  importance 
and  responsibility  of  the  duties  of  the 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  of  late 
increased  ;  and  not  only  is  that  so,  but 
the  onerous  character  of  the  Office,  and 
the  tax  which  it  impose  upon  the  Gen- 
tleman who  fills  it,  have  increased  also. 
Certainly,  the  period  during  which  my 
right  hon.  Friend  has  performed  the 
dutied  of  the  Office  has  been  one  in 
which  its  difficulties  and  labours  have 
been  greater  and  far  heavier  than  in  any 

Erevious  Sessions.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
as  had  to  preside  ovu>thedelibeTations 
of  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
in  the  consideratioa  of  measures  at  once 
of  great  intricacy,  and  which  it  was 
thought  desirable  to  consider  in  very 
great  detail ;  and  some  of  those  mea- 
sures, during  the  discussion  of  which  in 
Committee  it  has  been  the  lot  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  preside,  have 
been  such  as  to  cause  very  considerable 
excitement  and  strong  differences  of 
opinion.  I  would  not  desire,  on  the 
present  occasion,  to  bint  at  any  of  the 
causes  which  have  made  the  tenure  of- 
Office  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  more  dif- 
ficult and  arduous  than  in  the  case  of  his 
Predecessors.  Under  the  circumstances 
which  my  right  hon.  Friend  had  to  deal 
with,  I  believe  it  would  have  been  im- 
possible that  any  man  should  have  per- 
formed the  duties  of  the  Office  without 
having  occasionally  given  rise  to  cavil 
and  animadversion ;  but  I  am  sure  we 
shall  all  feel  that  during  his  tenure  of 
Office,  whether  wo  have  nad  any  differ- 
ence with  him  on  a  particular  occasion 
or  not,  my  ri^ht  hon.  Friend  has  en- 
deavoured to  discharge,  and  has,  on  the 
whole,  succeeded  in  discharging,  his 
most  difficult  duties  with  great  impar- 
tiality, and  with  an  earnest  desire  to  pro- 
mote the  dignity  of  our  proceedings  in 
Committee.    On  the  part  of  the  House, 
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I  feel,  tli«refore,  entitled  to  convey  to  my 
tight  hon.  Friend  our  sense  of  renet  at 
his  resignation,  and  onr  thanks  for  the 
asristanoe  rendered  lu  daring  so  many 
years. 

Mr.  80LA.TER-BOOTH  said,  he  Ten- 
tared  to  say,  on  the  ptirt  of  his  right 
hon.  and  hon.  Friends  near  him,  that 
they  entirely  reciprocated  the  observa- 
tions that  had  fallen  from  the  noble 
Marquess  and  from  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  late  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means.  Nobody  could  have  watched 
the  career  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
without  feehng  that  he  had  taken  great 
pains  in  the  extremely  difiQcult  position 
in  which  he  was  placed,  and  that  he  not 
only  desired  and  endeavoured  to  do  bis 
duty,  but  succeeded  in  carrying  that  de- 
sire into  effect.  Moreover,  his  labouTS  in 
his  private  room  had  been  of  the  greatest 
advantage  to  all  who  stood  in  need  of 
his  advice  and  araistance.  He  was  quite 
sure  that  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
would  have  been  present  had  he  known 
that  this  inddent  was  about  to  take 
place. 

Mb.  H.  S.  NORTHCOTE  said,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
North  Devon  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote) 
was  not  aware  that  this  announcement 
woiiid  be  made  that  night,  or  he  would 
have  been  in  his  place.  The  right  hon. ; 
Gentleman  had  t<ud  him,  in  private  con- 
versation, that  he  was  most  anzions  to 
be  present  when  the  announcement  was 
made,  in  order  that  he  might  bear  his 
testimony  of  respect  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  late  Chairman  of  Ways 
and  Means  (Mr.  Lyon  Flayfair). 

Tni  Uabquess  of  HABTINGTON 
said,  that  during  the  discussion  on  the 
Procedure  Besolutions,  ageneral  opinion 
was  expressed  in  the  House,  and  as- 
sented to,  he  thought,  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Government, 
that  the  appointment  of  the  Chairman  of 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  shouldbe 
made  in  a  somewhat  more  formal  manner, 
and  with  the  general  knowledge  and  as- 
seot  of  the  House.  Hedid  not  thinkit  was 
necessary  that  they  should  create  any 
new  precedent  in  the  matter.  It  was 
desirable  to  follow,  as  far  as  possible, 
the  Forms  of  the  House,  and  therefore 
he  did  not  propose  that  the  House 
should  take  any  new  course  in  the  mat- 
ter. He  wished,  in  order  that  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  Successor  of  his  right 
hon.  IViend  (Mr.  Lyon  Flayfair)  might 

VOL.  COLXXVI.   [raniD  smues,] 


be  made  with  the  full  knowledge  of  the 
House,  to  give  Notice  that  to-morrow, 
on  the  Motion  to  go  ^into  Supply,  ha 
would  move  that  Sir  Arthur  Otway  take 

the  Chair. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Reeolvedj  That  this  House  will,  Ta- 
morrow,  resolve  itself  into  a  Committee 
to  consider  of  the  Supply  to  be  granted 
to  Her  Majesty. 

Ordered,  That  the  several  ]rE8timate8 
presented  to  this  House  during  the 
present  Session  be  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  Supply. 

WAYS  AKD  MEANS. 

Reeohed,  That  this  House  will,  To- 
morrow, resolve  itself  into  a  Committee 
to  consider  of  the  Ways  and  Means  for 
raising  the  Supply  to  be  granted  to  Her 
Majesty. 

UTOBEir  AVD  RSFEESHMEin  BOOKS 

(hOUSS  OF  COUUONS). 

Ordered,'  That  Mr.  G0B8T  and  [Sir  Hbkrt 
Wolff  be  discharged  from  further  attendance 
on  the  said  Committee : — Ordered,  That  Mr. 
Akxitstsid  and  Mr.  Thorkhill  be  added  to 
the  Gommittse.— ('Sir  JFilliam  Hart  I>yki.) 

House  adjourned  at  a  goarter 
before  One  o'clock. 


HOUSE   OF  LOKDS, 
tViday,  %nd  ifareh,  1883. 


MINUTB8.1-flAT  FiBST  nr  PAaiuicKiT— 
The  L(»d  Minster  (Uie  Marquess  of  Conyng- 
bam),  aftsr  the  death  of  his  father. 

PBIVATB  BILLS. 

Ordered,  That  no  Private  Bill  brought 
the  Hoaae  of  Commons  shall  be  read  a  second 
time  after  Thureday  the  2\at  ddy  of  Jm$  next : 

That  no  Bill  originating  in  this  House  antho- 
riaing  any  inclosure  of  lands  under  special 
report  of  the  Land  CommiBsionarB  for  England, 
or  conBrming  any  scheme  of  the  Charity  Oom- 
miasioneis  for  England  and  Wales,  shall  be 
read  a  first  time  after  Thureday  the  \%th  day  of 
April  next : 

That  no  Bill  ori^inatang  in  this  House  con- 
firming any  provuiaul  order  or  pnmnonal 
certificate  vatSi  be  read  a  first  time  after  Tkw- 
day  the  \2th  tUig  of  Jprit  next : 

That  no  Bill  brought  from  the  House  of 
Commons  antiiOTinng  any  indosore  lands 
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under  special  report  of  the  Land  CommisinonerB 
for  Eoglosd,  or  confimiiDg  anr  Boheme  of  the 
Charity  Commiaaioiiers  for  England  and  Wales, 
Bhall  be  read  a  second  time  after  Twiday  the 
26f  A  day  of  June  next : 

That  no  Bill  brought  from  the  House  of 
Common!  confirming  any  proTirional  order  or 
proTuional  certificate  sliaU  be  read  a  second 
time  after  SWnby  the  26th  day  of  Jtmt  next : 

That  when  a  Bill  shall  have  passed  this 
House  with  amendments  those  orders  shall  not 
apply  to  any  now  Bill  sent  np  from  the  House 
ot  Commons  which  the  Chairman  of  Committees 
■hall  report  to  the  House  is  substantiaUy  the 
flame  as  the  BiU  bo  amended  ; 

Ordered,  That  the  said  orders  he  printed  and 
published,  and  j  affixed  on  the  doors  ot  this 
House  and  Westminster  HaU.   (Ko.  ll.) 

PABMAMENT— THE  ADJOURNMENT 
FOB  THE  EASTER  RECESS. 

QUESTION. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  said, 
lie  wished  to  ask  the  noble  Earl  the 
idecretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
what  arrangements  the  QoTemment  pro- 
posed to  make  with  regard  to  the  Easter 
Eeeess? 

Eaal  GBANVILLE  was  understood 
to  toy  that  it  was  rather  earlj  to  make 
the  usual  announcement,  and  perhaps 
the  noble  Marquees  would  give  Notice 
of  his  Question  a  UtHe  later  in  the  Ses- 
Bion.  He  had  no  doabt,  however,  the 
noble  Marquess  would  reciprocate  his 
wish  that  the  Easter  holidays  should  be 
as  long  as  posrible. 

EGYPTIAN  AFFAIRS -THE  EARL  OF 
DUFFEBIN'S  DESPATCH. 

QUESnOK. 

LoBD  LAWBENOE  wished  for  infor- 
maUon  as  to  whoi  Lord  Dufferin's  de- 
spatch on  Egyptian  affairs  would  be 

presented  ? 

Eabl  GRANVILLE :  My  Lords,  in 
answer  to  the  Question  of  the  noble 
Lord,  I  have  to  state  that  some  days 
ago  a  Report  was  receiTed  by  me  from 
Lord  Dutferin.  It  is  a  very  able  de- 
spatch, and  necessarily  very  long,  on 
account  of  the  important  questions  with 
which  it  deals.  It  contains  numerous 
references  to  documents,  and,  I  think, 
amounts  altogether  to  280  pages  of 
manuscript.  It  is  not,  however,  a  de- 
scription of  accomplished  facts,  but  is  a 
despatch  in  answer  to  instructions  by 
the  GoTemmmt,  desiring  Lord  Dufferin 
to  report  upon  many  important  points 
in  connection  with  i^ptian  administra- 


tion. It  would  haTB  been  contrary  to 
usage  to  present  audi  a  despatoh  to 
Paniament  before  it  had  been  conmdered 
by  Her  Majesty's  ChiTemment.  At  the 
same  time  that  I  received  the  despaloh, 
I  received  a  private  note  from  Lord 
Dufferin,  in  which  he  says  that  he  had 
been  very  pressed  for  time  at  the  last 
moment,  and  was  sure  that  the  despatoh 
would  require  revision,  not  as  regarded 
the  proposals,  but  with  respect  to  the 
language.  I  therefore  had  the  docu* 
ment  printed  and  then  returned  to  Lord 
Dufferin,  but  without  making  any  sug- 
gestions -as  to  any  corrections  to  be 
made  in  it.  I  have  telegraphed  to  Lord 
Dufferin  to  return  it  without  unneoea* 
sary  delay,  and  I  shall  then  be  in  n 

S«ition  to  lay  it  on  the  Table  of  the 
ouse. 

House  adjourned  at  half  past 
Four  o'clock,  to  Monday 
next,  a  quarter  hefonj 
Eleren  o'clock. 


HOUSE   OF  COMMONS, 
IHday,  2ni  March,  1883. 


lUNUTES.]— HcppLT— eMMHbfwf  in  OtmmUlM 
— Eavnuir  ExpBDraioir  (Grant  in  Aid), 
lS8a-8 ;  Abut  (SurpxixBifuaT  Bstocatb), 
1882-3. 

Public  Bill — CbmniHw — Report-'  Coiudidated 
Fond,  Jkc  (Permanent  Charges  of  Redemp- 
tioD)  Act  (1878}  Amendment*  [107}. 

PRIVATB  BuaiNSsa. 


BARBT  DOCK  AND  RAILWAYS 
BILL  (Jy  Order). 

ViscouMT  FOLKESTONE  stated,  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cardigan  (Mr.  D. 
Davies)  had  informed  him,  on  behalf  of 
the  promoters  of  this  BiU,  that  they 
were  prepared  to  eliminate  the  objeo- 
ttonable  clauses  with  regard  to  artifioial 
manures  and  guano,  and  to  relegata 
them  to  the  same  category  as  twdinary 
manure,  imposing  a  uniform  ebarge  of 
1^.  a-ton.  He  begged,  therefore,  to 
give  Notice  that  he  &onld  withdraw  his 
opposition  to  the  second  reading. 
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IFOTXCS, 

THE    EOTPTIAN  KXFEDITION— PAY- 
MENT OF  DTDIAlf  TBOOFS 
IN  EGYPT. 

Mb.  ONSLOW  gave  Notke  that  on 
Monday  he  shoold  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treaaory,  Whether  he  wonld  agree 
to  the  production  of  the  Papers  relating 
to  the  payment  of  the  Indian  troops 
lately  employed  by  the  Q-OTemraent  in 
Egypt,  considering  that  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  had,  on  more  than  one 
occasion,  promised  to  produce  them  P 

The  Mahqtjess  or  HARTENOTON : 
Perhaps  I  may  be  allowed,  with  refer- 
ence to  the  Notice  of  the  hon.  Member, 
to  say  that  since  last  night  I  have  had 
an  opportunity  of  further  consultation 
with  my  Colleagues,  and  also  of  refer- 
ring more  in  detail  to  the  answer  which 
I  gave  last  year ;  and  I  have  come  to 
the  oondasion  that,  althougli  I  think 
there  would  be  some  inconrenience  in 
the  publication  of  those  Papers  in  India, 
yet,  uavin^  regard  to  the  nature  of  the 
replies  which  I  gave  last  Session,  I  can- 
not refuse  to  give  the  Papers.  The  only 
Direction  which  I  feel  to  announcing 
this  course  is  caused  by  the  somewhat 
un-Parliamentary  threat  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Guildford  (Mr.  Onslow)  made 
yesterday  evening ;  but  I  think,  if  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr. 
Stanhope)  was  in  his  place,  he  would 
confirm  me  in  saying  that  at  an  early 
period  of  the  evening  I  bad  consulted 
with  him  as  to  the  opinion  which  is 
entertained  by  him  and  his  Friends,  and 
that  opinion  has  had  some  influence  in 
determining  the  course  which  I  have 
decided  to  take. 

Me.  ONSLOW :  After  the  remarks 
of  the  noble  Marquess,  I  may  say  that 
I  had  no  idea  he  had  been  in  communi- 
cation with  my  hon.  Priend.  Aa  to  the 
litreat  I  held  out,  I  did  not  think  it  waa 
nn-Parliamentaiy.  It  was  to  this  effect 
—that  the  noble  Marqness  would  hear 
more  of  it.  If  that  is  an  un-Parliamen- 
tary expression,  of  course,  I  beg  most 
humbly  to  withdraw  it.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess has  heard  a  little  more  of  it,  and 
1  am  glad  he  has  arrived  at  this 
conclusion.  Under  the  oircnmstances,  I 
shall  not  ask  the  Question  of  which  I 
hare  given  Notice. 


(IJTE8TI0N8, 


EDUCATION  DBPAETMENT— BOAED 
SCHOOL  ATTENDANOE. 

Bb.  CAMEBON  asked  thoTice  Pre- 
eident  of  the  Ooundl,  Whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  a  case  recently 
before  the  Guildford  County  Magistrates, 
in  which  a  labourer  named  Bulohin  was 
prosecuted  for  neglecting  to  send  to 
school  his  daughter  (described  as  an 
exceptionally  neat  and  cleanly  girl  of 
six  years  of  age),  and  in  which  it  ap- 
peared that  he  had  sent  her,  but  that 
she  was  not  allowed  to  attend  because 
she  had  a  small  ornamental  flounce  or 
fringe  to  her  frock  to  which  the  manager 
of  the  school  objected ;  whether  the  ac- 
cused was  ordered  by  the  Court  to  either 
remove  the  flounce  or  send  his  child  to 
another  school ;  and,  whether  it  is  true, 
as  stated,  that  the  Education  Depart- 
ment had  been  appealed  to,  but  re- 
plied diat  it  had  no  power  to  interfere ; 
and,  if  so,  whether,  while  amending,  as 
he  proposes,  the  Scotch  Education  Act, 
he  will  endeavour  to  obtain  powers  to 
prevent  the  waste  of  State  grants  on 
schools  regulated  in  such  a  way  as  to 
offer  unneoessary  impediments  to  public 
education  ? 

Ma.  MUNDELLA  :  My  attention  had 
not  been  called  to  the  case  in  question 
until  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Glasgow  placed  his  Notice  on  the 
Paper.  The  rule  of  the  Depai-tment 
is  not  to  interfere  with  regulations 
which  the  managers  deem  necessary  to 
secure  the  discipline  of  the  school.  If 
these  regulations  were  harsh  and  un- 
reasonable, and  imposed  obstacles  to 
school  attendance,  we  should  require 
their  abandonmmt  on  pain  of  forfeiture 
of  annual  grant.  In  this  instance,  j  udg- 
ing  Arom  the  r^rts  in  the  papers 
and  the  decision  of  the  magistrates,  the 
managers  have  pushed  their  require- 
ments beyond  reasonable  Hmits.  I  think 
it  is  much  wiser  to  trust  to  the  influence 
of  the  teacher  to  secure  neatness  and 
plainness  in  dress  than  to  set  up  arbi- 
trary regulations  on  the  subject.  Tbe 
exclusion  of  the  child  from  the  school, 
and  the  subsequent  prosecution,  were, 
in  my  opinion,  a  mistake;  and  I  have 
caused  the  managers  to  be  so  in- 
formed. 
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EXCISE  DEPARTMENT  —  RETIEEMENT 
OF  OFFICERS. 

Me.  AETHUE  O'CONNOR  asked 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whe- 
ther it  is  a  fact  that  108  oflBcers  of  the 
Excise  are  men  of  over  forty  years' 
service,  and  that,  before  the  close  of  the 
year,  the  number  will  hare  reached 
close  upon  200 ;  whether  any  represen- 
tations have  been  made  to  him  respect- 
ing the  inefficiency  from  old  age  of  many 
of  these  officers,  who  are  supervisors 
and  collectors,  whereby  the  public  ser- 
vice suffers;  and,  whether  he  proposes 
to  take  any  steps  for  the  retirement  of 
these  officers  ? 

Mb.  COUETNET  (for  the  Chan- 
CEixoB  of  the  Exohbqtteb)  :  Out  of  a 
total  of  4,400,  there  are  at  present  115 
Excise  officers  who  have  served  for  40 
years  and  upwards ;  but  it  is  most  im- 
probable that  this  number  will  be  in- 
creased to  anything  like  the  extent 
anticii)ated  in  the  Question.  No  repre- 
sentations have  reached  my  right  hon. 
Friend  or  the  Treasury  as  to  the  in- 
efficiency of  any  of  these  officers.  Under 
these  circumstances,  there  appears  to  be 
no  reason  for  interfering  with  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  Board  of  Inland  Hevenue 
in  the  matter  of  retirements. 

THE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND)— 
STONETFORD  PETTY  SESSIONS-CASE 
OF  JAMES  "WALSH. 

Mb.  MAEUM  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
"Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  a  certain  order  made  at  the  petty 
sessionB  held  at  Stoneyford,  in  the 
county  of  Kilkenny,  upon  the  8th  day  of 
Pebruary  1888,  in  a  case,  at  the  suit  of 
the  Board  of  Goardians  of  the  Union  of 
Thomastown,  against  Jamea  Walsh,  of 
Ballinamona,  requiring  him  to  repair 
the  roofs  of  certain  houses  in  the  occupa- 
tion of  one  Catherine  Mylett  and  Patrick 
Sbeelan,  and  wherein  the  presiding  ma- 
gistrates framed  the  order  so  as  to 
be  conditional  upon  the  payment  of 
certain  arrears  of  rent  due  by  these  occu- 
pying tenants,  and  the  lodgment  of  the 
same  with  the  clerk  of  the  petty  ses- 
sions ;  and,  whether  there  is  any  objeo- 
jectiou  to  the  production  of  such  order? 

Mb.  TEEVELYAN:  I  have  received 
a  communication  from  the  clerk  of  petty 
sessions  at  Stoneyford,  which  shows 
that  no  such  order  as  the  hon.  Gentle- 


man mentions  has  been  made  in  this 
case.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  no  order 
whatever  has  been  made,  as  the  case 
stands  adjourned  for  further  hearing. 

NATIONAL  EDUCATION  aBELAND)  — 
SALARIES  OF  NATIONAL  SCHOOJi 
TEACHERS. 

Mb.  MAEITH  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  his  attrition  has  been  called 
to  the  action  of  the  Commissioners  of 
National  Education  of  Ireland  lu  dis- 
allowing portions  of  salaries  of  National 
teachers,  owing  to  any  temporary  decline 
in  the  average  attendances  of  schools 
caused  by  a  prevalence  of  epidemics, 
whereby  the  teacher  of  the  Smithstown 
National  School  at  Castlecomer  was 
mulcted  recently  in  a  loss  of  three 
pounds,  in  consequence  of  an  outbreak 
of  scarlatina  in  the  locality? 

Mb.  TEEVELYAN  :  I  am  glad  to  be 
able  to  inform  the  hon.  Member  that 
the  Commissioners  of  National  Educa- 
tion are  not  in  the  habit  of  making 
deductions  from  tiis  salaries  of  National 
teachers  owing  to  any  temporary  decline 
of  attendance  of  scholars  caused  by  the 
prevalence  of  epidemics.  In  the  case 
of  the  Smithstown  Sehool,  the  Oommis- 
sioners  inform  me  that  the  full  salary 
would  have  been  paid  if  the  manager 
had  made  any  representation  that  an 
epidemie  prevailed. 

SPAIN— INTERNATIONAL  LAW-SUR- 
RENDER OF  CUBAN  REFUGEES. 

Sib  H.  LEUMMOND  WOLFF  ashed 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  Whether  at  any  period  since 
1868  application  has  been  made  by  the 
Government  of  Cuba  to  the  Government 
of  the  Bahamas  for  the  surrender  of  poli- 
tical refugees  from  Cuba  who  had  sought 
asylum  in  the  Bahamas;  and,  whether 
at  any  time  during  that  period  any 
Cuban  refugees  residing  in  the  Bahamas 
were  forcibly  taken  away  from  those 
islands  by  a  vessel  belonging  to  or 
chartered  by  the  Cuban  Oovemment; 
and,  if  so,  whether  any  representation 
was  made  on  the  subject  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  Spain  ? 

Mb.  EVELYN  ASHLEY:  In  August, 
1869,  application  was  made  by  the 
Spanish  Consul  at  Nassau  to  the  Go- 
vernor of  the  Bahamas  for  the  arrest 
and  detention  of  five  Cubans  who  had 
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landed  there.  This  application  was  re- 
fused by  the  Governor.  In  April,  1870, 
the  CiDTemor  refused  to  surrender  two 
deserters  from  a  Spanish  ship  of  War. 
These  are  the  two  sole  oases  at  all  re- 
sembling applicationB  such  as  those 
mentioned  in  the  Question.  There  is 
no  record  in  the  Oolonial  Office  of  any 
such  occurrence  as  that  mentioned  in 
ihe  latter  part  of  the  Question. 

SiH  H.  DKUMMOND  WOLFF :  May 
I  ask  whether  the  Governor  was  not 
reprimanded  either  by  Earl  Granville 
or  the  Earl  of  Kimberley  for  having 
refused  to  surrender  ? 

Mb.  EVELYN  A8HLEY:  I  do  not 
think  so.  There  is  no  record  of  it ;  but 
if  hon.  Gentieman  will  repeat  the 
Question  I  wUl  answer  it. 

THB  naSH  LAND  COMMISSION— 
APPEALS  AT  ENNISKILLEN. 

GoiAXBL  0*BEIRNE  asked  the  Ohiet 
Seeretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether  it  is  the  ease  that  tiie 
Assizes  tat  ihe  ooanty  Latrim  eommence 
on  the  6th  instant ;  whether  the  Chief 
Land  Commissioners  have  fixed  the 
same  and  following  days  for  'hearing 
appeals  in  county  Letrim  land  cases  at 
Enniskillen ;  and,  whether,  in  view  of 
the  impossibility  of  persons  interested 
in  appeal  cases,  and  who  are  obliged 
to  attend  the  Assizes  in  various  capaci- 
ties, being  also  able  to  attend  at  Ennis- 
killen, he  will  represent  to  the  Land 
Commissioners  the  propriety  of  post- 
poning to  a  later  uite  oases  from  .the 
connty  Leitrim  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN:  I  beUeve  the 
Assizes  for  the  county  of  Leitrim  are 
appointed  to  commence  on  the  date 
mentioned.  I  communicated  with  the 
Land  Commissioners  on  this  subject, 
and  have  received,  in  reply,  the  follow- 
ing telegram : — The  Land  ComnussionerB 
arranged  long  since  to  sit  at  Enniskillen 
on  the  5th  instant,  to  hear  appeals  from 
Xi'ormanagh  and  Mouaghan,  and  from 
portionsof  Leitrim,  Cavaq,  and  Donegal. 
They,  intend  to  sit  at  Enniskillen  from 
tlie  dth  to  the  8th,  and  then  adjourn  on 
account  of  the  Assizes  till  the  1 2th.  The 
Fermanagh  cases  will  be  taken  first 
when  the  sitting  commences  on  the  5th 
instant,  and  it  is  possible  the  Leitrim 
cases  may  not  be  reached  before  the 
adjournment  on  the  8th— -by  which  time 
it  is  presumed  the  Assizes  for  that  connty 
wiU  have  C9nclude4t 


NATY— H.M.S.  "  NEPTUNE." 

Sib  JOHN  KAY  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty,  If  he  has  read  a 
Heport,  in  the  ordinary  sources  of  in- 
formation, of  the  serious  injuries  which 
are  said  to  have  occurred  to  H.M.S. 
"  Neptune,"  and  requested  him  to  state 
accurately  what  is  the  real  amount  of 
damage  which  that  ship  has  sustained  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL -BANNEBMAN: 
Yes,  Sir ;  I  have  seen  the  Report  to 
which  the  right  hon .  and  gallant 
Admiral  refers,  and  it  contains  a  great 
exaggeration  of  the  facts  regarding  the 
Nepime.  The  practical  officers,  who 
have  examined  the  ship  in  dock,  report 
that  some  defective  arrangements  and 
workmanship  exist  in  the  fastening  of 
the  wooden  eheatliing  with  which  the 
hull  is  cased.  These  defects  will,  at  no 
very  distant  period,  require  remedy ; 
but  an^  evil  that  exists  does  not  extend 
to,  or  m  any  way  affect,  the  iron  hull 
itself,  and  the  ship  is  quite  in  a  condition 
to  proceed  to  sea,  and  join  the  Channel 
Squadron  as  intended. 

THE  PABK8  (HETBOFOLIS)— HTDS 
PARK. 

SiE  EAEBLEY  WILMOT  asked  the 
First  Oommiasloner  of  Works,  Why  the 
brick  arching  of  the  new  reservoir  in 
Hyde  Park  has  not  been  kept  below  the 
ground  level  ? 

Mr.  8HAW  LEFEVEE :  The  reser- 
voir which  supplies  some  of  the  Public 
Offices  with  water  is  there,  and  every 
foot  gained  in  height  is  of  very  great 
importance  for  the  safety  of  those  build- 
ings. The  ground,  however,  will  be 
made  to  slope  gradually  towards  it,  and 
I  think  the  reservoir  will  then  be  quite 
invisible. 

SUEZ  CANAL  SEFOBT,  No.  41. 
Mb.  ANDEBSON  asked  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  If  his  attention 

has  been  called  to  contradictory  Tables 
in  the  Suez  Canal  Beport,  No.  41 ;  if  he 
has  observed  that  the  French  Table 
(D.  TII.)  shows  the  trade  of  France 
with  China  to  have  been  in  some  years 
from  two  to  ten  times  greater  than  the 
Chinese  Table  (D.  V.)  states  China  to 
have  had  with  all  the  continental  Coun- 
tries of  Europe  put  together ;  and,  if  he 
can  say  which  Table  is  correct  ? 

Mr.  CHAMBEBLAIN,  in  reply,  said, 
his  attention  had  been  ofilled  to  theee 
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Tables.  He  did  not  think  that  they 
vere  neoessarilyoontradiotory;  but  they, 
no  doubt,  reqoind  some  ex^anation  to 
make  them  intelligible.  ?rho  Tables 
(D.  VII.)  were  from  French  Official  Ee- 
turns,  and  the  Tables  (D.  V.)  were  from- 
the  Beturns  of  the  Ohinese  Imperial 
Manager  of  Ouatoms;  and  he  thought 
that  these  were  Tables  referring  only  to 
.  the  exports  from  Treaty  ports,  and  that, 
probably,  they  excluded  from  considera- 
tion all  the  exports  from  Hong  Kong 
and  Macao,  and  some  other  pprts,  and 
that  in  that  way  the  discrepancy  might 
be  accounted  for. 

BOARD  OF  TRABE  —  THE  TRINITY 
HOUSE  —  COMMDNICATiOK  BE- 
TWEEN  LIGHTHOUSES  AKD  THE 
SHORE. 

Hb.  YITIAK  asked  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  Whetiier  there  is 
any  immediate  prospect  of  the  Trinity 
Board  taking  into  their  favourable  con* 
sideration  the  question  of  establishing 
communication  between  out-lying  light- 
houses and  the  shore  by  means  of  elec- 
tric cables,  which  was  first  brought  under 
their  notice  in  1875  ? 

Mb.  chamberlain  :  I  have  made 
inquiries,  and  I  find  that  this  subject 
has  received  for  a  long  while  the  care- 
ful attention  both  of  the  authorities  of 
the  Trinity  Board  and  the  Board  of 
U^«de.  For  myself,  I  am  not  quite  cer- 
tain that  the  result  to  be  attained  by 
such  a  communication  as  proposed  would 
justify  the  very  large  expenditure  which 
would  be  incurred;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  we  have  been  anxious  that  the 
nperiment  should  be  made;  and,  ao- 
coraingly,  as  I  learned  some  time  ago 
that  ue  Telegraph  Constraction  and 
Maintenance  Company  were  willing  to 
try  the  experiment  for  12  months,  at 
their  own  risk  and  coet,  I  sanctioned  the 
experiment,  with  the  proviso  that,  if  it 
were  successful,  the  Trinity  House  were 
to  purchase  the  cables  and  apparatus 
for  the  sum  of  £3,730  ;  but  I  thought  it 
necessary  that  the  determination  of  the 
question,  whether  the  experiments  were 
successful  or  not,  should  be  left  to  Sir 
James  Douglas,  the  engineer  of  the 
Trinity  House  Corporation,  and  I  find 
thai  the  Telegraph  Company  have  ob- 
jected to  that  condition,  so  that  for  the 
moment  the  n^^tiations  have  been  sus- 
pended.  I  hope,  however,  it  will  still 

Mr,  Chambtrhin 


be  praotioable  to  make  some  arrange- 
ment by  which  the  experiment  will  do 
tried. 

THE  CHAIRMAN  OF  COMMITTEES -ME. 
PLATFAIE. 

Sir  8TAFF0BD  NOETHCOTE:  I 
wish  to  ask  the  indulgence  of  the  House 
for  one  moment,  while  I  take  this  oppor- 
tunity of  expressing  my  very  great  re- 
gret that  I  had,  through  inadvertence, 
left  the  House  Uiis  morning  before  the 
announcement  was  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Universities  of  Edinbnxgh.  and  St.  An- 
drews of  his  intention  to  reeign  the 
Chair  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means.  I  extremely  regret  to  have 
missed  the  proper  opportunity  of  ex- 
pressing, on  behalf  of  myself  and  many 
Friends,  the  feelings  of  regret  with 
which  they  heard  the  cause  which  has 
led  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  to  retire, 
and,  at  the  same  time,  to  express  our 
sense  of  the  g^eat  labour  which  he  has 
undei^one  during  the  time  he  was  in 
the  Chair.  It  is  an  office  which  we  all 
know  taxes  very  severely  the  powers  of 
everyone  who  undertakes  it;  and  cer- 
tainly the  time  during  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentieman — whom  I  have  known 
in  various  oapaoities  for  many  year»— 
has  held  that  office,  has  been  one  of  no 
inngnifioant  severity.  I  hope  we  ahi^ 
for  many  years  have  the  advantage  of 
the  assistance  of  his  services  in  the 
conduct  of  other  Business  in  this  House, 
of  which  he  has  been  a  most  valuable 
Member. 

PABLIAMIENT— PUBUO  BUSINESS. 

SiE  STAFFORD  NOETHOOTB :  I 
should  be  glad  now  if  Government 
would  tell  us  what  the  arrangement  of 
Public  Business  will  be  to-night,  and 
what  will  he  the  course  of  Business  on 
Monday,  especially  with  regard  to  the 
Fgyptian  Estimates  P  I  see  the  Parlia- 
mentary Oaths  Bill  stands  for  second 
reading  then.  I  prwume  it  will  not  be 
taken ;  but  I  am  anxious  to  know  autho- 
ritatively ? 

Thb  ISJaequkss  op  HABTINGTON  : 
I  hope  the  House  will  be  willing  to  go 
into  Committee  of  Supply,  or,  at  all 
events,  to  commenee  the  consideration  of 
the  Estimates  at  any  hour  np  to  12 
o'dock  to-night.  The  Business  on  Mon- 
day will  be  Supply.   The  first  BqsiBeat 
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irill  be  the  oompletion  of  any  Supple- 
mentary Eitimatea  not  disposed  of  to- 
night. 

SiE  STAFFOED  NORTHCOTE :  Will 
any  other  Estimates  be  taken  then  ? 

Thb  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB  (Mr.  Ohildebs)  :  On  Monday  we 
could  not  take  any  bat  Sapplementazy 
Estimates. 

Sib  STAFFOItD  NOETHCOTE: 
Then  it  will  be  distiaotly  understood 
that  the  Parliamentary  Oaths  Bill  will 
not  be  taken  on  Monday  ? 

Tee  Mabqukss  or  HABTINOTON  : 
Yes. 

Sir  WALTER  B.BARTTELOT  asked 
whether  it  was  intended  to  take  the 
Army  Estimates  during  the  next  week  ? 

Thb  Mabqukss  of  HAETINGTON  :  I 
hope,  if  sufficient  progress  is  made,  to 
take  them  on  Thursday  next. 

PABLUMENT-'THB  K£W  BULBS  OF 
FBOOEDUBB. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked  if 
it  would  be  regular  under  the  New  Rules 
of  Procedure,  when  the  Supplementary 
Estimates  were  taken  on  Monday,  for  an 
hon.  Member  to  make  a  Motion  on  first 
taking  each  of  the  three  claeaes  of  Esti- 
mates— Army,  Nary,  and  Civil  Service  ? 

Me.  SPEAKER :  The  New  Rule  pro- 
vides that  the  Speaker  should  leave  the 
Chair  on  Mondays  and  Thursdays  with- 
out Question  put,  except  on  first  going 
into  Committee  of  Supply  upon  the 
Army,  Navy,  and  Civil  Service  Eati- 

Me*  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked  if 
the  Bole  in  regard  to  first  going  into 
Supply  would  apply  to  the  Supplemen- 
tary Estimatefl,  and  justi^  an  hon. 
Member  in  m^ng  a  Motion  on  each 
class  of  Estimates  7 

Me.  SPEAKER:  If  Supplementary 
Estimates  are  proposed  on  Monday  as 
the  first  Order  of  the  Day,  it  will  be  my 
duty,  as  soon  as  the  Order  for  going 
into  Supply  is  read,  to  leave  the  Chair. 

THIS  HOUSE— TELEPHONIC  COMMUNI- 
CATION WITH  THE  EXCHANGE. 

Mb.  RITCHIE  asked  the  First  Com- 
missioner of  Works,  When,  aooording 
to  Ids  promise,  he  would  place  the  House 
in  telephonio  oommunioation  with  the 
Exchange  f 

Mb.  %HAW  UEFEYEE:  I  hope 
befote  lon^  it  will  be  done. 


Me.  RITCHIE:  How  long?  Any. 
mercantile  house  in  the  CSty  can  have  it 
in  24  hours. 

Me.  SHAW  LEFEYRE:  I  hope  it 
will  be  done  in  a  few  days. 

OBDJSB»  OF  THE  DAY. 

'  SUPPLY— COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

COMPULSORT  EDUCATION  (IRELAND), 
BESOLTTXIOir. 

Me.  O'SHAUGHNESST,  in  rising  to 

move— - 

Tliat  it  ia  expedient  to  introduce  into  Ireland 
the  prinoipio  of  Compulsory  Edacation,  with 
such  modmcations  aa  the  social  and  religioni 
conditions  of  the  Goantiy  require," 

said,  he  did  not  think  that  primary 
education  would  ever  enable  the  Irish, 
people  to  deal  with  great  political  ques- 
tions. It  was  quite  true  that  a  little 
learning  was  a  dangerous  thing ;  but  he 
thought  that  a  mass  of  ignorance  was  a 
far  greater  evil.  There  was  ver^  little 
crime  of  the  ordinary  character  in  Ire- 
land, and  the  little  crime  that  did  take 
place  there  was  the  result  of  drink.  He 
thought  that  primary  education  was  a 
powe^^ul  instrument  for  good ;  and  if,  aa  ' 
he  believed,  education  would  make  the 
Irish  people  more  sober,  thm  there  were 
good  reasons  for  considering  it.  It  was,^. 
not  necessary  to  say  anything  in  proof  i 
of  the  assertion  that  education  was  neoes-  | 
sary  to  the  body  of  the  people.  There 
was  at  present  a  movement  in  favour  of 
technical  education ;  but  such  teaching 
would  be  of  little  use  unless  founded 
upon  general  education— and  this  was 
particularly  the  case  in  regard  to 
agriculture,  the  principal  occupation  of 
the  Irish  people.  He  did  not  mean  to 
say  that  teaching  a  man  to  read  and 
write  would  teach  him  agriculture  ;  but 
the  general  education  would  assist  him 
in  the  technical  education  in  agriculture. 
The  great  majority  of  the  people  were 
Celts,  with  all  the  impulsiveness  and 
impetuosity  whioh  belonged  to  the  race. 
In  a  primitive  oommunity,  men  of  this 
temperament  might  be  allowed  to  guide 
themselves ;  but  in  a  more  complex  so- 
ciety, and  eqieoially  in  a  country  vherQ 
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every  man  was  a  politician,  they  required 
reason  and  education  to  enable  the  peo- 

51e  to  act  vith  moderation  and  prudence, 
he  statement  of  a  few  facts  was  neces- 
sary to  the  discussion  of  the  question  of 
education  in  Ireland.  According  to  Eng- 
lish experience,  the  school  age  was 
between  the  ages  of  5  and  13,  and 
the  number  of  children  in  Ireland  be- 
tween those  ages  was  1,100,000;  but  the 
children  in  Ireland  went  to  school  at  an 
earlier  age,  about  three  or  four  years  of 
age,  and  he  thought  it  might  be  said 
that  the  1 6th  year  might  be  regarded  as 
coming  within  tite  school  age  in  Ireland. 
That  would  add  another  300,000  to  the 
1,100,000  he  had  already  m«itioned, 
thus  bringing  up  Uie  totfJ  to  1,400,000. 
Deducting  from  that  the  children  of  the 
middle  and  upper  classes,  he  estimated 
that  about  1,300,000  children  in  Ire- 
land were  within  the  range  of  primary 
education,  to  accommodate  whom  there 
were  9,100  schools,  national  and  de- 
nominational in  character.  In  1881 
tliere  were  about  7,615  naticmal  schools, 
and  about  1,£00  schools  unconnected 
with  the  State.  The  national  schools 
at  that  period  had  no  less  than 
1,066,000  children  on  the  rolls,  and 
there  were  at  least  100,000  children 
on  the  rolls  of  other  schools,  making, 
roughly,  a  total  of  1,150,000.  Thus, 
about  90  per  cent  of  the  children  who 
ought  to  go  to  school  were  on  the  rolls 
of  one  school  or  another;  but  what  they 
-wanted  was  to  make  the  children  who 
did  go  to  Bchool  put  in  a  anfficient 
number  of  attendances.  The  National 
Board  gave  some  statistics  it  was  worth 
considering.  In  the  first  place,  they 
gave  the  number  who  attended  on  any 
one  day  during  the  last  14  days  of 
the  year,  and  that  number  was  674,200. 
That  number  would  contain  every  child 
who  had  any  chance  of  gaining  results, 
and  it  was  also  pretty  certain  it  would 
contain  a  large  number  who  came  there 
casually.  The  average  daily  attendance 
was  given  at  453,000.  He  found  a  few 
figures  in  the  Census  Papers  of  1881, 
which  threw  a  very  clear  light  on  that 
important  question.  It  mi^t  be  taken 
for  granted  that  the  attendance  at  the  na- 
tional schools,  which  were  more  largely 
and  regularly  attended  than  die  rural 
ebhools,  was  not  much  higher  than  the 
figures  he  waa  about  to  give.  Out  of 
the  children  who  attended  school  12^ 
per  cent  made  less  than  20  attendances 


in  the  year ;  over  28  per  cent  made  leas 
than  40;  41  per  cent  under  80;  51  per 
cent  under  100  attendances ;  and  only  49 
per  cent,  just  half  the  number  on  the 
roll  of  the  schools,  made  100  attendanoea 
and  upwards.  There  were  many  rea- 
sons way  good  attendance  at  the  schools 
in  Ireland  was  desirable.  A  good  many 
of  the  children  were  taken  early  from 
school  to  discharge  domestic  duties  and 
to  work  on  farms,  and  unless  they  at- 
tended school  with  regularity  they  never 
learned  anything.  A  large  number  of 
children  went  late  to  school,  and  if  chil- 
dren were  absent  for  an  interval  of  a 
week  OK  a  month,  they  naturally  forgot 
all  they  had  previously  learned ;  and  it 
waa  therefore  for  the  purpose  of  inereas- 
ing  and  regularizing  the  attendance  that 
they  wanted  compulsion  in  Ireland  ;  and 
he  submitted  that  if  compulsion  was  in- 
troduced and  employed  generally  and 
rationally,  it  would  involve  no  revolu- 
tionary change  in  Ireland.  Nearly  all 
the  children  were  upon  the  roll,  and  had 
the  idea  of  school  in  their  mindjs,  and 
what  they  wanted  to  do  was  to  make 
them  attend  more  frequently.  What 
should  be  the  average  attendance  7  Any 
proportion  of  80  would  certainly  be  in- 
adequate. Experience  in  this  aad  other 
countries  had  pointed  to  100  at  the 
lowest,  and  men  of  education  and  ex- 
perience had  fixed  on  not  less  than  that 
number  as  being  adequate  in  Ireland, 
especially  as  in  the  educational  status  of 
the  country  100  was  the  minimum  which 
entitied  a  child  to  go  in  for  resulta.  He 
would  not,  however,  ask  the  House  then 
to  fix  on  any  number.  He  would  simply 
say  that  the  present  rate  of  attendance 
was  insufficient,  and  should  be  raised. 
The  degree  of  illiteracy  existing  in  Ire- 
land was  a  cardinal  test  of  the  necessity 
of  compulsion,  and  he  must  explain  that 
what  he  meant  in  this  instance  by  illite- 
racy was  being  unable  either  to  read  or 
write.  In  1641,  53  per  cent  of  the  popu- 
lation could  not  read  or  write;  in  1851, 
47  per  cent;  in  1861,  39  per  cent;  in 
1871,  33  per  cent;  and  in  1881,  25  per 
cent.  The  reduction  from  53  to  25  per 
cent  looked  very  large ;  but  the  House 
must  recollect  tbat  that  vas  over  a  period 
of  40  years,  a  great  apace  of  time  in  the 
histoiy  of  a  nation  in  the  present  day ; 
and,  again,  in  1841,  the  population  waa 
greatly  in  excess  of  what  it  waa  now, 
and  there  was  a  greater  amount  of  dis- 
tress prevailing.  Again,  that  percenta^ 
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of  illiteracj  was  not  unirersal  in  Ireland, 
beinff  much  lower  in  some  portions  than 
in  others.  For  instance,  in  Ulster  the 
percentap^  was  only  20,  while  in  .Con- 
nanght  it  was  38,  and  in  this  respect 
Gonnaaght  to-day  was  in  the  same 
oondition  as  Ulster  40  years  ago,  al- 
though Connaught  had  lost  a  large 
number  of  that  olass  of  tile  population 
among  wbom  ignorance  was  chiefly 
found.  In  1881, 28^  per  centof  children 
between  the  ages  of  S  and  10  could  read 
and  write ;  73  per  cent  between  the 
ages  of  10  and  15,  and  77  per  cent 
between  the  ages  of  1 5  and  20.  Surely 
ereiy  child  between  the  ages  of  6  and  10 
should  be  able  to  read  and  write,  yet  at 

f resent  only  28  per  cent  could  do  so  in 
reland  ;  and  as  to  the  other  figures,  it 
was  a  serious  prospect  that  25  per  cent 
of  the  population  should  be  growing  up 
in  almost  absolute  i^orance.  Other 
couDtries  had  determined  tiiere  should 
be  no  residuum  of  ignorance  in  their 
land  ;  they  had  taken  steps  to  that  end, 
had  sacrificed  parental  authority,  and 
had  under^ne  great  espenae,  and  he 
did  not  think  it  would  be  wise  on  the 
part  of  Ireland  to  remain  behind  them 
on  the  maroh.  The  compulsion  he  pro- 
posed would  only  inrolre  an  expense  of 
£70,000  a-year,  which  would  represent 
the  increased  expense  of  teaching  staff 
consequent  upon  a  moderate  system  of 
compulsion.  If  there  was  an  increased 
demand  for  accommodation  in  denomi- 
national schools,  he  had  no  doubt  that 
the  religious  zeal  of  the  community 
would  meet  that  want  to  a  large  extent. 
He  must,  however,  remind  the  House 
that  nothing  could  be  done  in  Ireland  to 
enforce  compulsion  unless  it  was  con- 
sonant to  the  feelings  of  the  Irish  peo- 

Ele.  He  was  not  deputed  to  speak  on 
ehalf  of  the  Boman  Catholic  Church, 
nor  was  he  in  any  way  competent  to  do 
80.  But  he  oould  speak  from  what  he 
knew  of  the  course  which  the  Gatiiolio 
Church  had  taken  on  the  subject  of 
education,  and  from  sympathy  with 
Oatfaolic  feeling  which,  as  a  member 
of  that  Ohurch,  he  entertained.  IThe 
national  system  of  education  was  largely 
used  by  the  Boman  Catholic  Church; 
but  it  had  never  been  thoroughly  ac- 
cepted as  satisfactory  in  principle.  There 
were  some  branches  of  it  to  which  special 
exception  was  taken— namely,  the  model 
flchools  and  the  system  of  training ;  and 
tiie  friends  of  education  in  Ireland  had 


heard  with  pleasure  that  the  question 
of  training  would  soon  be  dealt  with  by 
the  Government.  He  might,  however, 
state  that  it  was  quite  possible  that  the 
rules  of  the  national  schools  of  Ireland 
might  be  so' altered  under  new  man^e- 
ment  as  to  be  highly  objectionable  to  the 
Boman  Catholics,  who  might,  conse- 
quently, have  great  hesitation  in  send- 
ing theirohildren  to  tiiose  schools.  Were 
the  compulsory  system  adopted  in  Ire- 
land, it  would  be  necessary  to  provide 
special  exemptions  in  many  cases  where 
parents,  whether  Protestant  or  Boman 
Catholic,  might  object  to  send  their 
children  to  the  only  school  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood on  the  ground  of  religion, 
because  it  was  well  known  that  in  many 
instances  secular  schools  became  deno- 
minational schools.  If  these  special 
exemptions  were  not  provided  for,  com- 
pulsion would  do  more  harm  than  good 
in  Ireland.  Other  exemptions  ought  to 
be  provided  in  reference  to  the  condition 
of  the  country,  because  it  might  so 
happen  that  want  of  food  or  clothing 
might  prevent  parents  sending  their 
children  to  school.  He  would  leave  it 
to  persons  in  the  locality  to  set  the  law 
of  compulsion  in  force  m  gross  cases  of 
neglect  on  the  part  of  the  parents,  and 
he  thought  no  proceedings  should  be 
allowed  to  be  taken  without  the  permis- 
sion of  the  tribunal  before  whom  the 
cEise  was  ultimately  to  come.  With 
respect  to  the  tribunal,  he  acknowledged 
that  the  magistrates  of  Ireland  were  not 
as  popular  as  the  magistrates  of  Eng- 
land ;  but  in  a  purely  social  matter  of 
this  kind  he  believed  the  magistrates 
would  have  regard  to  the  feelings  of 
the  people,  and  would  not  do  anything 
that  would  impose  hardship  upon  them. 
There  were  many  delicate  topics  con- 
nected with  the  subject,  all  of  which 
he  had  endeavoured  to  avoid.  It  was 
always  well,  in  dealing  with  educa- 
tional matters,  to  steer  clear  of  questions 
which  might  give  rise  to  conflict.  Public 
opinion  had  of  late  years  greatly  ripened 
with  reniect  to  this  question.  He  be- 
lieved the  course  he  advocated  would 
succeed,  because  it  was  now  recognized 
that  the  general  spirit  of  education 
among  the  people  of  Ireland  was  neces- 
sary to  enable  them  to  enjoy  free  in- 
stitutions, to  promote  their  industrial 
progress,  and  to  enable  them  to  rise 
and  hold  that  position  among  civilized 
peoples  worthy  of  their  hopes,  their 
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capacities,  and  the  old  traditions  of 
their  oouatrj.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  concluded  by  moving  his 
Resolution. 

Viscount  LYMINQTON  rose  to 
second  the  Besolution.  He  said,  that 
the  first  real  difficult;  that  would  con- 
front the  State  in  any  attempt  to  enforce 
education  anreserredly  was  the  poverty 
of  the  Irish  people.  This  consideration 
doubtless  weighed  with  the  Oommission 
of  Inquiry  of  1870,  which  reported  that 
it  would  be  inexpedient  to  pass  any  law 
oompelling  attendance  at  school  in  rurtd 
districts,  and  that  in  towns  the  applica- 
tion ot  any  anoh  law  should  be  umitod 
to  diildren  who  were  not  actually  at 
work.  His  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
now  recommended  the  adoption  of  the 
prindple  of  compulsory  education  for 
rural  as  well  as  urban  districts,  recog- 
nizing, however,  that  there  was  need 
for  discrimination  in  certain  cases,  as 
where  a  child  was  too  destitute  to  appear 
at  school,  or  where  occupation  afiEorded 
grounds  for  exemption,  or  where  ezemp- 
tioQ  might  be  claimed  on  the  ground  of 
the  distance  of  a  child's  dwelling  from 
a  school.  With  regard  to  the  demand 
for  exemption  based  on  the  ground  of 
destitution,  he  held  that  the  poverty  of 
the  West  of  Ireland  must  itself  prove 
the  primd  faeie  impossibility  of  any  ab- 
solute system  of  compulsion.  The  aver- 
age day  attendances  at  the  schools  in 
Ireland  in  1881  was  460,667,  which  was 
a  decrease  .of  14,000  in  oomparison  witii 
1880.  There  Jiad  been,  however,  au 
abnormal  increase  in  1880,  as  compared 
with  1879,  of  33,000— an  increase  which 
was  due  to  the  desire  of  the  children  to 
receive  the  rations  distributed  during 
the  period  of  distress.  As  to  exemption 
on  the  ground  of  distance  from  school, 
he  believed  there  were  few  places  in 
Ireland  where  there  was  not  a  school  of 
some  kind  or  other  within  two  miles. 
He,  therefore,  did  not  anticipate  much 
difficulty  in  connection  with  this  ground 
for  exemption;  but  he  would,  taking 
into  consideration  the  roughness  of  the 
roads,  and  the  fact  that  the  poorer 
children  in  Ireland  had  not  shoes,  be 
inclined  to  as  great  leniency  as  the  ut- 
most limits  of  prudence  would  sanction. 
The  third  social  exemption  which  he 
would  make  would  be  that  of  occupation. 
It  should  be  remembered  that  the  capital 
of  a  cottier  was  his  own  industiy  and 
that  of  his  family ;  bat  he  did  not  be- 


lievethat  children  would  be  debarred  on 
this  ground,  except  on  particuUur  occa- 
sions such  as  the  hay-making  time. 
There  was  another  element  in  regard  to 
the  question  of  poverty  which  should 
not  be  lost  sight  of,  and  that  was  the 
importable  character  of  the  food  of  the 
poorer  classes,  such  as  the  pototo  or  its 
substitute  in  some  cases  of  Indian  com. 
The  validity  of  a  claim  to  exemption 
ought  to  be  determined  by  the  Kesident 
Magisteates.  He  was  aware  that  the 
magistrates  were  subject  at  present  to 
considerable  popular  dislike ;  but  they 
were  a  rerident  body,  and  in  the  per- 
formance of  these  duties  a  now  poli- 
tical character,  he  could  not  conceive 
that  th^  would  be  likely  to  act  with 
other  than  intelligence  and  impar- 
tiality.  He  now  came  tq  the  question 
of  exemption  on  the  ground  of  religion. 
In  lB32the  policy  of  a  deuominational 
system  of  education  was  distinctly  sanc- 
tioned. In  that  year,  a  conference  was 
held  between  Mr.  Stanley  (then  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland)  and  the  members 
of  the  National  Board  for  Education 
upon  the  subject  of  the  admissibility  of 
schools  into  the  national  system  which 
were  conducted  by  men  described  as 
monks.  The  result  was  that  no  objec- 
tion to  assist  those  schools  was  made  by 
any  members  of  the  Board  or  the  Ohim 
Secretary.  Nuns  and  monks  who  were 
teachers  received  salaries,  and  schools 
under  such  teachers  obtained  the  same 
aseistanee  on  tiie  same  terms  as  other 
schools.    The  National  Board  said — 

'*  We  hare  assisted  in  bailding  and  repairinx 
their  sohool-hooseB,  and  we  haTe  given  BaLiriee."' 

Mr.  O'Connell,  in  accepting  Mr.  Stan- 
ley's proposal,  observed — 

"  Let  the  ProtestaatB  and  Presbyterians  be 
educated  in  Scripture  or  any  otber  course  of 
study  they  please.  All  the  Catholics  aaked  wa« 
the  benefit  of  education  accompanied  with  their 
own  mode  of  religious  instruotion." 

It  was  not  from  the  Catholics  as  a  body 
that  the  opposition  to  the  national  sjre- 
tem  came  so  much  as  firom  the  Protest- 
ants. The  Presbyterian  Synod  would 
not  accept  the  proposal  of  the  Board  to 
separate  the  r«tdiag  of  the  Bible  from 
ominary  instouction.  The  Bev.  Mr. 
lU^ers,  the  Moderator  of  the  Presby- 
terian Synod  in  1837,  told  the  House  of 
Lords  Oommittee  that  they  oonld  not  act 
with  the  National  Board,  which  main- 
tained the  right  of  separate  religious  in- 
struction bein^  given  to  Eoman  Oatholioe 
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by  minUters  of  their  own  persuasion. 
The  same  opposition  on  the  part  of  the 
Protestant  laity  was  expressed  by  Mr. 
Eojton,  Fellow  and  Tutor  of  Trinity 
OoUege,  in  reply  to  a  question  addressed 
to  him  by  uie  Prime  Minister  as  a 
Member  of  the  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Commons  in  1837.  The  attitude  of 
the  Established  Church  was  no  less  hos- 
tile. Dr.  Trench,  Archbishop  of  Tuam, 
denounced  "this  effigy  of  a  system  of 
national  education  as  an  unclean  thing." 
The  Protestant  landlords  in  some  cases 
refused  sites  for  school-houses,  held 
meetinga  to  denounce  the  systom,  and 
ezeroised  such  moral  pressure  as  they 
could  to  prevent  their  tenantry  from 
sending  tneir  children  to  the  schools. 
This  opposition  of  the  Protestant  Party 
led  to  two  results.  In  the  first  place, 
the  Presbyterians  and  the  members  of 
the  Church  of  England  set  up  their  own 
schools,  a  circumstance  which  explained 
to  some  extent  the  fact  that  in  ]860 
nearly  84  per  cent  of  the  children  attend- 
ing national  schools  were  Boman  Ca- 
tholics; and  eren,  in  1881,  though  there 
was  an  improvement,  the  proportion  of 
Boman  Catholics  in  mixed  schools,  after 
making  allowance  for  the  far  larger 
proportion  of  mixed  schools  under  Boman 
Oatholio  teachers  exclusively,  was  as  71 
to  50.  But  the  second  result  of  the 
Protestant  opposition  was  a  direct  con- 
cession on  the  part  of  the  National 
Board  to  denominational  education,  in 
accepting  the  principle  that  religious 
instruction  might  be  given  during  any 
of  the  school  liours,  and  not  requiring 
manners  of  non-vested  schools  to  give 
the  use  of  their  school-rooms  to  clergy- 
men or  laymen  of  other  denominations 
for  religious  instruction.  It  seemed  to 
him  clear  that  from  the  first  the  peculiar 
religious  condition  of  Ireland — the  poli- 
tical as  well  as  the  doctrinal  character  of 
the  conflict  between  Protestantism  and 
Catholicism — was  taken  into  considera- 
tion, and  the  State  was  forced  into  ac- 
cepting in  reality  a  system  of  denomina- 
tional education.  There  were  national 
convent  Bohools,  there  were  nearly  3,000 
national  mixed  schools  under  Boman 
OiUholic  teachers  exclusively,  and  there 
were  1,804  under  Protestant  teachers 
exdusively,  as  compared  with  85  only 
under  Boman  Catholic  and  Protestant 
teachers  conjointly.  In  Ireland  the 
attitude  of  the  Boman  Catholics  towards 
the  national  i^atem  vaa  one  of  increas- 


ing oonfldence.  In  the  mixed  schools, 
uimer  Boman  Catholic  and  Protestant 
teachers,  in  1881,  the  proportion  of 
Boman  Catholics  to  the  total  mixed 
attendance  was  a  fraction  over  one-half. 
Of  the  138  schools  added  to  the  list  of 
national  schools  in  1881,  75  weredueto 
the  operation  chiefly  of  the  Boman 
Cathoucs,  and  in  the  year  1881  over 
814,000  Boman  Cathoho  children  at- 
tended national  schools  out  of  a  total  of 
1,100,000  of  school  age— namely,  from 
5  to  1 6.  He  held  that  it  would  be  most 
unwise  to  check  this  advance  among  the 
Boman  Catholics— the  vast  mfgority  of 
the  Irish  people — by  any  Act  which 
would  not  fulfy  apmeciate  their  redigioua 
susceptibilities.  He  believed  there  waa 
a  desire  on  the  part  of  aome  to  subatitato 
for  the  National  Board  of  Commissioners 
a  general  Minister  of  Education  for  the 
three  countries.  That  desire  shaped 
itself  into  a  definite  proposal  when  the 
Duke  of  Marlborough  brought  forward 
a  Bill  in  1867  to  provide  for  this  change. 
The  Commission  of  1870  went  into  the 
point,  and  examined  Mr.  Macdonell, 
who  stated  in  his  evidence  that  it  would 
be  extremely  diflficult  to  get  any  person 
who  would  be  able  to  understand  so 
clearly  everything  connected  with  Irish 
education  as  a  Board  of  Commissioners, 
representing  North  and  South,  town  and 
country,  and  the  different  religious 
denominations.  The  Commission  re- 
ported that  an  unpaid  Board  repreaent- 
ing  title  different  sections  of  the  com- 
munity ought  to  be  maintuned.  There 
were  objections  to  any  Qovemment  offi- 
cial taking  the  ^lace  of  the  National 
Board,  or  assanung  to  control  them, 
stronger  now  than  in  1 870.  In  the  first 
place,  the  system  of  Irish  education  if 
it  was  to  succeed  must  be  plastic,  and 
not  controlled  by  fixed  officii  rules.  If 
controlled  by  a  Government  official,  there 
would  always  be  a  temptation — which 
would  certainly  engender  distrust  in  the 
Irish  mind — to  bring  the  Irish  into  uni- 
formity with  the  English  system.  An- 
other objection  was  a  poUtical  one— 
namely,  uie  odium  which  any  direct  in- 
terference of  Government  officialism 
would  create  in  dealing  with  so  delicate 
a  problem.  He  was  glad  that  the  pro- 
posal of  bis  hon.  and  Earned  Friend  did 
not  involve  the  imposition  of  an  educa- 
tion rate.  The  fauure  of  the  scheme  of 
the  nght  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  ^wt  Qloucestershire  (Sir  Uiohael 


Digitized  by 


12/1      CompuUory  Sducatim  (COMMONS} 

Hicks-Beach),  when  he  was  in  Office, 
by  which  the  State  was  to  give  to  suc- 
oessfal  schoolmasters  a  grant  of  two- 
thirds,  the  first  absolnte.  the  second  con- 
ditional upon  the  Unions  contributing 
the  remaining  third,  was  due  to  the  prac- 
tical difficiUf?  of  raising  local  rates,  and 
the  money  which  it  was  then  intended  to 
bestow  on  education  had  to  be  raised  in 
another  way.   It  was  very  noticeable 
lliat  the  looal  aid  to  schools  in  1881  had 
fallen  to  £9,840,  as  compared  with 
£27,918  in  1875.  Again,  the  local  taxa- 
tion of  Ireland,  which  was  already  very 
oppreBsive,  had  increased  out  of  all 
proportion  to  the  very  slight  increase 
m  the  valuation  of  property.    In  1872 
the  total  local  taxation  of  the  country 
was    £2,905,000,  and  the  valuation 
£13,329,000 ;  in    1876  the  taxatiod 
was    £3,242,000,  and  the  valuation 
£13,512,000;  and  in  1680  the  taxa- 
tion was  £3,292,000,  and  the  valuation 
£18,769,000,  illustrating  that  while  the 
local  taxation  had  nearly  doubled,  the 
valuation  of  property  had  remained 
nearlpr  itationaiy.  These  figures  showed 
that  it  would  be  moet  im^ode&t  to  en- 
deavour to  raise  the  additional  sum  re- 
quired by  means  of  the  local  rates.  The 
Motion  of  hifl  hon.  and  learned  Friend  was 
perhaps  open  to  criticism,  on  the  ground 
that  it  had  not  specified  the  mode  of  com- 
pulsiou  more  clearly.    It  appeared  to 
him  that  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had 
gone  into  the  mode  of  compulsion  as  far 
as  prudence  would  justify,  for  the  House 
must  bear  in  nund  that,  in  regard  to  so 
delicate  a  question  as  that  of  oompul- 
Bory  education  in  Ireland,  it  was  neces- 
sary to  build  up  public  opinion  in  its 
favour.   Without  such  an  alliance,  it 
oould  never  be  carried  out,  and  to  obtain 
its  assistance,  great  circumspection,  pa- 
tience, and  avoidance  of  offence  was 
requisite;  but,  whatever  might  be  urged 
in  criticism     the  proposal  of  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend,  it  nad,  at  any  rate, 
done  good  work  in  lowing  thaneoessity 
of  improving  the  educational  condition 
of  the  Irish  pecmie,  and  tiiat,  he  be- 
lieved, was  a  task  that  oould  be  accom- 
plished only  by  acting  in  sympathy  with 
the  great  social  and  religious  peculi- 
arities of  the  country.    He  had  great 
pleasure  in  seconding  the  Motion. 
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Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  Tlut,"  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  irorda 
*'  it  is  expedient  to  introdace  into  Ireland  the 

FitMunt  LymingUm 


principle  ot  Compolaory  Education,  with  soch 
modifications  as  the  social  and  religions  oondi- 
Uons  of  the  Country  require,"— (Jfr.  ffShttuglt^ 
netty,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 

S reposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Colonel  KING-HABMAN  said,  that 
when  the  noble  YisoOunt  who  had  just 
sat  down  concluded  by  saying  he  should 
second  the  Motion,  he  removed  a  dunbt 
in  his  mind  whether  he  was  not  going 
to  oppose  it.  During  a  very  consider- 
able part  of  his  speech  the  noble  Vis- 
count was  like  another  Balaam ;  and 
although  it  appeared  he  really  came  to 
bless  the  Besolution,  he  seemed  all  the 
time  to  be  cursing  it.  The  noble  Vis- 
count addressed  himself  rather  to  the 
question  of  denominational  education 
than  compulsory  education,  and  spent 
consideraUe  time  in  denunciations  of 
Protestant  landlords  and  3ioman  Catho- 
lic dergy.  From  what  had  happened  in 
the  controversial  times  long  by,  he  was 
glad  that  those  controvwaieBhad  gone 
by,  and  glad,  too.  that  the  firet  op- 
portunity of  addressing  the  House  of 
Commons  since  bis  last  election  was  from 
a  platform  on  which  he  thought  all 
iViends  of  Ireland  could  meet,  and  that 
was,  that  the  education  of  the  children 
was  deserving,  at  any  rate,  of  considera- 
tion and  improvement.  It  was  a  sad 
fact  that  25  per  cent  of  the  rising  genera- 
tion were  g^wing  up  in  ignorance.  For 
his  part,  he  was  entirely  in  favour  of 
some  limited  degree  of  compulsion  which 
would  oblige  children  to  attend  regularly 
to  receive  their  instruction.  He  beUeved 
that  the  habit  of  regularity  which  would 
thus  be  enforced  would  be  almost  as 
valuable  to  the  children  as  the  actual 
knowledge  they  would  acquire.  There 
was  no  greater  weakness  in  the  charaoter 
of  the  Irii^  peasant  than  his  fatal  habit 
of  irregularity.  Now,  if  the  children 
were  forced  into  a  sohool  at  fixed  and 
stated  hours,  a  habit  of  regularity  would 
be  given  to  them  which  would  not  leave 
them  in  after  life.  Though  they  might 
forget  their  A  BO,  or  their  pot-hooks 
and  hangers,  the  habit  of  discipline  and 
obedience  to  orders  would  remain.  For 
that  reason,  among  many  others,  he  ad- 
vocated compulsory  education  to  a  certain 
extent.  But  compulsory  education  in 
Ireland  must  be  guarded.  In  the  poorer 
parte  of  Ireland  the  children  oould  not 
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be  taken  avay  from  their  parents  at  oer- 
tain  times  of  the  year.  At  the  time  of 
setting  the  potato  mvp,  at  tbe  h&y 
harrest,  and  at  corn  harvest,  the  chil- 
dren were  necessarily  wanted  in  the 
fields.  But  he  believed  the  number  of 
attendances  specified  by  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Limerick 
(Mr.  O'ShaughnoBsy) — namely,  100  per 
annum,  were  not  too  many,  and  would 
enable  the  children  to  assist  their  parents 
in  all  neoeesary  field  pursuits.  Again, 
great  care  was  necessary  in  dealing  with 
thequestion  of  religion ;  butin  the  present 
oasethereneed  be  no  real  difficulty.  Here 
and  there  there  were  districts  containing 
a  scattered  Protestant  population,  living 
at  a  great  distance  from  schools  of  their 
own  denomination.  But  he  knew,  teom 
his  own  experimoe  as  manager  and 
patr<m  of  four  national  eohools,  that  in 
Bueh  oases  the  Protestants  did  not  ob- 
ject to  their  children  going  to  a  properly 
managed  Boman  Cathc^o  school,  in 
whieh  the  toIm  of  the  National  Board 
were  strictly  obserred.  The  same  tiling 
ooold  be  said  of  Boman  Catholic  children 
attending  Protestant  schools,  and  there 
was  nothing  which  the  Inspectors  more 
looked  after  than  that  the  instructions 
relating  to  religious  teaching  were  ob- 
served. He  had  risen  merely  to  give  his 
hearty  support  to  the  principle  which 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had  laid 
down ;  and  he  could  only  express  his  re- 
gret and  astonishment  that  there  was 
not  a  larger  attendance  of  Irish  Members 
at  a  discussion  which  so  much  affected 
the  welfare  of  the  rising  generation. 

Mk.  LTON  PLAYFAIE:  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  limerick  (Mr. 
O'Shanghnessy)  has  been  opportune  in 
bringing  before  the  attention  of  the 
Hoose  tiiie  imperative  need  of  carrying 
to  the  homes  of  the  Irish  popolation  the 
blesni^  which  arise  when  education 
beeomes  nnivenal  among  a  people.  In 
one  respect  Ireland  has  been  far  ahead 
of  both  England  and  Scotland  in  the 
possession  of  a  system  of  national  edu- 
cation. Both  these  sections  of  the 
United  Kingdom  long  struggled  with 
imperfect  Byatems  of  voluntary  education, 
supplemented  by  small  and  fluctuating 
aids  from  the  National  Exchequer,  for 
it  is  only  within  about  10  or  12  years 
that  the  nation  has  extended  to  and  im- 
posed upon  them  really  national  systems 
of  edneatioa.  Bot  Ireland  has  had  a 
national  ^stem  for  ludf-a-oentury.  It 


ia  true  that  England  and  Scotland,  by 
their  voluntary  efforts,  had  lessened  the 
ignoranoe  of  meir  populations,  so  that 
even  bribre  1870,  when  education  be- 
came national  in  England,  the  Irish  sys- 
tem was  still  behindhand.  The  National 
Board  of  Education  for  Ireland  has  been 
unremitting  in  its  efforts  to  lessen  the 
mass  of  ignoranoe  among  the  popula- 
tion, and  every  decade  of  the  Census 
shows  a  marked  amelioration.  If  this 
is  still  slow  and  unsatisfactory,  the  sys- 
tem of  education  is  more  responsible 
than  the  Commissioners  who  superintend 
it.  And  the  result  of  all  these  efforts 
must  surely  be  deemed  insufiOcient  when 
we  compare  the  work  of  half-a-oentury 
in  Ireland  with  the  10  years  of  the  Eng- 
lish system,  even  though  its  compulsory 
powers  have  been  extended  slowly  and 
with  considerable  timidity.  The  Census 
Betnms  for  Ireland  ehow  that  on  the 
work  of  the  Census  only  47  per  eent  of 
children  from  S  to  16  years  of  age  were 
actually  at  school ;  or,  if  we  take  the 
numbers  from  5  to  18,  there  were  found 
64  per  cent  actually  present.  We  have 
no  similar  Census  Betums  for  Great  Bri- 
tain ;  but,  according  to  the  Education 
Keports,  England  nas  &3  per  oeut, 
Scotland  87  per  cent,  of  their  children 
at  school.  England  has  now  a  power- 
ful means,  through  compulsory,  laws, 
of  lessening  these  school  absences ; 
but  Ir^and  has  not  this  advantage. 
She  has  had  other  and  greater  aids — 
I  will  not  call  them  advantages— to 
promote  education  than  either  England 
and  Scotland,  for  though  local  aid 
has  been  insignificant,  the  Imperial 
funds  have  been  lavidied  on  Irish  edu- 
cation. This  is  scarcely  an  educational 
advuitage,  for  it  lessens  local  eo-opera- 
tion,  which  is  so  necessan^  to  the  spread 
of  education.  Hence  die  National  Board 
has  been  working  atadisadvantage;  and, 
notwithstanding  its  persistent  efforts,  the 
educational  results,  measured  by  its 
half-centnry  of  existence  are  melancholy 
small.  As  I  have  said,  they  improve  in 
every  decade,  but  still  at  a  slow  rate  of 
progress.  In  1871  rather  less  than  half 
the  population  above  infancy  (exactly  49 
per  cent)  could  read  and  write ;  and  in 
1881,  69  per  cent  could  do  so.  So  that 
still  41  per  cent  of  the  poputetion  in 
Ireland  cannot  read  and  write.  Boos 
the  House  realize  this  terrible  fact — that 
after  half-a-cenlury  of  national  educa- 
tion, 41  out  of  every  100  of  the  people 
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of  Ireland  above  the  age  of  five  years 
oannot  yet  read  and  write  ?  Yon  cannot 
take  a  lower  test  of  ednoation  than  the 
ability  to  read  and  write,  though  there 
is  a  lower  depth  still,  that  of  absolute 
ignorance,  or  of  inability  to  do  either. 
Of  course,  there  are  parts  of  Ireland  in 
which  the  education  is  better  and  the 
ignorance  ie  less  appalling,  but  there 
are  others  in  which  it  is'  worse.  In  the 
eounty  of  Dublin,  which  stands  highest 
in  the  Educational  Census,  there  are 
still  23  in  the  100  who  cannot  read  and 
write ;  while  in  the  County  Mayo,  which 
is  the  worst,  there  are  actually  60  out  of 
every  100  of  the  population  above  five 
years  who  are  still  unable  to  read  and 
write.  Gratifying,  therefore,  though  it 
be  that  every  Census  decade  shows  an 
amelioration  of  the  illiteracy,  can  you  be 
surprised  that  a  true  lover  of  his  country 
like  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
limerick  (Mr.  O'Shaughnessy)  should 
come  forward  and  ask  yon  to  strengthen 
the  hands  of  the  National  Board,  by 
compelling  parents  not  only  to  send, 
but  to  keep  their  children  at  school,  in 
order  to  obtain  the  benefits  of  education 
which  the  State  has  so  liberally  pro- 
vided? It  would  be  out  of  place,  in  a 
limited  Motion  of  this  kind,  to  discuss 
the  merits  and  defects  of  national  edu- 
cation in  Ireland.  I  am  no  admirer  of 
that  system  as  a  whole,  though  I  admire 
the  efforts  of  the  National  Board,  and 
in  1 876 1  expressed  my  views  very  plainly 
in  regard  to  it.  Perhaps  I  may  have 
another  opportunity  this  year  to  discuss 
this  subject  in  a  broader  way  than  I  can 
do  on  this  limited  Motion.  But  at  pre- 
sent I  understand  the  question  to  be 
whether  oompnlsory  ednoation  is  re- 

?uired,  and  should  be  introdaeed  into 
relandf  It  is  well  known  that,  if 
scholars  leave  school  after'  merely  ac- 
quiring a  knowledge  little  above  l^at  of 
infants,  suc^  as  that  embraced  in  the 
tJiree  first  Classes  of  the  Code,  this  ex- 
tremely thin  veneer  of  education  rubs 
off  very  rapidly  in  the  wear  and  tear  of 
life.  That  this  is  the  case  in  Ireland, 
as  it  is  elsewhere,  is  obvious  from  the 
fact  that  while  among  the  population  at 
ages  between  5  and  20,  shortly  after 
they  have  left  school,  78  per  cent  can 
read  and  write,  although  of  the  whole 
population  above  infancy  only  59  per 
cent  can  do  so.  Unless,  therefore,  the 
school  children  are  kept  at  suhool  suffl- 
oiently  long  to  get  a  lasting  amount  of 
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education,  it  is  useless  to  expect  any 
large  educational  result.  This  is  the 
reason  that  we  extmd  the  school  age  by 
compulsion  to  13 ;  but  in  bctoid  many 

Iiarents  think  that  a  mere  amattering  « 
etters  is  sufBcient,  and  promote  neither 
regularitynorconttnuity  of  school  attend- 
ance. But,  much  as  compulsion  is  re- 
quired, can  yon  secure  the  efficient  work' 
Ing  of  a  compulsory  law  P  ITnqneetion* 
ably  experience  shows  that  it  is  difficult 
to  carry  out  compulsion  to  a  successful 
issue  in  Roman  Catholic  couatries.  That 
is  a  fact,  whatever  is  the  cause.  It  is 
among  the  Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland, 
who  chiefly  include  the  humbler  olassm, 
that  great  defioienoy  of  ednoation  pre- 
vails, for  little  more  than  one-half  (or 
exactly  34  per  cent)  of  them  can  yet 
read  and  write.  Among  the  Protestant 
Epieec^ians  and  Fre^yteriana  there 
seems  much  room  for  improvement ;  but 
still  75  per  cent  oX  them  oan  do  so,  and 
among  the  Methodists  84^  per  oent  can 
read  and  write.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Limerick  sees  this  religious 
difficulty,  and  wUhes  to  have  compiQsion 
with  a  safety-valve.  He  would  allow 
parentawhoseoonscioDces  didnotapprove 
of  sohools  within  easy  reach  to  escape  the 
obligation.  I  do  not  know  what  su(^  a 
law  would  be  worth,  or  who  is  to  ad- 
minister it.  But  I  would  ^ve  great 
concessions  to  religious  opinions,  if  I 
believed  that  they  would  lead  to  any 
good  result.  In  no  country  that  I  know 
of  are  the  schools  so  intensely  denomi- 
national as  they  are  in  Ireland  at  pre- 
sent. To  all  intents  and  purposes,  with 
few  exceptions,  they  are  aJl  denonii- 
national  schools,  with  a  Time  Table 
Conscience  Olatue.  To  a  lai^  extent 
even  th^  are  mani^fed,  not  by  com- 
mittees, but  tile  priests  and  other 
ministers  of  religion.  To  make  thrao. 
secular  sdiools  is  impossible,  even^  if  it 
were  desirable.  I  have  no  desire  to  see 
religious  teaching  lessened  in  Irish 
sohools.  But  I  think  the  time  has  come 
n-hen  the  Government  should  take  firm 
control  of  the  secular  results  of  educa- 
tion in  these  schools,  and  insist  that  the 
large  oontributiotts  of  the  State  should 
only  be  paid  for  efficient  and  sufficient 
secular  education,  secured  by  regular 
attendance,  and  enforced  by  oompulsory 

S revisions.  The  State  has  the  right  to 
0  this,  because  of  the  whole  oost  of 
education  the  State  pays  81  pmoCTt,  the 
pnpiis  pay  in  pence  18  per  oent,  and  tiie 
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localities  themselres  and  religions  bodies, 
which  assume  entire  manaeement  and 
control  of  the  schools,  paylittle  above 
1  per  weai  of  the  eost.  Yet,  iasigni- 
fioant  as  this  local  eontribution  is,  the 
denominatimial  managers  assume  all 
the  power  to  appoint  the  master,  to  dis- 
miss him,  and  to  regulate  theschooline. 
If  we  could  hope  to  create  school  boards 
in  Ireland,  with  contributory  powers  of 
rating,  we  gladly  would  lessen  the  State 
managemmt  and  increase  the  local 
government  of  schools.  But  when  the 
•x^riment  was  tried  by  Statute  in  I87S 
to  interest  Boards  of  Quardians  in  sohod 
work,  how  disappointing  was  the  result. 
They  did  contribute  about  £28,000  in 
1675;  but  already  that  sum  had  dwindled 
to  less  than  £10,000.  How  stands  local 
aid  in  Iceland,  say,  even  as  compared 
with  Scotland  —  the  former  having  a 
population  of  6,1 70,000,  and  the  latter  of 
3,780,000?  In  rates,  eubsoriptions,  and 
wdowments,  Ireland  contributed  to  na- 
tional schools  £40,573,  and  the  children 
in  school  pence  £91,880,  or  together 
£132,403.  Scotland,  with  a  much  smaller 
population,  contributes  £30,300  in  sub- 
scriptions, £1 96,500  in  rotes,  and 
£260,500  in  school  pence,  making  in  all 
£487,800,  or  nearly  four  times  the  local 
ud  to  education  given  by  more  popu- 
lous, bat  certainly  poorer,  Ireland. 
It  wWd,  therefore,  be  hopeless  to  ex- 
pect the  formation  of  school  boards  at 
preaent,  with  the  responsibilities  and 
duties  attached  to  ^em  in  Groat  Bri- 
tain. Bat  for  the  limited  purpose  of 
carrying  out  a  compulaoiy  law,  it  ought 
not  to  oe  difftoalt  to  form  School  At- 
teadanoe  Oommittees  oat  of  the  Town 
Oonacils,  Board  of  Guardians,  or  sani- 
tary authorities  of  the  country  districts. 
These  Oommittees,  though  a  very  ineffi- 
cient substitute  for  school  boards,  would 
be  one  step  at  least  in  interesting  the 
loealities  to  promote  education.  I  would 
go  a  very  long  way  in  any  efforts 
not  only  to  promote  the  oo-operation  of 
localities,  but  also  of  r^igious  bodies, 
in  the  promotion  of  oducatioa  in  Ire- 
land. But  imder  the  present  state  of 
Iridi  education,  the  State  cannot  be  re- 
lieved of  its  responsibility.  It  provides 
the  funds  with  great  liberality  under  a 
system  which  Parliament  has  laid  down, 
idthough  it  has  forgotten  to  retain  effi- 
cient Parliamentary  responsibility  for 
the  nwnlta.  A  nominal  responaibiHty 
ttere  is  in  the  Ohief  tieoretary;  bat 


what  time  has  he  at  his  disposal  to  be 
an  efficient  Minister  of  Education  for 
Ireland  ?   Clumsy  as  is  our  educational 
administrative  machinery  in  Great  Bri- 
tain, wo  have  some  definite  Ifinisterial 
responsibility  for  its  success ;  for  under 
one  Department  we  have  grouped  the 
cattle  on  a  thousand  hills  and  the  ju- 
venile population  of  cities  and  countnr 
districts,  and  under  this  composite  ad- 
ministration of  cattle  and  human  chil- 
dren, we  have  a  sort  of  Ministry  of  Edu- 
cation.   But  in  r^ard  to  Ireland,  we 
shovel  about  £700,000  a-year  into  the 
coffers  of  a  National  Board,  and  hear  no 
more  about  it  till  the  Census  startles  us 
one  day  by  telling  us  that,  after  half- 
a-oentury  of  this  kind  of  edaeation,  41 
per  oent  of  tiie  population  above  in- 
fancy cannot  yet  read  and  write.  If  the 
State  ohoose  to  pay  for  eduoation  in  Jx^ 
land  without  local  aid,  at  all  events  it 
has  a  right  to  obtain  good  secular  re* 
suits  for  its  money,  bout  in  the  attend- 
ance of  the  population  and  in  the  suffi- 
ciency of  the  secular  education.  No 
maxim  is  better  known  in  Ireland 
than  the  one  "That  he  who  pays  the 
piper  should  name  the  tunes."   But  the 
state  has  not  followed  this  maxim,  for 
though  it  pays  the  piper,  it  has  taken  no 
interest  whatever  in  the  tunes ;  for  these 
practically  are  named  by  the  denomina- 
tional managers  of  tiie  schools.    Let  the 
ministers  of  religion  in  Ireland  be  freely 
allowed  to  take  care  of  the  religious 
education ;  but  let  us  have  full  Parlia- 
mentary responsibility  that  the  secular 
results  of  the  education  give  us  an  ade- 
quate return  in  the  universality,  as  well 
as  in  the  efficiency,  of  education  among 
the  IMsh  population.    I  shall  allude 
further  on  to  the  causes  which,  in  my 
opinion,  prevent  me  having  that  confi- 
dence which  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Limerick  has,  that  if  we  trust  to 
the  iMueof  religious  indulgences  tobreak 
the  compulsory  law,  we  may  nevertheless 
obtain  a  practical  universality  of  edu- 
cation. But  before  we  consider  this  point, 
we  must  examine  the  proofs  as  to  whe- 
ther the  present  system  has  produced, 
even  among  those  educated,  as  well  as 
among  those  whose  education  has  been 
neglected,  those  consequences  which  the 
State  has  a  right  to  expect  when  it 
pours  out  its  treasures  for  the  education 
of  the  people.    What  induces  the  State 
to  epend  so  much  money  in  ednoation  ? 
It  can  only  have  one  purpose  in  view 
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when  it  goes  between  the  duty  of  the 
parent  to  the  child,  and  that  is  to  develop 
good  and  orderly  citizens.  To  test 
whether  this  result  is  achiered,  ve  must 
look  to  the  social  wrecks  as  seen  in  the 
judicial  statistics.  Now,  I  admit  that 
ior  a  long  time  Ireland  had  the  glory  of 
■  having,  apart  from  i^arian  and  political 
onmes,  a  less  black  calender  of  crimes 
than  either  England  or  Scotiand.  If  1 
took  the  statistics  of  crime  since  the 
ferment  of  political  a^tation,  beginning 
in  1879,  the  demoralization  of  the  nation 
over  the  whole  field  of  crime  would 
show  very  black  results.  In  all  classes 
of  crime,  from  1879  to  18S2,  the  Be- 
tums  are  very  bad.  Formerly  Irish 
crime  was  much  lower  than  Scottish 
crime  in  proportion  to  the  population, 
and  about  one-third  leas  than  English 
crime.  But  in  1880,  in  proportion  to 
population,  Irish  crime  stood,  in  regard 
to  the  more  serious  crimes,  as  7,74d  for 
Ireland,  4,477  for  England,  and  5,615  for 
Scotland  ;  and  as  regards  minor  crimes, 
156,956  for  Ireland,  95,S87  for  England, 
and  75,532  for  Scotland.  In  all  classes 
of  crimes  in  these  recent  years  of  melan- 
choly agitation,  Ireland  has  terribly 
blaakened  her  calendar.  The  normal 
number  of  oriminals  in  Ireland  was  11  to 
10,000  of  l^e  population;  now  it  is 
above  21.  But  we  may  well  hope  that 
this  deterioration  and  demoralization 
are  only  temporary ;  and  I  mention  the 
fact,  because  I  do  not  wish  my  remarks 
in  regard  to  crime  in  relation  to  educa- 
tion to  be  based  upon  these  exceptional 
years.  As  the  normal  criminal  popula- 
tion of  Ireland  is  less  than  that  of  Great 
Britain,  we  have  a  right  to  hope  that 
the  Barae  consequences  which  we  have 
seen  in  the  marked  lessening  of  crime 
in  Great  Britain  since  compulsory  edu- 
cation was  introduced,  should  become 
proportionately  apparent  in  Ireland  as 
education  spread  under  the  action  of  the 
National  system.  Of  course,  as  educa- 
tion in  Ireland  is  mudi  leas  universal 
than  that  of  EngUmd,  we  most  expect 
more  absolutely  ignorant  persons  among 
their  oriminals ;  and  accordingly  we  find 
tiiat  among  men,  46  per  cent  of  Irish 
prisoners  are  wholly  ignorant,  and 
among  English  male  prisoners  31  per 
cent.  Among  women,  49  per  cent  of 
Irish,  and  40  percent  of  English,  pri- 
soners are  wholly  ignorant — that  is, 
they  can  neither  read  nor  write.  In 
every  Keport,  the  Irish  Oommissioners 
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of  Prisons  ascribe  this  to  want  of  com-) 
pulsion.  The  remark  repeated  in  every' 
Report  is  as  follows : — 


"  The  Irish  National  School  tyatem  wems  tk 
be  soccessful  for  the  class  that  &1U  within  its 
reach ;  hat  the  waat  of  oompolsory  edacati/ta 
leaves  a  considerable  subatratam  not  reached  hy 
the  Irish  National  system,  allowing;  a  whcilly 
igaorant  class  to  grow  up  to  form  such  a  Iflfrge 
proportion  of  JSnoaa  oommitted  to  prison." 

1  ■ 

This  opinion  ia,  undoubtedly,  true ;  .but 
it,  of  course,  announces  a  truism  tiiat 
ignorance  and  crime  are  frequently  but 
cause  and  effect  It  is  less  to  this  tihan 
to  a  remarkable  anomaly  in  the  crime 
of  Ireland  that  I  desire  to  drav?  the 
attention  of  the  House.  In  Great  Bri- 
tain, crime  decreases  in  proportion  to 
education.  Of  course,  when  a  country 
becomes  generally  educated  there  will 
be  far  fewer  prisoners;  but  there  will 
will  be  more  educated  prisoners  within 
our  gaols.  At  present  in  Great  Britain, 
where  compulsion  has  only  reached  the 
younger  classes,  we  still  find  that  only 
from  3  to  4  per  cent  of  the  prisoners  are 
able  to  read  and  write,  while  at  least  96 
per  cent  are  imperfectly  educated,  or  are 
wholly  ignorant.  In  Ireland,  where 
education  is  still  far  less  universal  than 
in  Great  Britain,  we  should  expect  to 
find  this  difference  BtiU  more  wcentuated. 
We  are  entitled  to  expect  that  in  the 
ordinary  crime  of  Ireland,  separating  it 
from  agrarian  or  political  crime,  the 
number  of  educated  prisoners  should 
become  a  vanishing  quantity.  Going 
back  to  1878,  bo  as  to  avoid  the  recent 
years  of  terrible  criminal  demoralization 
of  all  kinds,  we  find  the  astounding  fact 
that  the  percentage  of  prisoners  in  Irish 
gaols,  who  are  able  to  read  and  write 
well,  is  no  less  than  41  out  of  every  100. 
Id  the  year  1881,  it  was  33  per  cent 
among  men,  and  29^  amone  women ; 
while  in  England  it  was  omy  3}  per 
cent  among  men,  and  2^  among  women. 
Speaking  generally,  how  are  we  to  ex* 
plain  the  astonishing  faot  that  in  Ire- 
land, with  a  less  diffused  education  than 
in  Great  Britain,  there  are  10  times  as 
many  educated  prisoners  in  its  gaols  in 
proportion  to  the  committed  criminala  7 
If  this  were  confined  to  years  of  politioal 
excitement,  the  explanation  would  be 
sufficiently  easy.  I  could  then  reply 
that  the  smattering  of  education  implied 
in  the  ability  to  read  and  write  enabled 
the  criminal  classes  to  read  the  seditious 
papers  which  are  circulated  in  such 
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numbers,  and  that  the  unhappy  prt- 
sonere  who  committed  outrages  might 
turn  upon  the  State  which  gave  them 
this  inefficient  education,  and  could  say, 
like  Oaliban  in  Tht  Tempest — 

'*  Ton  taogfat  me  langnage,  and  mj  profit 
on't 

Is,  I  know  how  to  cum ;  the  red  piBgne 

rid  you. 

For  leammg  me  your  language." 

I  wish  that  this  explanation  were  suffi- 
cient. Much  may  be  forgiven  to  political 
excitement.  An  ordinary  educated  cri- 
minal is  a  monstrosity  like  Caliban  ;  and 
I  wish  we  could  turn  to  the  rest  of  the 
scholars  educated  in  Irish  schools,  and 
saj  to  all  of  them — 

**  To  the  moat  of  men  this  is  a  Caliban, 
And  they  to  him  are  aogelB." 

But  this  we  cannot  do.  There  is  but 
one  conclusion — that  though  in  normal 
times  crime  is  absolutely  less  in  Ireland 

than  in  GreatBritain,  the  education  given 
in  the  national  schools  does  not  pi-event 
the  glaring  anomaly  that  there  are  ten 
times  as  many  educated  prisoners  pro- 
portionately in  Irish  gaols  as  there  are  in 
the  gaols  of  Great  Britain.  The  expla- 
nation of  this  startling  fact  is  extremely 
difficult,  and  I  am  not  at  all  sure  that 
I  can  give  it.  Certainly  it  is  not  ascrib- 
able  to  any  want  of  zeal  in  the  Churches 
in  neglecting  religious  education  in 
schools,  for  that  is  the  chief  thing  they 
look  to,  and  they  do  their  duty  in  that 
respect  religiously  and  conscientiously. 
When  the  priests  in  Ireland  can  point 
with  moud  satisfaction  to  the  fact  that 
in  ordinary  times  they  have  done  so 
much  to  keep  their  Bocks,  even  though 
without  education,  moral  and  religious, 
it  cannot  be  from  an^  want  of  zeal  in 
their  religious  superintendence  of  the 
schools  that  educated  persons  are  found 
to  be  BO  common  in  the  gaols  of  Ireland. 
I  rather  ascribe  the  fact  to  the  circum- 
stance that  they  have  not  fully  realized 
the  truth  that  the  low  education  implied 
by  ability  to  read  and  write  only  pro- 
duces low  results,  and  is  comparatively 
worthless  to  make  good  and  productive 
citizens.  The  "  three  R's  "  are  the  mere 
tools  of  education,  not  education  itself. 
If  education  be  not  carried  further  than 
this,  as  is  the  case  among  nearly  three- 
quarters  of  school  children  in  Ireland, 
Uiree-quarters  of  the  £700,000  which 
Parliament  votes  yearly  may  as  well,  as 
far  as  the  purposes  of  the  State  are  con- 
cerned, he  thrown  into  the  "melancholy 
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ocean  "  which  washes  the  coasts  of  Ire- 
land as  into  its  schools.  But  ecclesiastics 
do  not  encourage  anything  beyond  the 
mere  elements  of  education  in  Komaa 
Catholic  Bohools.  Cardinal  CuUen  has 
said — 

"  Too  hig^  an  educatitm  will  make  the  poor 
oftentimes  discontented,  and  will  uosuit  them 
from  following  the  plough,  or  for  nung  the 
spado,  or  for  hammraing  iron  or  hoilding 

walls;  " 

and  when  asked  to  what,  then,  he  would 

limit  education,  he  replied — 

"The  'three  R's,'  and  to  the  history  of 
Scriptures  and  of  the  Churoh." 

The  Roman  Catholic  Church  claims  the 
control,  as  Bishop  Cloyne  told  the  Com- 
missioners, of  every  part  of  the  education 
of  the  school  except  the  multiplication 
table.  Well,  the  Churches — not  only 
the  Soman  Catholic,  but  the  Protestant 
Churches — have  had  the  practical  con- 
trol of  Irish  education,  and  hare  pro- 
duced the  result  which  an  eminent 
Boman  Catholic  layman,  Sir  Robert 
Kane,  told  the  Commiesionere,  when  he 
said — ■ 

"I  coDBider  it  to  bo  the  fact  that  in  every 
country  where  such  a  course  has  been  adopted 
it  has  resulted  in  the  social  decay  and  political 
debasement  of  the  people." 

At  all  events,  it  is  a  palpable  fact  that 
the  "  three  R's  "  are  insufficient  to  keep 
boys  who  have  passed  through  Irish 
schools  from  adding  to  the  criminal 
classes.  It  is  time  that  the  State  should 
assume  its  sovereign  functions,  and  ad- 
minister, tiirou^h  a  Minister  of  Edu- 
cation, responsible  to  Parliament,  the 
education  of  the  people,  which  has  so 
woefully  failed,  under  the  present  ^stem , 
to  produce  those  results  for  which  alone 
the  State  contributes  nearly  the  whole 
of  the  cost.  It  is  not  a  question  of  race, 
and  perhaps  not  of  religion.  In  the 
United  States  the  children  of  Irish 
parents,  educated  at  excellent  public 
schools,  become,  in  thesecond  generation, 
prosperous  and  productive  citizens.  How 
rarely  in  this  country  do  we  find  Irish 
workmen  in  our  large  centres  of  industry 
becoming  anything  else  than  "hewers 
of  wood  and  drawers  of  water?"  If 
you  ask  as  to  the  nationality  of  foremen 
and  overseers,  it  is  very  rare  to  find  that 
they  are  Irish.  But  that  is  not  the  case 
wiw  the  Irish  of  the  United  States, 
where  you  constantly  find  them  in  posi- 
tions of  responsibibfy  and  importance. 
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The  difference  is  that  in  Ireland  the 
idea  of  elementary  education  is  a  lovr 
one,  and  in  the  United  States  it  is 
broader  and  higher.  Thus,  in  America, 
as  in  Scotland,  the  fuller  and  wider  con- 
ception of  education  gives  to  the  re- 
cipient of  it  a  greater  productive  value. 
A  poor  ignorant  peasant  has  within  him 
no  spring  or  resource  for  improvement. 
One  cannot  be  surprised  at  the  melan- 
cholj  condition  of  the  Irish  emigrant 
who  complained  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Waterford  (Mr.  Blake)  that  he  was  un- 
fitted to  work  in  Minnesota,  because  in 
Ireland  he  used  to  spend  one-half  his 
time  in  standing  outside  the  door  of  his 
cabin,  and  the  other  half  in  fighting  his 
landlord.  It  is  precisely  among  these 
ignorant  or  half-educated  peasantry  that 
it  is  difficult  to  introduce  the  idea  of 
emigration.  They  understand  their  own 
miserable  surroundings,  but  have  not 
capacity  to  cast  their  vision  beyond  them. 
It  is  the  same  in  regard  to  industry. 
The  Irishman  is  content  to  be  a  mere 
unekiUed  labourer,  and  does  not  aspire 
to  take  skilled  work.  When  an  Irish 
hodman  wrote  to  his  friend  in  Ireland — 
"  Dear  Pat, — Come  over  here  aod  earn  your 
money.  All  you,  have  to  do  is  to  carry  bricks 
up  a  ladder,  for  there  is  a  fool  at  the  top  who 
takes  them  from  you  and  does  all  the  work." 

you  have  an  idea  of  the  content  of  igno- 
rance. If  you  introduce  compulsory 
education  into  any  country  up  to  the  age 
of  1 3,  you  must  bear  in  mind  that  the 
State  is  bound  to  give  the  fullest  and 
most  effective  education  which  a  child 
can  receive  up  to  that  age.  Because,  if 
you  do  not  do  this,  compulsion  is  tyranny 
and  unjustifiable.  I  thoroughly  agree' 
with  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Limerick  that  compulsion  in  come  form 
must  be  applied  in  Ireland.  But  it  will 
be  useless  until  you  bring  the  educa- 
tional systems  of  the  three  parte  of  the 
United  Kingdom  under  one  common  re- 
sponsibility, and  make  it  the  special 
duty  of  a  Minister  of  Education  respon- 
siblo  to  Parliament.  I  do  not  speak 
with  any  bigotry  on  this  subject.  In 
regard  to  higher  education,  I  have  alwa^ 
advocated  me  extension  of  education  in 
Ireland  through  a^ncies  acceptable  to 
the  Boman  Cathoho  Ohuroh,  because  I 
believe  that  the  conception  of  higher 
education  does  not  differ  much  between 
the  educated  ecclesiastics  of  any  reli- 
gion. But  in  regard  to  the  education  of 
ue  people  a  national  system  has  been 
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tried  for  50  years,  with  only  nominal  re- 
sponsibility to  the  State  through  the 
Ohief  Secretary,  who  is  overburdened 
with  the  cares  of  administration.  I  do 
not  wish  to  lessen,  but  to  increase,  the 
interests  of  the  Churches  in  education 
in  Ireland,  and  in  the  amelioration  of 
the  Irish  people.  But  I  desire  to  see 
one  Minister  for  Education  over  the 
whole  of  the  United  Kingdom,  eo  that 
the  educational  development  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland  may  go  on  pari 
passu.  The  conception  of  what  educa- 
tion should  be  is  rapidly  growing  in 
Great  Britein,  and  I  wish  to  stimulato 
it  in  Ireland.  If  I  had  time  I  oonld 
point  out  how  the  low  education  in  Eng- 
land still  fills  the  prisons  with  65  per 
cent  of  prisoners  who  can  only  spell  out 
the  words  of  a  sentence,  showing  that 
they  have  been  at  school,  though  they 
have  left  it  too  soon.  But  I  must  draw 
my  remarks  to  a  close.  I  would  venture  to 
make  only  one  other  appeal  to  the  House 
to  show  the  importence,  even  in  the  inte- 
rests  of  England  and  Scotland,  of  getting 
a  wider  and  better  education  in  Ireland. 
The  Irish  labourers  in  both  parts  of 
Great  Britain  are  becoming  a  factor 
with  which  we  have  to  deal.  The  slow 
way  in  whitdi  our  English  and  Sooteh 
CensuB  ia  brought  out  does  not  enable 
us  to  refer  to  the  figures  of  1881  ; 
but  in  1671  there  were  750,000  of  Irish 
in  Great  Britain,  "to.  our  diief  towns  in 
England  one  out  of  14  adults  was  Irish, 
and  in  the  @cotoh  burghs  one  out  of  six. 
Therefore,  in  my  own  country  of  Scot- 
land we  are  immensely  interested  that 
one-sixth,  representing  the  adult  Irish 
population  of  the  towns,  should  be  edu- 
cated and  orderly  citizens.  If  we  take 
the  proportion  of  Irish  throughout  Eng- 
land and  Scotland,  and  suppose  that 
they  contribute  equally  with  the  native 
population  to  our  prisons,  we  ought  to 
find  3,500  Irish  prisoners  in  English 
prisons,  and  about  500  Irish  prisoners 
in  Scoteh  prisons.  But,  as  a  fact,  we 
find  22,000  Irish  prisoners  in  English 
prisons,  and  about  9,000  in  Sooteh  pri- 
sons. Why  is  Uiis  ?  Irishmffli  in  nor- 
mal times  are  much  less  criminal  than 
either  English  or  Scotoh.  But  Ireland 
throws  upon  our  shores  an  uneducated 
and  turbulent  population  less  under  the 
control  of  their  priests.  It  is,  therefore, 
vastly  importent  in  the  intereste  of  Great 
Britain  that  we  should  ensure  a  uni- 
versal and  auffi-cient  education  for  the 
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Irish  people,  so  that  when  they  come  to 
m  as  permanent  residents  to  aid  us  in 
oar  indnstries,  ihey  should  be  lav-abid- 
ing  and  productive  oitizens.  All  modem 
experience  tells  us  that  the  position  and 
prosperity  of  a  nation  largely  depend 
upon  the  eflScient  education  of  ita  people. 
I  am,  therefore,  entirely  in  accord  with 
the  major  part  of  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Limerick,  that 
compulsory  education  must  be  applied 
to  Ireland.  T  do  not  so  heartily  go  with 
the  latter  part  of  his  Motion  in  regard 
to  the  modifications  of  a  compulsory 
law,  because  I  think  the  solution  of  the 
religious  difficulties  is  of  less  importance 
than  the  establishment  of  direct  respon- 
sibility to  Parliament  for  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  law.  I  think  the  solution 
of  the  difficulty  is  that  the  State,  as  re- 
presented by  a  responsible  Minister  of 
Edacation,  should  be  bound  to  see  that 
the  lai^e  funds  voted  by  this  House  for 
the  promotion  of  the  education  of  the 
people  are  applied  equally  in  (}reat  Bri- 
tain and  Ireland,  so  as  to  secure  the 
educational  training  of  a  peaceful,  law- 
abiding,  and  indiumous  population. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  he  thought  the 
House  might  be  well  congratulated  at 
having  once  more  restored  to  its  debates 
one  who  was  able  to  speak  with  such 
authority  and  power  on  the  question 
'before  the  House.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman himself  also  might  be  congratu- 
lated on  having  escaped  from  the  dis- 
agreeable servitude  of  the  Chair,  and 
being  enabled  to  take  part  in  the  discus- 
sions of  the  House.  All  debates  on 
Irish  education  were  necessarily  con- 
ducted with  a  certain  amount  of  reserve 
by  those  who  were  connected  with.  Ire- 
land, and  who  were  acquainted  with  the 
iroeoial  difficulties  which  surrounded  it. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  feeling  his 
recently  acquired  liberty,  had  spoken 
with  a  freedom  and  amplitude  of  instruc- 
tion to  whioh  the  House  had  listened 
with  great  pleasure.  There  was,  at  least, 
one  fact  gratifying  to  Irishmen,  and 
that  was  that  comparing  one  period  with 
another  there  had  been  steady  educa- 
tional progress.  There  had  been  a  real, 
if  not  a  conspicuous  increase  in  the  per- 
centage of  children  who  were  acquiring 
education;  but  that  progress  had  not 
been  so  great  as  could  be  desired,  or  as 
great  as  had  taken  place  in  England  and 
Scotland.  What  were  the  remedies  pro- 
posed 7  When  those  were  discossed  we 


found  ourselves  face  to  face  with  the 
real  difficulties  of  the  situation.  0ear 
and  forcible  as  was  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  hadfjust  sat  down, 
he  did  not  think  it  indicated  a  remedy 
for  those  difficulties  more  efficacious 
than  did  the  speeches  of  those  who  had 
preceded  him.  He  regretted  to  say  that 
the  local  aid  to  education  in  Ireland,  as 
compared  with  the  State  subvention, 
was  by  no  means  what  it  ought  to  be. 
That  was  a  fact  of  which  Irishmen  ouglit 
not  to  lose  sight,  and  the  reproach  of 
which  they  ought  to  seek  to  remove. 
Another  deplorable  circumstance  was 
that  the  action  of  parents  as  to  sending 
children  to  school  was  absolutely  un- 
fettered. Thus  there  was  nothing  like 
continuity  in  the  system  of  education. 
That  was  a  state  of  things  for  whioh 
they  were  bound  to  discover  a  practical 
remedy.  There  was  now  the  sug- 
gestion of  compulsion.  He  remem- 
bered that  that  was  a  question  which 
was  introduced  some  eight  years  ago 
by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Limerick  (Mr.  O'Shaughnessy).  Itwaa 
one  in  which  it  was  necessary  carefully 
to  examine  and  watch  the  progress  of 
public  opinion  in  Ireland.  He  was 
not  sure  that  public  opinion  bad  been 
keenly  directed  to  the  matter.  The 
hon.  Member  did  not  profess  to  be  ac- 
quainted with  the  views  entertained  by 
the  Boman  Catholic  dignitaries  of  the 
country.  He  was  not  aware  that  dur- 
ing the  last  six  or  seven  years  any  clear 
expressions  of  opinion  had  come  from 
that  quarter.  But  Sir  Patrick  Keenan,- 
a  distinguished  Boman  Catholic,  and  a 
man  of  great  experience  and  acquire- 
ments, who  was  Besident  Commissioner 
of  National  Education  in  Ireland,  had 
read  a  most  important  paper  at  the  Social 
Science  Congress  at  Dublin,  a  year  or 
two  ago,  which,  he  regretted,  had  not 
been  communicated  to  Parliament.  Sir 
Patrick  Keenan  favoured  what  might  be 
described  as  a  safeguarded  compulsion. 
It  was  most  desirable  to  devise  some 
means  of  increasing  the  attendance  of 
children.  What  remedies  had  been  sug- 
gested ?  They  had  had  three  speeches. 
First,  there  was  that  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Limerick,  in  whioh  he  looked 
almost  in  vain  for  any  practical  sugges- 
tion. The  hon.  Member  for  Limerick 
suggested  that  compulsion  should  be 
safeguarded  by  permitting  an  exemption 
to  be  granted  to  every  <^d  who  pro- 
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duced  the  certificate  of  its  parent  that 
there  was  no  school  within  a  reasonable 
distance  to  which  it  could  be  sent  without 
danger  to  its  religious  convictions.  But 
the  compulsion  must  apply  to  the  parent ; 
and  if  they  allowed  the  parent  who  was 
to  be  comjpelled  to  exempt  himself  irom 
its  operation,  the  compulsion  would  be 
of  a  very  raeue  kind  indeed.  The  hon. 
Member  said  he  would  allow  of  eoiQe 
kind  of  proceedings  by  the  permission  of 
Boma  teiounal,  after  certain  warnings  to 
the  parent ;  but  that,  again,  was  rather 
indefinite.  The  noble  Lord  who  seconded 
the  Motion.  (Yisoount  Lymington.),  and 
who  left  tiiem  for  a  coneiaeralue  time  in 
doubt  as  to  the  course  he  meant  to  take, 
did  not  attempt  to  grapple  with  the 
orudal  ^oint — namely,  what  kind  of 
compulsion  was  to  be  applied,  how  it 
was  to  be  exercised,  and  at  whose  in- 
stance. The  noble  Lord  told  them  that 
Irish  education  should  be  elastic,  and 
not  bound  by  rule.  That  was  practically 
what  it  was  now  ;  it  was  elastic,  and  the 
parent  was  as  free  as  air. 

ViBCouNT  LYMINGTON  said,  that  he 
had  only  spoken  of  its  not  being  bound 
by  official  rules. 

Kb.  GIBSON  said,  the  conscience  of 
the  parent  was  to  be  got  at  in  some 
tangible  way ;  and  yet  he  was  not  to  be 
constrained  by  any  rule  to  obey  his  con- 
science. Therefore,  although  the  Mover 
and  Seconder  of  the  Bmolution  had 
raised  an  important  discussion,  they  had 
not  very  exactly  communicated  to  the 
Hinistar  of  £ducation  any  principle  on 
which  compulsion  was  to  be  applied. 
Neither  had  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
the  Universi^  of  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Lyon 
Playfair).  While  the  right  hon.  Oontle- 
man  recognized  the  social  and  religious 
difficulties  which  surrounded  the  question , 
and  said  he  was  not  opposed  to  a  safety- 
valve,  he  did  not  express  himself  very 
definitely  as  to  how  he  would  apply  com- 
pulsion. The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  suggested  the  formation  of  School 
Boards,  which  were  not  looked  upon 
with  favour  in  Ireland,  but,  failing  them, 
the  appointment  of  a  School  Attendance 
Committee;  but  he  (Mr.  Gibson)  was 
at  a  loss  to  know  how  they  were  to  be 
composed,  what  were  to  be  their  duties, 
and  how  were  their  duties  to  be  enforced. 
Those  were  matters  on  which  th^  could 
not  give  an  opinion  off-hand  without 
any  definite  information.  The  right 
lum.  Gentleman  had  adduced  s(Hue  in- 

Sfr.  Gibwa 


teresting  and  curious  facts  about  the 
education  of  Irish  criminals,  but  they 
hardly  supported  his  argument,  Edu- 
.  cation  of  a  low  type  was,  he  had  told 
them,easUyrubbedo£r;  buttheeducation 
which  those  criminals  carried  with  them 
to  gaol  did  not  appear  to  have  been 
rubbed  o£F.  No  doubt,  when  the  State 
contributed  such  large  sums  for  educa- 
tion, it  had  a  right  to  see  that  it  got 
proper  value  fur  its  money,  and  as  to 
payment  by  results,  that  was  a  proposi- 
tion which  was  accepted  in  Iceland ;  bttt 
he  asked  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  how 
would  that  pnndple  operate  on  those 
who  did  not  and  who  would  not  attend 
s<diool  ?  They  might  secure  that  tiioso 
attending  school  should  come  up  to  a 
particular  standard ;  but  that  woiud  not 
of  itself  ensure  them  a  larger  attendence 
at  the  school.  At  the  same  time,  he 
thought  it  well  that  that  question  had 
been  brought  under  the  consideration 
of  the  House.  The  debate  would,  he 
believed,  tend,  in  the  first  place,  to  bring 
into  prominent  relief  the  fact  that  local 
bodies  in  Ireland  did  not  take  sufficient 
partinthatburden;  and,  in  the  next  place, 
it  would  serve  to  show  that  parents  did 
not  exert  themselves  as  they  might  do 
to  send  all  the  children  to  school  who 
ought  to  go  there ;  and  he  thought  that 
such  a  pressure  would  have  goodresultsi 
because  there  was  a  great  love  of  educa- 
tion in  Irdand,  and  the  parents,  and 
even  the  elder  children,  were  anxious 
that  the  younger  children  should  be 
taught.  He  believed  that  that  discus- 
sion would  be  useful  in  giving  a  healthy 
stimulus  to  opinion  in  Ireland  on  that 
subject;  and  it  would  be  the  duty  of 
those  who  were  responsible  for  the  go- 
vernment of  the  country  closely  to 
watch  the  progress  of  that  opinion,  and 
be  ready  in  every  reasonable  way  to 
assist  its  advance. 

Mb.  TEEVELYAN  said,  that  after 
the  last  two  speeches  he  felt  rather  pain- 
fully  the  comparatively  hampered  posi- 
tion in  which  he  stood.  He  must  say 
that  there  were  several  points  which  he 
should  like  to  start  for  discussion  in  con- 
nection with  that  question,  including 
that  which  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentieman  opposite  (Ur.  Gibson)  had 
mentioned — namely,  contribution  from 
looal  funds  towards  notional  education 
in  Ireland.  He  confessed  that  he  was 
a  little  disappointed  at  tiie  general 
course  of  the  debate ;  indeed,  he  was 
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mnoh  disappointed  in  ono  respect,  and 
.  much  pleased  in  another,  and  perhaps 
his  pleasure  exceeded  bis  disappoint- 
ment. From  the  position  in  which  that 
suhjeot  stood  at  present,  trro  contribu- 
tions he  bad  hoped  might  be  made 
towards  it  hj  Parliamont ;  the  first  was 
the  elucidation  of  practical  question 
of  how  compulsion  could  be  applied ; 
and  the  second  was  the  afiSrmation  or 
the  negation  of  the  principle  of  com- 
pulsion. He  was  disappointed  by  the 
Tay  in  which  one  of  those  points  had 
lieen  treated  by  the  different  speakers, 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  G«ntl«nan 
who  had  just  sat  down  having  been  more 
emphatic  than  those  who  preceded  him 
only  in  revising  to  give  them  advice  in 
regard  to  it,  (Qthough  he  did  not  say 
that  he  was  called  upon  to  do  so.  The 
Government  were  deeply  interested  and 
concerned  in  the  state  of  education  in 
Ireland ;  indeed,  they  would  not  be  fit 
to  be  the  Government  if  they  were  not 
interested  in  it.  He  thought  his  nghC 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Edinburgh  had  exaggerated 
the  8i:ate  of  education  in  Ireland  in 
several  important  particulars.  In  the 
first  place,  he  entirely  objected  to  the 
state  of  education  being  tested  by  the 
very  interesting  figures  given  in  the 
Census  Beport.  It  was  quite  true  that 
35  per  cent  of  tiie  people  were  illiterate ; 
but  they  must  not  forget  that  in  1841 
there  were  63  per  cent,  and  that  the 
number  had  rapidly  diminished  since 
that  date.  Before  1833  th^  had  no 
national  schools.  In  that  year  there 
were  only  700  or  800  schools;  in  1840 
there  were  still  under  2,000;  in  1860 
there  were  5,000  or  6,000  ;  whereas  in 
1880  there  were  7,590.  He  thought  it 
was  evident,  by  the  great  rapidity  of 
the  increase  in  the  schools  and  the 
diminution  in  the  illiterate  persons,  that 
what  had  happened  was  that  the  unlet- 
tered generation,  by  no  fault  of  their 
own,  was  passing  away,  and  that  tiie 
rising  generation  was  very  much  better 
read  than  his  right  hon.  Friend  said. 
Last  year  his  right  hon.  Friend  gave 
figures  which  were  perfectly  appalung. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  stated  that  a 
smaller  number  of  the  oMldren  on  the 
rolls  in  Uie  Irish  schools  were  able  to 
read  than  those  on  tiie  rolls  in  Ehigland 
and  Wales.  The  answer  to  that  was 
vary  creditable  to  Ireland,  and  that  was 
tliat  the  number  of  children  on  tiie  rolls 


in  the  Irish  schools  was  so  very  large. 
At  this  moment,  while  the  number  of 
children  of  school  age  in  Ireland  was 
about  1,300,000,  the  number  in  attend- 
ance at  one  time  or  another  was  some 
50,000  or  60,000  in  excess  of  that  num- 
ber. The  reason  was  that,  in  his  opi- 
nion, a  number  of  young  men  and  young 
women,  who  felt  their  earlier  education 
was  neglected,  went  into  the  rural  schools 
and  joined  in  the  classes  with  the  chil- 
dren for  the  sake  of  improving  them- 
selves.  Whenever  he  had  gone  into  an 
Irish  rural  school  lie  had  seen  people  of 
that  sort  up  to  the  age  of  20  actually 
standing  in  the  dass.  He  did  not  mean 
by  this  to  say  that  Ireland  was  Buffl- 
ciently  well  educated.  There  was  an- 
other test  that  his  right  hon.  Friend 
took.  He  said  that,  while  the  average 
attendance  was  87  per  cent  in  Scotland 
and  83  per  cent  in  England,  it  was  only 
45  per  cent  in  Ireland.  He  (Mr.  Tre- 
velyan)  had  taken  a  different  basis  for 
his  calculation  —  namely,  the  entire 
population ;  but  he  could  not  conceive 
how  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
arrived  at  that  result.  In  England  and 
Scotland  the  average  attendance  of  the 
children  was  one  in  nine  of  the  entire 
population;  whereas  in  Plaudit  was  one 
in  eleven.  That  was  bad  enough,  but  it 
was  not  the  difference  between  87  and  45 
per  cent.  But  when  theycameto  the  ques- 
tion of  proficiency,  Ireland  did  not  stand 
in  tiie  position  that  he  would  wish  to  see 
her.  As  far  as  he  oonld  make  out,  about 
350,000  passed  in  the  three  highest 
classes  in  England,  82,000  in  IreLand, 
and,  oddly  enough,  exactiy  the  same 
number  in  Scotland.  If  it  were  the 
case  that  the  higher  standards  were  the 
same  in  Ireland  as  in  England  and 
Scotland,  though  he  was  afraid  they 
were  not,  then  Ireland  would  stand  very 
well  by  the  side  of  England,  thouglti 
ve^  badly  by  the  side  of  Scotland ;  and, 
as  Ohief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  though  he 
was  a  Scotch  Member,  he  should  not  be 
satisfied  until  Ireland  had  got  much 
nearer,  and,  if  possible,  quite  up  to  the 
standiml  of  Scotland.  The  fault  was 
not  in  the  Irish  children,  whose  natural 
cleverness  and  brightness  was  beyond 
all  question.  If  they  took  proficiency 
in  essential  snbjeots— reading,  writing, 
and  arithmetic— the  Iridi  ohudren  were 
decidedly  better  than  those  of  Bngland. 
The  defect  in  Irish  education  was  really 
that  irhich  was  pointed  ont  in  the  Beso- 
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Intion  of  his  hon.  Friend.  The  inferiority 
of  average  attendances  waa  not  bo  great 
as  was  implied  by  his  right  hon.  Friend} 
but  it  was  quite  enough  to  maike  the 
friends  of  Ireland  uneasy.  The  causes 
of  this  appeared  to  the  Oovemment  to 
be  two.  Last  night  he  heard  language, 
which  he  should  be  sorry  to  characterize, 
directed  against  him  for  saying  that  the 
taxpayer  ought  not  to  pay  money  to 
Ireland  when  it  was  not  for  the  advan- 
tage of  Ireland.  But  when  it  was  for 
the  undoubted  advantage  of  Ireland  the 
Government  were  quite  willing  that  it 
should  be  paid.  Ireland  had  been  kept 
too  long  waiting  to  share  in  the  advan- 
tages accorded  to  England  and  Scotland 
in  the  matter  of  the  training  of  teachers. 
One  great  cause  that  the  children  were 
badly  trained  was  that  the  teachers  were 
not  themselves  trained.  "But  they  did 
their  work  wonderfully  well  considering 
that  fact.  In  FSngUnd  £110,000  a-year 
vas  spent  for  42  OoUeges,  which  edu- 
eated  3,160  teachers.  In  Scotland 
Jg27,000  waa  spent  for  educating  851 
teachers  in  seven  Colleges ;  while  in  Ire- 
land only  £7,755  was  spent  on  220 
teachers  in  one  College.  That  was  the 
provision  made  to  meet  the  require- 
ments of  7,648  schools,  manned  by 
10,600  teachers.  He  would  not  enter 
into  Uie  reasons  for  that ;  but  it  was  a 
very  great  misfortune  for  Ireland,  which 
all  that  had  the  interests  of  education  at 
heart  must  recognize.  It  was  a  matter 
which  was  only,  to  a  certain  extent,  the 
business  of  the  (Government ;  but  the 
question  was  —  Waa  the  Government 
willing  to  give  the  necessary  funds? 
The  Irish  Government  had  made  a  re- 
commendation to  the  Cabinet,  which 
had  been  accepted  at  the  Treasury,  and 
they  were  willing  to  provide  those  funds. 
It  now  passed  to  the  Education  Com- 
mission in  Ireland,  and  they  would  ap- 
Iffoaoh  the  subject  with  the  knowledge 
that  if  they  thought  it  ri?ht  to  alter 
the  system  of  grants  towards  the  train- 
ing of  teachers  in  any  direction  they 
thought  desirable,  the  Government  and 
the  Treasury  would  find  the  money, 
unless  the  direction  was  one  with 
which  they  strongly  and  entirely  diaap- 
proved.  That  was  a  subject  which  had 
been  well  thrashed  out  in  that  House  ; 
and  he  was  very  much  pleased  to 
think  that  his  bon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  County  Longford  (Mr.  Erring- 
ton),  who  had  pressed  Parliament  so 


often  on  the  question,  would  be  able  to 
read  the  line  which  the  Government 
proposed  to  take.  He  now  pabsed  to 
the  second  method  of  improving  edaca- 
tion  in  Ireland — namely,  compulsion. 
No  doubt,  if  masters  were  well  trained, 
that  alone  would  attract  children  to  the 
schools ;  but  whether  compulsion  should 
be  applied  was  a  matter  which  was  all 
but  novel.  It  was  true  that  those  who 
regarded  compulsion  as  a  remedy  had 
against  them  the  Beport  of  the  Boyal 
Commission — Lord  Powis's,  of  1 870. 
Bnt  he  must  own  that  the  Government 
did  not  attach  very  great  weight  to  the 
Beport  of  that  Commission,  because  in 
that  year  this  country  was  in  quite  the 
Dark  Ages  of  education.  The  Boyal 
Commission,  by  the  light  of  early  and 
inchoate  ideas  on  the  subject,  discussed 
it  little,  and  decided  against  it  on,  per- 
haps, not  sufftcient  experience  of  its 
operation,  for  it  was  <m1y  in  1871  that 
it  began  to  be  applied  in  England,  and 
a  year  later  in  Scotland.  But  they  nov 
had  the  experience,  not  of  Germany 
only  and  ox  Switzerland,  but  of  the 
whole  of  that  Island,  and  that  experi- 
ence was  of  a  more  than  encouraging 
nature.  In  England,  in  1870,  before  the 
introduction  of  the  compulsory  system, 
the  average  attendance  was  1,152,000. 
In  1881,  after  11  years  of  compulsion,  it 
had  risen  to  2,863,585.  The  soholara 
who  pMsed  in  reading  were  691,768,  as 
against  1,776,059,  an  increase  in  culture 
of  S  to  I  where  the  population  had  in- 
creased in  the  proportion  of  9  to  8.  In 
Scotland  there  was  less  room  for  im- 
provement. In  1872,  the  year  before 
compulsion  was  made  general,  there 
were  213,000  in  attendance.  There  were 
now  410,000,  and  the  children  who  had 
passed  in  reaiding  had  risen  from  1 37,000 
to  286,000 ;  so  that  culture  had  doubled, 
while  the  population  had  only  inoreased 
by  400,000.  But  it  had  been  good  for 
England  and  Scotland,  because  it  bad 
been  carried  out  with  regard  for  the 
feelings  of  the  population,  and  for  the 
feelings  of  those  interested  in  conduct- 
ing education.  Compulsory  education 
could  not  posBibly  be  set  on  foot,  cer- 
tainly could  not  be  worked  to  any  good 
purpose,  unless  the  arrangements  under 
which  it  was  conducted  commended 
themselves  to  the  people  themselves, 
and  to  those  to  whom  the  people  looked 
up  for  guidance.  If  in  this  matter  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  had  ejraken  had  been 
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iud^nite,  the  GoTernment  could  not  set 
the  example  of  being  deBnite ;  and  all 
he  oould  say  was  that  if  they  were  to 
have  compulaion  in  Ireland  tfae^  in- 
tended that  it  should  be  of  a  practicable 
eharaeter,  and  be  of  great  service  to  the 
country.  The  Government  did  not  in- 
tend  to  take  any  etep  in  the  delicate 
subject  of  national  education  which 
would  shock  the  religious  seutiments 
they  BO  deeply  respected.  At  the  same 
time,  they  would  not  be  untrue  to  the 
principles  on  which  education  could  be 
effectively  and  practically  conducted. 
They  were  not  going  to  act  In  a  hurry 
in  this  matter,  or  without  consultation 
in  Ireland  with  representatives  of  those 
of  all  religions  and  classes  who  must  be 
consulted.  The  measures  which  already 
had  left  the  anvil,  having  been  beaten 
out  as  far  as  they  could  beat  them,  irould 
require  all  the  ^Id  and  co-operation  of 
Iruh  Hmbers  to  pass  that  Session.  On 
tite  question  of  oompulsorr  education 
the  debate  had  thrown  much  light ;  but 
thore  were  points  in  it  and  difficulties 
in  it  which,  if  rashly  and  hastily  handled, 
might  mate  it  an  apple  of  discord  and 
discomfort  indeed;  and  he  must  say 
plainly  that  the  Government  would  be 
glad  to  have  till  next  Session  to  con- 
sider the  question.  Even  if  they  had 
had  a  debate  more  fruitful  in  sugges- 
tions of  detail  it  would  still  have  been 
necessary  to  have  more  time,  so  that 
those  who  understood  the  people,  and 
whom  the  people  understood,  might  be 
consulted.  On  one  point  he  thought  his 
hon.  Friend  made  a  rather  modest 
proposal — uamdly,  with  regard  to  the 
number  of  attendances.  In  Ireland,  if 
they  deducted  Saturdays'  holidays  and 
vacations,  there  were  220,days  of  school. 
If  they  took  out  seven  weeks  at  spring 
time  and  autumn  for  rural  Tork  that 
left  160  days,  and  he  should  be  ^lad  if 
they  oould  contrive  to  get  the  children 
into  Bohool  during  those  150  days.  The 
Government  were  determined  they  would 
not  force  people's  consciences,  or  hurt 
their  religious  opiniuns;  but  they  did 
not  see  any  reason  why  compulsory  edu- 
cation should  not  be  carried  out  in  the 
great  towns  of  Ireland,  and  over  Con- 
naught,  Munster,  and  Leinster.  He 
had  now  said  not  all  he  could  say,  but 
all  he  really  dared  say ;  and  assHring  the 
House  once  more  that  in  this  matter 
they  were  really  praetioal,  he  must  say, 
at  we  swne  time,  they  were  determined 


to  work  in  accord  with  the  best  Irish 
ideas.  The  Government  would  be  very 
glad  if,  by  approving  this  guarded  but 
sufficiently  emphatic  Kesolution,  Parlia- 
ment gave  it  a  commission  to  apply 
itself  to  oonmder  how  compulsion  could 
he  applied  to  Ireland  with  due  regurd 
to  the  social  and  religious  conditions  of 
the  country ;  and  if  it  received  that 
commission  it  would  pledge  itself  to 
discharge  it  in  the  spirit  and  accord- 
ing to  the  very  letter  in  which  it  was 
worded. 

Mb.  O'CONNOE  POWEE  said,  he  had 
waited  with  some  anxiety  for  the  con- 
cluding portion  of  the  speech  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  for  it  was  not  till 
then  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  dis- 
tinctly stated  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  accept  the  Beeolution.  Those 
who  were  not  satisfied  that  a  case  for  com- 
pulsory education  for  Ireland  had  been 
made  out  might,  neverthdess,  say  that  it 
was  a  distinct  advantage  to  have  the 
Government  committed  to  a  Beeolution 
which,  while  in  one  part  it  assented  to 
the  necessity  of  compulsory  education, 
also  took  great  care  in  another  part  to 
assert  that  that  compulsion  should  be 
carried  on  with  strict  regard  to  the 
social  and  religious  condition  of  the 
Irish  people.  He  must  say,  on  the  part 
of  those  who  were  not  satisfied  that 
a  case  had  been  made  out  for  compulsoty 
education,  that  he  could  have  wished 
that  the  Government  had  distinctly  ex- 
plained the  manner  in  which  compulsory 
education  should  be  carried  out.  What- 
ever advantage  they  had  derived  from 
this  discussion,  they  were  not  a  bit 
nearer  than  they  were  at  the  opening  of 
the  debate  to  a  conception  of  the  means 
and  methods  by  which  compulsion  could 
be  carried  out  in  Ireland.  If  there  was 
a  Division,  he  could  not  vote  for  the 
Kesolution,  as  it  was  so  vague  and  un* 
certain.  Anything  coming  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Lyon 
Flajfair)  on  education  deserved  atten- 
tion ;  but  he  did  not  think  he  ever  heard 
a  generalization  more  misleading  in  its 
character  than  the  one  with  which  he 
opened  his  speech.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said  in  Ireland  wey  had  had 
half-a-oentury  of  jprimaiy  national  edu- 
cation, whereas  in  England  they  had 
only  VZ,  and  in  Scotland  10  yean ;  and 
was  it  not  melanoholy  to  contemplate 
the  great  disparity  observed  in  Ifdand 
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in  the  results  as  compared  with  f^gland 
and  Scotland  ?  He  objected  to  that  gene- 
Talization,  as  it  was  not  founded  upon 
real  facts  of  general  application.  Before 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oonld  argue  in 
that  way,  he  ought  first  to  inquire  wnetlier 
the  three  conntries  started  upon  an  equal 
footing,  and  whether,  dnring  the  half- 
oentury,  Ireland  had  possessed  those 
educational  endowments  and  advantages 
generally  belonging  to  the  people  of 
England  and  ScoUand.  Before  they 
could  pronounce  a  reliable  opinion  upon 
the  imteracy  or  the  state  of  education 
amongst  the  people  of  Ireland,  they  must 
look  at  the  question  from  the  historical 
standpoint.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
dwelt  at  considerable  length  upon  the 
paucity  of  attendance  at  Irish  schools  ; 
and  be  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power)  was  sur- 
prised that  in  the  anxiety  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  had  spoken  to  ao- 
oount  for  this  paucity  of  attendance 
nobody  had  ever  referred  to  what  seemed 
to  him  to  be  the  great  easelitial  cause  of 
the  baekwardness  of  education  in  Ire- 
land. He  r^erred  to  the  ehronic  poverty 
and  serious  distress  of  the  mass  of  the 
people.  If  ho  were  told  that  25  per 
cent  of  the  population  were  illiterate,  he 
would  answer  that  60  per  cent  were 
under-fed.  It  was  once  said  by  the 
founder  of  a  great  religious  order  that 
no  man  could  pray  on  an  empty  stomach. 
He  did  not  know  if  that  was  true  or  not, 
but  he  thought  that  if  they  were  to  get 
the  boys  and  girls  of  Ireland  to  walk 
miles  across  country  to  school  they  ought 
to  secure  that  they  should  hare  their 
breakfast  first.  He  certainly  agreed 
that  if  it  were  attempted  to  apply  com- 
pulsory education  Tigorously  in  the 
country  districts  in  Imand  tlie  poverty 
of  the  people  would  be  one  of  the 
neatest  ODBtades  whioh  the  School 
Board,  or  the  Attendance  Oonunittees, 
would  have  to  encounter.  He  objected 
to  the  comparison  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  UniTeraity 
of  Edinburgh  between  Scotland  and  Ire- 
land uiton  the  test  of  population.  The 
right  hon.  G^tleman  bad  contrasted 
the  large  local  contributions  in  Scotland 
with  the  small  local  contributions  in 
Ireland,  notwithstanding  that  L-eland 
had  the  larger  population.  In  his  (Mr. 
O'Connor  Power's)  opinion,  it  was  no 
question  of  relative  population  at  ail, 
but  of  relative  wealth  and  means.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Membw  for 

MT'  0*  Owner  Poteer 


the  University  of  Edinburgh  had  tnvited 
the  Irish  Bepresentatives  to  account,  if 
they  could,  for  the  extraordinary  cir- 
cumstance that  a  luger  proportion  of 
Irish  criminals  knew  how  to  read  and 
write  than  those  in  England  and  Scot- 
land. He  did  not  know  if  he  (Mr. 
O'Connor  Power)  was  under  the  dda- 
sion  of  one  idea,  and  that  be  was  pre- 
pared to  account  for  everything  by  the 
poverty  of  the  people  ;  but  he  wouM  ac- 
count for  this  extraordinary  cironmstance 
from  the  want  of  remunerative  employ- 
ment. Boys  who  went  to  school  for 
a  short  time  might  generally  be  counted 
upon  to  lead  virtuous  lives  up  to  a  cer- 
tain period,  but  if  there  was  no  field 
for  their  abilities  or  powers  to  gain  an 
honest  livelihood,  they  were  naturally 
attracted  to  criminal  oonrses ;  and  it 
might,  thOTofore,  follow  that  a  laige 
proportion  of  Irish  boys  and  girls  might 
be  drawn  into  crime  because  of  the  want 
of  substantial  ooonpation.  Reference 
had  been  mode  to  the  lai^  proportion 
of  Irish  criminals  to  be  found  in  the 
English  and  Sootttsh  gaols,  and  it  seemed 
to  him  that  the  very  same  ibial  mie- 
fortune  aoeounted  fortius  difficulty  aleo, 
because  if  they  looked  at  the  class  of  the 
people  who  formed  the  bulk  of  the  Irish 
immigrants  to  England  and  Scotland, 
they  would  find  that  they  landed  in  this 
country  with  no  means  whatever,  and 
because  of  their  poverty  they  wore 
obliged  to  take  lodgings,  and  to  reside 
in  the  very  lowest  quarters  of  the  Eng- 
lish and  Scottish  towns.  He  had  called 
attention  to  these  few  general  considoa- 
tions,  in  order  that  hon.  Gentlemen 
might  realize  the  causes  which,  to  some 
extent,  had  operated  to  diminish  the 
success  of  educational  efforts  in  Ireland 
hitherto,  and  in  order  to  prevent  thmn 
from  abandoning  tliemselves  to  a  &tal 
despair  with  re^xd  to  every  Irish  ques- 
tion. He  did  not  despair  of  his  oountry 
in  any  sense.  He  did  not  de^Doir  of  its 
ultimate  peace  and  tranquillity,  of  its 
ultimate  |m»perity,  and  of  its  progress 
in  education.  On  the  contrary,  he  had 
faith  in  the  power  and  the  capacity  of 
his  countrymen  and  countrywomen  to 
work  out  a  better  and  brighter  destiny 
for  themselvee ;  and  though  he  was 
somewhat  dissatisfied  with  the  positron 
in  which  the  Government  stood  towards 
the  question  of  compulsory  education, 
because  they  were  not  yet  able  to  define 
any  regular  method  of  carrying  it  onl^ 
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he  would  hail  any  efforts  that  were  made 
legitimately,  and  with  a  due  regard  for 
the  social  and  religious  conviotions  of 
the  Irish  people,  which  might  enable 
them  to  acquire  a  higher  standard  of 
education  in  their  native  land. 

Mr.  MOOBE  said,  that,  having  in 
Tiew  the  example  of  compulsion  in  Eng- 
land, the  enormous  expense  it  had  in- 
volved, and  the  inconvenienoe  to  which 
it  had  put  those  who  had  to  support 
Tolnnta^  schools,  he  was  not  strongly 
in  favour  of  the  Besolution  when  he 
first  saw  it.  The  whole  matter  had  been 
so  carefully  guarded  by  the  Ohief  Seore- 
taij  and  other  Qentlemen,  especially  as 
r^;arded  the  religious  aspects  of  t^e 
question,  that  there  remained  but  the 
merest  ^adow  of  compulsion  to  apply, 
affecting  vexy  fsw  persons ;  and,  oonsfr< 
quently,  there  eeemed  to  be  little  to 
object  to  in  tiie  application  of  those 
powers.  There  oonld  be  no  doubt  that 
due  deference  had  been  paid  to  the  re- 
ligions aspect  of  the  question  and  to  the 
Boman  Catholics.  The  present  Ctovem- 
ment  must  remember,  however,  that  any 
movement  on  their  part  in  this  direction 
would  be  viewed  with  suspicion  by  the 
Irish  people.  Their  sympathies  in  that 
matter,  however  much  they  differed  in 
other  respects,  were  rather  with  hon. 
Gentlemen  ritting  on  the  Opposition 
side  of  the  House.  Education  in  Ire- 
land had  improved  in  recent  years ;  the 
number  of  those  who  could  read  and 
write  had  increased  SO  per  cent,  and  the 
numbers  of  the  illiterate  had  decreased 
more  than  SO  per  cent.  "With  the  in- 
crease of  schools  the  generation  of  the 
illiterate  was  Taniahing  from  the  land. 
The  impression  conveyed  by  the  figures 
of  the  National  Board  in  Ireland,  was 
very  erroneous,  and  as  a  proof  of  it  he 
stated  that  they  had  entered  on  their 
rolls  1,000,000  children,  not  including 
Tarions  denominational  and  private 
schools,  whereas  the  population  of 
children  in  Ireland  was  only  1,008,000. 
They  took  credit  for  children  duplicated 
and  re-dnplioated,  owing  to  their  re- 
moval from  one  school  to  another.  But 
he  believed  that  the  figures  quoted  by 
the  right  hon.  G-entleman  the  Member 
for  the  TTniversity  of  Edinburgh,  com- 
paring Hie  attendance  in  the  three 
oountnes,  were  grossly  in  error,  for  it 
ns  well  known— puttmg  aside  idl  other 
ocmsiderations — that  the  age  of  attend- 
aoce  differed.  In  Ireland  it  was  three, 


in  Soo&ind  and  England  it  was  five. 
But  it  would  be  fbund  that  the  per- 
centage of  attendances  in  the  three 
countries  did  not  differ  as  wid^y  as  had 
been  supposed.  In  England  it  was  76*3, 
in  Scotland  70-8,  while  in  Ireland  it  was 
t)7'3.  Now,  the  question  was  whether, 
if  these  figures  were  correct,  the  game 
was  worth  the  caudle ;  and  whether  such 
a  radical  measure  would  produce  a  re- 
sult commensurate  with  the  difficulties 
at  every  turn.  While  in  Qreat  Britain 
63  per  cent  of  the  people  lived  in  towiu, 
in  Ireland  only  21  per  cent  lived  in 
towns.  The  great  bulk  of  the  popula- 
tion were  em^oyed  in  ^priculture,  and, 
tiie  assistanoe  of  the  children  being 
necessary  at  harvest  time,  it  wcmid  not 
be  easy  to  enforce  attcnidanoe  npcHi 
them.  In  tiiese  oiroamBtanoes,  he  8al>* 
mitted  whether  it  was  worth  while  pmdi- 
ing  the  matter  furUier,  and  suggested 
that  it  would  be  a  cheaper  and  more 
easy  remedy  for  the  irr^ularities  if  a 
small  expenditore  in  the  ^ape  of  re- 
wards were  given  to  the  masters  to  se- 
cure attendance,  and  a  very  small  award 
to  the  children  who  gave  regular  attend- 
ance. It  would  also  become  necessary, 
if  compulsory  attendance  was  insisted 
upon,  to  greatly  improve  and  enlarge 
the  existing  schools ;  for,  at  the  present 
time,  having  regiud  to  the  general  cha- 
racter of  the  ohildren,  and  the  tender  age 
at  which  they  were  admitted  to  school, 
the  acoommodatiott  was  wholly  inwAe- 
qnate  for  the  needs  oi  the  country. 

OoLoirBi,  OOLTHUBST  said,  he  rose 
to  thank  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Ohief  Secretary  for  Ireland  for  the  an- 
nouncement he  had  made  with  t^bxHl 
to  the  better  training  of  teaehers  in  mth 
schools.  He  thought,  at  the  same  time, 
that  there  would  oe  a  general  feeling 
among  those  interested  in  education  that 
the  principle  of  compulsion  should  not 
be  applied  until .  the  training  system 
had  had  a  little  time  to  work.  The 
want  of  trained  teachers  had  been  one 
of  the  most  fertile  causes  of  irregular 
attendance  at  the  National  Schools  in 
Ireland ;  and  another  main  cause  was 
the  very  inadequate  and  often  wretched 
accommodation.  In  his  opinion,  if  all 
the  children  in  Ireland  were  to  go  to 
school  the  accommodation  would  be 
quite  inadequate.  He  admitted  that 
the  results  of  half  a  oratory  of  educa- 
tion were  unsatisfactory,  but  tiionght 
that  was  due,  first,  to  religions  diffi- 
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onltiei;  and,  secondly,  to  the  insuffi- 
cient school  accommodation.  In  con- 
clusion, he  would  express  a  hope  that 
there  would  b«  no  unnecessary  hurry 
in  dealing  with  this  question  of  com- 
pulsion. 

Mil.  T.  P.  O'OONNOE  said,  ho  rose  to 
expresB  gratification  at  the  tone  of  the 
debate,  showing,  as  it  did,  a  satisfaetory 
progress  of  opinion  since  the  time,  not 
many  years  a«M>,  when  a  Ministry  was 
tiireatened  to  be  destroyed,  because  of 
the  diCFerence  among  its  supporters  as 
to  what  should  be  the  character  of  edu- 
cation in  Ireland.  He  was  glad  to  tind, 
from  all  sections,  the  opinion  expressed 
that  if  the  people  were  to  be  educated, 
the  great  point  was  to  educate  them, 
and  that  they  should  not  dispute  as 
to  the  manner  in  which  they  should 
force  the  education  down  their  throats. 
Large  districts  of  the  country  had  been 
left  absolutely  uneducated,  because  the 
CK)Temment  and  the  representatives  of 
the  religious  denominations  could  not 
agree  between  them  as  to  the  education 
of  the  people.  In  connection  with  the 
evidence  in  the  Ifaamtraana  murders, 
nothing  mor«  painfully  impressed  him 
than  the  fact  that  a  witness,  12  years 
of  age,  was  totally  unable  to  be  sworn, 
because  totally  devoid  of  education.  He 
was  also  glad  to  hear  the  reply  made  by 
the  right  hon.  Qontleman  (Mr.  Tre- 
velyan),  whose  speech  was  a  most  able 
and  interesting  one ;  and  though  he  had 
tiie  misfortune  often  to  di£Fer  seriously 
with  the  Chief  Secretaiy,  he  rejoiced 
to  find  him  in  a  position  in  which  there 
was  great  play  and  scope  for  the  great 
abilities  he  possessed.  He  thought  they 
might  congratulate  themselves  that,  on 
all  sides  of  the  House,  there  would  be 
uoopposition  to  a  well-considered  scheme 
of  compulsory  education. 

Question  put,  and  ntgatived. 

Words  add$i. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 

agreed  to. 

Egiohed,  That  it  ii  azpediant  to  introduce 
into  Ireland  the  principle  of  Compuleory  Eda- 
cation,  with  such  modiflcationB  as  the  social  and 
religious  conditions  of  the  Country  require. 

SUPPLY. 

Reeohed,  That  this  House  wiU  imme- 
diately resolve  itself  into  Committee  of 
Supply. — {Ur.  Trwelyan.') 

Qtlonel  Colihunt 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

MILITARY  OPERATIOHS  (EOYPT). 

KESOLUTION. 

Sib  WILFBID  LAWSON  said,  he 
had  placed  on  the  Paper  the  following 

Amendment : — 

"  That  this  House  regrets  that  it  should  be 
callod  on  to  place  incri^ised  burdens  upon  the 
people,  in  consequence  of  the  late  Military  ope- 
rations in  Egypt." 

He  thought  hon.  Members  would  agree 
with  him  that  the  function  of  voting 
money  was  about  the  most  important 
duty  they  had  to  fulfil.  It  was  tiie 
original  object  and  design  of  Parlia- 
ment, he  believed,  to  vote  money,  and 
although  they  had  other  duties  now  it 
still  remained  their  central  duty.  The 
question  he  desired  to  discuss  was,  whe- 
Uier  the  large  sum  of  money  which  his 
noble  Friend  would  move  for  directly 
they  got  into  Committee  in  regard  to 
the  ^yptian  War  was  money  which 
was  really  spent  for  the  national  interest 
and  the  benefit  of  this  country.  The 
theory  of  those  who  defended  the  war 
was  that  the  money  expended  had  done 
good  to  England  and  to  India  also ;  and 
further  it  was  contended  that  we  had 
done  a  great  deal  of  good  to  Egypt. 
In  order  to  accomplish  that  good>  we 
had  to  spend  at  least  £4,500,000,  and 
we  had  been  the  means  of  taking  away 
the  lives  of  a  laige  number  of  Egyptians. 
It  had  been  calculated  that  we  slew 
about  5,000  of  them,  and  we  likewise 
lost  a  great  many  of  our  own  valuable 
soldiers  in  the  war.  Comparing  the 
origin  of  the  war  and  the  defence  that 
was  made  of  it  with  the  present  state 
of  things,  he  found  that  Gentlemen  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House,  especially 
those  who  sat  on  the  front  Opposition 
Bench,  had  stated  more  than  once  that 
they  were  misled  as  to  the  causes  why 
we  went  into  the  war.  They  asserted 
i  that  the  Oorerument  made  statements 
which  were  not  now  borne  out  by  the 
evidence,  and  that  that  was  why  the 
large  Party  opposite  gave  their  sancticm 
to  the  war.  Perhaps  they  were  misled. 
In  his  opinion,  the  country  was  also 
misled  very  much  as  to  the  real  object 
and  cause  and  origin  of  the  war.  He 
remembered  going  to  a  meeting  at  Glas- 
gow to  denounce  the  i^yptian  War  a 
fitUe  befbre  the  deciuve  battle.  He 
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made  his  speeoh,  and  thought  he  had 
condttsiTely  prored  that  the  war  was 
wrong'.  When  he  had  finished,  a  work- 
ing man  got  np  and  moved  an  amend- 
ment, sa^ng — "  This  gentleman  has 
read  the  Bine  Books,  and  thinks  they 
know  all  about  it.  What  do  we  want 
with  Blue  Books.  We  have  read  the 
newspapers."  The  amendment  was 
agreed  to,  and  a  copy  of  it  forwarded 
to  the  Prime  Minister,  who,  in  ac- 
knowledging the  receipt  of  it,  said  he 
was  very  glad  it  had  been  carried.  He 
did  not  mean  to  charge  the  Government 
with  having  misled  the  Opposition  or  the 
country,  but  he  felt  sure  that  they  were 
misled  themselves,  and  that  they  did  not 
know  the  exact  bearing  of  the  Egyptian 
Question.  This,  however,  was  no  reason 
why  they  should  not  take  the  Govern- 
ment to  task  and  call  them  to  account 
for  what  they  did  in  the  matter.  When 
a  railway  accident  ooounred,  and  a  num- 
ber of  lives  were  lost,  there  was  always 
a  very  dose  inquiry  to  see  whether  the 
lightest  blame  was  to  be  attadied  to 
anyone ;  and  in  the  same  way,  to  take  a 
still  more  appropriate  illustration,  when 
one  of  Her  Majesty's  ships  was  lost  a 
court  martial  was  always  held.  It  seemed 
to  him  that  the  House  was  only  doing 
its  duty — certainly  it  was  not  doing  more 
than  its  duty — in  calling  the  Government 
to  account  for  what  had  occurred  in 
Egypt,  and  seeing  whether  they  or  any 
other  persons  were  to  blame.  Now,  hia 
ease  was  this,  that  the  Government  were 
misled  by  the  officials  whom  they  em- 
ployed. Their  diplomatic  agents  were 
continually  giving  wrong  information 
and  leading  the  country  into  trouble. 
It  was  so  in  the  Afghan  War  and  also 
in  the  Zulu  War.  The  Transvaal  was 
even  a  stronger  case.  They  knew  how 
everyone  was  persuaded  for  a  long  time 
that  the  Boers  were  longing  to  be  taken 
under  British  protection.  The  facts  came 
out  afterwards,  and  showed  how  grossly 
they  had  been  misinformed.  His  com- 
plaint against  the  Government  was  that 
they  did  not  make  more  inquiry  before 
taking  the  fatal  steps  that  led  the  coun- 
try into  all  these  ware.  He  thought 
also  it  was  a  pity  that  the  Government 
did  not  consult  the  Rouse  before  going 
into  these  wars,  which  were  almost  all 
to  be  attributed  to  secret  diplomacy. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  shrank  from 
condemning  the  war,  although  they  said 
th^had  been  misled;  and  the  Leader 


of  the  Opposition  said  it  would  never  do 
for  them  to  condemn  it,  beeanse  if  they 
did  move  a  Besolution  he  (Sir  Wilfrid 
Lawson)  would  probably  vote  for  it,  and 
that,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed 
to  think,  would  be  a  dreadful  tiling. 
He  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  was  not  so 
afraid.  He  would  move  a  Besolution, 
and  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
could  go  into  the  Lobby  with  him  if 
they  pleased.  He  objected  altogether 
to  this  system  of  calculating  who  would 
support  aBeeolution  and  how  many  votes 
would  be  given  for  it.  It  would  he  much 
better  if  uiey  went  into  these  questions 
with  tiie  desire  simply  of  discovering 
what  was  right  and  what  was  wrong, 
and  voting  accordingly.  He  condemned 
this  expedition  to  Egypt,  and  would  give 
the  House  his  reasons  for  so  doing.  Let 
them  see  how  the  £4,600,000  had  been 
spent.  The  fii«t  event  of  importance 
was  the  bombaidment  of  the  forts  at 
Alexandria ;  and  what  wen  they  told 
about  them  ?  Why,  that  it  was  abso- 
lutely necessary  to  bombard  these  forts 
in  self-defence ;  but  that  argument  was 
hardly  a  proper  one  to  use  in  a  meeting 
of  rational  men.  Jast  before  the  bom- 
bardment two  smooth-bore  guns  were 
being  parbuckled — that  was,  rolled  along 
the  sand  to  the  forts — and  to  say  that 
this  parbuckling  was  justification  for 
what  took  place  was  one  of  the  most  ex- 
traordina^  reasons  that  could  be  ad- 
duced. He  knew  it  was  very  wrong  to 
tklk  about  the  "  bombardment  of  Alex- 
andria "~it  was  called  firing  on  the 
forts — but,  although  the  phrase  was  so 
much  assailed,  he  had  heard  the  Prime 
Minister  make  use  of  it.  Certainly,  the 
result  was  pretty  much  as  if  we  had 
bombarded  the  town.  The  correspondent 
of  an  Englidi  newspaper  stated  that  he 
went  over  Alexandria  several  weeks  after 
the  bombardment,  and  saw  in  the  centre 
of  the  town  four  shells  of  the  InfiexihU 
that  had  not  exploded.  He  thought  it 
might  fairly  be  concluded  that  other 
shells  were  discharged  into  the  town 
which  had  exploded.  After  the  bom- 
bardment of  the  forts,  from  some  cause 
or  another,  the  town  was  burned,  and 
thousands  of  persons  were  driven  into 
the  Desert,  many  of  whom,  no  doubt, 
perished  miserably.  The  horrors  of  this 
bombardment  wore  pressed  upon  the  Go- 
vernment even  by  the  unspeakable  Turk. 
The  Egyptian  Army  then  took  refuge  in 
the  open  country,  and  we  carried  on  « 
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miliiaTj  operatioii  against  tbem,  whiofa. 
resulted  in  a  wholesale  massacre  of  the 
Egyptian  soldiers,  who  fled  before  us  as 
a  flock  of  sheep  would  before  a  dog. 
These  operations  conelnded,  the  troope 
were  brought  home,  and  there  was  the 
greatest  rejoicing  in  Uiis country.  People 
seemed  as  mnch  pleased  with  that 
slaughter  as  though  our  troops  had  oon- 
qnered  the  combined  forces  of  Bussia, 
Prussia,  Austria,  Prance,  and  the  United 
States.  The  next  step  was  to  catch 
Arabi.  We  went  to  Egypt  as  the  de- 
tective of  theKhedive,  and  baring  caught 
Arabi,  handed  him,  a  political  prisoner, 
over  to  his  bitterest  enemies.  When 
that  act  was  fully  and  fairly  understood, 
he  believed  that  every  right-minded 
Englishman  would  regard  it  as  one  of 
the  greatest  crimes  that  ever  disgraced 
the  history  of  this  country.  They  had 
been  told  that  our  action  was  due  to  in- 
ternational engagements ;  but  he  chal- 
lenged any  hon.  GentleniaD  present  to 
produce  a  eorap  of  evidence  to  show  the 
existence  of  any  snoh  engagement.  When 
the  bombardment  toos  place,  and  the 
French  Fleet  steamed  majestically  ont  of 
the  harbour,  there  iras  an  end  to  the 
international  engagements.  Then,  they 
were  told  that  we  must  interfere  in  order 
to  procure  the  freedom  and  safety  of  the 
Suez  Oanal.  He  again  challenged  any 
hon.  Member  to  show  one  iota  of  evi- 
dence that  before  these  warlike  opera- 
tions there  was  any  attempt,  or  suspicion 
of  an  attempt,  or  even  a  desire,  to  do 
anything  to  interfere  with  the  safety  of 
the  Canal.  The  next  thing  was  that 
they  had  to  put  down  anarchy.  He 
denied  that  there  was  anarchy.  One  of 
the  first  things  that  anarchists  did  was  to 
commit  robbery ;  but  it  was  an  extra- 
ordinary fact  that  there  was  no  robbery 
here,  and  that  the  Treasury  Ohest  re- 
mained untouched  throughout.  Perhaps 
it  might  be  said  that  the  aoiaon  of  the 
Government  was  owing  to  the  riots  at 
Alexandria.  But  there  was  nothing 
whatever  to  show  that  Arabi  had  any- 
thing whatever  to  do  with  them.  Lord 
Granville  had  admitted  that  the  charges 
against  Arabi  in  reference  to  the  burn- 
ing of  Alexandria  had  broken  down. 
That  being  so,  he  wished  to  m^e  a 
ohallenge  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke),  whom  he 
did  not  see  then  in  his  place.  He  said, 
when  it  was  necessary  to  get  up  a  feel- 

8ir  Wilfrid  Ztawvm 


ing  in  favour  of  the  war,  that  tliere  was 
no  doubt  that  Arabi  was  guilty  of  com- 
plicity in  the  attack  on  Alexandria. 
Now,  his  right  hon.  Friend  made  thai 
remark  in  cold  blood,  and  not  when  he 
was  in  a  scatterbrained  condition.  He 
knew  his  right  hon.  Friend  to  be  an 
honourable  and  upright  man,  and  he 
quite  expected  that  before  v^  long  he 
would  come  down  to  the  ^use  and 
either  withdraw  the  chargehehad  made, 
or  produce  some  further  evidence.  Then 
there  was  the  official  statement  of  the 
Prime  Minister  of  the  cause  of  the  war 
— he  begged  pardon  for  calling  It  war 
in  that  House,  he  should  have  said 
"  military  operations."  The  Prime  Mi- 
nister said  that  we  went  to  war  to  keep 
up  the  rights  of  the  Sultan,  the  rights 
of  the  Ehedive,  the  rights  of  the  people 
of  Egypt,  and  the  ri^ts  of  the  bond- 
holders.  Were  these  proper  objects  for 
which  to  spend  the  treasure  and  the 
blood  of  a  free  nation  ?  To  keep  up  the 
rights  of  the  Sultan.  What  rights  had 
he  in  Egypt  ?  None,  except  the  right  to 
draw  from  the  ground-down  and  op- 
pressed people  oi  Egypt  a  tribute  of 
£700,000  a-year.  And  we  went,  cap  in 
hand,  to  the  Sultan  for  weeks  and  weeks 
begging  him  to  help  us  to  keep  up  his 
rights.  Then  came  the  rights  of  the 
Khedive.  What  had  we  to  do  with 
them  ?  What  earthly  reason  was  there 
for  spending  the  lives  and  money  of  the 
people  of  this  country  in  keeping  up  the 
rights  of  the  Khedive  ?  Did  anyone 
know  of  any  good  the  Khedive  had 
done  ?  Then  there  were  the  rights  of 
the  Egyptian  people.  Why,  that  was 
almost  as  ridiculous  as  all  that  we  were 
told  about  the  Suez  Oanal.  The  first 
right  of  any  nation  was  the  right  to 
govern  itself.  Even  in  Ireland  we 
gave  some  semblance  of  Belf-govem* 
ment.  ["  No ! "]  Well,  we  let  people 
out  of  prison  occasionally.  The  first 
right  01  a  nation  was  Belf-govemment, 
and  the  day  would  come  when  most 
of  the  people  of  this  country  would 
look  back  with  horror  to  what  they  had 
done  when  they  saw  that  we,  a  free 
nation,  that  England,  the  mother  of 
Parliaments,  spent  her  blood  and  trea- 
sure in  putting  down  the  first  rising  hope 
of  freedom  in  a  long  down -trodden  and 
oppressed  people.  Then  came  the  rights 
of  the  bondholders.  That  was  what  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  put  in  last ;  but 
that  they  were  tho  first  oonsideration  he 
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liad  very  little  doubt.  Was  there  a  Bane 
man  in  this  country  or  out  of  it  who 
believed  that,  were  It  not  for  the  bond- 
holders, this  oountiy  would  hare  evw 
gone  to  war  ?  It  was  in  the  interest  of 
the  bondholders,  and  in  order  to  collect 
tiieir  debts,  that  we  kept  up  those  miser- 
able GontroUeia,  who  led  ua  into  war 
because  they  feared  that  their  iofluence 
and  poww  would  be  taken  away  if  tiie 
popolar  movemeat  was  to  go  on.  But 
we  were  told  in  the  beginning  of  the 
proceedings  that  we  went  to  war  on  ac- 
count of  the  aiatut  quo  ant».  What  had 
become  of  the  status  quo  ante  ?  It  was 
gone— as  dead  as  Henry  YHI.  Arabi 
fought  to  get  rid  of  certain  things,  and 
now,  haTing  got  rid  of  Arabi,  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  gone  and  done 
what  he  wished  so  much  to  do  ;  but  they 
had  done  it  after  spending  £4,500,000, 
sacrificing  5,000  lives  of  the  !E^ptians, 
and  many  Uvea  of  our  own  soldiers. 
That  was  the  result  of  their  status  quo 
ants.  Arabi  was  in  prison  a  long  time, 
and  ^vj  were  obliged  to  let  hun  out 
They  dared  not  execute  him  or  let  the 
Khedire  execute  him.  And  now  Arabi 
was  in  exile,  and  the  President  of  the 
IiooiJ  Government  Board,  who  hod  con- 
ducted all  these  things  to  such  a  success- 
ful conclusion,  had  risen  to  a  high  posi- 
tion. One  had  gone  to  Ceylon  and  the 
other  to  the  Cabinet,  but  the  man  who 
had  succeeded  was  Arabi.  He  in  his 
dungeon  was  more  powerful  than  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the 
Government,  backed  up  by  an  enormous 
majority  of  the  House  and  the  country. 
What  Arabi  demanded  was  being  now 
carried  out  in  Egypt,  and  for  no  other 
reason  than  Uiat  tie  had  right  on  his 
side,  while  we  fought  on  the  side  of 
wrong  and  injustice.  For  his  own  part, 
he  ooqld  only  say,  now  that  they  were 
called  upon  to  vote  this  money,  that 
never  since  he  had  been  a  Member  of 
the  House  had  he  been  called  upon  to 
vote  money  for  so  unsatisfactory  a  pur- 
pose. They  might  say  that  the  money 
was  spent.  He  xnew  it.  He  knew  that 
the  evil  was  done.  But  why  he  wished 
to  refuse  the  money  now  was,  because  he 
did  not  desire  to  see  these  things  re- 
peated. When  the  London  mob  re- 
joiced, he  never  heard  any  expression  of 
regret  or  abhorrence  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  for  the  crimes  committed 
last  summer,  and  there  was  no  guarantee 
that  if  they  found  a  people  weak  or 
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oppressed  they  would  not  attack  them  to 
get  money  for  the  bondholders,  Jews, 
and  usurers.  Therefore,  he  would  take 
a  division  in  order  to  obtain  an  expres- 
sion of  opmion  against  suohint^ention 
in  the  affairs  of  other  ooun^es.  Thai 
was  not  a  policy  which  became  a  Liberal 
Government,  and  all  true  Liberals  should 
oppose  it.  In  doinp;  so  they  would  be 
supporting  the  principles  by  which  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Treasury  Bcnoh 
got  into  power  three  years  ago,  Gen- 
uemen  on  the  opposite  side  sometimes 
condemned  the  principles  of  the  Mid 
Lothian  campaign.  He  believed  these 
were  the  right  principles  on  which  the 
policy  of  this  country  ought  to  be  con- 
ducted, and  just  as  the  Government  had 
been  true  to  them  had  their  course  been 
honourable  and  satisfactory,  and  just  as 
they  had  departed  from  them  had  they 
been  landed  in  discredit  and  disgrace. 
The  Prime  Minister  said  that  in  our 
foreign  policy  we  ought  to  proceed  on 
the  principle  of  recognizing  the  equality 
of  nations  and  the  absoluto  equality  of 
public  rights.  That  was  the  right  policy, 
and  if  we  departed  from  it  we  ftbould 
not  only  have  troubles  abroad,  but  should 
never  do  justice  at  home,  because  if  we 
did  not  act  justiy  abroad  there  was  very 
little  chance  of  getting  justice  at  home 
by  domestio  reforms.  Some  in  that 
House  were  bound  to  show  their  con- 
demnation of  this  policy— a  policy  more 
disheartening  than  any  adopted  by  a 
Liberal  Government  for  years  pastj  and 
holding  these  views  he  should  venture  to 
propose  the  Amendment  which  he  had 
read  at  the  beginning  of  his  speech,  and 
take  a  Division  upon  it. 

Sib  GEOHGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
had  great  pleasure  in  seconding  the 
Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Carlisle.  It  might  be  said  that 
they  were  crying  over  spilt  milk,  that 
the  money  was  spent,  and  we  should 
have  to  pay  it.  That  might  be  very 
true ;  but  what  out  him  to  his  heart 
was  tiiis— that  Uie  position  and  interests 
of  the  bondholders  were,  after  all,  the 
main  cause  of  the  war.  If  the  Egyptian 
people  were  left  to  act  freely,  the  bond- 
holders would  have  run  the  risk  of  losing 
their  money.  Instead  of  these  bonds 
being  very  low,  as  they  were  before  the 
war,  they  had  now  risen  to  a  very  high 
point ;  and  it  seemed  to  him  unjust  and 
unreasonable  that  if  we  were  to  beat  all 
the  expenditure  of  blood  and  treasurOi 
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ve  should  not  take  some  return  from  the 
bondholders  by  vay  of  saln^e.  He 
denied  that  there  was  anything  like  a 
direct  international  pledge  for  the  se- 
curity of  tbme  bondholders.  The  only 
pledge  waa  the  establishment  of  the  In- 
ternational Oourts,  by  which  the  olaimB 
oonld  be  enforced,  and  the  agreement 
for  those  Oourts  came  to  an  end  on 
the  Ist  of  February,  1883.  Her  Ma- 
jee^s  GoTCmment,  for  reasons  best 
Known  to  themselves,  had  resolved  to 
continue  the  International  Courts  for  an- 
other year.  He  was  very  glad  that  the 
Government  had  limited  their  continu- 
ance to  another  year.  He  hoped  when 
the  year  had  expired  that  they  would 
not  continue  these  Oourts  on  the  same 
footing,  by  which  they  gave  international 
guarantees  for  the  debts  of  foreign 
money-lenders  and  usurers.  The  House 
was  told  the  other  day  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty^a  Government  hoped  to  remove  the 
British  troops  within  six  months  from 
the  present  date.  He  wished  it  had 
been  stated,  at  the  same  time,  that  they 
would  also  remove  the  British  officers 
and  the  British  control.  He  sincerely 
hoped  that  they  would  be  able  to  dear 
out  of  Egjpt,  '  *  bag  and  baggage ;  "  but 
he  beliered  that  there  was  a  very  great 
difficulty  in  this  matter,  and  it  was  this 
-—that  we  had  by  our  isolated  operation, 
and  in  practically  for  the  time  taking 
possession  of  Egypt,  placed  ourselves  in 
BO  delicate  and  difficult  a  position  with 
regard  to  foreign  nations,  and  especially 
France,  that  we  could  not  hope  that  the 
French  woiild  abstain  from  action  un- 
less we  satisfied  the  bondholding  interest 
in  France  by  insuring  that  they  should 
have  their  money  in  full.  It  was  that 
necessity  which  seemed  to  make  the 
hope  of  an  effective  and  secure  Adminis- 
tration in  Egypt  exceptionally  difficult 
and,  he  was  almost  afraid,  exceedingly 
remote.  Let  them  look  at  the  financial 
sitaation  of  Egypt  at  this  moment. 
They  knew  that  one-half  of  the  gross 
rerenaes  of  Eg3rpt  were  pledged  to  these 
bondholders.  But  he  found  that  there 
was,  in  addition,  a  very  large  claim  by 
the  bondholders  who  had  mortgages  on 
what  were  called  the  Daira  and  Domain 
lands ;  and  then  there  was  the  claim 
on  account  of  Moukabalah,  than  which 
there  was  never  a  more  shameful  trans- 
action, the  enormous  indemnities,  and  a 
claim  of  £240,000  for  the.maintenance 
of  the  Engln^  Army  since  the  Slat 
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October.  It  tberefore  appeared  to  him 
that  probably  there  would  not  be  one- 
fourth,  or  more  than  one-fourth,  of  the 
gross  revenues  left  for  the  administration 
of  theoountry^  That  being  so,itappeared 
to  him  Uiat  the  administration  must  be 
starved,  the  people  must  be  discontented, 
uid  there  would  be  the  most  extreme 
difficulty  in  establi^ing  a  ataUe  Go- 
vernment. His  hon.  Friend  (Sir  Wilfrid 
Lawson)  told  them  that  having  spent 
£4,500,000,  we  were  about  to  do  that 
which  Arabi  wanted  to  do— namely,  to 
grant  a  Constitution.  He  wisbed  he 
could  quite  agree  that  that  was  so.  Why 
was  not  Arabi  allowed  to  grant  a  Con- 
stitution ?  Because  we  were  a&aid  that 
these  Constitutional  Egyptians  would 
not  pay  the  Debt.  He  was  afraid  we 
were  in  the  same  difficulty.  It  seemed 
to  him  that  if  we  were  to  arrive  at  the 
point  within  six,  or  nine,  or  twelve 
months,  or  within  any  measurable  dis- 
tance which  would  admit  of  our  leaving 
Egypt  a  settled  and  self  -  governed 
country,  we  must  not  only  establish  a 
Oonstitntion,  but  a  Constitution  on  a 
very  broad  basis.  He  had  been  a  good 
deu  alarmed  by  vhat  had  been  6om- 
mnnicated  to  them— the  narrowness  of 
the  Constitution  which  had  been  sug- 
gested by  Lord  Dufferin  in  his  pre- 
liminary Beports.  He  had  not  the  least 
doubt  that  Lord  Dufferin  was  a  very 
good  and  liberal  man ;  but  he  feared  that 
he  was  hampered  by  events,  and  that  he 
dared  not  give  a  sufficiently  liberal  Con- 
stitution. He  was  very  much  at  a  loos 
to  understand  what  the  noble  Lord  re- 
ferred to  when  he  observed  that  he 
wanted  to  give  the  Ehedive  a  Council  of 
the  same  character  as  existed  in  British 
India.  The  Oouncils  in  India  were  not 
of  that  representative  and  powerAil  cha- 
racter Lord  Dufferin  seemed  to  suppose. 
They  were  merely  this— With  the  great 
officers  of  the  Government  were  asso- 
ciated certain  persons  nominated  by  the 
Government,  and  whose  advice  and  as- 
sistance they  were  ever  ready  to  have. 
They  were  nothing  but  nominee  Oonnals. 
He  could  not  understand  why  Lord 
Dufiferin  should  not  hare  called  together 
the  Notables,  who  were,  perhaps,  as 
fairly  representative  a  body  as  could  be 
convened  at  first.  In  Egypt,  theChamber 
of  Notables  haviug  been  got  together, 
they  began  to  ask  questions  about  the 
debts  and  the  foreigners,  and  made 
themselves  disagreeable  to  the  autho- 
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rities,  &e  result  being  not  only  that 
they  vere  sent  to  the  rightaboat,  bat 
that  the  war  resulted. 

Ub.  SFEAEEB  :  I  must  point  out  to 
the  hon.  Uember        he  is  going 
beyond  the  scope  of  the  Ajmuidnient 
pnHHMed  by  the  non.  Baronet. 

Sir  GEOBGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
would  not  pursue  that  subject  further. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  Her  Majesty's 
GoTomment,  if  they  were  to  maintain 
peace  and  quiet  in  Egypt,  and  avoid  a 
greater  question  in  the  future,  must 
give  a  much  more  liberal  system  of  ad- 
ministration to  Egypt  than  we  had  yet 
been  able  to  give  to  India.  It  might 
be  asked,  why  did  not  we  give  in  India 
a  more  liberal  administration  7  The 
answer  was  that  we  did  not  expect  to 
leave  India  within  nz  months.  If  we 
hoped  to  leave  Egypt  within  six  months, 
and  to  leave  a  stable  Government  be- 
hind, we  most  leave  a  Constitution,  and 
put  it  on  a  very  broad  basis. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  oat  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  is  order  to  add  the  words 
"  thia  Hoase  regrets  that  it  should  be  called  on 
to  place  increased  burdens  upon  the  people,  in 
ooDsequence  of  the  late  Military  operations  in 
Egypt,"— (5i>  Wilfrid  Itncmm,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 

Sroposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
luestion." 

Me.  LABOTJCHERE  said,  he  in- 
tended to  vote  with  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Hemb«r  for  Carlisle,  for  he  believed 
that  the  war  was  a  mistake  all  through. 
If  we  went  to  Egypt  at  all,  we  ought,  in 
his  judgment,  to  have  installed  Arabi 
instead  of  the  Ehedive.  He  had  never 
been  able  to  understand  from  any  Uem- 
ber of  Her  Majes^'s  Government  pre- 
dsely  the  position  in  which  our  troops 
in  Egypt  were  now  placed.  They  had 
been  sent  to  support  the  Government  of 
the  Khedive  ;  but  when  Questions  were 
asked  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  he  put 
all  the  responsibility  on  the  Khedive  for 
what  was  happening  in  Egypt.  Now,  he 
(Mr.  Labouchere)  believed  that  so  long 
as  the  British  troops  supported  the 
Khedive,  and  supported  him,  moreover, 
against  his  own  subjects,  England  was 
absolutely  responsible  JFor  what  was 
going  on  in  Egypt.  As  meetings  of  the 
Egyptians  womd  not  be  allowed,  we 


were  obliged  to  receive  all  news  from 
official  sonroes.  No  doubt,  Lord  Dnfferin 
did  his_  best  to  prooore  tmstworthy  in- 
formation ;  but  he  was  necessarily  very 
much  in  the  hands  of  the  Europeans, 
and  of  the  Ministers  and  friends  of  the 
Khedive.  He  did  not  gather  from  the 
despatches  that  his  Lordship  had  in  any 
way  consulted  the  people  of  Egypt.  The 
hon  Member  for  Kirkcddy  (Sir  George 
Campbell)  said  he  had  "  read,  marked, 
learned,  and  inwardly  digested,"  Lord 
Dufferin's  scheme  of  government.  For 
his  own  part,  although  he  had  read, 
marked,  and  learned  it  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent, he  could  not  digest  it,  because  it 
was  objectionable  to  a  Badioal  stomach. 
His  Lordship's  scheme  was  a  perfect 
sham  of  Constitutional  govermnent.  If 
any  species  of  representative  govern- 
ment were  established  in  "Egypt  it  must 
be  baaed  on  a  control  of  the  purse ;  but 
when  anything  was  said  to  the  noble 
Lord  the  Under  Secretary  on  this  sub- 
ject, he  vaguely  alluded  to  representa- 
tive government  and  international  obli- 
gations. What  were  those  international 
obligations?  Was  Lord  Dufferin  pre- 
vented from  doing  what  he  thonght  de- 
sirable for  the  country  by  any  obliga- 
tions which  the  Egyptians  were  supposed 
to  be  under  to  pay  the  interest  on  their 
Debt  ?  If  there  were  an  international 
obligation  on  their  part,  it  was  not  our 
business  to  go  there  to  carry  it  out.  He 
(Mr.  Labouchere)  denied  that  the  people 
of  Egypt  were  bound  by  any  such  thing ; 
but,  supposing  they  were,  it  was  not 
England's  business  to  deprive  them 
of  the  most  elementary  and  nece«ary 
basis  of  representative  mvemment — the 
power  of  the  purse.  He  had  risen  to 
try  to  elicit  a  dear  statement  on  this 
subject,  cither  from  the  noble  Lord  the 
Leader  of  the  House,  or  from  the  noble 
Lord  tiie  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs. 

Mb.  H.  H.  FOWLER  said,  if  the 
House  wore  a  mere  debating  society 
with  nothing  else  to  do,  he  could  under- 
stand this  discussion  being  raised  to- 
night. There  had  already  been  two 
debates  on  the  subject  since  the  opening 
of  the  present  Session.  The  Govern- 
ment were  most  anxious  to  go  into  Com- 
mittee of  Supply,  and  the  country  desired 
that  some  practical  legislation  should  be 
proceeded  with,  and  yet  they  were  now 
wasting  their  time  in  an  idle  and  a  fruit- 
lese  discusnon,  which  could  end  in  no- 
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thing.  He  was  not  going  into  the  general 
question.  The  proper  time  to  have 
Tuaed  this  question  was  when  the  Tote 
of  Credit  was  proposed  last  year.  No- 
thing had  transpired  since  then  as  to  the 
general  policy  ot  the  Egyptian  War  that 
could  not  have  been  raised  at  that  time. 
The  House  accepted  that  policy,  and 
they  were  now  discussing  whether  they 
Bhould  pay  for  that  which  they  had 
themselves  ordered.  The  best  that  could 
be  said  for  this  debate  was  that  it  was 

Eature,  because  the  Leader  of  the 
sition  intended  to  bring  Egyptian 
8  under  the  notice  of  the  House 
when  Lord  Dufferin's  desfntch  was  pre- 
sented. He  appealed  to  nis  hon.  Friend 
to  withdraw  wie  Amendment.  ["No, 
no  !  "1  Well,  if  he  took  the  judgment  of 
the  House  upon  it,  that  judgment  would 
be  formed  on  an  imperfect  knowledge  of 
what  the  GoTernment  was  going  to  do 
in  the  future.  If  the  Opposition  had 
raised  this  debate  they  would  hare  been 
severely  criticized ;  and  he  held  that 
those  who  had  done  so  ought  to  be 
ashamed  of  their  proceedings.  He  had 
-  risen  in  the  interests  of  Public  Business 
to  make  these  few  remarks. 

Mb.  BAIKES  said,  he  had  listened 
with  great  pleasure  to  the  manly  and 
practical  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  just  sat  down.  He  only  rose 
to  express  his  conourrenoe  in  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  sentiments,  and  to  ask  the 
House  to  take  note  that  an  Amendment 
of  this  sort,  which  was  likely  to  produce 
delay  in  the  conduct  of  Public  Business, 
had  not  originated  from  the  Opposition 
Benches.  The  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson) 
was,  no  doubt,  entitled  to  claim  the  credit 
of  consistency,  because  on  this  occasion 
he  was  expressing  the  precise  opinion 
which  he  expressed  last  year.  He  (Mr. 
Baikes)  thought  one  word  ought  to  be 
said,  at  least  by  those  who  were  anxious 
to  see  Egypt  take  her  proper  place  in 
the  future,  against  such  a  speech  as  had 
been  delivered  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  LabouchereJ.  Ifthere 
was  one  thing  more  necessary  than  an- 
other to  ^gj'^i  it  was  something  of 
public  credit ;  and  if  speeches  were  made 
with  the  view  to  obtau  from  the  House 
imd  the  country  an  admission  that  Egypt 
was  free  to  repudiate  the  engagements 
into  which  she  nad  entered,  it  could  not 
faU  to  be  most  injurious  to  the  future  of 
that  country.  He  had  no  doubt  that  the 
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hon.  Member  for  Northampton  had  a 
perfect  right  to  express  his  views ;  but 
if  he  had  any  concern  for  the  future  of 
Egypt  he  should  be  a  little  more  chary 
in  making  speeches  which,  when  read  in 
all  the  bazaars  of  the  East,  had  the  effect 
of  undermining  the  credit  of  a  country 
which  was  struggling  into  a  better  posi- 
tion. There  was  this  difference  between 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Carlisle— that  the 
former  was  anxious  to  bring  forward  a 
particular  financial  view,  and  the  latter 
a  particular  political  view.  But  while 
the  House  received  the  opinion  of  both, 
he  could  not  BOO  what  useful  purpose  it 
served  to  be  continually  stating  that 
those  two  hon.  Gentlemen  were  more 
consistent  in  their  views  than  other 
hon.  Members  who  were  more  highly 
placed. 

LoED  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE 
said,  he  felt  that,  whatever  difference  of 
opinion  there  might  be  amongst  hon. 
Members  sitting  in  different  parts  of  the 
House,  upon  the  policy — past,  present, 
or  future— of  the  Government  in  Egypt, 
they  would  all  be  agreed  that,  so  far  as 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Carlisle 
(Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  was  concerned, 
there  was  not  only  no  Member  in  the 
House,  but  no  man  in  England,  who 
was  so  perfectly  &ee  from  inconsistency 
on  this  question,  having  from  the  first 
taken  one  particular  line,  which  he  had 
stood  to.  Feeling  great  respect  for  that 
consistency,  and  for  the  character  of  his 
hon.  Friend,  he  regretted  that  he  could 
not  adopt  the  same  view.  His  hon. 
Friend  had  gone  over  ground  which  was 
already  famUiar  to  the  House  in  repu- 
diating what  he  had  termed  a  bond- 
holders' war.  He  had  said  that  the 
Government  were  misled  by  their  own 
diplomatists,  and  that  they  ought  to 
have  the  frankness  to  acknowledge  the 
error  into  which  they  had  fallen.  But 
that  was  not  his  own  view  or  that  of  the 
Qovemment.  The  Government  still  held 
theopinions  which  the  Prime  Minister  had 
expressed  last  year,  and  which  had  also 
been  expressed  by  the  Prudent  of  the 
Local  Government  Board — that  the  cause 
of  the  war  was  that  there  was  ^wing 
up  by  steady  degrees  a  condition  of 
afibirs  in  Egypt  which  could  only  be 
described  by  the  name  of  anarchy,  wluch 
threatened  British  interests,  ana  which 
ultimately,  witibi  great  r^ret,  compelled 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  depart 
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from  the  principle  of  th«  Idberal  Party 
— namely,  the  doctrine  of  non-inter- 
vention. His  hon.  Friend  did  not  think 
that  a  Bufficient  justification,  and  said 
that  if  they  had  done  certain  thingH  in  a 
different  way  they  would  not  have  been 
compelled  to  depart  from  the  attitude  of 
non-intervention.  But  in  the  several 
speeches  of  his  hon.  Friend  he  had  heard 
no  detailed  statement  of  facts  which 
warranted  bis  opinion.  The  hon.  Baro- 
net had  chiefly  relied  on  the  order  of 
events  at  Alexandria,  and  had  said  that 
the  massacre  and  the  bombardment,  fol- 
lowing pretty  olosely  upon  the  arrival  of 
the  ships,  were  related  to  that  arrival 
ae  effect  to  cause.  But  his  hon.  Friend 
forgot  that  a  little  farther  back  there 
was  a  condition  of  growing  confusion 
even  before  the  arrival  of  the  ships.  The 
arrival  of  the  ships  was  caused  by  the 
existing  confusion,  and  did  not  itself 
cause  Hiat  confusion.  He  recollected  a 
remarkable  speech  made  by  one  who  had 
the  singular  advantage  of  being  at  Alex- 
andria at  the  time  of  the  events  in  ques- 
tion. His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
"Waterford  (Mr.'Vinier8-8tuart)had  made 
a  very  interesting  speech  on  July  27 
last  year,  in  which  he  expressed  a  totally 
different  opinion  from  that  which  was 
entertained  by  his  hon .  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Carlisle.  His  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  "Waterford  gave  a  general 
description  of  the  condition  of  things  at 
Alexandria  previously  to  the  arrival  of 
the  ships,  and  stated,  with  his  usual 
accuracy  of  description,  that  a  condition 
of  anarchy  existea  which  was  dangerous 
to  British  interests,  because  dangerous 
to  the  Suez  Canal.  There  was,  he 
said,  a  state  of  circumstances  which 
threatened  the  existence  of  civilization 
in  Egypt.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Carlisle  had  expressed  dis- 
belief that  any  such  state  of  things 
existed  previously  to  the  arrival  of  the 
ships.  But  he  (Lord  Edmond  Fitz- 
maurice)  could  show  that  there  were 
movements  threatening  the  Suez  Canal, 
and  in  the  immediate  neighbourhood  of 
the  Canal ;  and  though  he  was  willing 
to  grant  that  the  dates  of  these  were 
two  days  after  the  bombardment,  never- 
theless, it  was  perfectly  clear  that  the 
organization  and  intention  of  these 
movements  had  originated  before  the 
bombardment — at  any  rate,  there  was 
c^uite  sufficient  evidence  of  the  facts  to 
justify  the  Qovnnment  in  taking  the 
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steps  they  did.  But  what  he  mainly 
based  the  case  of  the  Government  upon 
was  that  the  whole  conditionof  Egypt  was 
one  of  rising  anarchy,  which  tiiey  felt 
Arabi,  whatever  his  intentions  might  be, 
was  quite  unable  to  control.  It  was 
said  that  the  Prime  Minister  and  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
had  made  charges  against  Arabi  in  that 
House,  the  details  of  which  were  con- 
tained in  one  of  the  Blue  Books,  and 
which  were  summarized  in  Lord  Gran- 
ville's despatch.  But  the  Government 
had  never  reefted  their  policy  on  those 
charges  alone.  Even  if  Arabi  had  been 
an  angel  of  light,  he  was  entirely  un- 
able to  direct  a  movement  the  elements 
of  which  had  got  entirely  beyond  hia 
control.  The  history  of  the  movement 
did  not  exhibit  Arabi  in  the  light  of  a 
fi^eat  General  or  statesman.  Whether 
his  intentions  were  good  or  not,  he  came 
forward  as  one  capable  of  governing 
Egypt ;  but  his  incapacity  was  such  that 
in  a  very  short  time  he  would  have  left 
no  Government  at  all  in  the  country. 
In  other  words,  he  very  soon  produced 
that  state  of  things  which,  as  Lord 
Granville  had  said,  was  the  only  cir- 
cumstance that  could  make  us  depart 
from  our  neutrality.  The  hon.  Member 
went  on  to  ask  what  the  position  was  in 
regard  to  the  other  reasons  of  the  war, 
besides  the  condition  of  Arabi ;  and  he 
said  it  was  stated  by  the  Prime  Minister 
that,  this  condition  of  Arabi  having 
arisen,  it  was  the  intention  and  desire 
of  the  Government  to  go  back  on  the 
ataivt  quo.  The  Prime  Minister  did  not 
state  that  the  maintenance  of  the  ttatui 
quo  was  the  object  of  the  Government  in 
going  to  war,  or  that  they  declared  that 
after  the  war  they  were  going  to  restore 
everything  to  the  condition  in  which  it 
had  existed  before.  If  the  House  would 
reflect  on  the  great  knowledge  and  ex- 
perience of  affairs  of  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter, they  would  feel  that  he  was  not  so 
rash  as  to  be  likely  to  make  such  a 
statement.  When  war  had  taken  place, 
it  was  almost  impossible  to  ^  back  to 
the  condition  of  tiungs  which  existed 
before  the  war. 

Sib  WILFRID  LAWSON:  ThePrime 
Minister  says  it  was  not  a  war. 

LoED  EDMOND  FITZMAXJEIOE : 
My  hon.  Friend  says  it  was  not  a 
war.   

Mb.  LABOHOHEBE:  The  Prime  Mi- 
nister said  it  was  not  a  war. 
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LoED  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE: 
What  the  Prime  said  was  this— that  it 
was  not  a  war  between  two  civilized  and 
recognized  Gbvemments.  [**  No,  no !  "] 
He  said  it  was  not  

SibWILFEIDLAWSON:  Thewords 
were— "We  are  not  at  war  with  any- 
one." 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE 
said,  that  was  preoiaely  the  distinction 
he  intended  to  draw.  The  Prime  Mi- 
nister declared  that  there  was  not  a 
war  in  the  sense  of  there  being  that 
international  conditioTi  of  affairs  wbich 
was  known  and  described  as  a  war. 
[An  hon.  Member  :  The  operations  of 
war.]  There  were  militaxy  operations 
going  on,  altiiough  there  was  not  a  war. 
Suppoeingtfae  English  Channel  suddenly 
became  fall  of  pirates,  and  English  ships 
went  out  to  destroy  them,  tbere  might 
be  a  condition  of  warfare,  although  not 
war ;  and  that  was  a  perfectly  legiti- 
mate description  of  the  operations  in 
Egypt.  The  Prime  Minister  said  our 
business  was  to  indicate  the  ends  we 
had  in  view,  and  not  the  means  by 
which  those  ends  should  be  attained. 
These  ends  were  the  general  mainte- 
nance of  established  rights,  whether  of 
the  Sultan,  of  the  Ehedive,  or  of  the 
people.  But  the  speoifio  measures  ought 
not  to  be  indicated.  The  Prime  Minis- 
ter specifically  guarded  himself  against 
saying  that,  consistently  with  the  main- 
tenance of  those  general  ends,  he  was 
going  to  keep  himself  down  to  the 
maintenance  of  the  tUUiu  quo.  The  mo- 
ment it  became  dear  to  tbe  GoTem- 
ment  that  thpy  were  obliged  to  enter 
on  military  operations,  they  held,  after 
these  operations  were  over,  it  would  be- 
come absolutely  necessary  to  reconsider 
the  whole  position  ;  and  no  Member 
of  the  Government,  he  was  sure,  sug- 
gested the  maintenance  of  the  atatua  quo. 
The  Besolution  related  to  the  past  policy 
of  the  Government ;  and  he  was  afraid 
that  he  could  not,  without  transgressing 
the  Bales  of  the  House,  reply  to  the 
various  questions  raised  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  George 
Campbell)  as  to  the  future  finances  of 
Egypt.  All  these  points  vBte  receiving 
ike  cloae  attention  of  the  Government 
and  Lord  Dofferin.  There  was  a  legiti- 
mate expectation  that  if,  on  tiie  one 
hand,  there  were  certain  reasoBB  to  ap- 
prehend, in  regard  to  the  indemnity 
olaima,  and  the  cost     the  arms,  an  in- 
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crease  of  expenditure,  tbere  were  equal 
reasons  to  apprehend  in  regard  to  other 
matters  a  considerable  diminution  of  ex- 
penditure, and  also  increased  eflSciency 
in  the  services.  There  could  be  no  doubt 
that  the  Egyptian  Army  Budget  would, 
before  long,  show  a  very  great  reduc- 
tion ;  and  there  was  hope  that  there 
would  be  a  brighter  side  to  the  picture 
in  regard  to  the  taxation  of  foreigners, 
and  Egyptian  Customs  dues,  and  other 
Questions.  As  to  the  question  of  the 
Courts,  if  they  had  not  continued  the 
tribunals  for  a  year,  a  condition  of  legal 
anarchy  would  bare  ensued.  In  assent- 
ing to  a  temporary  renewal,  they  had 
shown  that  the  question  was  fully  be- 
fore them,  and  that  it  would  receive 
their  best  attention.  As  to  the  points 
mentioned  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Ijaboucbere^  there 
was  no  intention  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment, through  their  troops,  to  be  a 
party  to  any  iUogitimate  interference 
with  the  right  of  public  meeting  and 
public  discussion.  On  the  contrary,  the 
object  of  the  Government  was.  as  much 
as  possible,  to  develop  free  discussion 
in  Egypt.  As  for  the  larger  issues  that 
had  been  raised  in  the  course  of  the  de- 
bate, involving  delicate  and  complicated 
questions  of  International  Law,  he  had 
rather  defer  his  reply  till  they  cotild  be 
more  fully  and  fairly  discussed  on  the 
Motion  which  was  to  be  brought  for- 
ward from  the  Front  Opposition  Bench. 
He  hoped,  in  conclusion,  that  tbey  bad 
now  arrived  at  a  stage  when  they  might 
be  permitted  to  look  man  to  the  future 
than  to  the  past.  Differences  might 
have  divided  various  sections  of  the 
House  in  regard  to  the  past ;  but  they 
were  all  agreed,  he  thought,  in  the 
sincere  desire  that  the  delicate  and  diffi- 
cult task  of  Lord  Dufferin  might  be 
brought  to  a  successful  termination,  and 
that  the  jprinciples  of  liberty  and  sta- 
bility, which  had  their  champions  equally 
on  both  sides  of  that  House,  might  fiad 
at  length,  after  many  centuries,  a  home 
in  Egypt.  He  had  to  assure  the  House 
that  Uiose  views  which  had  been  put 
forward  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Carlisle 
— namely,  those  of  consulting  the  views 
and  wishes  of  the  people  of  Egypt — now 
formed  the  animating  prindple  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government;  and  he  believed 
that  in  the  future  there  would  be  little 
or  no  difference  between  Uiem.  As  far 
as  was  in  his  power,  nothing  would  be 
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wanting  to  contribute  to-  the  bappy  oon- 
sammation  to  whiob  be  bad  alluded. 

OoLOOTL  STANLEY  said,  he  would 
not  attempt,  especially  at  that  hour  and 
in  the  present  circnmstanoes  of  the 
House,  to  foUow  the  noble  Lord  through 
the  remarks  he  had  made  on  various 
points  iurolving  matter  of  controversj. 
The  debate  had  arieen  very  suddenly 
and  unexpectedly,  and  it  was  not  looked 
upon  as  a  Motion  of  a  serious  character, 
as  waa  shown  by  the  fact  that  hon. 
Members  left  the  House  at  the  time  the 
hon.  Banmet  announced  his  intention  of 
carrying  hie  Motion  to  a  division.  As 
a  division  would  be  required,  he  deaired 
to  put  on  record  the  feeling  which  he 
himself,  and,  he  believed,  some  others 
who  sat  around  him,  entertained  on  the 
anbjeot.  The  feeling  was  that  they 
should  be  compelled  to  vote  a^nst  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Oarlisle.  The  terms  of  the  Motion  ex- 
pressed regret  that  they  should  be  called 
upon  to  place  increased  burdens  on  the 
people  in  consequence  of  the  recent 
military  operations  in  Egypt.  Anyone 
who  reverted  to  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  which  was  dealt  with  on 
the  16th  of  last  month  would  see  that 
his  present  Motion,  though  slightly 
different  in  form,  was  practically  iden- 
tical with  the  one  which  the  hon.  Baro- 
net proposed  on  the  former  occasion. 

Sia  WILFBID  IiAWSON  explained 
that  through  an  inadvertence  he  was 
unable  to  go  to  a  division  on  that  Mo- 
tion. 

OoLoireL  STANLEY  said,  that  on  his 
own  part,  and  on  the  part  of  those  who 
sat  around  him,  he  thought  their  posi- 
tion was  best  described  by  the  Amend- 
ment which  was  lately  moved  from  that 
(the  Opposition)  side  of  the  House  to  a 
paragraph  of  the  Address.  They  felt 
now,  as  they  had  felt  then,  that  although 
there  was  a  period  when,  in  their  opi- 
nion, the  war  in  Egypt  might  have 
been  prevented  and  military  operations 
avoided,  yet,  at  the  same  time,  when 
the  Government,  acting  on  their  respon- 
sibili^,  had  decided  that  the  operations 
were  necessary  in  the  interest  of  the 
country,  they  could  not  deem  it  their 
duty  to  reoord  any  opinion  in  opposition 
to  the  course  wbioK  the  Government 
then  considered  it  requisite  to  pnzsue. 
The  sentiments  which  hon.  OenUemen 
on  his  side  ez|n«8sed  in  the  debate  the 
other  erening  were  those  which  they 


entertained  on  the  present  oooanon ;  but 
the  House  had  thought  fit  to  n^^tive 
them  by  a  substantial,  though  not  an 
overwhelming,  majority.  That  being 
the  case,  and  the  House  having  nega- 
tived the  views  which  it  was  then 
their  duty  to  take,  he  and  his  Friends 
now  found  themselves  in  this  position — 
that  they  were  called  upon,  on  the  occa- 
sion of  the  Estimates  being  brought  for- 
ward, to  do  that  which  would  practically 
refuse  to  the  House  at  a  later  date  the 
means  of  carrying  forward  the  opera- 
tions which  it  had  itself  approved. 
Considering,  then,  that  the  general  sen- 
timents of  hon.  Gentlemen  on  his  aide 
upon  the  question  were  expressed  on  a 
former  oooasioo,  he  wished  now  only  to 
say  that,  while  on  the  one  hand  ttiffv 
entertained  the  opinion  whioh  th^  had 
placed  on  record  the  oUker  day,  on  the 
other  hand,  if  the  hon.  Baronet  went  to 
a  division,  they  would  think  it  necessary 
to  support  the  Government. 

M*.  ILLINGWOETH  doubted  not 
that  the  House  would,  by  a  large  ma- 
jority, decide  to  vote  the  expenditure 
incurred  in  the  military  operations  in 
Egypt ;  but  they  had  had  evidence,  both 
in  the  House  and  fromthestateof  the  Be- 
venue,  that  both  locally  and  Imperially 
the  taxes  were  now  at  a  height  very 
difficult  for  the  impoverished  people  of 
this  country  to  bear ;  and  he  was  most 
willing  to  express  his  sympathy  for  the 
overburdened  taxpayers  of  this  coun- 
try, and  his  deep  regret  that  it  should 
have  been  necessaxyto  have  inoreased  the 
expenditure  and  taxation  of  the  country 
on  account  of  the  expenses  of  the  military 
operations  in  Egypt.  At  the  last  Gene- 
ral Election  the  Conservative  Party 
suffered  more  from  its  rash  and  reckless 
foreign  policy  than  from  any  other  of 
its  mistakes ;  while  the  Liberal  Party 
were  carried  into  power  through  the 
declarations  as  to  foreign  policy  con- 
tained in  the  Prime  Minister's  Mid 
Lothian  speeches,  even  more  than  by 
any  of  the  domestic  reforms  indicated  in 
their  manifestoes.  He  was  much  con- 
cerned for  the  oonsistenpy  and  honour  of 
the  Government ;  and  whilst  he  would 
not  say  that  the  Egyptian  War  was  as 
reckless  and  wanton  as  those  in  which 
the  late  Administration  engaged,  he 
would  say  this — that  he  held  that  no 
Govwnment  was  firae  from  blame  whioh 
did  not  ke<^  the  country  entirely  out  of 
foreign  entanglements.  Ereiy  such  dia- 
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onssionliad  an  effect  in  preventing  a  Go- 
veniment  from  anting  so  lightly  upon 
war.  There  was  a  great  change  in  the 
judgment  of  many  people,  in  the  Houae 
and  outside  of  it,  as  to  the  merits  fA  the 
campaign.  The  Qorerament  did  not  hold 
the  position  it  did  in  regard  to  the  cha- 
laeter  of  the  rebel  Arahi  and  the  pre- 
sent Khedire.  Would  the  GoTemment 
deny  that  if  the  British  troops  were 
withdrawn  the  Khedive  would  not  be 
obliged  to  flee?  If  so,  were  they  not 
maintaining  a  Government  distasteful 
to  the  Egyptian  people  ?  In  that  case 
he  wanted  to  know  if  they  were  pursu- 
ing a  policy  of  true  Liberalism,  or  one 
consistent  with  the  principles  and  pro- 
feseions  they  put  forward?  In  voting 
with  his  hon.  Friend,  he  would  express 
a  hope  that  the  Liberals  who  would 
support  the  Government  on  this  occasion 
were  not  going  to  throw  their  principles 
overboard;  and,  at  the  same  time,  he 
trusted  a  check  would  be  put  upon  the 
readiness  of  the  Government  to  engage 
in  warlike  operations. 

Hb.  G0B8T  announced  that  if  the 
hon.  Baronet  went  to  a  divimon  he 
should  support  him.  It  was  natural  to 
foel  pride  and  satisfaction  in  the  prowess 
which  oiir  soldiers  and  sailors  bad  dis- 
played in  Egypt;  but  the  fundamental 
question  as  to  whether  the  war  was  neces- 
sary must  not  be  lost  sight  of.  He  held 
that  the  war  was  unueoeesary,  and  was 
due  to  the  mistake's  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  Owing  to  the  policy  which 
was  forced  upon  them  by  M.  Gambetta, 
and  to  their  dislike  to  operate  in  con- 
junction with  the  Sultan  of  Turkey,  who 
was  the  Suzerain  of  Egypt,  they  found 
themselves  face  to  face  with  what  every- 
body now  admitted  to  have  be«t  a  na- 
tional movement.  It  was  no  use  to 
abuse  Arabi.  ■  He  was  for  a  time  the 
representative  of  the  national  movement, 
and  he  was  forced  into  that  position  by 
the  determination  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  quarrel  with  the  Chamber 
of  Notables  and  all  the  popular  leaders. 
There  was  no  doubt  that  that  national 
feeling  still  existed  in  Egypt,  and  that 
the  Khedive  was  only  kept  up  in  his 
position  by  the  bayonets  of  the  British 
troops.  If  that  were  so,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  been  fighting  against 
the  Egyptian  nation  \  and  be  was  quite 
certain  the  House  must  regret  extremely 
that  this  great,  free  nation  should  have 
been  engaged  in  putting  down  by  mill- 
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tary  force  the  budding  aspirations  of  a 
free  people.  Therefore,  he  thought  it 
was  not  nnreasonable,  before  voting 
Supplies  for  that  Ei^edition,  that  the 
House  should  express  its  regret,  imd 
thus  place  on  record  &  lesson  to  this  and 
future  Governments. 

Mb.  B0T7BKE  said,  he  was  content 
to  leave  the  matter  where  his  rigrht  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  the  Member  for 
North  Lanca^ire  (Colonel  Stanley)  had 
left  it  but  for  one  consideration.  From 
the  first  he  had  taken  a  strong  view 
with  r^ard  to  the  policy  that  led  to  the 
war.  He  regretted  at  the  time  of  the 
Vote  of  Credit  that  the  policy  of  the 
Government  could  not  be  separated 
from  that  Tote.  He  believed  that  that 
policy  was  distinctly  the  cause  of  the 
war.  That  being  so,  the  Amendment 
simply  declared  a  truism,  and,  therefore, 
he  felt  the  greatest  difficulty  in  voting 
against  it.  At  the  same  time,  as  one 
must  be  allowed  one's  own  opportunity 
to  express  an  opinion  on  a  matter  of 
so  grave  importanee,  he  did  not  in- 
tend then  to  vote  for  it,  as  he  had  re- 
cently voted  for  the  Amendment  of  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Hertford 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour).  There  was  one 
point  which  the  noble  Lord  had  cleared 
up  in  his  speech  regarding  an  unfortu- 
nate expression  which  occurred  in  several 
of  the  despatches  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment. It  had  been  stated  in  de- 
spatches and  speeches  that  the  only  ob- 
ject of  Her  Majesty's  Government  was 
to  return  to  the  status  i^up.  He  always 
thought  that  a  most  imprudent  obser- 
vation ;  and  it  was  a  considerable  relief 
to  him  when  he  heard  the  noble  Lord 
say  that  that  was  not  their  only  object, 
but  that  they  intended  to  review  the 
whole  question.  It  was  a  comfort  to 
those  of  them  who  felt  an  interest  in 
Egypt  that  the  Government  were  no 
longer  to  be  trammelled  by  their  previous 
imprudent  pledges  with  respect  to  the 
status  qua.  But  he  wished  it  to  be  ob- 
served that  they  had  heard  this  for  the 
first  time  to-night,  and  it  was  a  matter  of 
interest  to  them  to  know  what  the  future 
policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  was 
to  be.  The  noble  Lord  had  also  referred 
to  the  difficult  task  now  in  the  hands  of 
the  Earl  of  Bufi'erin.  He  was  perfectly 
well  aware  of  that,  and  he  did  not  know 
of  any  statesman  whom  they  could  more 
cordially  trust  than  that  noble  Earl;  but 
he  should  like  to  know  how  long  the 
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noble  Earl  was  to  remain  in  Egypt.  He 
(Mr.  Bourke)  hoped  that  he  would  be 
left  there  for  a  considerable  time,  and 
that  he  would  not  be  recalled  to  his 
post  at  Constantinople  until  £g3rptiaD 
aflfeire  were  thoroughly  organized.  It 
was  no  use  throwing  duet  in  the  eyes  of 
the  English  people  by  saying  the  troops 
would  be  withdrawn  from  Egypt  at 
present.  He  was  perfectly  certiun  that 
zf  they  wished  for  liberty  and  for  any- 
thing like  good  government  in  Egypt — 
if  they  wished  foreign  intrigue  to  be  kept 
out  of  that  country — an  object  which  he 
beliered  to  be  of  the  greatest  importance 
— it  would  be  absolutely  necessary  for 
a  considerable  time  indeed  to  leave  the 
British  Forces  to  keep  order  there,  and  to 
bring  about  4  state  of  things  which  they 
all  wished  to  see. 

Question  pat. 

The  S.0VIB6  dividtd : — Ares  94  ;  Noes 
24  :  Majority  70.— (Div.  List,  No.  15.) 

Main  Question,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  tiie  Ohair,"  put,  and 
a^evd  to. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

PARLIAMENT— ELECTION  OF  CHAIK- 
MAN  OF  WAYS  AND  MEANS. 

The  Habqubss  of  HABTINGTON  ■* 
Pursuant  to  the  Notice  which  I  gave 
]«t  evening,  1  more—"  That  Bir  Arthur 
Otway  do  take  the  Ohair  of  the  Com- 
mittee." 

Ms.  BAIEES  asked  if  he  would  be 

in  Order  in  addressing  the  House,  the 
Speaker  having  left  the  Chair? 

Mb.  8PEAKEB,  having  resumed  the 
Chair,  said :  The  Question  before  the 
House  is,  "That  Sir  Arthur  Otway  do 
take  the  Chair  of  the  Committee." 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Sir  Arthur  Otway  do  take  the 
Ohair  of  the  Committee."— Mar- 
queu  of  Sartington.) 

Mb.  BAIKE8  said,  he  need  scarcely 
say  that  he  did  not  rise  for  the  purpose 
of  disputing  the  Motion  made  by  the 
noble  Marquess.  He  tiiought  there  were 
few  Gentlemen  who  had  sat  in  that 
House  for  any  extent  of  time  and  had 
become  famiUar  with  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Bocbester  and  the  active 
and  distinguished  part  which  he  had 
tftken  in  the  Business  of  the  House, 


who  would  not  be  glad  to  see  him  at 
the  Table.   But  as  he  believed  this  was 
the  only  occasion  they  would  have  of 
eliciting  the  opinion  of  the  Government 
with  regard  to  one  or  two  matters  con- 
nected with  the  Chairmanship  of  Com- 
mittees in  that  House,  he  ventured 
for  one  moment  to  interpose,  in  order  to 
obtain  some  statement  from  the  noble 
Marquess,  or  from  any  other  Member  of 
the  Government  who  might  rise  to  speak 
on  the  subject,  as  to  what  where  the 
intentions  of  Her  Majestsr^s  Advisers 
in  regard  to  the  conduct  of  Business  in 
Oummittees  of  the  Whole  House.  He 
was  glad  to  have  this  opportnnity  of 
inviting  Mr.  Speaker  to  resume  the 
Ohair,  and  of  calling  public  attention  to 
the  fact,   which  was  too  frequently 
ignored,  that  the  Election  of  the  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means  was  an  act 
not  of  the  Government,  but  of  the 
Whole  Honse,  and  he  ventured  with  all 
humility  to  throw  out  this  suggestion 
with  regard  to  future  occurrenoes  of 
the  kind— whether  it  might  not  alwajfs 
be  well  to  have  the  appointment  made 
by  Question  put  from  the  Chair.  He 
was  glad  that  one  result  of  his  inter- 
vention would  be  that  his  hon.  Friend, 
when  he  took  the  Ohair,  would  do  so 
in  consequence  of  a  proceeding  that 
would  be  placed  on  the  Becords  of 
the  House.    It  was  not  possible  itss 
any  Member  of  the  Honse  to  sorve 
on  any  Committee  without  the  Ques- 
tion of  his  appointment  being  put  from 
the  Chair,  and  without  his  nomination 
being  confirmed  in  the  most  complete 
and  solemn  manner;  and  he  thought 
the  House  would  do  well  to  confirm  in 
the  most  solemn  and  oonspicuous  way 
the  appointment  of  an  hon.  Member 
who  would  have  to  take  so  important  a 
part  in  controlling  its  proceedings.  He 
had  spoken  on  this  subject  because  he 
believed  there  was  no  question  of  equal 
mf^itude  so  little  understood  out-of- 
doors.   Statements  referring  to  it  had 
appeared  in  newspapers  generally  well 
informed  whidh.  entirely  pervertea  the 
truth  and  deceived  the  publio.   He  had 
seen  it  announced  in  newspapm  enjoy- 
ing a  large  Provincial  dronlation  that 
the  present  Chanoellor  of  the  Duchy  of 
I^ancaster  (Mr.  Dodson)  had  been  dis- 
placed from  the  Ohair  at  the  Table  of 
the  Honse  in  order  to  make  room  for 
him,  and  that  he  himself  had  been  dis- 
placed in  order  to  make  room  for  his 
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right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
UniTanity  of  Edinburgh  who  had  just 
resigned  the  Office  of  Ohainuan.  He 
desired  to  take  that  opportunity  of 
giTing  publicly  the  most  positive  and 
diatinot  denial  of  the  truth  of  those 
statements.  It  was,  of  course,  unneces- 
sary to  remind  the  House  that  bis  right 
bon.  Friend  the  Ohancellor  of  the  Buohy 
of  Lancaster  had  ceased  to  occupy  the 
Office  of  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means 
ft  long  time  before  he  (Mr.  Kalkes)  had 
the  honour  of  being  elected  to  it.  His 
right  bon.  Friend  was  succeeded  by  Mr. 
Bonham-Oarter,  who  was  not  a  Member 
of  the  House  in  1874,  the  year  in  which 
that  great  honour  was  conferred  upon 
him,  nor  was  he(]fo.  Kaikee)  a  Member 
of  the  House  when  it  became  the  duty  of 
his  right  hon.  I^end  the  Member  for 
the  TmTeraity  of  Edinbni^h  to  snooeed 
him  in  Office.  The  eleoUon  to  the  Office 
of  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  had 
always  been  the  special  privilege  of  that 
House.  It  dated  from  the  days  of  the 
later  Stuarts,  when  the  House  had  not 
confidence  in  every  Speaker  of  the  time. 
It  was  owing  to  the  suspicion  that  the 
Speakers  were,  by  the  influence  of  the 
Crown,  appointed  to  preside  over  the 
deliberations  of  the  House,  that  the 
Office  of  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means 
was  established,  and  an  Officer  was  ap- 
pointed to  control  the  proceedings  of 
the  House  upon  questions  so  important 
as  those  of  Trade,  Finance,  and  Bell- 
gion.  In  his  opinion,  it  was  most  de- 
nrable  that  the  miaspprehension  which 
existed  out>of-do(»s  with  regard  to  this 
sulgectriioaldberemoTed.  HeTentmed 
to  ask  if  any  Member  of  the  GoTem> 
ment  was  in  a  position  to  inform  the 
Hoose  what  steps  would  be  taken  in 
order  to  give  effect  to  the  intention  ex- 
pressed by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at 
the  head  of  the  Government  with  regard 
to  the  position  of  those  hon.  Members 
who  would  be  what  were  called  casual 
Chairmen.  He  understood  that  the  Com- 
mittee of  Selection,  who  were  entrusted 
with  the  duty  of  nominating  the  Chair- 
man's Panel,  would  presenUy  submit  to 
the  House  tiie  names  of  certain  experi- 
enced Members  of  the  House  as  having 
been  appointed  by  them  to  be  the 
Chairman's  Panel  of  the  Standing  Com- 
mittees ;  and  he  beliered  they  were  also 
asked  to  infer  that  it  would  be  incident 
to  the  Offloe  of  Chairman  of  the  Stand- 
ing Committees  that  he  would  be  the 
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possible  locMM  ientfu  of  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means  in  Committees  of  the 
whole  House.  He  did  not  know  whether 
it  would  be  necessary  to  obtain  a  Beao- 
lution  from  the  House  on  that  point; 
the  whole  questiou  had'been,  he  would 
not  say  designedly,  but  obviously,  left 
in  such  a  state  of  hose  and  confusioa 
that  the  House  had  little  knowledge  as 
to  the  precise  form  in  which  these  new 
Officers  were  to  be  called  upon  to  assume 
their  part.  But  he  ventared  to  inform 
the  House  that,  in  the  case  of  his  suppo- 
sition being  true,  they  would  be  rather 
abnormally  and  anom^ously  placed. 
The  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  had 
been  hitherto  recognised  as  the  natural 
Chairman  of  Committees  of  the  Whole 
House,  and,  in  his  nnaTcdd&ble  absence, 
it  had  been  the  custom  for  some  other 
Member  of  the  Hoose  to  take  the  Chair. 
Were  they  to  understand  that  those 
Gentlemen,  of  whose  capacity  he  wi^ed 
to  speak  in  the  highest  degree,  were  to 
be  appointed  to  the  important  Office  of 
Deputy  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means 
without  the  House  having  an  opportu- 
nity of  expressing  an  opinion  as  to  their 
fitness  for  the  Office?  They  had  a  Chair- 
man's Panel  with  regard  to  Blection, 
Railway,  and  Canal  Bueinees,  and  the 
Committee  of  Selection  had  been  fur- 
nished with  powers  to  select  Gentlemen 
for  the  arduous  and  delicate  task  ofpre- 
siding  over  private  or  semi-private  Com* 
mittees  upstairs ;  and  although  the  prac- 
tice had  on  the  whole  worked  w^  in 
the  oases  alluded  to,  it  would  be  for  tiie 
first  time  in  the  history  of  the  House 
tiiat  Gentlemen  would  be  able  to  take 
the  Ohur  at  the  Table,  while  the  House 
was  to  be  formally  precluded  &om 
having  any  say  or  any  right  of  choice 
as  to  the  Officers  who  were  to  take  the 
place  of  the  Chairman.  This  was  a 
matter  on  which  the  House  was  entitled 
to  ask  for  information.  He  did  not 
doubt  that  the  Committee  of  Selection 
would  exercise  their  powers  with  that 
discrimination  and  prudence  which  had 
always  distinguished  them,  nor  did  he 
doubt  that  the  Gentlemen  whom  they 
would  select  for  this  Office  would  be 
greatly  respected  and  esteemed  by  the 
House ;  nevertheless,  the  House  should 
bear  in  mind  that,  for  the  first  time  in 
its  history,  it  would  in  sudh  case  tw 
presided  over  and  controlled  by  Officers 
m  whose  seleotion  it  would  be  exproesly 
denied  any  direct  voice.  Without  toodi- 
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ing  npon  other  matters  which  would  be 
more  o<HTeotl7  considered  when  they 
came  to  disenss  the  question  of  referring 
the  first  Bill  to  a  Standing  Committee, 
he  begged  to  thank  the  House  for  having 
allowed  him,  as  far  as  he  had  reotured 
to  do,  to  assert  the  historical  indepen- 
dence of  the  ancient  and  honourable 
Office  which  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bochester  was  now  called  upon 
to  fill. 

Me.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
wished  on  a  question  of  Order  to  point 
out  that  the  Question,  "  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  had 
been  put  and  agreed  to,  and  that  Mr. 
Speaker  had  accordingly  left  the  Chair 
in  sight  of  the  whole  House.  The 
House  was  supposed  to  have  gone  into 
Oommittee  of  Supply;  but  the  noble 
Marquess  rose  in  his  place  when  the 
Speaker  was  not  in  the  GhaiTf  and  made 
a  Motion  that  Sir  Arthur  Otway  be 
Chairman  of  Committees.  The  Motion 
for  Mr.  Speaker  leaving  the  Ohiur  having 
been  carried,  he  asked,  first,  whetherthe 
Order  for  going  into  Committee  of  Sup- 
ply was  not  thereby  discharged ;  and, 
secondly,  if  that  was  so,  whether  they 
were  not  sitting  as  a  House? 

Mb.  SPEAKER :  In  the  course  taken 
I  have  followed  precedents  established 
on  similar  occasions.  On  the  last  occa- 
sion of  the  nomination  of  the  Chairman 
of  Ways  and  Means  being  questioned 
by  the  House,  the  Speaker  put  the  Uues- 
tion  of  the  nomination  from  the  Chair. 
I  may  also  say  that  whenever  a  question 
arises  which  the  Oommittee  cannot  de- 
termine, the  Speaker,  as  a  matter  of 
course,  takes  the  Chair ;  and,  the  Com- 
mittee not  having  been  completely  con- 
stituted, it  was  my  duty  to  take  the  Chair 
and  put  the  Question  as  I  have  done. 

Tai  MiBQuEss  07  HAETINGTOK : 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
(Mr.  Raikes)  believes  there  is  any  mis- 
conception, either  in  the  House  or  in 
the  mind  of  the  public  as  to  the  character 
of  the  appointment  to  the  important 
Office  of  Chairman  of  "Ways  and  Means, 
and  ^so  to  that  of  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees of  the  Whole  House,  I  think  it 
is  not  to  be  regretted  that  he  has  taken 
this  opportunity  of  endeavouring  to  put 
an  end  to  that  misconception  by  the  ob- 
servations he  has  just  made.  The  nomi- 
nation of  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means  is  purely  the  act  of  the  House, 
and  is  not  dependent  on  the  will  of  the 
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Government.  That  has  always  been 
recognized,  and  although  the  nomination 
has  usually  been  made,  as  pointed  out 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Prime 
Minister  in  the  Autumn  Session,  la  a 
merely  formal  manner,  and  attracte,  as  a 
rule,  littie  attention,  yet  it  was  for  the 
purpose  of  obviating  that  summary 
mode  of  proceeding  and  giving  it  a  more 
formal  character,  that  X  gave  Notice  that 
on  Mr.  Speaker  leaving  the  Chair  to-day 
I  should  formally  move  that  Sir  Arthur 
Otway  take  the  Chair.  I  do  not  think 
any  other  course  could  conveniently  have 
been  taken  without  departing  from  the 
precedents  of  the  House.  No  doubt  it 
would  have  been  possible  to  give  Notice 
of  a  formal  Motion  that  my  hon.  Friend 
should  be  appointed  to  the  Chairman- 
ship of  Ways  and  Means;  but  that 
would  have  been  a  course  altogether 
without  precedent,  and  I  thought  it  de- 
sirable to  follow  as  closely  as  possible 
the  usual  course,  at  the  same  time  giving 
Notice  of  my  intention  to  make  this 
Motion  in  order  that  there  might  be  no 
reason  for  any  Member  of  the  House 
saying  that  he  had  been  taken  by  sur- 
prise. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
taken  the  opportunity  of  asking  some 
questioQS  as  to  the  appointment  of  those 
Gentlemen  who  are  occasionally  called 
upon  to  take  the  Chair  in  the  unavoid- 
able absence  of  the  Chairman  of  Ways 
and  Means.  Sir,  this  is  a  subject  on 
which  we  have  not  yet  arrived  at  a  final 
conclusion.  And  I  think  the  House 
will  see  it  is  one  which  it  is  not  desirable 
finally  to  settle  until  my  right  hon. 
Friend  thePrime  Minister,  who  nastaken 
so  large  a  part  in  the  dtscussionB  that 
have  taken  place  on  these  matters  is 
able  further  to  take  part  in  them.  But 
I  can  assure  my  right  hon.  Friend  that 
the  subject  will  not  be  lost  mght  of. 
There  are  two  methods  open ;  either, 
as  my  right  hon.  Friend  has  himself 
mentioned,  it  might  be  resolved  by  the 
House  that  the  Gentlemen  who  are  ap- 
pointed by  the  Oommittee  of  Selection 
to  act  as  Chairmen  shotdd  form  a  panel 
of  Gentlemen  on  Committees  qusiified 
to  take  the  Chair  at  the  Table  of  the 
House,  or  else  the  practice  might  be 
adopted  of  namine  specially  to  the  House 
a  panel  of  Members  selected  from  all 
parts  of  the  House,  who  might  be  quali- 
fied. One  of  these  courses  I  tiiink  will 
probably  be  adopted ;  but  in  either  oase 
It  appears  to  me  desirable  that  th« 
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Sftnotion  of  the  House  should  be  ob- 
tained to  the  proceeding.  I  trust  there 
will  be  no  immediate  necessity  of  de- 
ciding the  point,  and  I  think  I  need 
only  assure  my  right  hon.  Friend  oppo- 
site that  the  matter  will  not  be  put 
aside,  but  will  be  definitely  settled  after 
the  return  of  the  Frimo  Minister  to  the 
House. 

Ottestion  put,  and  agretd  io. 

STTPPLT-EGTPTIAN  EXPEDITION 
{GKANT  IN  AID),  1882-3. 

■BvvtJ^T—gonaiderfd  in  Oommittee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Thb  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  CuiLDEEs):  Sir  Arthur 
Otway,  it  is  my  duty  on  this  occa- 
sion to  address  to  the  Committee  a 
few  words  with  reference  to  the  Sup- 
plementary Estimates  of  expenditure 
in  connection  with  the  Egyptian  cam- 
paign. The  Committee  will,  perhaps, 
allow  me  to  remind  them  of  what  took 

Slaoe  in  reference  to  that  matter  during 
ie  last  Session  of  Parliament.  On  the 
24th  of  July  last,  a  Vote  of  (Wit  was 
proposed  by  the  GoTemment,  and  was 
agreed  to  by  the  House  on  the  27th 
of  July,  for  strengthening  Her  Majesty's 
Forces  in  the  Mediterranean ;  and  this 
Tote  amounted  to  £2,300,000,  of  which 
£900,000  was  for  the  Army,  and 
£1,400,000  for  the  Navy.  The  Vote 
was  in  the  words  I  have  quoted — "  For 
strengthening  Her  Majesty's  Forces  in 
the  Mediterranean."  At  the  same  time, 
the  Government  of  France  proposed  a 
Vote  of  Credit  in  connection  with  their 
Naval  operations  in  Egypt ;  but  that  Vote 
of  Credit  was  rejected  by  the  French 
Chamber  on  the  28th  of  July,  and  in 
consequence  the  French  Government  re- 
signed, and  on  the  31st  of  July  the 
French  Fleet  was  ordered  to  withdraw 
from  Egyptian  waters.  We  thus  became 
alone  charged  with  the  task  of  sending, 
tinder  a  Vote  of  Credit,  a  special  Expe- 
dition to  the  Eastern  part  of^ the  Mediter- 
ranean. Our  Fleet  and  our  transports 
conveying  the  Expeditionary  Force  were 
instructed  to  call  at  Malta  for  orders, 
and  on  their  arrival  at  Malta  they  were 
ordered  to  Alexandria,  and  at  that  place 
to  undertake  certain  operations,  partly 
there  and  partly  on  the  Suez  Canal. 
Those  operations,  as  I  need  not  remind 


the  Committee,  terminated  on  the  15th 
of  September  in  the  complete  success 
of  the  Expedition  and  the  ending  of  the 
war.  The  chaises  in  connection  with 
the  Expedition  continued  however,  be- 
yond the  ISth  of  September  to  the  Ist 
of  October,  and  those  relating  to  the 
transport  of  troops  which  were  not 
left  in  Egypt  continued  also  until 
the  greater  part  of  the  troops  were 
brought  back  to  this  country.  After 
the  l8t  of  October  the  troops  remaining 
in  Egypt  were  no  longer  at  the  expend 
of  this  country,  but  remained  at  tiie 
expense  of  the  Egyptian  Government; 
and  if  hon.  Members  will  refer  to  the 
present  Estimates  they  will  see  that  the 
sum  of  £279,000  is  credited  in  respect 
of  the  troops  remaining  in  Egypt 
after  the  1st  of  October  last — namely, 
£209,000  for  the  Army,  and  £70,000 
for  the  Navy.  These  figures  are  calcu- 
lated on  the  average  of  £4  per  head- 
that  is  to  say,  £3  per  head  for  the  Mili- 
tary, and  £1  per  head  for  the  Naval 
expenditure.  And  now  I  will  explain 
what  has  been  the  estimated  additional 
cost  beyond  the  £2,800,000  voted  for 
strengthening  Her  M^esty's  Foroea  in 
the  Mediterranean.  With  regard  to  the 
estimated  expense  of  the  troops  sent 
from  this  country,  from  the  gamaons  in 
the  Mediterranean,  and  from  India,  if 
reference  is  made  to  the  statement  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter in  November  last,  hon.  Members 
will  see  that  besides  the  Estimate  of 
£2,360,000  voted  in  July  for  troops  sent 
from  England,  the  Estimate  for  the  In- 
dian troops  was  £1,880,000,  making  al- 
together a  total  cost  of  £4,180,000.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  informed  the  House 
that  the  revised  Estimate  for  the  troops 
sent  from  this  country,  including  their 
transport,  was  £3,360,000,  and  that  the 
estimated  cost  of  the  troops  sent  from 
India  would  be  £l,  140,000.  So  that  it 
was  estimated  in  November,  as  against 
the  original  Estimate  of  £4,180,000  for 
the  charge  against  this  country  and 
India  made  in  July,  that  the  total  ex- 
penditure would  amount  to  £4,500,000. 
Now,  since  November  last  we  have  had 
experience  of  rather  more  than  three 
months,  and  we  are  able  to  correct,  al- 
though in  a  very  small  degree,  the  Esti- 
mate which  my  right  hon.  Friend  then 
gave  to  the  House.  As  against  that 
Estimate  of  £4,500,000,  we  now  estimate 
that  the  total  expenditure  of  every  kind 
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on  aoooont  of  England  and  on  account 
of  India,  including  a  small  Civil  Esti- 
mate for  the  transport  of  refugees  from 
Egypt  to  Malta,  is  £4,675,000,  showing 
an  increase  of  £75,000.  Of  the  charge 
against  this  countey,  there  is  a  small 
sum  of  £12,000  in  respect  of  the  Army, 
and  of  £26,000  in  respect  of  the  'Na.vy, 
which  Till  not  heoome  payable  in  the 
course  of  the  present  financial  year ;  and 
tiiere  remains  to  be  voted  in  discharge 
of  the  balance  due  in  r^oect  of  the 
charge  for  the  Egyptian  War,  deduct- 
ing the  sums  voted  in  July  last,  on  ac- 
count of  the  Army,  £728,000,  on  account 
of  the  Navy,  £350,000,  and  on  account 
of  the  Civil  Service,  £17,500.  And  now. 
Sir,  I  come  to  the  Vote  in  connection 
with  the  expenditure  incurred  by  India. 
The  total  expenditure  incurred  by  India 
is,  aa  I  have  said,  £1,140,000,  and  out 
of  that  sum  Her  Majesty's  Government 
propose  that  £500,000  should  be  paid 
by  this  country  to  India,  leaviug£640,000 
at  the  cost  of  the  Indian  Government. 
Adding  that  sum  to  the  figures  I  have 
already  stated  to  the  Committee,  the 
whole  amount  which  the  Committee 
will  be  asked  to  vote  to-night  will 
be  £1,695,500,  including  tiie  sum  of 
£17,500  in  connection  with  the  Civil 
charges.  Now,  let  me  say  a  few  words 
with  regard  to  the  proposed  contribution 
from  this  country  towards  the  charge  on 
the  Indian  Bevenue.  I  may  remind  the 
Committee  that  this  subject  was  dis- 
cussed at  gome  length  on  the  31st  of 
July  last,  when,  under  the  terms  of  the 
Statute,  a  Vote  bad  to  be  taken  approv- 
ing the  employment  of  Indian  troops  in 
the  campaign,  and  that  the  expense,  in 
the  first  instance,  should  be  defrayed  out 
of  the  Indian  Bevenue.  As  was  then  ex- 
plained in  the  course  of  the  debate,  the 
formal  Vote  did  not  bind  the  House  to 
the  Besolutiott  that  the  Indian  Exohe* 
quer  should  bear  the  whole  burden  of  the 
charge,  but  left  it  open  to  the  House, 
by  a  subsequent  Vote,  to  relieve,  if  it 
was  thought  neoessaiy,  the  Indian  Ex- 
chequer from  a  portion  of  the  amount. 
It  was  in  order  to  make  this  proposal 
perfectly  clear  that  I  moved  to  insert 
certain  words  in  the  Eesolution  put 
from  the  Chair,  and  perhaps  I  may 
be  allowed  to  refer  very  shortly  to  the 
words  I  then  used,  vhich  were — 

"  The  OoTemtnent  propose  that,  auuming 
tha  dnntioD  of  this  campaign  to  l>e  sach  as 
tluiy  hare  de<dared  to  Fwlioment,  India  tiv%H 


hear  that  proportion  of  the  expenditare  which 
is  represented  1>y  her  troops.  — (3  Smmtrtl. 
[»73]306.) 

We  then  imerted  the  wor^,  "sabject 
to  any  future  deoimon  of  Parliament,'' 
after  that  part  of  the  Besolution,  by 
which  the  House  oonsented  that  the 
Bevenues  of  India  should  be  applied 
for  the  purpcwe.  The  Besolution  lully 
expresses  the  opinion  of  the  great  ma- 
jority of  the  House.  There  was  a  mino- 
rity who  voted  against  the  Motion,  alto- 
gether disapproving  of  any  arrangement 
under  which  India  would  bear  any  part 
of  the  charge  ;  but  I  have  carefully 
looked  through  the  debate,  and  I  fiod 
that,  although  there  were  several  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  voted  in  that  minority, 
the  weight  of  authority  was  with  those 
who  thought  that  India  should  bear  a 
portion  of  the  charge.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope), 
who  had  been  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  India,  stated  that— 

"  He  had.come  to  the  condonon  that  India 
might  he  fairly  asked  to  contribute  aomuthinff 
towards  the  cost  of  the  operations  to  be  carried 
on  in  Egypt."— {Ibid.  289.) 

And,  in  another  part  of  the  House,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Carlow  (Mr.  Macfar- 
lane),  who  spoke  at  some  length,  with 
knowledge  of  the  subject,  votM  for  like 
Besolution  on  the  ground  that— 

"  India  had  a  very  solid  and  substantial  inte- 
rest in  the  maintonanoe  of  the  Suez  Oanal."— 
{Ibid.  300.) 

And  that  some  portion  of  the  expenditure 
should  fall  upon  India  in  consequence. 
Well,  Sir,  the  Besolution,  as  it  was 
amended  on  my  Motion,  was  carried  by 
a  majority  of  140  to  23  ;  and  the  ques- 
tion now  to  be  decided  by  the  Com- 
mittee is  whether  the  sum  of  £500,000 
which  we  propose  should  be  credited 
during  the  present  financial  year  to 
India  leaves  a  fair  proportion  to  the 
charge  of  India  of  the  total  cost  of  the 
Expedition.  It  is  onl^  right  to  say  that 
while  we  propose  this  arrangement  it 
is,  of  course,  in  the  power  of  the  House, 
not  by  increasing  the  Vote,  because  that 
could  not  be  done  under  the  Bules  of 
the  House,  but  by  Address  to  the  Crown, 
or  some  other  Constitutional  method,  to 
bring  about  an  increase  of  the  contribu- 
tion. We,  however,  should  resist  any 
such  proposal.  I  may  add  that  practi- 
cally it  will  be  impossible,  under  any 
ciroumstaacee,  to  add  to  the  payment  to 
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India  during  the  present  financial  year. 
To-daj  and  Monday  are  the  last  days 
ujpon  which  a  Vote  of  this  kind,  to  fall 
within  the  current  financial  year,  can 
pass  the  House.  Therefore,  if  the  House 
should  overrule  the  Government  and 
express  an  opinion  in  some  Constitu- 
tional way  that  a  larger  contribution 
should  be  made  to  India— a  proposal 
to  whioh  we  should  be  opposed — the 
paymwit  would  not  come  in  the  pre- 
sent financial  year,  biit  would  have  to 
enter  into  the  financial  arrangements  of 
1888-4.  I  would  say  one  word  as  to  the 
amount  we  propose  should  be  contri- 
buted by  India.  The  language  of  the 
debate  &om  which  I  just  now  quoted 
was  something  to  this  effect— I  mean  of 
those  who  voted — that  India  should 
bear  some  part  of  the  expense  analo- 
gous 'to  the  assistance  she  rendered. 
Bougbly  speaking,  the  force  from  home 
which  was  actually  engaged — whether 
in  the  advance  on  Cairo  or  tlie  defence 
of  Alexandria — amounted  to  some  27,000 
men,  of  which  India  contributed  6,200 
men.  Thatproportionwouldjustify  us  in 
asking  India  to  bear  a  larger  proportion 
out  of  the  sum  total  expense  we  propose 
to  ask  India  to  bear ;  but  I  think  we  may 
fairly  take  into  account  that  part  of  the 
Naval  Force  which  contributed  to  the 
results  of  the  war,  and  add  them  to  the 
37,000  men.  That  would  make  the 
Indian  Force  something  like  one-sevenUi 
of  the  whole  Expedition,  and  £640,000 
is  just  one-serenUiof  £4,500,000.  I  do 
not  propose  now  to  go  over  again  the 

3ment8  put  forward  in  July  last  for 
against  India  bearing  any  chaige 
whatever.  The  real  argument  for  mak- 
ing a  demand  on  her  was  her  interest  in 
the  Suez  Canal,  the  protection  of  which 
was  the  ultimate  aim  of  the  Expedition ; 
and  a  Parliamentary  Paper  has  ap- 
peared within  the  last  few  days  on  the 
subject  of  the  trade  through  the  Suez 
Canal  to  which  I  will  refer.  That  Paper 
was  evidently  not  written  with  the  view 
of  magttifpng  the  importance  of  the 
trade  or  the  amount  of  the  traffic ;  but 
the  figures  show  that,  even  according  to 
the  depreciatory  calculations  made  by 
the  writer,  half  the  Indian  trade  passes 
through  the  Suez  Oanal.  If,  tiien,  at 
the  lowest  eatimato,  India  has  sadi  a 
pre-eminmt  interest  in  the  Oanid,  the 
vezy  moderato  proposal  we  now  make  is 
reasonably  juatifieo.  Bef(»e  I  sit  down, 
allow  xne  to  show  to  the  Committee  what 

Th»  Chaneellar  of  th«  ExcHtfUor 


will  be  the  financial  result  of  our  pro- 
posal. The  Estimates  of  last  year,  with 
the  Supplementary  Estimates,  passed  in 

the  last  Session,  authorized  an  expendi- 
ture slightly  in  excess  of  the  then  antici- 
pated Bevenue.  The  anticipated  deficit 
was  very  small,  so  that  you  may  prac- 
tically say  that  the  Estimates  and  the 
Bupplementary  Estimates  of  Expenditure 
about  balance  the  Estimates  of  Bevenue. 
The  present  Estimates  for  additional  ex- 
penditure in  Egypt,  including  the  grant 
to  India,  will  add  between  £1,500,000 
and  £  1,600,000  to  the  expenditure  of  the 
year.  There  is  also  a  Paper  of  Supple- 
mentary Estimates  for  the  Civil  Service 
relating  to  a  great  number  of  items,  and 
amounting  as  usual,  I  am  sorry  to  say, 
to  a  considerable  sum ;  but  we  do  not 
expect  that  these  Supplementary  Esti- 
mates will  do  much  more  than  balance 
the  savings  whioh  will  be  made  upon 
other  Votes.  On  the  whole,  then,  the 
estimated  expenditure  for  the  current 
year,  including  the  Votes  which  we  now 
ask  the  Committee  to  take,  is  not  likely 
to  exceed  the  original  Estimates  and  the 
Supplementary  Estimates  of  last  Session 
by  more  than  £1,600,000.  On  tho 
other  hand,  I  must  say  there  is  not  a 
large,  but  a  sensible  improvement  in  the 
Bevenue  as  compared  with  the  Estimates 
of  Bevenue  made  last  year.  I  do  not 
think  it  would  be  extravagant  to  say- 
speaking,  of  course,  wif^  caution  and 
in  general  figures,  for  we  are  still  a 
month  from  the  end  oi  the  financial  year 
— that  that  improvement  in  the  Bevenue 
will  amount  to  somothing  betweea 
£500,000  and  £750,000.  If  these  figures 
are  compared — and  hon.  Gentlemen  will 
have  been  able  to  compare  them  as  X 
have  given  them — it  will  be  seen  that 
the  result  of  the  financial  arrangements 
of  the  current  year  may  probably  be  a 
deficit  of  something  between  £750,000 
and  1,250,000.  Of  course,  the  Commit- 
tee is  aware  that  against  that  deficiency 
it  would  be  out  of  the  question  that  in 
the  month  of  March  we  should  propose 
any  further  taxation.  For  the  moment 
we  must  leave  that  deficiency  to  be  paid 
out  of  the  balance  at  the  end  of  the 
year ;  but  it  will  be  my  duty,  when  mak- 
ing the  Financial  Statement  rather  more 
than  a  month  from  now,  to  deal  with, 
that  deficit,  as  well  as  with  the  Bevenue 
ai^  Expenditure  for  the  year  1883-4. 
I  think  that  the  Oommittee  will  agree 
with  me  that  more  thaa  that  I  ought 
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not  to  flay  on  the  present  occarion.  I 
hope  I  have  made  my  statement  per- 
fectly plain  to  the  Oommittee.  I  beg  to 
move — 

'*Th&t  a  mm,  not  «zceedtDS  £600,000,  be 
granted  to  Her  Mi^eaty,  to  denniy  the  Charge 
which  will  come  in  couree  of  paymeot  during 
the  year  ending  on  the  Slat  day  of  March 
1883,  as  a  Q-nint  in  Aid  of  the  Expenditure  in- 
curred by  the  Qovemment  of  India  upon  the 
Expedition  to  Egypt." 

Alter  this  is  adopted,  it  will  be  the  duty 
of  my  noble  Fnend  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  (the  Marquess  of  Har- 
tington),  and  oi  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Seoreiary  to  the  Admiralty,  to  move 
the  Totes  in  connection  vith  this  Esti- 
mate for  the  Army  and  the  Navy,  and 
to  give  any  explanation  that  may  be 
nemed  as  to  the  details  of  those  Totes. 

(1.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"Thai  a  som,  not  exceeding  £500,000,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  de»ay  the  Charge 
which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during 
the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March 
1883,  as  a  Grant  in  Aid  of  the  E^ipenditure  in- 
curred by  the  Oovemment  of  India  nptm  the 
Expedition  to  Egypt,"— (Jfr.  ChmeeUor  of  tkt 
Exeheqtter.) 

Mb.  ONSLOW  said,  that,  of  course, 
it  was  not  his  intention  to  oppose  the 
Tote  on  the  present  occasion  ;  for,  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said,  no  doubt 
there  would  be  an  opportunity  later  on 
for  those  who  held  strong  views  on  the 
subject  to  discuss  the  whole  policy  of 
the  OoTernment.  Hon.  Members  were 
aware  that  ibe  Indian  Budget  was  gene- 
rally taken  during  the  first  or  second 
we^  in  March,  and  the  Ticeroy  in 
Gonncil  must  be  anxious  that  the  Tote 
Aonld  pass.  The  right  hon.  Ghantleman 
wished  them  to  pass  the  Tote  and  leave 
the  question  of  ita  policy  for  the  future 
dedsion  of  Parliament.  ■  At  the  dose  of 
the  debate  in  last  July,  he  (Mr.  Onslow) 
had  voted  with  the  Government  on  the 
question  of  the  employment  of. Indian 
troops,  and  he  had  understood  that  the 
financial  part  of  the  question  was  left 
for  the  future  consideration  of  the 
House.  It  was  merely  on  the  question 
that  the  Native  troops  should  be  em- 
ployed that  he,  for  one — and  he  thought 
many  others  had  done  the  same — had 
given  his  vote.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  said  that  he  thought  this  a 
comparatively  small  sum  for  India  topay 
for  the  benefits  she  had  received.  That 
WM  rather  a  o(»itroTemal  matter,  and 


it  was  not  his  (Mr.  Onslow's)  intention 
on  that  occasion  to  go  into  that  part  of 
the  question ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he 
would  make  thia  remark — tiiat  he  oonld 
not  see  why  India  had  gained  more  ad- 
vantage from  the  action  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  in  Egypt  than  had 
Australia  or  New  Zealand,  and  some 
other  of  Her  Majesty's  Colonies.  His 
contention,  of  course,  was  that  if  India 
had  to  pay  any  part  of  the  expenses  of 
the  Egyptian  Expedition,  that  Australia, 
New  Zealand,  and  other  Colonies  should 
also  be  called  on  to  pay  a  part.'  His 
idea  was  that  the  interests  of  the  Suez 
Oanal  was  an  Imperial  matter.  It  was 
not  only  for  India,  but  for  the  whole  of 
our  Colonies,  or  those  which  required 

giarding  by  way  of  the  Mediterranean, 
ut  he  did  not  wish  to  go  into  these 
matters  at  this  time.  Huf  a  loaf  was 
better  than  no  bread ;  therefore,  he  could 
not  object  to  the  proposal.  They  had 
agreed  to  give  £500,000  towards  the 
Indian  expenses,  and  he  should  support 
the  Tote ;  but  his  contention  was — and 
he  hoped  in  the  future  that  he  would 
be  able  to  stick  to  his  guns — that  this 
war  in  Egypt  bad  nothing  to  do  with 
India,  which  had  never  been  consulted 
about  it  from  start  to  finish.  It  was  not 
so  much  on  financial  grounds — though, 
of  course,  that  was  a  matter  of  grave 
consideration — that  he  took  exception  to 
India  paying  any  of  these  extraordinary 
charges,  but  as  a  matter  more  of  prin- 
ciple— namely,  that  she  had  never  been 
consulted  throughout  all  these  trans- 
actions. As  he  had  said,  it  was  not 
possible,  at  the  present  time,  to  discuss 
the  matter  thoroughly.  When  they  had 
seen  the  Papers  promised  by  the  noble 
Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  HartiDc^on) 
to-day  they  would  be  better  able  to 
argue  the  question.  They  would  then 
know  what  the  Indian  Gt)vemment  had 
from  the  first  intended  to  do,  and  from 
the  Ticeroy's  despatches  what  objection, 
if  any,  he  and  his  Council  had  taken 
to  paying  anything  at  all.  It  was  said 
that  the  v  iceroy  in  Council  agreed  with 
the  proposition  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment ;  but  he  (Mr.  Onslow)  hoped 
he  was  not  using  un-Parliamentary  lan- 
guage when  he  said  it  appeared  to 
him  that,  if  that  was  the  ease,  by  some 
means  or  other  the  Ticeroy  in  Council 
bad  been  "squared."  The  noble  Mcuv 
quess  had  told  them  in  August  that  a 
telegram  had  oome  ttom  we  Ticerc^ 
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objecting  to  the  proposition  of  the  GK>- 
vemment,  which  at  that  time  was  that 
India  should  pay  the  whole  of  the  coat 
— but,  as  he  had  eaid  already,  this  was 
not  the  occasion  to  go  into  these  matters 
of  principle.  They  had  not  the  Papers 
before  them  ;  but  he  felt  that  this  v  ote, 
as  regarded  India,  was,  at  all  eTents, 
a  matter  of  emergency.  It  depended  on 
the  Vote  given  to-night  what  the  Indian 
Budget  should  be.  The  result  would 
be  telegraphed  to  India  at  once,  and  he 
should  be  sorry  to  throw  any  obstacle  in 
the  way  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
on  the  present  occasion.  He  would  cor- 
dially support  the  Vote. 

LoHD  GEOBGE  HAMILTON  said, 
he  was  one  of  those  who  held  the  same 
Tiew  as  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just 
sat  down,  as  to  the  undesirability  of 
asking  India  to  pay  any  part  of  the  cost 
of  the  Egyptian  War.  He  had  never 
yet  been  able  to  understand  that  per- 
versity of  mind  and  intellect  which  had 
insisted  that  the  Afghan  was  an  Euro- 
pean War,  and  the  Egyptian  was  an 
Indian  War.  In  the  discussion  which 
took  place  last  year,  it  was  understood 
that  no  decision  would  be  arrived  at 
until  the  House  had  had  a  fresh  oppor- 
tunity of  expressing  some  opinion  on  the 
subject.   The  Chancellor  of  the  Exehe- 

auer  now  came  forward  and  said  the 
fovernment  were  prepared  to  give  India 
£500,000,  and  that  any  proposal  to  make 
a  further  grant  must  meet  with  their 
opposition  and  that  any  Address  for  the 
purpose  of  increasing  the  payment  in 
aid  of  India,  would  hare  to  be  moved  in 
a  subsequent  financial  year. 

ThkOHANOELLOE  op  the  EXOHE- 
GUEE  (Mr,  Childees):  I  said  that 
any  further  payment  would  have  to  be 
made  out  of  the  funds  of  the  next  finan- 
cial year. 

LoKD  GEORGE  HAMILTON  said, 
that  was  tantamount  to  saying  that  no 
ayment  at  all  would  be  made  to  ludia, 
ecause  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  said  that  he  would  have  a  deficit  of 
between  £750,000  and  £1,250,000  for 
the  present  year ;  and,  as  the  prospects 
for  next  year  were  notTery  encouraging, 
be  did  not  think  the  Government  woukl 
consent  to  put  increased  taxation  on  the 
people  of  these  Islands  for  the  purpose 
of  increamng  the  payment  to  India. 
Th^  were  in  this  position  now — that  if 
they  did  not  raise  the  question  of  the 
policy  of  paying  this  £500,000  now,  they 

Mr.  Onthw 


would  never  have  another  opportunity 
of  raising  it.  He  must  say  he  thought 
this  contnbution  towards  the  finances  of 
India  a  very  paltry  one.  No  one  could 
pretend  that  this  war  in  Egypt  was  in 
any  way  initiated  or  promoted  on  ac- 
count of  Indian  interests,  but  solely  on 
account  of  European  interests;  and  it 
was  his  firm  belief  that  if  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  not  wished  to  negotiate 
a  Commercial  Treaty  with  France  they 
would  never  have  found  themselves  in 
the  position  they  were  in  now.  So  much 
as  regarded  that  particular  Vote,  but 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
alluded  to  other  Estimates.  Perhaps, 
before  he  entered  into  these,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  wonld  allow  him  to  con- 
gratulate him  upon  having  attained  the , 
position  of  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
in  which  he  had  just  addressed  them 
for  the  first  time  on  the  subject  of  the 
Revenue.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  attained  his  high  position  under 
very  disadvantageous  circumstances,  be- 
cause what  was  the  position  in  which 
they  found  themselves?  And  he  would 
recommend  this  to  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
were  economists,  and  who  sat  on  the 
Ministerial  aide  of  the  House  below  the 
Gangway.  They  had  already  voted  this 
year  £87,700,000,  and  they  were  now 
asked  to  vote  a  sum  of  £2, 800,000,  which 
would  bring  up  the  total  to  the  enormous 
amount  of  £90,000,000,  which,  he  be- 
lieved, was  by  far — by  many  millions — 
the  highest  amount  ever  voted  by  this 
country  in  time  of  peace.  TCHIm  9/ 
"  This  was  a  time  of  war."]  The  Prime 
Minister  had  informed  tliem  that  it  was 
not  war.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer had  informed  them  that  making 
all  allowance  for  saving  on  Votes  already 
passed,  and  for  increase  of  the  estimated 
Revenue,  there  would  still  be  a  large 
deficit.  There  were  certain  facts  which 
he  felt  himself  bound  to  mention  on  this 
occasion,  late  as  was  the  hour,  as  he  was 
afraid  if  he  did  not  do  so  now  he  might 
never  have  another  opportunity.  One 
of  the  main  claims  to  Omce  of  individuals 
who  composed  the  GoTemment  was  that 
they  would  economically  administer  thQ 
finances;  and  what  was  the  result  of 
three  years  of  economical  administra- 
tion ?  He  did  not  suppose  there  was  a 
man  in  the  country  who  did  not  wish, 
so  far  as  finance  was  concerned,  the  old 
Tory  Administration  back  which  the 
Prime  Minister  so  strong;!^  denouncecl 
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in  Mid  Lothian.  He  (Lord  George 
Hunilion)  had  in  his  pocket  a  copy  of 
the  great  financial  epeech  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  made  in  Mid 
Lothian,  and  he  would  recommend  it  to 
the  attmtion  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  because  he  would  find  in  it 
a  number  of  admirable  principles  laid 
down,  every  one  of  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstone)  had  infringed 
from  the  time  he  came  into  power  to  the 
time  he  had  given  up  the  Office  of 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  The  first 
principle  laid  down  was  that  there  should 
be  as  few  Supplementary  Estimates  as 
possible.  "Well,  how  many  Supplemen- 
tary Estimates  had  they  had  this  year? 
He  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  had  gone 
into  the  library  to  get  them,  and  had 
been  presented  with  a  nuge  volume,  from 
which  he  foundthat  there  had  beenagreat 
number  of  Supplementary  Estimates. 
There  was  one  for  Cyprus.  ["  Hear, 
hear !  "1  Well,  hon.  Members  seemed 
to  impl^  that  the  Government  were  not 
responsible  for  that.  He  did  not  blame 
them  in  that  particular  matter,  and  he  be- 
lieved that  if  they  had  been  wise  and  had 
spent  a  little  more  they  would  have  found 
a  good  return.  He  believed  that  ulti- 
mately they  would  be  compelled  to  spend 
more  money.  There  were  now  no  less 
than  six  Supplementary  Estimates  before 
them — nam^y,  for  Civil  Service,  Army, 
Indian  Civil  Service,  Aid  to  India,  the 
Navy,  and  the  Transvaal.  How  was 
it  that  all  this  increased  expenditure 
had  become  incurred  by  a  Government 
pledged  to  economy  ?  How  was  it  that 
ever  since  they  had  been  in  Office  they 
had  been  copapelled  to  increase  taxation? 
There  were  some  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
laboured  under  the  delusion  that  the 
increased  expenditure  in  question  was 
caused  by  the  unpaid  debts  of  the  late 
Government,  and  that  if  they  could  only 
get  rid  of  the  debts  of  the  late  Govern- 
ment they  would  have  no  Supplemen- 
tary Estimates,  and  would  be  able  to 
reduce  the  expenditure  by  many  millions. 
That,  he  believed,  was  an  entire  delusion. 
Not  only  had  the  Government  increased 
their  expenditure,  but  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister, when  embarking  on  a  policy  of 
military  adventure,  had  adopted  the  Na- 
poleonic theory,  which  was  that  always 
when  they  made  war  against  a  country 
they  had  a  right,  if  they  could,  to  tax 
the  country.  We,  now,  having  made 
var  againfit  Egypt,  weie  about  to  make 


i^^ypt  pay  a  considerable  sum  for  the 
pleasure  of  having  been  subjugated  by 
us.  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
would  not  deny  this,  because  he  was 
trying  to  reduce  his  Estimate  for  this 
year  by  making  Egypt  pay  a  consider- 
able sum.  Before  they  passed  these 
Estimates,  they  ought  to  press  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  or  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  tell  them 
a  little  more  about  how  they  intended 
to  provide  for  Ways  and  Means.  There 
was  already  a  deficiency  of  £200,000 
between  the  estimated  Expenditure  and 
estimated  Bevenue.  Well,  was  it  not 
a  bold  thing  for  the  Government  to 
ask  the  Committee  to  grant  these  Sup- 
plementary Estimates  when  there  was 
already  a  deficiency  of  £200,000  ?  No 
doubt  it  was ;  therefore  he  hoped  that, 
before  the  Estimates  were  assented  to, 
some  Member  of  the  Government  would 
^ve  them  an  indication  of  the  Ways 
and  Means  by  which  it  was  proposed 
to  meet  the  expenditure.  Of  course,  it 
was  impossible,  in  the  absence  of  the 
Prime  Minister,  for  any  Member  of  the 
Government  to  go  against  any  part  of 
the  policv  laid  down  by  the  right  hon. 
GentI  eman,  the  main  principle  of  which 
was  that  it  was  improper  to  meet  any 
deficiency  by  raising  Exchequer  Bills. 
He  hoped,  however,  that  the  Committee 
would  not  assent  to  the  Yote  without  a 
clear  understanding  as  to  what  were  the 
Ways  and  Means  by  which  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  proposed  to 
meet  the  deficit. 

Sib  JOHN  LUBBOCK  said,  the  noble 
Lord  who  had  just  sat  down  blamed  the 
Gxivemment  because  there  waa  a  nominal 
deficit  of  about  £1,000,000,  and  they 
must  all  agree  that  that  was  an  unfor- 
tunate result.  But  the  noble  Lord  for- 
got that  when  his  own  Friends  w6re  in 
Office,  they  had  deficits  for  the  last  three 
years,  amounting  in  1880  to  no  less|than 
£2,800,000,  which  was  a  much  larger 
sum.  Moreover,  the  reduction  of  debt 
in  1 882  would  be  far  larger  than  in  1 8S0. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  ex- 
plained that  it  was  impossible  to  impose 
fresh  taxes  just  at  the  close  of  the  year. 
There  were  various  other  sums  paid  this 
year  which  did  not  belong  to  it,  but  to  the 
years  under  which  the  administration 
was  in  the  hands  of  the  late  Govern- 
ment. If  these  sums  were  deducted 
from  the  whole,  the  expenditure  would 
be  reduced  to  £81,500,000 ;  and  thatj 
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upon  the  noble  Lord's  (Lord  Qeorge 
Hamilton's)  own  showiog,  was  consi- 
derably less  than  the  amount  spent  by 
the  late  ConserratiTe  Administration. 
While  he  very  much  regretted  that  the 
Expenditure  was  so  large,  and  that  there 
was  a  deficiency  of  £1,000,000,  he  must 
give  credit  to  the  Goremment  for  one 
thing — namely,  that  when  they  spent 
money,  they  raised  monoy  to  pay  the 
bill.  It  was  proper  that  the  public 
should  feel  that  if  they  had  wars,  they 
had  to  meet  the  expenses  out  of  the 
finance  of  the  year.  He  commended  the 
Government  in  this  respect,  and  thought 
it  would  have  been  well  if  the  late  Go- 
Temment  had  adopted  a  similar  plan. 
He  considered  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
George  Hamilton)  had  put  a  colour 
upon  the  figures  which  uey  did  not 
bear  out. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  had 
listened  with  some  interest  to  the  obser- 
vations which  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  the  UniverBity 
of  London  (Sir  John  Lubbock) ;  and  he 
agreed  with  the  hon.  Baronet  that  it 
was  of  great  importance  they  should 
know  from  the  Government  that  it  was 
their  intention  that  the  expenses  of  the 
year  should  fall  upon  the  year.  He  did 
not  gather  from  the  remarks  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  CUilders)  that  that 
was  his  intention.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman simply  informed  the  Committee 
that  there  would  be  a  deficit  on  the  year 
of  Bomething  between  £750,000  and 
£1,250,000  ;  but  he  made  no  indication 
as  to  die  way  in  which  he  proposed  to 
deal  wiUi  that  deficit — he  did  not  say 
whether  the  deficit  was  to  be  a  charge 
on  the  balances— that  was  to  say,  the 
amount  allocated  for  the  payment  of 
Debt— or  whether  it  was  to  be  dealt  with 
in  the  ensuing  financial  year. 

TheCHANOELLORofthbEXOHE- 
QUEB  (Mr.  Chiij>ebs)  said,  that  what 
he  had  said  was  that  in  the  beginning  of 
March  it  was  impossible  to  propose  any 
taxation  to  meet  a  deficit,  whatever  the 
amount  might  be ;  and  that  they  would, 
therefore,  for  the  moment,  pay  it  out  of 
balances,  which  were  in  a  satisfactory 
state.  He  also  said  that  in  the  Finan- 
dal  Statement,  to  be  made  a  month  or 
more  hence,  he  would  explain  exactly 
how  the  deficit  would  be  dealt  with. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  that  was 
mwiisely  what  he  had  mid— namely, 
that  the  Govermnent  gave  the  Oom- 
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mittee  no  information  whatever  as  to 
the  way  in  which  they  proposed  to  deal 
with  the  deficit.  He  found  no  fault  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  that  ac- 
count. The  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  the  University  of  London  (Sir  John 
Lubbock),  however,  assumed  that  the 
whole  cost  of  the  year  would  be  borne 
out  of  the  Revenue  of  the  year,  and  he 
referred  to  the  operation  of  tho  Ter- 
minable Annuities.  The  hon.  Buonet 
must  know  very  well  that  the  Termin* 
able  Annuities  were  set  up  by  Parlia- 
ment, that  they  were  automatic  in  tiieir 
operation,  and  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Prime  Minister,  who  preceded 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Ohilders) 
as  Chancellor  of  the  Excheqner,  had  no 
more  to  do  with  them  than  tiia  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  John  Lubbock)  himself. 
The  Chancellor  of  fhe  Exchequer  for  the 
time  being  had  to  observe  the  law,  and 
make  provision  in  the  Estimates  of  the 
year  for  the  Terminable  Annuities  set 
up  by  his  Predocessors.  The  hon.  Baro- 
net must  also  know  very  well  that  the 
operation  of  Terminable  Annuities  was 
that  towards  the  end  of  the  period  for 
which  they  were  set  up  a  lai^er  amount 
of  Debt  was  paid  off  than  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  period.  A  certain 
provision,  year  by  year,  was  established 
and  required,  and,  no  doubt,  the  effect 
in  this  year  was  that  a  larger  portion  of 
Debt  was  paid  off  than  last  year.  No 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  could  hesi- 
tate to  make  the  provision  which  the  Act 
of  Parliament  required.  There  was  one 
remark  he  widied  to  make  with  regard  to 
the  observations  which  fell  from  the 
Ohancdlor  of  the  Exchequer.  The  ri^ht 
hon.  Gtentleman  said  that  the  provision 
which  was  made  by  Egypt  towards  the 
Army  of  Occupation  was  at  the  rate  of 
£4  per  head  per  month ;  but  he  failed  to 
give  the  Committee  any  information  as 
to  the  period  in  respect  of  which  the 
payment  of  £4  was  made— the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  simply  said  that  £3  per 
head  was  to  be  paid  in  aid  of  tho  Army 
Estimates  and  £1  per  head  in  aid  of  the 
Navy  Estimates.  He  (Mr.  "W.  H.  Smith) 
did  not  realize  or  understand  whether  the 
payment  had  been  received,  or  whether 
it  had  been  undertaken  to  be  paid,  or 
whether  it  was  simply  intended  it  should 
be  demanded  &om  the  Government  of 
£k^pt.  The  right  hon.  Gmtleman  lihe 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  did  not  ex- 
plain wheUter  the  som  was  xeoeiTed,  or 
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whether  it  was  only  a  sum  acknowledged 
aa  dae,  or  when  it  was  to  be  paid.  Per- 
haps the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
give  the  Oommittee  some  information  on 
the  point.  There  was  one  other  point 
to  which  he  wished  to  refer,  and  that 
had  refereooe  to  the  oontribution  towards 
the  expenses  of  the  Indian  troops  re- 
cently engaged  in  Egypt.  It  was,  he 
beUeved,  understood  thai  the  excess  of 
the  cost  of  the  Indian  Expedition  over 
the  ordinary  pay  of  the  troops  should 
be  met  by  this  country.'  He  wanted  to 
know  whether  the  sum  of  £1,142,000 
was  the  sum  in  excess  of  the  ordinary 
cost  to  the  Indian  Bevenue  of  the  troops 
serving  in  India — that  was  to  say,  their 
ordinary  pay — or  whether  it  included 
the  ordinary  pay  of  the  troops  serving 
in  India?  There  was,  as  he  was  sure 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  would  realize, 
a  great  distinotion.  It  would  appear  to 
be  perfectly  reasonable  that  they  should 
not  relieve  India  of  the  pay  of  the  Indian 
troops  who  were  employed  in  Egypt ; 
but  it  was  a  great  question  whether  they 
had  a  right  to  call  on  India  to  pay 
£642,000  in  excess  of  the  expenses  of 
the  Army  she  employed  for  her  own 
protection.  Were  the  Committee  to  un- 
derstand that  the  £1, 142,000  was  a  sum 
in  excess  of  the  ordinary  cost  to  India  of 
the  Indian  Oontingent  of  6,200  men  em- 
ployed in  Egypt,  and  which  India  would 
not  have  been  required  to  pay  if  the 
troops  had  rnnainM,  at  home,  or  did  it 
indnde  the  ordinary  pay  and  allowances 
of  the  troops  sent  by  India  to  Eftypt  ? 

ThbCHANCELLOB  OF  THE  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childbbs)  said,  he  would 
answer  the  question  of  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  (Mr.  "W.  H.  Smith)  as  clearly 
as  he  oonld.  The  Estimates  of  the  cost 
of  the  troops  proceeding  from  this  coun- 
try and  of  the  troops  proceeding  from 
India  were  based  on  exactly  the  same 
principle — that  was  to  say,  they  showed 
the  excess  upon  the  ordinary  expendi- 
ture provided  for  in  the  Bndgets  of  the 
two  countries,  so  that  the  expenditure, 
in  addition  to  the  Votes  taken  last  Ses- 
sion, was  about — he  was  speaking  now 
in  round  figures  —  £3,400,000  in  the 
case  of  the  English  troops,  and  about 
£1,140,000  in  the  case  of  the  Indian 
troops.  Of  the  £1,140,000  the  Oovem- 
ment  proposed  to  pay  out  of  the  Exche- 
quer £500,000,  so  that  India  would  have 
to  pay  £640,000  more  than  was  provided 
lor  in  her  ordinaxy  Army  Budget.  He 


I  hoped  he  had  made  that  quite  clear. 
The  right  hon.  Qentleman  then  asked 
him  about  the  contributions  from  ^gypt. 
He  could  only  repeat  what  he  had  pre- 
viously said  in  regard  to  this  question. 
If  the  right  hon.  Cj«ntleman  would  refer 
to  the  Army  Supplementary  Estimate, 
page  2,  he  would  see  that  the  contribu- 
tions from  the  Egyptian  Qovemment, 
from  the  1st  of  October,  1882,  to  the 
Slst  of  March,  1883,  in  respect  of  the 
Army,  was,  roughly,  £209,000.  In  the 
Navy  Supplementary  Estimates  it  would 
seem  that  the  Egyptian  Government  con- 
tributed £70,000.  The  meaning  of  ^t 
was  that  the  Egjrptian  Government  had 
to  contribute  in  respect  of  the  Foroes 
which  were  doing  thar  work,  from  the 
1st  of  October,  at  the  rate  of  £4  per 
head  per  month,  or,  in  all,  £279,000. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  asked  him  if  that 
was  only  a  claim,  or  would  it  be  paid  7 
He  was  happy  to  inform  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that,  on  the  28th  of  this 
month,  the  money  would  be  paid  into 
the  Exchequer. 

SiE  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
had  not  the  slightest  intention  of  assist- 
ing in  defending  the  extravagant  Esti* 
mates  of  the  Government;  but  he  would 
express  his  sympathy  with  what  had 
been  said  by  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  London  (Sir 
John  Lubbock)  regarding  the  propriety 
and  expediency  of  paying  or  meeting  the 
expenses  of  the  year  out  of  the  taxation 
of  the  year.  He  muat  express  some  re- 
gret that  even  the  present  Government 
did  not  altogether  practice  what  they 
preached;  for  he  need  not  hardly  remind 
the  Committee  that  it  was  not  only  this 
£1,000,000  which  had  to  stand  over  in 
the  present  year,  but  there  was  a  sum  of 
several  millions  in  respect  to  the  Afghan 
War  which  was  not  paid  out  or  the 
taxation  of  the  year.  He  was  afraid  the 
present  Government  had,  to  some  degree, 
followed  the  bad  examj^e  of  their  Pre- 
decessors. Hoverting  to  the  Tote  now 
before  the  Committee,  he  must  accept 
the  settlement  which  had  been  made, 
and  which,  he  understood,  had  been  ac- 
cepted by  the  Government  of  India.  He 
could  admit  that  that  settlement  was 
consistent  with  what  passed  in  July  last. 
He  thooglit  it  was  a  fair  and  liberal 
settlement,  if  it  was  the  fact  that  India 
had  any  interest  in  the  affairs  of  Egypt, 
either  finandal,  oommeroifd,  or  adminis- 
trative. But  he  denied  that.  He  wished 
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to  put  in  a  word  of  protest.  India  had 
really  nothing  to  do  with  the  affairs  of 
Egypt.  K  she  had  not,  he  (Sir  George 
Campbell)  did  not  think  it  would  be  fair 
that  India  should  contribute  more  than 
a  small  sum  towards  the  expenses  of 

guarding  the  navigation  of  the  Suez 
anal.  He  admitted  that  India  had  a 
commercial  interest  in  the  free  navigation 
of  the  Suez  Canal ;  andifhethou^^tthe 
war  was  undertaken  in  the  interest  of 
the  Oanalf  he  should  consider  that  India 
ought  to  pay  her  ahare  of  the  cost.  He 
beueTed  there  were  other  interests  in- 
volved, and  in  which  India  had  no  part 
whatever;  and  he  believed  that  under 
Arabi  the  navigation  of  the  Suez  Canal 
would  be  quite  as  safe  as  under  the 
Khedive.  If  it  should  be  the  case, 
some  day  or  other,  that  Egypt  should  be 
reduced  to  such  a  state  of  anarchy  as  to 
endanger  the  Suez  Canal,  it  seemed  to 
him  that  a  small  force  of  gunboats, 
which  might  be  contributed  by  England 
and  other  countries,  and,  to  a  certain 
extent,  by  India,  would  amply  suffice  to 
protect  the  Canal.  It  was  wiUi  a  certain 
amount  of  protest  that  he  accepted  the 
arrangement  that  had  been  made  by  the 
two  Governments  of  England  and  India. 

Me.  GOEST  said,  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Bxchequer,  in  answering  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West- 
minster (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  made  so 
dear  the  manner  in  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  were  treating  the  finance  of 
India,  that  he  could  not  help  regretting 
very  much  that  the  Postmaster  General 
was  not  present,  because,  if  he  were,  no 
one  would  more  eloquently  protest  than 
he  against  the  injustice  the  Government 
were  doing  to  the  finance  of  India  in 
this  matter.  He  (Mr.  Gorst)  was  never 
able  to  reconcile  the  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  Office  with  the  course  taken  by 
individual  Members  of  the  Government 
in  Opposition ;  and  he  should  think  that 
a  large  majority  of  the  Gentlemen  sitting 
on  the  Treasury  Bench  found  it  per- 
fectly impossible  to  reconcile  to  their 
intellects  and  consciences  the  particu- 
lar course  taken  by  the  Government 
on  the  present  occasion,  with  the  prin- 
ciples which  they,  in  common  with  the 
Postmaster  General,  laid  down  in  the 
last  Parliament  and  supported  by  their 
Totes,  because  it  was  quite  clear  that 
the  Government  not  only  took  away 
from  the  service  of  the  Indian  Empire 
its  troops,  which  were  charged  upon  the 
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Indian  Budget  for  the  purpose  of  the 
Indian  Empire,  but  they  had  saddled 
the  finances  with  a  further  sum  of 
£640,000.  Firstly,  they  deprived  India 
of  her  troops;  and,  secondly,  made  her 
pay  an  additional  sum  for  those  troops ; 
and,  at  the  same  time,  did  not  con- 
descend to  inform  the  Committee  of  the 
precise  benefits  which  that  expendi- 
ture conferred  on  the  people  of  India. 
In  the  debate  last  year,  and  in  the 
present  discussion,  the  Government  con- 
fined themselves  to  generalities—they 
simply  said  India  was  interested  in 
Egypt,  and  in  sending  Indian  troops  to 
Egypt  they  did  not  show  how  they  had 
benefited  the  commercial  interests  of  the 
people  of  India.  Unless  they  could 
point  out  clearly  and  specifically,  and  not 
in  general  terms,  how  the  people  of  India 
were  benefited  by  these  militaiy  opera- 
tions, they  had  no  right  to  saddle  them 
with  this  immense  charge,  and  he  was 
quite  certain  that  if  the  Postmaster 
General  wore  in  the  House  he  would 
tell  them  so.  Another  thing  which  he 
wished  to  observe  was  that  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  London  (Sir  John  Iiub- 
bock)  must  have  been  extr^mehr  un- 
pleasant to  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  because  nothing  was  so  un- 
pleasant as  undeserved  praise.  Xhe 
hon.  Baronet  praised  the  Gh)vexnment 
for  their  steady  adhesion  to  the  finan- 
cial principle  which  was  laid  down,  in 
Mid  Lothian— namely,  that  all  expen- 
diture must  be  provided  for  in  the 
Eevenue  of  the  year.  That  was  exactly 
what  they  were  not  going  to  do ;  but  in 
the  coming  year  they  were  going  to 
make  some  unknown  arrangement  by 
which  to  meet  the  expenses  of  the 
year.  They  were  asking  the  Commit- 
tee to  vote  a  Supplementary  Estimate 
of  upwards  of  £1,000,000,  when,  by 
their  own  showing,  there  was  a  deficit 
to  that  amount  upon  the  year.  It 
was,  therefore,  evident  they  were  not 
going  to  meet  the  expenses  out  of  the 
taxation  by  at  least  £1,000,000.  Of 
course,  the  Chancellor  of  Uie  £xcheqaer 
was  right  in  sayingit  was  now  too  late 
to  cure  the  evil.  He  (Mr.  0(»Bt)  sup- 
posed the  Goremment  were  ^oing  to 
raise  the  money  by  Exchequer  Bills  or  by 
something  of  that  kind ;  therefore,  when 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  came 
down  to  the  House  of  Commons  at  the 
very  end  of  the  financial  year,  and  asked 
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for  a  Supplementary  Estimate  of  up- 
wards of  £1,000,000,  he  ought  not  to 
put  off  the  House  of  Oommons  by  saying 
that  in  a  month's  time  they  would  hear 
.  how  he  was  going  to  meet  the  deficiency. 
It  would  be  only  respectful  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  Supply,  if  the  Chancellor 
'the  Exchequer  had  pointed  out  to  the 
Oommittee  the  partioiflar  mode  by  which 
he  meant  to  raise  the  Berenue  neces- 
sary to  meet  the  Supply  which  he  asked 
them  to  rote.  He  supposed,  of  course, 
no  one  could  dispute  the  present  Esti- 
mate. In  the  first  place,  they  must  re- 
gret that  the  QoTemment  had  laid  this 
charge  upon  India  without  any  explana- 
tion of  the  reason  why  the  people  of  that 
country  should  bear  it ;  and,  in  the  second 
place,  they  could  only  lament  the  finan- 
cial degradation  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment, in  raising  by  the  taxation  of  the 
year  a  sum  less  by  £2,000,000  than 
that  which  was  necessary  to  defray  the 
expenses  of  the  year. 

Ma.  H.  H.  FOWLER  said,  he  was 
perfectly  at  a  loss  to  understand  the  per- 
Tersity  of  intellect  which  could  justify 
the  tudng  of  the  people  of  India  to  the 
extent  of  £15,000,000  or  £20,000,000  to 
defray  the  expenses  of  a  purely  aggres- 
siTe  war — a  war  devised  and  planned  in 
London,  mtered  into  in  defiance  of  the 
wishes  of  those  best  calculated  to  speak 
on  behalf  of  the  Indian  people — but 
could  resist  the  proposal  that  the  Indian 
Exchequer  should  pay  a  very  small  sum 
towards  the  expenses  of  a  war  which  he 
ventured  to  say  was,  in  the  miiin,  if  not 
entirely  so,  for  the  benefit  of  our  Indian 
Empire.  ["No!"]  He  was  quite  aware 
the  opposite  opinion  was  the  popular 
opinion  in  the  House  at  the  present 
moment ;  but  that  would  not  deter 
him  expressing  his  opinion  that,  un- 
less  they  had  had  an  Indian  Empire 
to  protect,  no  Qovemment  would  have 
ventured  to  propoae,  and  he  was  quite 
sure  the  country  would  never  have ; 
sanctioned,  a  war  in  Egypt  at  all. 
Every  argument  used  by  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite,  indeed,  every  argument 
advaneed  in  the  House  in  favour  of 
the  Egyptian  operations,  or  war,  or 
whatever  the  recent  events  could  be 
called,  culminated  in  allusions  to  the 
Suez  Canal  and  the  danger  to  our  Indian 
Empire,  and  he  thought  it  only  fair, 
just,  and  right  that  India  should  bear 
the  small  sum  which  Her  Majesty's- Go- 
vernment propraed  to  impose  upon  her 
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in  respect  of  the  war.  The  noble  Lord 
(Lord  George  Hamilton)  had  raised  the 
queationof  Uie  general  Expenditure,  with 
special  allusion  to  hon.  Gentlemen  sitting 
on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the  House. 
He  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler),  and  others,  did 
object  to  the  large  Expenditure  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  in  discussing  questions  of  this  sort 
they  should  be  fair  in  stating  the  figures. 
The  noble  Lord  had  said  it  was  a  delu- 
sion to  suppose  that  any  material  part 
of  the  Expenditure  of  the  present  year 
was  necessitated  in  order  to  de&ay  the 
debts  of  the  Predecessors  of  the  present 
Government. 

LoED  GEORGE  HAMILTON  denied 
having  said  that. 

Me.  H.  H.  FOWLER  said,  he  under- 
stood the  noble  Lord  to  refer  to  the 
Expenditure  of  £90,000,000,  and  to  say 
that  that  was  the  most  enormous  Ex- 
penditure ever  incurred  either  in  time 
of  peace  or  war.  He  would  only  just 
ask  the  noble  Lord  to  ramember  two 
sets  of  figures  whenever  he  contrasted 
the  Expenditure  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment with  that  of  the  late  Government. 
He  would  ask  him  to  remember  that 
just  before  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  North  Devon  (Sir 
Stafford  Northcote)  left  Office  in  1880, 
he  stated  that  the  net  aggregate  deficit 
of  his  tenure  of  Office  was  something 
between  £6,000,000  and  £7,000,000. 
In  order  to  meet  that  deficit  he  created 
Terminable  Annuities,  which  were  to 
run  five  years,  and  were  to  bear  a 
payment  of  £1,300,000  a-year.  To 
that  the  present  Government  had  added 
£500,000  towards  the  contribution  of 
India  for  the  Afghan  War;  to  that 
also  had  to  be  added  the  Terminable 
Annuities  to  defray  the  £2,000,000  which 
the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  lent 
to  India  without  interest;  and  these  sums 
altogether  represented  an  increase  since 
the  present  Government  had  been  in 
powerof  £2,000,000  to  their  Expenditure 
specifically  to  de&ay  the  obligations  in- 
curred by  the  late  Government.  That 
was  the  first  set  of  ^ures  he  would  ask 
the  noble  Lord  to  remember;  and  the 
second  set  of  figures  he  desired  the 
noble  Lord  to  bear  in  mind  related  to 
the  administrative  Departments  of  State. 
In  the  Expenditure  of  the  country  pro- 
vision was  made  for  the  Post  Office  and 
Telegraph  Service,  and  the  expenditiire 
under  these  Heads  was  newly  £1,000,000 
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more  than  it  was  during  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  late  Gh>TeTninent.  There- 
fore, vhen  they  were  contraBting  the 
Expenditure  of  the  two  OoTeramentB — 
although  he  did  not  justify  the  Ex> 
penditure  of  the  present  Goremment, 
and  he  hoped  that  when  they  challenged 
the  GtoTemment  in  r^fard  to  it  they 
would  have  the  support  of  the  noble 
Lord  and  his  Friends— they  were  hound 
to  deal  with  the  preaent  Gk)yeminent 
fairly,  and  see  what  portion  of  the  Ex- 
penditure really  belonged  to  them  and 
what  belonged  to  their  Fredecessors. 

Sib  henry  FLETCHER  said,  there 
were  two  questions  he  would  like  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chanoellor 
of  the  Exchequer  or  the  noble  Marquees 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  con- 
nected with  the  troops  Bent  from  India. 
It  would  be  satisfactory  to  the  House 
and  the  country  to  know  whether  it  was 
not  the  fact  that  Indian  troc^  imme- 
diately they  left  their  own  country 
received  double  pay ;  and  also  whether 
the  European  troops  sent  from  India  to 
Egypt  rec«Ted  the  Indian  pay,  or  whe- 
ther, on  their  arrival  in  flgTpt,  they 
were  placed  on  European  pay  ?  He  be- 
lieyed  there  were  onlpr  two  European 
In&ntry  regiments  whioh  were  sent  m>m 
Indift— namely,  the  72nd,  who'were  now 
called  tlie  Seeforth  Highlanders,  and 
the  68rd,  who  were  now  called  the  Man- 
cheater  Regiment. 

Mb.  A.  F.  EQERTON  said,  he  did 
not  wish  to  draw  the  House  into  an 
Indian  debate,  and,  therefore,  should 
only  refer  very  briefly  to  the  remarks 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton (Mr.  H.  H,  Fowler).  Even 
granting  the  truth  of  the  remarks  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  which  he  could  not — 
assuming  that  the  hon.  Member  was 
right  in  saying  that  the  late  Government 
left  a  deficit  to  the  present  Government 
of  upwards  of  £3,000,000 — they  were 
justified  in  complaining  that  the  presmt 
G«Temmenthad,irrespeotir6  of  the  legOOT 
of  debt,  very  largely  increased  the  Esti- 
mates. The  county  had  now  to  provide 
for  a  much  greater  i^penditure  than  had 
ever  had  to  be  provided  for  before.  He 
might  also  oomplain,  as  a  taxpayer, 
that  he  had  to  pay  a  considerably 
higher  scale  of  taxation  than  he  had 
ever  been  required  to  pay  before.  These, 
however,  were  points  wmch  ought  rather 
to  be  discussed  on  the  Budget  than 
on  Supplementary  Estimates.    He  rose 
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principally,  as  a  new  Member,  to  re- 
mark upon  the  re-casting  of  the  Esti- 
mates since  he  had  anything  to  do  with 
finance ;  and  he  ventured  to  offer,  though 
rathra  lato  in  the  day,  his  protest 
against  the  present  system  of  taking 
the  extra  receipts  in  aid  of  the  Votes. 
He  confessed  he  had  some  belief  in  the 
soundness  of  the  old  syetom ;  in  his 
opinion,  under  the  old  system  a  better 
control  was  exercised  over  the  OTeat 
spending  Departments  than  could  be 
exercised  under  the  present  system.  Not 
having  been  in  the  House  for  two  or 
three  years,  he  could  not  say  whether 
the  question  had  been  threshed  out 
and  settled  after  considerable  disoassion  ; 
but  he  could  not  acquiesce  in  the  change 
of  system,  although  his  opinion  might 
perhaps  differ  from  that  of  some  of  his 
hon.  Friends  around  him.  He  was  dis^^ 
posed  to  think  the  sum  of  £dOO,000 
whioh  had  been  ageed  upon  between  the 
two  Governments  of  England  and  India 
was  an  approximately  fair  sum  for  the 
Indian  OovOToment  to  pay ;  and,  under 
the  circnmstanoes,  he  should  not  offer 
any  opposition  to  this  Estimate. 

The  Uabqubss  ot  HABTINGTON  :  I 
only  rise  to  answer  a  question  put  by 
the  hon.  and  gallan^  Member  for  Hor- 
sham (Sir  Henry  Fletcher).  He  asks 
whether  the  Indian  troops  received 
double  pay  when  serving  beyond  their 
own  Frontiers  ?  I  do  not  recollect  at 
this  moment  what  the  exact  regulations 
axe,  but,no  doubt,  they  received  increased 
pay  when  they  served  out  of  their  own 
country,  though  I  do  not  think  it  was 
precisely  double  pay.  As  to  the  British 
troops  taken  from  -India  to  serve  in 
Egypt,  they,  of  course,  received  the  same 
pay  as  the  troopa  sent  from  this  coun- 
try to  Egypt.  It  would  obviously  be 
impossible  to  have  British  troops  serv- 
ing togeliier  under  the  same  circum- 
stances, but  under  different  ratoa  of 
pay. 

Mb.  R.  N.  FOWXjEB  ^gretted  the 
closing  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wigui  (Mr.  A.  F.  X^rton)  respecting 
the  £500,000,  for  it  seemed  to  him  that 
this  country  ought  not  to  impose  on  the 
people  of  India,  who  were  not  represented 
in  that  House,  and  had  no  opportunity  of 
making  their  grievauces  known  in  Par- 
liament, any  taxation  they  could  pos- 
sibly avoid.  In  former  years  no  one 
had  more  earnestly  advocated  the  cause 
of  the  people  of  India  than  the  Fost- 
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mafiter  Qeneral,  whom  he  was  sorry  not 
to  see  in  the  House  at  present,  for  he 
apprehended  that  that  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  hardly  agree  with  his 
Colleagues  in  the  GoveKninent  when 
they  proposed  a  Vote  diametrically- op- 
pbsea  to  the  prinoiples  he  advocated 
b^re  he  sat  on  the  Treasury  Bench.  In 
&rmer  days  he  had  always  supported 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  his  earnest 
advocacy  of  the  interests  of  the  people 
of  India.  He  knew  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Guildford  (Mr.  Onslow)  intended 
to  raise  this  question  at  the  proper  time, 
and  he  thought  it  was  incumbent  on 
every  hon.  Member  who  felt  that  that 
House  owed  a  duty  to'  India  in  looking 
after  the  interosts  of  that  country,  to 
raise  a  protest  against  the  proposal  of 
the  Government.  He  thought  the  Go- 
vernment would  admit  his  right  to  say 
this  much,  because  he,  differing  with 
some  of  his  hon.  Friends,  had  supported 
their  proposal  for  a  contribution  from 
this  country  for  the  A%hui  War. 
Question  put,  and  0fr0«d  U. 

ABMT  {SUFFUEMENTAUT  BSTIMATE}, 

1882-3. 

(3.)  £728,000,  for  Additional  Expen- 
diture tat  Army  .  Services,  consequent  on 
the  despatch  of  an  Expeditionary  i'orce 
to  Egypt. 

Mb.  I/ABOITCHERE  said,  he  should 
like  to  know  where  this  money  was  to 
come  from  ?  When  the  Oummittee  was 
asked  to  vote  money  in  this  manner — 
£728,000 — ^there  ought  to  bo  somo  ex- 
planation of  the  source  from  which  it 
was  to  come.  He  would  wish  particu- 
larly to  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Lis- 
keard  (Mr.  Courtney),  who  was  one  of 
the  Gentlemen  owing  to  whose  presence 
on  the  Treasury  Bench  he  felt  some 
nnaU  amount  of  confidence  in  the  Go- 
venunent.  In  a  valuable  speech  tiiat 
hon.  Gentleman  had  said  it  was  an 
exceedingly  dangerous  state  of  things 
when  the  gunpowder  business  was  de- 
cided by  the  many,  and  the  few  paid  few 
it.  It  was  Tery  well  in  this  loose  way 
to  vote  £700,000  odd  ;  but  there  ought 
to  be  a  clear  understanding  as  to  where 
it  was  to  come  from.  He  had  seen  it 
stated  in  the  newspapers  and  other 
organs,  that  it  was  to  be  raised  by  an 
inoreaae  in  the  Income  Tax.  He  could 
not  suppose  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
liakeard  would  be  a  party,  after  what 


be  had  said  in  his  valuable  speech,  to 
any  such  policy.  For  his  part,  he  should 
like  to  see  this  money  raised  in  one  of 
two  ways — one,  by  raising  it  from  the 
landed  interest,  because,  of  course,  as 
everybody  knew,  the  landed  interest 
owned  their  land  upon  a  sort  of  feudal 
tenure,  under  whick  they  were  bound 
to  provide  for  the  defence  of  their  coun- 
try. But  as  he  greatly  feared  that  the 
Government  would  not  adopt  that  plan, 
he  would,  iu  default,  much  like  to  see 
this  mooey  raised  by  a  general  tax  on 
every  individual  in  the  countiy,  poor  as 
well  as  rich.  Let  every  one  of  those 
shrieking  Jingoes  who  went  about  call- 
iog  upon  the  Government  to  go  to  war, 
now  here  and  now  there,  understand 
that  they  would  have  to  pay  for  the  cost 
of  these  wars.  Then,  he  thought,  as 
his  hon.  Friend  had  said,  th^  would  be 
rather  lo^  inclined  than  they  now  were 
to  advance  the  Jingo  policy  which  he 
wae  sorry  to  see  had  been  adopted  by 
the  Government,  and  which  they  had 
inherited  from  Gentlemen  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House.  With  regard  to  the 
special  point -brfore  the  Committee,  he 
wanted  to  know  something  about  one 
item.  He  found  a  "Special  Gratuity" 
to  the  British  Contingent  of  £90,000. 
He  did  not  remember  seeing  among  the 
numerous  papers  which  he  had  received 
any  statement  as  to  how  l^is  money  was 
to  be  distributed ;  but  he  had  seen  in 
the  newspapers  that  it  was  to  be  dis- 
tributed to  Uie  officers  and  soldiers.  Of 
course,  the  soldiers'  share  would  be  very 
little,  and  the  officers  would  get  a  great 
deal ;  but  gathering  that  a  Special  Vote 
for  Lord  Wdlseley  was  to  be  ae^ed  for, 
he  wished  to  know  whether  any  portion 
of  this  £90,000  was  to  be  given  to  Lord 
Wolseley  ? 

Ma.  ASHMEAIt-BABTLETT  said, 
he  thought  the  more  reasonable  way  of 
raising  this  money  would  be  for  the 
Government  themselves  to  contribute 
largely  to  these  extra  charges.  Obser- 
vations having  been  made  with  respect 
to  the  action  of  the  Conservative  Party 
in  promoting  this  war,  he  wished  to  free 
himself,  as  an  inconsiderable  Member 
of  that  Party,  from  such  an  imputation. 
Speaking  on  the  Queen's  Speech  exactly 
a  year  ago,  he  had  ventured  to  lay  be- 
fore the  House  the  precise  course  that 
events  were  likely  to  take.  Five  months 
before  the  war  begatk  he  had  warned 
die  Government  that  if  they  pursued  the 
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oouTse  tliey  were  then  adopting  they 
-were  bound  to  bring  about  a  wax ;  but 
they  were  unable  vo  refrain  firom  the 
err<»  of  their  wf^6,  and  the  war  was 
brought  about.  The  question  now  was, 
Wliat  was  this  sum  to  meet  f  What  re- 
sult was  to  be  obtained  from  the  pay- 
ment of  these  charges?  There  were 
two  results  which  the  country  desired  at 
this  moment  to  see — first,  the  predomi- 
nance of  British  influence  in  Egypt ; 
and,  secondly,  the  good  goremment  of 
the  Egyptian  people.  For  the  securing 
of  both  or  eitJier  of  these  results  it  was 
absolutely  neoessarj'  that  the  policy  of 
the  Qovemment  with  regard  to  Egypt 
must  be  changed.  Neither  of  these  re- 
sults could  be  obtained  if  the  evacuation 
of  Bgypt  was  carried  out  within  six 
months,  as  was  suggested  by  the  noble 
Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington) 
a  few  days  ago ;  and  if  the  GoTomment 
followed  the  advice  of  the  hon.  Member 
fur  liskeard  (Mr.  Courtney),  and  left 
that  unfortunate  coantry,  which  they  had 
reduced  to  anarcbyj,  "  to  simmnr,  b(Hl, 
and  stew,"  they  would  refuse  again  to 
intervene  to  put  down  that  anarchy, 
for  the  extraordinary  reason  that,  having 
themselves  deliberately  nullified  the  re- 
sults of  their  own  previous  expendi- 
ture of  £6,000,000,  they  would  deem 
it  unadvisable  to  spend  any  further 
sum.  He  objected  to  granting  this 
sum  to  the  Qovemment,  because  they 
had  given  no  satisfactory  statement 
with  regard  to  their  future  policy  in 
Egypt.  No  one  knew  whetherthe  whole 
of  this  money  would  be  dropped  into 
the  sea.  Twelve  months  ago  there  was 
absolutely  no  necessity  for  this  war  at 
all.  The  whole  of  these  charges  might 
easily  have  been  avoided  if  the  Govern- 
ment had  displayed  a  moderate  amount 
of  statesmenship  and  foresight.  If  they 
had  refrained  from  the  allianee  with 
France,  and  treated  the  Turks  fairly,  or 
acted  in  time,  the  war  might  have  been 
avoided  and  better  results  than  had 
followed  would  have  been  attained  by 
peaceful  methods.  The  country  had  to 
thank  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
and  those  who  followed  in  his  steps,  for 
this  unfortunate  war.  It  had  been 
stated  that  the  Conservative  Party  were 
responsible  for  this  war.  In  June  and 
July  the  Conservatives  urged  firm  action 
in  defence  of  British  life  and  property 
in  Egypt,  but  only  after  the  Ministry 
had  allowed  matters  to  drift  into  an 

Mr.  A$hmead  BarlUtt 


impoiM  from  which  there  was  no  other 
outlet.  These  two  lines  of  policy  were 
perfectly  in  harmony.  When  there  waa 
time  to  avoid  the  war,  fhe  ConservativeB 
warned  and  implored  the  Government 
to  take  steps  for  that  purpose ;  but  when 
things  had  reached  a  climax,  and  irhen 
after  the  massacres  it  was  impossible  for 
us  to  withdraw  without  dishonour,  thou 
they  did  urge  on  the  Government  firm- 
ness and  courage.  They  did  not  urge  the 
bombardment  of  Alexandria,  they  only 
urged  firm  action  ;  and  those  with  whom 
he  acted  at  that  time  advocated  firm 
action  in  conjunction  with  the  Sovereign 
of  Egypt.  In  his.  opinion  the  bombard- 
ment of  Alexandria  was  premature,  and 
might  perhaps  have  been  avoided  if  a 
iitue  time  bad  been  given  to  the  Sultan 
and  others  to  arrange  the  matter ;  but 
it  was  perfectly  consistent  with  their 
previous  conduct  for  the  Conservatives 
to  have  advocated  in  June  and  July 
firmness  of  action— ["  Divide,  divide !  "j 
He  had  no  wish  to  move  to  report  Pro- 
gress ;  but  he  should  do  so  if  he  was  in- 
terrupted by  the  barbaric  shouts  of  hon. 
Members.  It  was  perfectly  consistent  for 
the  Conservatives  to  have  advocated  a 
firm  policy  in  June  and  July,  and  yet  now 
to  condema  the  war  from  the  first  as  abso- 
lutely unnecessary.  In  view  of  the  policy 
of  the  Government  in  the  past  and  the 
many  errors  they  have  made,  the  apparent 
fruitJessnesB  of  the  <rar,  and  the  absence 
of  any  assurance  that  we  should  gain 
any  good  results,  be  thought  the  Go- 
vernment might  fairly  be  asked  to  re- 
frain from  pressing  this  Vote  to-night, 
and  to  hold  it  over  till  Monday,  when 
there  would  be  a  better  opportunity  of 
considering  it  as  it  deserved.  He  should 
not  move  to  report  Progress ;  but  he 
hoped  Progress  would  be  reported. 

The  Mabqubss  of  HAItTINGTON  : 
I  hope  the  Committee  will  be  disposed 
to  vote  the  whole  of  these  Supplemen- 
tary Estimates  relating  to  Egypt  to- 
night. My  right  hon.  Friend  has  mado 
a  statement  on  the  subject,  and  I  think, 
although  the  hour  is  very  late^  we  are 
quite  prepared  to  answer  any  questions 
as  to  details.  The  hon.  Member  objects 
to  anything  at  all  on  account  of  this 
war.  which  he  considers  unnecessary. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT:  Until 
we  have  some  assurance  as  to  results. 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
I  think  thd  hon.  Member  was  not  present 
this  evening  when  we  had  an  oppor- 
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tnni^  of  voting  with  the  hon.  Member 
for  Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson),  who 
moved  a  Beaolution  expressing  the 
reeret  of  the  House  that  it  should  be 
called  upon  to  place  any  burden  on  the 
people,  ^hat  appears  to  bo  the  most 
convenient  form  in  which  the  bon. 
Member  could  have  expressed  his 
opinion.  I  do  not  think  I  need  follow 
the  hon.  Member  in  tiiis  question ;  hut 
in  reply  to  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mt.  Labouchere),  I  think  it 
was  stated  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  the 
course  of  last  Session,  that  when  the 
Estimates  were  presented  the  GoTcm- 
ment  would  propose  a  Vote  for  a  gratuity 
to  the  troops  and  sailors  engaged  in 
Egypt.  A  Circular  has  been  presented 
which  states  the  principle  upon  which 
this  gratuity  will  be  applied.  It  will  be 
issued  according  to  the  rant  of  the 
officers  and  men.  The  hon.  Member 
asked  what  amount  will  be  the  share  of 
Lord  Wolseley?  He  will  have  £1,000, 
and  the  Chief  of  the  Sta£r  £500  ;  other 
offlcers  who'  were  in  command  will  re- 
ceive amounts  accordioff  to  their  respec- 
tive ranks.  The  bon.  Member  aak^  a 
question  respectinigf  the  annuity  to  be 
proposed  by  the  Prime  Ministerror  Lord 
Wolseley.  That  has  nothing  whatever 
to  do  with  this;  it  is  altogether  a  separate 
arrangement.  I  believe  it  is  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Prime  Minister  at  the  proper 
time  to  make  a  proposal  to  the  House,  both 
on  account  of  Lord  "Wolseley  and  of 
TiOrd  Alcester,  according  to  the  invari- 
able practice  when  Peerages  have  been 
conferred  for  Naval  or  Military  services. 
That,  of  course,  has  nothing  whatever 
to  do  with  the  share  of  this  gratuity  to 
Lord  Wolseley  according  to  usage. 

Colonel  STANLEY  said,  he  \mder- 
Btood  the  noble  Marquess  to  say  that,  if 
possible,  the  Government  intended toget 
through  the  whole  of  these  Supplemen- 
tary Estimates  relatipg  to  Egypt  this 
evening.  Of  course,  the  House  was  very 
willing  on  special  occasionB  to  make  per- 
sonal sacrifices  when  the  Public  Service 
rendered  that  necessary,  and  in  regard 
to  the  first  Vote — that  with  respect  to 
India — it  was  one  that  might  be  agreed 
to ;  but  he  hoped  that  if  the  Government 
met  with  the  indulgence  of  the  Com- 
mittee, and  were  allowed  to  take  that 
Vote,  they  would  then  consent  to  post- 
pone the  other  Votes.  He  thought  that 
W9uld  be  a  fair  compromise  at  that  time 


of  night.  On  the  other  hand,  he  should 
like  to  aak  the  noble  Marquess  whether 
he  would  give  some  undertaking  that 
either  on  the  Report  of  Supply,  or,  still 
more  probably,  when  the  Army  Esti- 
mates were  brought  forward,  the  Aillest 
opportunity  would  be  given  for  discuss- 
ing points  which  would)  naturally  have 
arisen  now,  but  which  hon.  Members 
had  postponed  in  consideration  of  tlw 
time  of  night,  and  the  circumstances 
under  which  this  Vote  was  proposed  ? 
For  his  own  part,  there  were  several 
questions  which  he  should  like  to  raise, 
but  which  it  was  impossible  to  raise 
at  the  present  time.  There  was  also  a 
question  on  the  new  form  of  the  Vote  as 
it  nocossarily  stood  in  the  Estimates. 
He  thought  it  very  inconvenient  to  have 
various  questions  mixed  upupon  one  Vote, 
and  that  they  would  bo  better  distributed 
over  several  Votes.  If  the  noble  Mar-, 
quess  would  g^ve  this  assurance,  there 
would  be  every  efibrt  made  on  this  side 
of  the  House  to  assist  the  Government. 

LoED  HENET  LENNOX  wished  to 
make  an  appeal  to  the  noble  Marquess. 
He  had  no  intention  to  discuss  the  ques- 
tion whether  the  Egyptian  Campaign 
wasright.or  wrong;  he  only  wished  to 
ask  the  noble  Marquess  to  state  now 
what  was  the  condition  of  health  of  the 
troops  still  in  Egypt,  and  whether  there 
was  any  truth  or  not  in  the  accounts 
published  in  the  newspapers  showing 
that  the  mortality  among  these  men 
was  on  the  increase  ?  He  should  take 
an  opportunity  later  on,  in  fuller  detail, 
of  presenting  to  the  House  his  view  of 
the  action  of  the  troops  in  Egypt ;  and 
his  firm  conviction  was  that  had  the 
necessary  steps  been  taken  when  the 
war  ended  the  frightful  mortality  which 
had  occurred  might  easily  have  been 
averted.  He  did  not,  however,  wish  to 
detain  the  Committee  now,  but  merely 
to  ask  whether  the  noble  Marquess 
oould  give  the  country  any  reassuring 
accoL  it  of  the  health  of  the  British 
troops  now  forming  the  Army  of  Occu- 
pation in  Egypt  ?  On  a  later  occasion 
he  would  state  the  reasons  for  his  belief 
that  a  great  deal  of  the  mortality  might 
have  been  avoided. 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Ohildees):  An  appeal 
having  been  made  from  the  opposite 
Bench,  I  may  say  that  it  is  practically 
necessary,  unless  the  House  intends  to 
sit  on  Saturday,  that  the  Supplementary 
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EBtlmates  shoulcl  be  finished  on  Hon- 
day.  These  Snpplementarr  Estimates 
consist  of  these  three  or  fonr  Totes  in 
connection  withEgypt,  and  of  some  small 
Supplementary  Estimates  relating  to 
Civil  Service  and  Eeyenue  Expenditure. 
It  is  absolutely  necessary  that  we  should 
close  these  on  Monday,  and  therefore  I 
hope  the  Committee  will  consent  to 
finish  the  Egyptian  Votes  now.  and  take 
the  other  Estimates  on  Monday.  With 
respect  to  what  the  light  hon .  and  gallant 
Gentleman  (Colonel  Stanley)  said  as  to 

feneral  questions  arising  out  of  these 
otes,  I  think  that  is  reasonable ;  but 
any  qaestions  upon  small  detail  we 
shall  be  prepared  to  answer  at  once, 
and  any  general  questions  might  be 
asked  afterwards.  "With  reference  to 
the  question  of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Henry  Lennox),  I  am  not  able  to  say 
more  as  to  the  present  rate  of  mortality 
among  the  soldiers,  than  that  it  has  been 
steadily  on  the  decrease  for  some  months 
past.  As  to  his  suggestion  that  we  did 
not  take  proper  steps  to  provide  against 
insanitary  conditions,  I  may  say  that 
as  soon  as  the  war  was  over  we  sent 
out  a  most  experienced  Engineer  officer, 
General  Sir  Andrew  Clarke,  with  eartt 
hUneh«  to  do  whatever  was  necessary  in 
regard  to  sanitary  arrangements.  The 
health  of  the  troops  has  steadily  im- 
proved since  then,  and  the  sickness  is 
now  as  low  as  7  per  cent. 

Me.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  thought 
the  suggestion  of  his  right  hon.  and 
valiant  Friend  (Colonel  Stanley)  was 
that  this  Vote  should  be  taken,  and 
Progress  should  then  be  reported.  He 
thought  that  a  reasonable  proposal, 
especially  as  it  was  distinctiy  understood 
that  the  Committee  should  not  proceed 
after  a  quartei'  past  1.  It  would  be  un- 
reasonable to  take  the  Egyptian  Totes 
with  so  small  a  House  as  there  now 
was ;  and  he  should  feel  it  his  duty  to 
protest  against  that,  and  to  divide  the 
Committee  upon  it. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXOHE- 
QUEE  (Mr.  CHitDEBs) :  Do  you  object 
to  taking  the  Egyptian  Totes  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  Yes.  beyond  this. 
The  CHAKCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childsrs)  :  Does  that  mean 
that  the  Tote  for  the  Navy  should  not 
be  taken  to-night  ? 

Me.  W.  H.  smith  :  Yes. 
The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Chiuiees)  :  Unless  we  get 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 


through  these  Totes  now,  the  House  wiU 
have  to  sit  a  very  long  time  on  Monday, 
as  there  are  a  great  number  of  ordinary 
Supplementary  Estimates  to  be  taken. 

Mx.  E.  N.  FOWLEB  said,  he  had 
been  informed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Wxnn)  that,  as 
he  understood,  the  Governmrat  did  not 
intend  to  propose  any  Tote  that  evening 
after  a  quarter  to  1  o  clock.  It  was  now 
a  quarter  past  1,  and,  therefore,  consider- 
ing the  understanding  he  hadreferred  to, 
he  thought  they  were  justified  in  object- 
ing to  go  further  than  the  Tote  then 
before  the  CJommittee. 

The  chancellor  of  tbs  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  CiiiLDERs)  said,  he  had 
certainlynot  given  any  such  promise  such, 
as  that  indicated  by  the  hon.  Mtanber 
opposite.  The  only  promise  giren  was 
that  the  Gbvemment  would  not  bej^ntbe 
Estimates  after  half-past  Ig  o'cloA. 

Sib  "WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
,  there  was  a  great  de^  of  uttcertoiaty  aa 
to  the  cost  of  transport  during  the  war, 
and  upon  that  subject  the  Committee 
had  received  no  information.  They  were 
desirous  of  knowing  what  the  total  cost 
amounted  to.  There  appeared  on  the 
present  Estimate  £20,000  for  transport 
at  home,  and  also  a  sum  of  £60,000 
for  transport  abroad,  and  he  would  be 
glad  to  know  what  was  the  nature  and 
extent  of^  the  transport  whidx  these 
items  represented  ?  This  was  a  question 
which  certainly  deserved  serious  consi- 
deration on  the  part  of  the  Committee. 
If  hon.  Members  would  tUm  to  the  end 
of  the  Tote  they  would  see  that  a  deduo- 
tion  was  made  of  the  sum  of  £40,000 
for  the  sale  of  transport  aninials ;  and 
with  respeet  to  that  oredit,  he  Tentuted 
to  say  that  if  the  original  cost  of  tilie 
animals  was  £80,000,  they  were  not 
likely  to  get  for  them  so  large  a  sum  as 
£40,000  when  they  were  sold.  There- 
fore, he  concluded  that  the  cost  of 
animals  for  the  whole  war  was  not  that 
which  appeared  on  the  Estimates  under 
the  items  he  had  specified.  There  had 
been  great  oomplaints  as  to  the  cost  of 
transport  in  connection  with  the  Expe- 
dition to  Egypt,  and  he  thought  the 
Committee  had  a  right  to  information 
as  to  what  had  been  the  cost  of  the 
animals  employed,  and,  indeed,  as  to  the 
whole  cost  of  transport  during  the  war. 
The  two  items  of  £60,000  and  £90,000 
were  quite  insufficient  for  this  purpose, 
and  he  would  therefore  appeal  to  the 
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noble  Marquess  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  if  possible,  to  furnish  the 
Committee  wztii  some  explanation  with 
regard  to  the  enormous  eost  of  the 
Transport  Serrioe  in  oonnection  with  the 
recent  operations  in  Egypt. 

8iB  ABTHUB  HAYO^  said,  the 
item  of  £20,000  was  for  the  conveyance 
of  troops  from  various  parts  of  Eng- 
land to  the  port  of  embarkatioo.  The 
item  of  £80,000  was  for  the  cost  of 
animals.  As  the  hon.  and  gaJI^t  Ba- 
ronet would  be  aware,  the  Turkish  Go- 
vernment had  offered  ^eat  resistance 
to  our  endeavour  to  bring  mules  from 
Smyrna  and  Beyrout,  and  that  refusal 
on  the  part  of  the  Turkish  authorities 
had  very  much  increased  the  cost  of 
transport  animals.  The  amount  in  the 
Estimate  was  the  price  of  the  animals, 
a  great  number  of  which  were  still  en- 
gaged with  the  Army  in  ^Igypt.  Some 
were  at  Malta^  and  a  portion  had  been 
brought  home. 

LoBO  ALOEBNON  Pi!BCY  said,  it 
was  well  known  that  some  of  the  Oavalry 
regiments,  and  a  great  portion  of  the 
Artillery  left  at  home  after  the  despatch 
of  the  ta-oops  to  Egypt,  were  denuded  of 
their  horses  for  the  purpose  of  eq^pping 
the  troops  sent  abroad.  He  saw  an  item 
of  £60,000  in  Tote  1,  Sub-head  M,  for 
the  purchase  of  horses,  and  he  wished 
to  know  whether  that  sum  was  for  the 
purpose  of  defraying  the  expenses  of 
regiments  and  batteries  left  at  home, 
or  whether  it  had  been  expended  on  the 
purchase  of  an  extra  number  of  animals 
for  the  troops  sent  abroad  t 

SiB  ABTHUB  HATTEB  said,  the 
sum  just  referred  to  induded  not  only 
the  cost  of  horses  abroad,  but  also  the 
cost  of  horses  required  to  £11  up  the 
ranks  of  those  regiments  which  re- 
mained at  home,  ^ere  had  been  great 
losses  amongst  the  horses  of  the  4th 
Dragoon  Guards — not  less  than  169 — 
which  had  to  be  made  up,  and  the  cost 
of  these  was  included  in  the  charge. 

SiB  GEOEQE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
strongly  objected  to  voting  money  in  the 
small  hours  of  the  morning.  However, 
as  they  had  gone  so  for  with  this  Supply 
Estimate,  he  supposed  they  must  go 
through  with  it ;  but  he  hoped  it  would 
be  on  the  distinct  understanding  that 
ample  time  would  be  allowed  for  future 
discussion  of  the  Estimate  on  the  Beport. 
It  seemed  to  him  there  had  hardly  been 
sufficient  calculation  when  the  last  Esti- 


mates were  framed,  because  the  amount 
a^ed  for  under  this  Vote  had  been  since 
idmost  doubled.  He  inferred  from  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  the 
(Siancellor  of  theEzchequer,tfaat  Ae  Go- 
vernment took  credit  to  themselves  Tor 
the  correctness  of  their  Estimates,  when 
he  said  that  the  Estimates  for  this 
country 'were  under-Esti  mates,  and  that 
the  Estimates  for  India  were  over-Esti- 
mates, and;  that  the  two  differences  ba- 
lanced each  other.  But  be  (Sir  George 
Campbell)  was"*  not  one  of  those  who 
believed  tbat  two  blacks  made  a  white, 
and  it  seemed  to  him  of  very  great  im- 
portance that  the  responsible  OfBcers 
should  not  be  allowed  to  mislead  the 
country  into  supposing  that  they  could 
carry  on  war  at  a  cheaper  r&te  than 
was  possible.  He  was  ready  to  admit 
that  the  war^had  been  carried  on  with 
a  moderation  of  expense  that  was  ere* 
ditable  to  the  Government;  but  he 
thought  it  would  bave  been  much  better 
to  have  over-estimated  than  under-esti- 
mated its  cost.  He  would  like  to  know 
why,  in  view  of  all  the  drcumstanees, 
the  original  Estimate  had  been  so  much 
exceeded  ?  There  had  been  no  continu- 
ation of  the  war  beyond  the  period  which 
Her  Majesty's  Government  bad  contem- 

Elated.  On  the  contrary,  it  had  been 
rought  to  an  end  earlier  than  might 
have  been  expected.  They  were  told, 
in  fact,  that  the  only  error  in  the  Cam- 
paign was  that  the  battle  of  Tel-el-Kebir 
was  fought  one  day  earlier  than  was 
intended.  The  resistance  of  the  Egyp- 
tians collapsed  immediately  after  tlus 
event ;  and  it  seemed  to  him  that,  the 
war  having  been  brought  to  a  con- 
clusion |under  most^'favourablejcircnm- 
etances,  there  was  no  justification  of 
the  under-estimate  of  its  cost. 

Sm  HENBY  FLETCHEB  said  he 
wished  to  know  why  civil  medical  prac- 
titioners, for  whose  services  there  was  a 
charge  in  the  Estimate  of  £4,000,  had 
been  sent  out  to  Egypt  ?  His  reason  for 
making  this  inquiry  was  that  he  thought 
under  the  new  system  ample  provision 
ought  to  have  been  made  for  medical 
officers  connected  with  the  Army.  And 
in  making  allusion  to  this  suUect,  per- 
haps, as  an  old  soldier,  he  might  be  per- 
mitted to  suggest  to  the  military  autho- 
rities the  consideration  of  the  question 
as  to  whether  thej  could  not  see*  their 
wa^  to  revert  to  the  old  system  under 
whioh  Burgeons  wore  attached  to  the 
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reeloients.  He  oonsidered  himself  en- 
titled to  call  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  this  subject  while  the  present 
Vote  was  under  diaouseion.  He  believed 
that  the  Indian  Oontingent  and  the 
r^ments  which  came  to  E^ypt  from 
India  were  supplied  with  thetr  medical 
officers  on  the  old  system  under  which 
he  had  the  honour  of  serving  many  years 

X.  The  present  system  of  medical 
:ers  being  attached  to  regiments  for 
a  few  months  only,  he  regarded  as  most 
detrimental  to  the  Military  Swvice.  On 
the  other  hand,  the  old  qratem,  under 
wtiioh  medical  offioore  were  permuieiitly 
attached,  was  most  favourable  to  the 
medical  offioers  tiiemselves  aa  well  as  to 
the  men  and  the  commanding  officers. 
Without  wishing  to  speak  too  strongly 
on  the  subject,  he  was  bound  to  say  that 
the  present  system  had  not  turned  out 
altogether  as  well  as  could  have  been 
wished ;  and  therefore  he  again  urged 
the  military  authorities  to  ooueider  whe- 
ther it  would  not  be  well  to  return  to 
the  old  system  under  which  medical 
officers  were  permanently,  instead  of  as 
now  temporarily,  attached.  There  was 
another  item,  respecting  which  he  wished 
to  ask  for  some  explanation  "from  his 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  and  old  brother 
officer,  whom  he  congratulated  on  his 
new  appointment  as  Surveyor  General 
of  Ordnance.  He  observed  a  charge  of 
£15,000  for  timber,  and  would  be  glad 
to  know  where  the  timber  came  from 
and  what  had  beoome  of  it?  There  was 
also  a  charge  of  £3,000,  under  Sub-head 
for  fuel,  which  he  presumed  was  for 
the  engineB  sent  out  to  Bgypt  Again, 
under  Sub-head  0,  tiiere  was  a  charge  of 
£20,000  for  metals,  and  he  asked  whe- 
ther these  were  for  the  railway  from 
Cairo  in  the  direction  of  Tel-el- Eebir  ? 
He  did  not  wish  to  offer  any  objection  to 
these  items,  but  simply  asked  for  an  ex- 
planation of  them.  There  was  also  the 
item  of  £30,000  for  accoutrements,  to 
which  the  same  remark  applied.  This 
was  a  large  sum  indeed,  because  it  was 
always  supposed  that  when  troops  were 
sent  out  of  the  country  they  were  fully 
equijmed  and  accoutred.  He  believed 
there  nad  been  extra  clothing  furnished 
to  some  regiments— ^some  Kharkee  had 
been  auppTied  to  them — but  he  hardly 
imagined  that  the  cost  of  this  amounted 
to  £30,000. 

LoBD  aEOBGE  HAMILTON  re- 
marked, that  all  the  items  for  gratuities 

Sir  Stnry  Fletcher 


appeared  in  the  aggregate.  With  re- 
ferenoe  to  the  charge  of  £90,000  for 
Special  Gratuity  to  British  Contingent, 
he  asked  the  noble  Marquess  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  AVor,  if  that  included 
payments  to  the  officers  of  the  British 
regiments  which  came  from  India  to 
Egypt  ?  As  the  noble  Marquess  waa 
aware,  the  mere  fact  of  the  Native  regi- 
menta  coming  from  India  entitled  them 
to  double  pay ;  whereas  the  European 
troops  who  came  from  India  lost  their 
Indian  pay,  although  both  these  classes 
of  troops  fought  eide  by  eide.  There 
was  another  pcont  npoit  whioh  he  thou^t 
explanation  ahoald  be  given,  and  he 
referred  to  a  feeling  ynuoh  generally 
prevailed  that  the  sick  and  wounded 
were  not  properlj  looked  after.  Could 
the  noble  Marquess  state  whether  there 
had  been  any  mange  in  the  Committee 
recently  appointed  ? 

Mr.  BBAND  said,  in  reply  to  the 
hoQ.  and  gallant  Member  for  Horsham, 
that  the  item  for  timber  waa  in  conneo- 
tion  with  the  increased  work  at  the 
Woolwich  manufactories.  With  regard 
to  the  accoutrements,  his  hon.  and  gaUant 
Friend  must  recollect  that  10,000 Beeerve 
men  had  been  called  out  whose  aocoutre- 
mente,  which  were  taken  out  of  store, 
had  to  be  replaced. 

Sir  henry  FLETOHEB  said,  he 
hoped  some  larger  suits  of  clothing 
would  be  kept  in  store.  There  was  a 
man  in  his  district  so  enormonsly  stout 
that  none  of  the  suite  m  store  would  fit 
him,  and  he  waa  in  consequence  unable 
to- go  out  to  Egypt. 

Mb.  W,  H.  SMITH  said,  it  was  de-  ' 
sirable  that  the  Committee  should  have 
some  clear  explanation  as  to  whether 
the  English  troops  on thelndian  Esteb- 
lishment  received  a  gratuity,  and,  if  so, 
whether  they  were  paid  out  of  this  Vote 
or  out  of  the  Indian  Exchequer?  He 
presumed  they  were  treated  on  the  same 
terms  as  the  troops  sent  from  England ; 
but  he  thought  it  desirable  that  the 
point  should  be  made  clear. 

The  MAB4CZ8S  or  HABTINeTON 
said,  the  British  troops  that  came  from 
India  received  precisely  the  same  amount 
of  gratuity  aa  the  Indian  troops,  but  so 
long  as  they  remained  on  the  Indian 
Esteblishment  the  gratuity  was  ohai^;ed 
against  the  Indian  Government.  The 
hon.  Monber  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  George 
Campbell)  had  asked  why  the  Tote  of 
Credit  had  been  ei^weded.  But  he 


Digitized  by  Google 


1361    Army  {SuppUmentary  (Makcu 


2,  1883}       Ultimate),  1882-S.  1362 


thought  the  hon.  Ckntleman  mnst  be 
aware  that  it  vas  impossible  to  form  a 
rery  acoorate  estimate  of  the  sum  re- 
qnired  for  warlike  purposes.  There  had 
Deea  some  very  obTious  reasons  why  the 
amount  estimated  in  July  last  should  be 
exceeded.  In  the  first  place,  the  num- 
ber of  troops  despatched  oonaiderably 
exceeded  the  number  then  contemplated. 
In  the  next  place,  there  was  a  large  in- 
oreaae  in  the  quantity  of  Ordnance  stores 
tiiat  were  sent  to  Alexandria.  Again, 
the  estimate  for  horses  was  exceeded 
on  account  of  the  great  mortality  which 
prevailed  amongst  them  during  the 
campaign,  and  his  hon.  Friend  the 
S^nancial  Secretary  had  explained  that 
there  had  been  a  considerable  increase 
in  the  costof  horses  in  consequence  of  the 
Turkish  GK>Ternment  refastng  to  allow 
mules  to  be  despatched  from  Smyrna 
and  Beyrout.  Seeing,  therefore,  that 
Uiere  were  bo  many  items  which  it  was 
impossible' to  estimate  accurately  before- 
hand, he  did  not  think  that  the  amount 
by  which  the  July  Estimate  had  been 
exceeded  was  a  very  large  one.  With 
regard  to  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  and 
gcJlant  Member  for  Horsham  (Sir  Henry 
f  letcher)  and  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
(Lord  George  Hamilton)  in  reference  to 
the  medical  arrangements  and  the  treat- 
ment of  the  sick  and  wounded,  he  wished 
to  say  that  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  before  he 
left  the  War  Office,  and  almost  imme- 
diately after  the  return  of  the  troops, 
appointed  a  Committee  to  inquire  into 
complaints  which  had  beeii  made  of  the 
failure  of  the  transport  and  medical 
arrangements.  That  Committee,  as  was 
statea  in  reply  to  a  Question  vat  yester- 
day, had,  he  oeliered,  entered  yery  ex- 
haustiyely  into  these  questions,  but  had 
not  yet  made  its  Beport,  which,  however, 
might  be  expected  in  a  week  or  two. 

Ma.  ASHMEAD.BARTLETT  said, 
the  Financial  Secretary  had  replied  only 
to  a  portion  of  the  question  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  West  Sussex 
(Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot)  with  regard  to 
the  amount  credited  at  the  end  of  the 
Vote  for  the  sale  of  animals — namely, 
£40,000.  It  was  well  known  that  for 
weefeji  after  the  conclusion  of  military 
operations  mules  continued  to  come 
in  by  thousands  —  in  fact,  "it  rained 
mules."    The  reply  of  the  hon.  and 

Cant  Gentleman  on  the  Gpyemment 
ch  did  not  state  vhether  the  sum 


of  £40,000  represented  the  amount 
realized  by  the  sale  of  all  the  animals 
employed  in  the  war,  or  only  applied  to 
the  animals  for  which  there  was  the 
charge  of  £80,000.  The  distinction  was 
a  very  important  one,  and  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  West  Sussex  had 
pointed  out  that  £40,000  was  an  un- 
usual recoupment  upon  an  outlay  of 
£80,000.  He  therefore  again  asked 
whether  the  £40,000  applied  to  the 
whole  of  the  animals  purchased,  or  only 
to  a  portion  of  them  ? 

Mb.  TOMLINSON  asked  for  an  ex- 
planation  of  the  item  of  £5,000  for 
losses  under  Sub-head  M. 

Sir  ARTHUR  HATTER  said,  this 
sum  included  the  compensation  to  officers 
for  the  loss  of  their  horses,  as  well  as 
oompensation  to  men  for  clothing  aud 
accoutrements  lost ;  and,  considering  the 
dimensions  of  the  Expedition,  he  did  not 
think  the  charge  ezoes^ve. 

OoLQim.  STANLEY  said,  the  ques- 
tion had  been  asked  in  connection  with 
Vote  4,  why  there  was  a  charge  of 
£4,000  for  civilian  medical  practitioners? 
He  had  not  understood  that  a  reply 
had  been  given  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  opposite ;  but  he  presumed 
the  charge  was  incurred  to  replace  the 
medical  officers  sent  abroad  with  the 
troops. 

Sift  ARTHUR  HATTER  said,  the 
sum  of  £40,000  was  the  whole  sum 
realized  by  the  sale  of  animals.  The 
item  for  medical  practitioners  was,  as 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
supposed,  to  replace  the  medical  officers 
whose  services  were  required  with  the 
regiments  sent  out  to  Egypt. 

MB.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  there  was 
great  ourioraty  to  know  what  conclusion 
the  War  Department  had  arrived  at 
with  regard  to  the  ftises  for  the  shells 
used  by  the  Navy  in  the  bombardment 
of  Alexandria.  It  might,  perhaps,  not 
be  Convenient  for  the  hon.  Gentleman  in 
charge  of  the  Vote  to  make  a  statement 
on  the  quMtion  at  that  moment ;  but  he 
wished  it  to  be  distinctly  understood 
that  the  matter  would  have  to  be  dealt 
with  either  on  the  present  or  the  forth- 
coming Estimates.  A  very  satisfactory 
explanation  would  have  to  be  given  to 
the  House  and  the  country  upon  the 
point,  as  also  with  regard  to  such  mys- 
terious items  under  Tote  12,  as  £115,500 
for  Miscellaneous  Stores.  There  had 
been  a  distinct  failure  of  the  stores 
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supplied  , to  the  Navy  by  the  War  De- 
partment, and  the  Committee  and  the 
countiy  ought  to  know  whether  they 
were  to  have  efficient  munitions  of  war 
in  fixture,  or  whether  they  were  to  be 
liable  to  the  very  great  miBadrenture 
whioh  had  recently  occurred. 

Mb.  BKAND  :  I  think  it  would  be 
better  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
defer  his  question. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  there  must 
be  an  understanding  that  the  question 
woiild  be  taken  up  at  a  time  when  more 
consideration  could  be  given  to  it. 
Tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  must  be  aware 
that  during  the  last  two  or  three  Ses- 
sions, Estimates  had  been  passed  at 
hours  when  it  was  impossible  properly 
to  enter  into  them.  He  had  no  desire 
to  embarrass  the  Government ;  but  his 
question  referred  to  a  matter  of  very 
great  importance  which  had  arisen  in 
connection  with  the  late  war.  If,  there- 
fore, the  question  were  postponed,  there 
must  be  a  distinct  understanding  that 
an  opportunity  would  be  given  for  full 
discusaioa  hereafter. 

The  Masquess  of  HAltTINGTON 
said,  there  was  the  strongest  deyire  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  to  give  the 
most  ample  opportunities  for  discussing 
the  Estimates.  But  be  must  remind  the 
Committee  that  although  the  Govern- 
ment might  be  able  to  do  muoh,  they 
could  not  make  time ;  and  if  the  House 
insisted  upon  discussing  the  Address  to 
Her  Majesty  for  11  days,  a  very  appre- 
ciable inroad  was  thereby  made  upon 
the  time  at  the  disposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment. It  was  impossible  that  they 
could  then  give  so  full  an  opportunity 
for  discussion  as  it  might  be  venr  desir- 
able to  afford  later  on  in  the  Session ; 
and  all  he  could  say  at  the  present  mo- 
ment was,  that  the  Government  would 
make  the  very  best  arrangement  they 
could  for  the  disousuon  of  the  Bsti- 
mates. 

Vote  ogrted  to. 

Besolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Mon- 
day Qffiri. 

Committee  to  sit  again  upon  Monday 
next. 

HooM  adjourned  at  a  quarter  bofor* 
Tvo  o'clock  till  Monday  next. 


Mr.  W.  R,  Smith 


HOUSE   OF  LOBDS, 
Monday f  bth  March,  1888. 


EAST  INDIA— CODE  OP  CRIMINAL  PRO- 
CEDURE—NATIVE JURISDIOTIOlir 
OVER  BRITISH  BTJBJECTrS. 

QUSSTIOIT. 

The  Mabqubss  of  SALISBTJEY  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  Whether  he  has  re- 
ceived any  intelligence  respecting  the 
meetings  which  have  been  held  in  Madras 
and  CfUcutta  with  reference  to  the  Cri- 
minal Procedure  Amendment  Bill ;  and 
also — which  is  the  most  important  part 
of  my  Question — whether  it  is  true  that 
Her  Maj  esty's  Government  have  pledged 
themselves  to  carry  the  Bill  through, 
and  whether  the  Bill  has  received  tho 
formal  approval  of  Her  Majesty's  GKi- 
vemment  in  England  ?   

The  Eabl  of  KIMBEBLET:  My 
Lords,  I  have  no  official  information 
respecting  the  meetings  in  Madras  and 
Calcutta.  As  to  the  last  part  of  the 
Question  of  the  noble  Marquess,  I  may 
say  that  he  will  find  in  the  Papers  I 
propose  to  lay  on  the  Table  to-morrow, 
and  which  I  hope  will  be  distributed 
in  a  few  days,  that  the  sanction  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  in  Council  was  for- 
mally given  to  the  Bill. 

BRAITHWAITE  AND  BUTTERUERE 
RAILWAY  BILL. 

SECOND  BBABina. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

Moved,  "ThattheBUl  be  novread2'."- 
—{ThoMarl  of  Rtdttdak,) 

LoBD  MOUNT-TEMPLE,  in  moving, 
as  an  Amendment,  that  the  Bill  be  read 
a  second  time  that  day  six  months  said, 
it  was  so  exceptional  a  Bill  that  it  ought 
to  be  dealt  with  in  an  exceptional  manner. 
It  would  disfigure  the  most  beautiful 
and  frequented  part  of  the  lake  scenery 
without  any  advantage  to  the  public.  It 
would  only  convey  slates  that  were  then 
carried  in  10  light  carts  without  any 
sufferino;  to  the  10  horses.  It  had  been 
receivetT throughout  the  neighbourhood 
with  the  greatest  dismay  and  apprehen- 
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Bion.  The  peculiaritj  of  this  proposed 
railway  lay  in  tbe  fact  that  it  ended  in 
a  slate  quarry  in  Honister  Pass,  destroy- 
ing; the  picturesque  wildneas  of  that 
CMebrated ravine.  Itvould  lead  tone 
tovn,  and  would  accommodate  no  popu- 
lation. The  population  of  the  district 
was  very  seanly,  oonaieiing  mainly  of 
farmers  who  carried  their  market  pro- 
duce in  small  carts.  No  tourists  would 
use  it,  because  it  could  carry  no  one  to 
the  fine  scenery,  but  only  through  it. 
The  number  of  visitors  was  estimated  at 
ft,000  annually.  He  appealed  to  their 
Lordships  to  protect  the  natural  beauty 
of  their  favourite  holiday  ground,  which 
refreshed  and  delighted  the  hard-worked 
artizens  of  Lancashire  and  Yorkshire, 
and  repaired  the  mental  exhaustion  of 
professional  and  literary  men  from  all 
parts  of  the  country.  The  interests  of 
the  public  were  not  represented  before 
CcmmitteeB  on  Private  Bills. 

Amendment  moved,  to  leave  out 
("now  ")  and  add  at  the  end  of  the 
Motion  ("  this  day  six  months.") — {TA« 
L&rd  Mwnt-TempU.) 

The  Eabl  op  BEDESDALE  (Ohaib- 
UAN  of  CoMUiTTEEs)  Said,  that,  80  far  as 
he  was  able  to  judge,  there  might  be 
objection  taken  to  the  Bill  on  the  ground 
that  it  was  a  private  concern,  and 
therefore  ought  not  to  have  compulsory 
powers  cranted  to  it.  He  wished  that 
some  noble  Lord  had  risen  to  take  part 
in  the  discussion  who  was  in  favour  of 
the  Bill,  80  that  the  House  might  know 
what  arguments  could  be  adduced  on  its 
behalf.  Any  remarks  he  himself  had  to 
make  would  come  in  more  appropriately 
after,  the  arguments  in  favour  of  the  Bill 
bad  been  stated. 

Visoouirp  CRANBBOOK  said,  that 
the  better  way  »f  dealing  with  the  Bill 
would  be  to  refer  it  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, so  that  the  House  might  he  put 
in  possession  of  adl  the  facts.  He  ad- 
mired the  part  of  the  country  through 
which  the  line  proposed  to  pass  as  much 
as  his  noble  Fnend  opposite  (Lord 
Mount-Temple) ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
the  promoters  might  be  able  to  show 
that  the  railway  would  not  disBgure  the 
country  and  would  be  of  some  utility. 
He  thought  that  the  better  course  would 
be  to  allow  the  Bill  to  pass  a  second  read- 
ing, reserving  opposition,  if  it  should 
then  be  thought  desirable,  for  the  &ird 
reading. 


On  Question,  That  ("now")  stand  part 
of  the  Motion  ?  Their  Lordriiips  divMed : 
—Contents  46;  Not-Cuntents  11:  Ma- 
jority 36. 

CONTENTS. 


Selbome,  E.  (Z.  Ohan- 
ctUdr.) 

Bedford,  B. 

Lansdowne,  M. 
Salisbtuy,  M. 

BelmoTO,  E. 
Coima.  £. 
Camperdown,  K. 
Dartrey,  E. 
Derby,  E. 
Devon,  E. 
Granville,  E. 
Kimberlev,  E. 
Lathom,  E. 
Leven  and  Melville,  E. 
Lytton,  E. 
Minto,  E. 
Moiiey,  E. 
Nelion,  E.  ' 
Nortiibrook,  £. 
Stanhope,  E. 
Sydney,  E. 

Cranbrook,V.  [TilUr.] 
Halifax,  V. 
Hherbrooko,  V. 


Ainh«nt,Ii.(  VSolnut- 

idU.) 
Braboume,  Ii. 
Brodrick,  L.(r.JtfiiU«- 

ton.) 
Oarlingford,  L. 
Clements,  L.  (£.  Lti- 

trim.) 
Ool<^ester,  L. 
ColviUe  of  Colroas,  L. 

[Telltr.1 
De  L'Isle  and  Dudley, 

L. 

Ettriok,L.  (Z.JVapier.) 
Sinnaird,  £. 
Methnen,  Ii. 
Monson,  L. 
Penrhyn,  L. 
Bamaay,  L.   (B.  DitU 

houtU.) 
Reay,  L. 

Saltenford,    L.  (B. 

Courlovm.y 
SandfauTBt,  Ii. 
^te,  L.  ( r.  Bmring^ 

ton.) 
Sudeley,  L. 
Itorlow,  L. 
Tweedmouth,  L. 
Windwr,  L. 


NOT-CONTENTS. 


Albany,  H.R.M.  D. 
Weatminater  D. 
[Tiller. -\ 

Cowper,  E. 
Fevereham,  E. 
Manvera,  fi. 


Uoont-Templet  L. 

Ormonde,  L.  (Jf.  Or- 
monde.) 
Stanley  of  Alderley,  L 
Straffocd,L,  (r.iK- 

Md.) 
Waveney,  L. 


Ker,L.   {M.  Lothian.) 
Smktd  in  tiie  Affimaiivt. 
Bill  read  2*  accordingly. 

NAVT— PAY  OP  NAVAL  OFFICEBS. 
auBBTKur.  oBSXBVAiioiira. 

Thb  Eabl  of  BELHOBE,  in  rising  to 

call  attention  to  the  Bates  of  Fay  of  the 
officers  of  the  Boyal  Navy,  and  to  aek 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  "Whether 
he  could  hold  out  any  hopes  of  an  in- 
crease in  those  rates  in  accordance  wi& 
the  increased  expense  of  living  at  the 
present  day  in  comparison  with  tliat 
when  those  rates  were  fixed  ?  said,  that 
although  this  subject  was  one  of  great 
interest  to  those  who  were  affected  by 
it,  the  question  was  really  a  very  simple 
one,  and  he  need  not  take  up  mu(^  of 
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their  Lordship's  time.  He  would  begin 
at  the  loweBt  rank.  The  pay  of  a  nayal 
cadet  was  \t.  a-day,  and  that  of  a  mid- 
shipman \t.  9d,  a-day.  He  need  not, 
however,  dwell  on  those  ranks,  as  their 
pay  did  not  represent  their  cost  to  the 
country,  owing  to  the  fact  that  they 
practically — if  not  literally — received  a 
free  education.  He  would  pass  on  to 
the  rank  of  lieutenant,  the  rank  where 
the  greatest  grievance  was  felt.  And 
here  he  woula  go  into  the  history  of  the 
pay  of  lieutenants  from  a  very  early 
period.  He  found  that  prior  to  1693 
they  received  2«.  6^.  a-day,  or  St.  in  first 
or  second  rates.  In  1693,  5s.  aday,  or  6^. 
in  first  or  second  rates.  In  1 700  this  was 
reduced  to  4t.  and  5$.  a-  day  respectively, 
and  so  it  continued  nearly  all  through 
the  last  century.  In  1796  it  was  in- 
creased to  5».  a-day,  but  was  the  same 
in,  all  rates  except  that  there  was  6d. 
a-day  extra  in  uagships.  In  1806  it 
was  raised  to  6«.  a-day,  with  6d.  a-day 
extra  in  flagships.  It  so  continued  for  10 
years  until  1816,  when  it  was  increased 
to  Gg.  6d.  a-day,  and  Ss.  3d.  for  a  1st 
lieutenant  of  seven  years'  standing,  with 
6d.  a-day  extra  in  flagships.  In  1S40 
it  was  raised  to  10«.  a-day,  or  11«.  for 
1st  lieutenants  of  seven  years'  standing, 
but  flagship's  pay  was  abolished.  So  it 
remained  till  this  day,  although  the  pur- 
chasing power  of  the  sovereign  was  con- 
siderably diminished.  lieutenants  in 
independent  command  received  either 
3«.  Qd.  or  2$.  6d.  a<day  command  money, 
according  as  they  were  attached  to  sea- 
going or  harbour  ships,  or  their  tenders, 
and  Ueutenants  appointed  for  navigating 
duties,  and  gunnery  lieutenants  received 
sums  varying  from  4«.  to  \i.  6d.  a-day 
extra ;  but  what  he  might  call  ordi- 
nary lieutenants,  who  had  to  main- 
tain the  position  of  gentlemen,  only  re- 
ceived 10>.  Si-day.  If  such  an  officer 
went  into  a  Colonial  port,  such  as  Sydney, 
ho  would  find  arUzans  such  as  ship- 
caulkers  receiving  higher  daily  wages 
than  his  day's  pay.  "Wlien  he  (the  Earl 
of  Belmore)  was  at  Sydney,  ship-caulkers 
received  12s.  a-day,  whilst  they  had  an 
inferior  position  to  maintain,  and,  in 
fact,  were  so  well  off  that  they  could  not 
be  relied  on  to  slic^  steadily  to  work. 
But  when  he  came  to  the  half-pay  rates, 
he  found  lientenuitB  receiving,  aoccwd- 
ing  to  standing,  from  4«.  to  8«.  6i. 
a-aay.  In  these  days  many  officers 
were  lieutenants  up  to  37  or  38  years  of 

Th$  Marl  of  Btlmor^ 


age,  and  had  themselves,  and  perhaps  a 
wife  and  family,  to  maintain  on  8*.  6rf. 
a-day.  He  had  seen  a  calculation  made 
that  only  two  lieutenants  out  of  every 
nine  could,  on  arithmetical  principles, 
expect  to  reach  the  rank  of  commander. 
Perhaps  this  was  rather  an  exaggerated 
estimate,  as  he  understood  there  were 
700  lieutenants,  and  that  the  Com- 
manders' List  was,  or  was  to  be,  fixed  at 
150.  This  would  give  one  only  in  every 
four  and  a- half  who  could  hope  for.  pro- 
motion. He  was  aware  that  there  were 
different  rates  for  retired  lieutenants, 
but  he  did  not  propose  to  ^  into 
that  part  of  the  subject.  This  was 
varied  for  captains;  commanders,  and 
Ueutenants  from  £600  down  to  £200 
a-year.  He  now  came  to  commanders. 
These  officers  received  full  pay  at  the 
rate  of  £1  a-day,  with  either  Ss.  9rf. 
to,  2$.  €d.  command  money.  But  their 
half-pay,  according  to  their  distance 
from  the  top  of  the  list,  and  whether  or 
notj  if  near  the  top,  they  had  served 
a  year  at  sea,  was  either  St.  6d.  or  10«. 
a-day.  On  this  they  might  have  to  live 
and  maintain  a  family  until  47  or  48 
yearsof  age.  Captains  received  £l  13«., 
or£l  7«.  &d.,  or  £1  2s.  6d.,  according  to 
their  position  on  the  list,  with  command 
money  varying  from  18s.  to  5s.  a-day. 
Perhaps  there  was  not  much  fault  to  be 
found  with  the  full  pay  of  the  captains, 
but  their  half-pay  varied  from  about 
£301  to  £228  a-year.  He  was  aware 
that  at  the  present  moment  a  number  of 
comparativ^y^ouDg  captains  were  ^ing 
on  to  tho  flag  list ;  but  these  were  officers 
who  had  entered  the  Service  shortly 
before  the  Crimean  War,  and  had  had 
the  benefit  of  the  Crimean  promotions 
and  death  vacancies.  After  a  time 
captains  would  be  getting  up  to  55  years 
of  age.  The  noble  Earl  then  stated  the 
full  and  half-pay  of  chief  engineers.  He 
also  said  that  he  had  been  requested  to 
draw  the  First  Lord's  attention  to  the 
case  of  Warrant  officers.  Having  only 
received  the  communication  since  he  came 
down  to  the  House,  he  could  only  men- 
tion it.  These  officers  complained  as  to 
their  pensions,  provision  for  orphans, 
and  also  that  their  rates  of  pay,  or  some 
of  them,  were  the  same  as  uiey  were  80 
years  ago.  Hethou^htit  better  toeontent 
himself  with  drawing  the  noble  Earl's 
attention  to  the  subject,  rather  than 
asking  their  Lordships  to  agree  to  what 
could  only  be  an  abstract  Motion,  which 
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Tag  all  that  could  be  done  in  that  House, 
US  it  was  for  the  House  of  Commons  to 
deal  with  the  Navy  Estimates.  The  noble 
Lord  concluded  by  putting  the  Question 
of  which  he  had  given  Notice. 

Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDERLET 
wished  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that 
a  poet-captain  when  named  to  a  ship 
was  expected,  as  a  matter  of  custom,  to 
Bpend  money  on  its  embellishment,  and 
he  was  told  that  even  lieutenants  had 
contributed  in  the  same  way.  That  was 
a  thing  which  should  not  be  allowed  by 
the  Admiralty.   

The  Earl  op  NOETHBEOOK  said, 
that,  in  answer  to  the  Question  of  the 
noble  £arl,  he  T^as  sorry  he  could  not 
give  any  assnrance  that  the  rates  of  pay 
of  the  officers  of  the  Navy  would  be 
'increased,  for  the  Estimates  had  been 
framed  for  the  ensuing  year  without  any 
such  increase  having  been  provided  for. 
The  noble  Earl  had  given  particulars  as 
to  the  pay  of  various  classes  of  officers, 
and  undoubtedly  this  was  a  question 
of  very  great  importance  and  must  be 
always  interesting  to  their  Lordships 
and  the  other  House  of  Parliament,  al- 
though it  must  not  be  foi^tten  that 
those  who  entered  the  Military  and 
Naval  Professions,  or  sent  their  sons 
into  them,  were  not  inflaenced  altoge- 
ther— often,  indeed,  not  at  all — by  pecu- 
niary considerations,  but  by  other  mo- 
tives. The  question  of  the  adequacy  of 
the  pay  of  omeera  must  not  be  lost  sight 
of.  On  inquiring  into  the  history  of  the 
pay  in  the  Navy,  as  he  did  on  seeing 
the  -noble  Earra  Notice,  he  found  that 
successive  Boards  of  Admiralty  had  be- 
stowed great  attention  on  the  subject, 
and  had  from  time  to  time  made  such 
alterations  in  the  pay  and  allowances  of 
the  officers  as  they  thought  expedient, 
and  thus  the  position  of  officers  had  of 
late  years  been  considerably  improved. 
He  himself  occupied  rather  a  curious 
position,  inasmuch  as  he  had  had  the 

§reat  advantage  of  serving  as  Private 
ecretary  to  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty when  his  noble  Friend  (Viscount 
Halifax)  in  1856  was  First  Lord,  His 
attention  had,  therefore,  been  particu- 
larly directed  to  these  questions;  he 
naturally  looked  back  to  uie  time  when 
he  was  first  connected  with  the  Service 
for  a  comparison  between  the  pay  and 
allowances  then  and  at  present,  and  he 
found  that  the  position  of  almost  every 
rank  of  officers  had  been  conuderably 


improved  since  1856,   The  allowances 
to  admirals,  commodores,  and  captains 
had  been  increased,  and  the  pay  and 
allowances  of  commanders  had  been  con- 
siderably augmented.  Although  the  pay 
of  lieutenants  had  remained  the  same 
for  a  long  time,  yet  since  1856  they  had 
received  a  considerable  increase  in  allow- 
ances.   There  was  an  increase  in  the 
allowances  of  lieutenants  in  command, 
and  of  1st  lieutenants  of  ships  com- 
manded  by  captains,  and  also  for  pro- 
ficiency in  gunnery  and  other  matters. 
It  was  a  necessity  of  the  Service  to  have 
a  reserve  of  ofBcers,  and  that  obliged  a 
certain  number  to  remain  for  some  por- 
tion of  their  time  on  half-pay,  ^en 
most  of  them  would  he  only  too  glad,  if 
opportunity  offered,  to  serre  their  conn- 
try  in  active  serrice.    He  could  assure 
their  Lordships  that  the  Board  of  Admi- 
ralty and  he  himself  sympathized  with 
those  officers,  but  it  was  absolutely  ne- 
cessary that  there  should  be  a  reserve. 
With  respect  to  the  half-pay,  it  had 
been  increased  for  officers  of  the  rank  of 
captain.   It  remained  the  same  for  the 
rank  of  commander,  but  had  been  consi- 
derably increased  for  the  rank  of  lien- 
tenant.    Extra  half-pay  was  given  to 
officers  according  to  the  number  of  years 
they  had  served  afloat.    While  the  half- 
pay  had  been  improved,  the  pensions 
of  officers  of  all  ranks  upon  retirement 
from  the  Service  had  been  very  con- 
siderably increased  in  1870  by  the  pre- 
sent CSianoellor  of  the  Exchequer  (ifr. 
Childers),  who  was  Hien  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty.  That  was  an  advantage 
given  to  officers  to  which  the  noble  Earl  • 
had  not  adverted.   In  1856  the  highest 
pension  of  a  captain  was  £456  59. ;  it  was 
now  £600.    In  1856  the  highest  pension 
of  a  commander  was  £191  12».  6rf. ;  it 
was  now  £400.  In  1856  the  highest  pen- 
sion of  a  lieutenant  was  £  1 55  2a.  6d.  ; 
it  was  now  £300,  Their  Lordships  would 
therefore  see  that  a  very  large  increase 
in  pensions  had  been  gpiven.    That  in- 
crease had  proved  a  great  advanta^  to 
the  Navy.   It  had  had  the  effect  of  in- 
ducing officers  to  retire,  and,  therefore, 
of  reducing  the  numbers  on  the  Active 
List  in  all  branches  of  the  Service.  By 
reducing  the  number  on  the  Active  List, 
officers  remained  for  a  shorter  time  on 
half-pay.   Therefore,  the  indirect  effect' 
of  the  increase  in  the  rate  of  pensions 
was  to  improve  very  much  the  oonditioa 
of  the  officers.   And  whereas  in  1B66  a 
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captain  took  10  years  before  he  received 
the  second  scale  of  half-pay,  now  he  took 
only  five  years.  In  1656  a  commander 
would  have  been  22  years  on  the  list 
before  he  received  the  highest  scale  of 
half-pay,  and  now  he  would  be  only 
five  years.  In  1 856  a  lieutenant  would 
not  have  got  7s.  a-day,  the  highest  scale 
of  half-pay  at  that  time,  until  he  had 
been  43  years  on  the  list,  or  the  second 
rate  until  after  2S  years;  but  now, in 
18B3,  a  lieutenant  of  nine  years'  stand- 
ing oould  get  8».  6i.,  which  was  now  the 
highest  rate  of  half-pay,  if  he  had  suffi- 
cient serrice.  In  1856  there  were  894 
captains  on  the  list,  of  whom  138  were 
employed  ;  at  the  present  moment  a  far 
greater  proportion  were  employed.  In 
1856  there  were  568  oommanders  on  the 
list,  and  199  employed;  in  1883  the 
numbers  respectively  were  223  and  141. 
In  1656  there  were  315  unemployed 
lieutenants  ;  in  1883  there  were  only 
136.  It  was  difficult  to  supply  a  greater 
proportion  of  the  lieutenants ;  but  the 
Admiralty  had  by  no  means  lost  sight  of 
the  most  important  question  to  officers 
of  that  rank — namely,  their  prospects  of 
promotion  to  the  rank  of  commander. 
An  addition  of  five  had  been  made  to 
the  annual  number  qf  promotions,  that 
number  having  been  raised  from  2U  to 
25,  which  had  given  an  opportunity  of 
promotion  to  some  deserving  offioers  who 
otherwise  could  not  have  obtained  it, 
and  six  additional  appointments  in  the 
Coast  Guard  had  been  allotted  to  lieu- 
tenants. Thus  a  very  sensible  improve- 
ment had  been  made  in  the  position  of 
,  the  senior  lieutenants.  With  respect  to 
the  general  question  of  the  prospects  of 
a  young  man  entering  the  Navy,  he 
could  only  say  that  he  had  not  found  any 
indisposition  on  the  part  of  fathers  to  send 
their  sons  into  the  Service.  The  expenses 
and  prospects  of  young  mea  entering  the 
Navy  would  compare  favourably  with 
those  of  young  men  who  went  in  for  the 
Church,  the  Bar,  or  the  Medical  Pro- 
fession. Indeed,  having  regard  to  the 
(HBoparattvely  moderate  cost  of  a  naval 
eduoation,  and  the  subsequent  advan- 
tages of  a  naval  career,  he  could  not 
say  that  a  case  had  been  made  out  for 
any  ccntsiderable  increase  in  the  rate  of 
pay.  His  noble  Friend  at  the  Table 
had  commented  on  the  practice  of  oap- 
tains  spending  their  own  money  on  the 
decoration  of  their  ships;  but  he  be- 
lieved that  this  was  far  more  often  tiie 
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case  with  the  1st  lieutenants  and  com- 
maudera  than  with  the  captains  them- 
selves. He  believed  that  the  praotico 
was  not  nearly  as  common  now  as  it 
had  been  before  the  increase  of  the  Ad- 
miralty allowances  of  paint  and  other 
materials  for  the  purpose. 

Viscount  SIDMOUTH  said,  he  hoped 
the  noble  Lord  would  give  attention  to 
the  case  of  lieutenants  on  half-pay^  and, 
if  possiblo,  would  improve  th«r  position. 
He  was  of  opinion  that  many  men  who 
would  odierwise  be  valuable  offioers  were 
driven  from  the  Service  by  the  inadequacy 
of  their  pay.  It  was  tru^  no  doubt,  that 
the  Navy  was  not  regarded  aa  a  lucra- 
tive Profession,  and  that  no  one  expected 
to  receive  a  large  incbme  from  it ;  but 
the  pay  ought,  at  least,  to  be  such  as  to 
suffice  for  the  proper  maintenance  of  an 
officer  and  his  faniily.  He  feared  that 
officers  had  still  to  incur  a  great  deal  of 
expense  in  the  decoration  of  their  ships, 
and  he  hoped  the  Admiralty  would  con- 
siderthequestion  of  increacungthe  allow- 
ances to  cover  that  expense. 

IBEU^D— FEASANT  PB0FBIETAR7. 

uonoir  FOB  an  addbess. 

The  Marqtjess  of  LANSDOWNE,  in 
rising  to  move — 

"  That  aa  humble  Address  bo  presented  to 
Her  Majesty,  praying  that  a  Eoyal  CommiBsion 
be  appointaa  to  report  as  to  the  most  effoctiTe 
meoQB  of  flfivio^  to  a  lufer  portioa  of  the  people 
of  Ireland  a  pemument  pxoprietezy  interest  in 
the  soil  by  piuchaw  of  ttieir  hol^ga," 

said,  he  had  hoped,  till  the  beginning  of 
the  Session,  that  it  would  not  have  been 
necessary  for  a  private  Member  of  the 
House  to  call  attention  to  the  subject. 
The  noble  Earl  the  Leader  of  the  House 
had  last  year  intimated  that  the  Ch}vem- 
ment  thought  that  the  Bright  Clauses  of 
the  Land  Act  needed  revimon,  and  the 
introduction  of  an  amending  Bill  was 
very  generally  expected ;  but  the  roeeoh 
of  the  Lord  Privy  Seal  (Lord  O^naf- 
ford)  in  the  coarse  of  the  debate  on  the 
Address  had  placed  it  beyond  donbt  liutt 
the  Government  did  not  now  contem- 
plate legislation  in  that  direoti<m.  He 
mentioned  this  wititout  any  desire  to 
complain  of  the  Qovemmont.  It  was 
natimJ,  certainly,  after  Parliament  had 
been  almost  wholly  occupied  for  three 
Sessions  with  Irish  affairs,  that  the  Go- 
vernment should  be  reluctant  to  embark 
once  more  on  the  stormy  sea  of  Irish 
legislation  j  but  he  did  think  the  House 
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would  hare  some  cause  to  complain  if 
tJie  poution  taken  by  the  GoTernment 
with  regard  to  ike  Bright  Clauses  were 
not  rather  more  clearly  defined.  If  the 
last  wtnrd  of  the  Gorerament  on  ^is 
subjeot  bad  been  spoken,  let  it  be 
known,  for  nothing  would  retard  the 
operation  of  these  clauses  more  than 
a  belief  that  the  whole  subject  re- 
mained an  open  one,  and  that  there 
was  a  prospect  of  a  considerable  amend* 
ment  of  them.  If,  however,  Her  Ma- 
jesty's GoTemment  were  of  the  opi- 
nion which  they  held  last  year,  and 
still  thought  that  these  clausee  required 
revision,  his  suggestion  was  that  they 
could  not  employ  the  next  few  months 
better  than  in  such  an  investigation  of 
the  subject  as  he  recommended.  When 
he  spoke  of  investigation,  he  wished  to 
guard  himself  against  it  being  supposed 
that  he  meant  an  investigation  of  the 
whole  subject ;  Hi&re  were  portiims  of  it 
that  mi^ht  be  takm  as  no  longer  re- 
quiring mvestigaticHi.  It  might  be  as- 
sumed as  oonoeded  that  an  increase  in 
the  number  of  proprietors  of  land  was  a 
desirable  thing^.  Althongli  the  orimnal 

Proposal  to  this  effect  proceeded  from 
[r.  Bright,  it  had  been  adopted  again 
and  again  by  leading  statesmen  of  both 
political  Parties.  If  not,  why  were  the 
Purchase  Glauses  embodied  with  general 
approval  in  the  Acta  of  1870  and  1881  ? 
If  not,  why  had  Notice  been  given  in 
' '  another  place  "  by  a  conspicuous  Mem- 
ber of  the  Opposition  of  a  Motion  with 
precisely  the  same  object  that  he  had  in 
view  ?  If  he  were  to  trouble  their  Lord- 
ships with  reference  to  authorities  on 
the  subjeot,  he  would  have  to  detain 
them  for  a  long  time.  But  it  was  not 
his  intention  to  do  so,  except  to  this  ex- 
tent. He  wished  to  refer  to  an  expres- 
sion of  opinion  which  had  fallen  from 
one  distinguished  statesman,  which  it 
aj^eand  to  him  was  entitled  to  special 
attentimi.  The  UflmiueBS  of  Harting- 
ton,  whilst  tiie  Land  Act  of  1881  was 
under  discussion,  in  the  course  of  a 
speech  made  out  of  Parliament,  ex- 
pressed his  opinion  that  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill  which  related  to  emigration 
and  to  an  increase  in  the  number  of 
landlords  were  the  provisions  most  likely 
to  effect  a  permanent  improvement  in 
the  condition  of  Ireland.  His  Lordship 
spoke  of  the  Tenure  Clauses  as  designed 
to  provide  what  was  called  a  modus 
imtndi  in  the  meantime.  And  again,  in 
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the  present  year  the  noble  Marquess, 
addressing  his  constituents,  spoke  of  the 
Act  as  designed  to  meet  "  a  period  of 
transition,"  which  "  must  be  passed  be- 
fore a  betterstateof  things  could  arise." 
These  uUerances  appeared  to  ^ow  that 
the  Bright  Clauses  were  regarded  by 
Lord  Hartington  not  only  as  a  solution, 
but  as  the  solution  of  what  was  com- 
monly called  the  Irish  difficulty. 

There  was  another  proposition,  which 
he  thought  might  be  taken  as  conclu- 
sively proved.  It  was,  that  the  existing 
law,  as  embodied  in  the  fifth  part  of  the 
Act  of  1881,  was  not  sufficient  for  the 
piirpose  which  it  was  intended  by  the 
framers  of  that  Act  to  achieve.  With 
regard  to  this,  they  had  the  opinion 
of  a  Committee  of  their  Lordships' 
House,  presided  over  by  the  noble  Earl 
opposite.  That  Committee  reported  that 
all  the  witnesses  examined  by  them 
hdd  that  the  arrangements  made  to 
promote  &e  purchase  of  holdii^N  must 
be  taken  to  have  failed.  The  Commit- 
tee proceeded  to  give  reasons  for  the 
failure.  The  first  was  that  the  re- 
strioti<nis  which  the  Act  imposed  upon 
the  investment  of  l^e  proceeds  of  the 
sales  by  limited  owners  were  such  as  to 
make  the  bargain  ruinous  to  the  vendors. 
The  next  was  that  the  difficulties  arising 
out  of  the  apportionment  of  head  and 
quit-rents  threw  considerable  impedi- 
ments in  the  way  of  the  carrying  out  of 
these  transactions.  The  third  was — and 
the  Committee  spoke  of  this  as  the  main 
obstacle — that  there  was  an  absence  of 
sufficient  inducement  to  the  tenant  to 
buy  his  holding  or  to  the  luidlord  to  s^l 
it.  The  Committee  recommended  that 
enlarged  powers  of  investment  should 
be  given  to  trustees  of  estates ;  that  ar- 
rangements should  be  made  for  the  re- 
demption and  apportionment  of  quit- 
rents  ;  and  that  there  should  he  a  con- 
siderable improvement  in  the  terms 
offered  by  the  State  to  vendors  and  pur- 
chasers under  the  Act.  These  recom- 
mendations would  be  important  if  .they 
stood  alone ;  but  they  had  since  received 
a  most  remarkable  confirmation  at  the 
hands  of  a  body,  whose  opinions  on  these 
matters  were  entitled  to  the  utmost  re- 
spect— namely,  the  Land  Commissi<mers 
in  Dublin.  In  their  annual  Beport  the 
Land  Commissioners  said  there  was 
reason  to  believe  that  a  oonsidOTable 
number  of  landlords  were  anxious  to  . 
sell;  that  purchase^  were  not  forth- 
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coming;  and  that  the  reasons  were  to 
be  fonnd  in  the  reatrictions  on  the  in- 
vestment of  the  prooeeda  of  sales,  in  the 
diffioultiea  arising  out  of  the  apportion- 
ment of  head-rents,  and  in  the  insnffi- 
cienoy  of  the  inducements  to  landlords 
to  sell  and  to  tenants  to  buy.  The  Oom- 
missioners  added  that  the  tenants  were 
also  deterred  from  buying  by  a  feeling 
of  uncertainty  with  regard  to  the  amount 
of  their  future  rents,  and  also  by  that 
which  the  CommissionerB  spoke  of  as  a 
"  Tague  feeling  of  political  disquietude." 
He  would  say  a  word  presently  about 
that  vague  feeling  of  political  disqui- 
etude ;  but  in  regard  to  the  three  main 
condnsions,  the  Land  Oommiasioners 
were  absolutely  at  one  with  their  Lord- 
ships* Committee,  and  those  were  sub- 
stantially the  conclusions,  not  only  of 
the  Land  Commissioners  and  their  Iiord- 
ships'  Committee,  but  of  eve^ne  who 
had  paid  attention  to  the  subject.  The 
ample  matter  of  fact  was  this,  that  no 
tenant  with  a  perpetuity  of  tenure,  with 
the  right  of  the  £ree  sale  of  his  hol^g, 
and  in'  a  position  to  manage  his  farm 
very  much  as  he  pleased,  was  likely  to 
give,  in  order  to  place  his  grandchild, 
perhaps,  in  possession  of  the  fee  of  the 
farm,  a  price  which  any  landlord  could 
afford  to  accept.  There  was  another 
consideration  which  was  not  financial, 
but  which  weighed  with  them  all  the 
same.  The  tenants  were  reluctant  to 
exchange  the  landlordism  of  the  land- 
lord, from  whom  they  had  nothing  to 
fear,  and  from  whom  they  might  have 
Something  to  expect,  for  the  consider- 
ably sterner  control  of  the  State,  from 
which  they  would  have  notiiing  to  hope, 
and  might  have  something  to  appre- 
hend. These  were  the  reaaons  which 
deterred  tenants  from  buying.  They 
were  reaaons  of  *a  permanent  charac- 
ter, and  as  long  as  the  Act  remained 
unamended  in  certain  respects,  so  long 
would  tenants  be  unwilling  to  buy.  Mr. 
Shaw,  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  County, 
who  was  Chairman  of  the  Munster  Bank, 
and  who  had  been  selected  by  the  Govern- 
ment as  a  Member  of  the  Bessborough 
Commiesion,  ought  to  be  a  good  judge, 
and  Mr.  Shaw  had  recentiy  told  an 
Ulster  audience  that  if  the  Act  remained 
unamended,  the  purchases  by  tenants  in 
the  next  60  years  would  be  very  email 
indeed. 

If,  then,  it  were  conceded  that  it  was 
deiiiable  to  obtain  an  increase  in  the 
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number  of  proprietors,  and  if  the  exist- 
ing facilities  were  not  enffioient  for  tiie 
purpose,  tfaete  only  remained  the  ques- 
tion— could  they  afford  to  wait  fox  a 
settlement  of  this  matter?  He  would 
endeavour  to  show  that  it  was  not  de- 
sirable that  they  should  wait.  If  these 
clauses  were  necessary  when  they  were 
inserted  in  the  Act  of  1 870,  if  they  were 
necessary  in  the  Act  of  1881,  oould  they 
be  said  to  be  less  necessair  now  ?  He 
remembered  reading  an  admirable  Be- 
port  of  a  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  appointed  in  1878  to  inquire 
into  this  subject,  and  presided  over  by 
Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre.  The  language  used 
in  that  Beport  was  to  the  effect  that  a 
substantial  increase  in  the  number  of 
proprietors  of  land  in  Ireland  was  necea- 
sary  in  order  to  promote  thrift  and  in- 
dustry amon^  the  Irish  peasantry,  and 
to  give  stability  to  the  social  system 
of  that  country.  It  seemed  to  him 
that  the  social  system  in  Ireland  was 
never  more  in  need  of  increased  sta- 
bility than  it  was  at  the  present  time. 
He  did  not  wish  to  underrate  the  im- 
provement which  had  taken  place  in 
many  districts,  or  the  fact,  of  which  he 
had  had  agreeable  experience,  that  the 
conduct  of  some  of  the  people  had  been 
exemplary  in  the  face  of  great  tempta- 
tion ;  but,  looking  below  the  surface, 
what  was  the  condition  of  Ireland? 
Was  it  one  out  of  which  sooial  stability 
was  likely  to  arise  ?  Were  they  really 
nearer  to  a  solution  of  the  Irish  Ques- 
tion than  they  were  three  years  ago  ? 
Ho  feared  that  of  the  old  sources  of 
mischief  the  worst  and  most  deep-seated 
still  survived.  But  the  elements  of 
future  trouble  had  been  intensified  and 
strengthened  by  the  eTents  of  the  last 
few  years.  They  still  had  in  Ireland  an 
agricultural  community  without  capital 
and  without  industries ;  faut  oa^tal  had 
never  been  more  effectually  frightened 
away  from  Ireland  than  it  was  at  the 
present  time.  They  still  had,  on  the 
one  hand,  a  mere  handful  of  ownera, 
and  on  the  other  half-a-million  of  occu- 
piers; but  the  owners  were  smarting 
under  the  bitter  experiences  of  the  last 
two  or  three  years,  and  the  occupiers  had 
been  taught  in  every  village  throughout 
the  country  the  terrible  lesson  inculcated 
by  the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary  for  tho 
Colonies  (the  Earl  of  Derby),  who  had 
had  the  courage  to  place  it  on  record, 
that  "fixity  of  tenure  was  the  direct 
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result  of  Irish  outrage  and  Party  ob- 
Btruotion."  As  for  the  labourers,  tbej 
were  still  worse  housed  and  worse  paid 
than  any  laboureirs  in  the  United  l^g- 
dom ;  but  they  were  now  in  too  many 
oases,  tainted  by  sedition  and  fuU  of 
bitter  resentment  at  the  illusory  advan- 
ti^es  which  the  Laud  Act  had  dangled 
before  their  eyes.  The  agriculture  of 
Ireland  was  still  more  thriftless  and 
ignorant  than  the  agriculture  of  almost 
any  other  country.  Were  these,  ho 
asked,  conditions  under  which  social 
stability  was  likely  to  arise  ?  He  was 
aware  that  rents  had  been  largely  re- 
duced, and  that  this  was  in  itself  an 
immense  boon  to  tho  occupiers  of  land  ; 
but  of  the  tenants,  probably  about  one- 
half  were  in  a  position  ia  which  the 
question  of  rent  was  really  not  a  mate- 
rial one  at  all.  When  their  Lordships 
looked  at  the  West  of  Ireland,  and  had 
regard  to  the  condition  of  the  popula- 
tion in  those  densely-inhabited  regions, 
could  they  fail  to  discover  that  these 
poor  people,  no  matter  whether  their 
rents  were  raised  or  lowered,  must  still 
be  in  a  position  of  chronic  insolvency, 
and,  therefore,  of  chronic  disoontent  ? 
Tho  soil  was  exhausted,  the  cuUiTation 
miserable  ia  the  extreme,  the  staple 
crop  rapidly  degenerating.  What  was 
the  Chief  Secretary's  description  of  tbo 
people  of  one  of  these  Western  Unions  ? 
He  said  the  population  was  in  a  state  of 
social  and  financial  crisis.  It  was  true 
that  an  Act  passed  last  year  contained 
some  very  well-conceived  clauses  in- 
tended to  promote  emigration  from  these 
Western  ^stricts ;  but  emigration  must 
be  very  gradual  and  slow  iu  its  opera- 
tions. We  could  not  take  these  people 
suddenly  by  the  thousand  from  their 
miserable  homes,  and  throw  them  pell- 
mell  across  the  Atiantio.  Emigration 
was  a  relief  which  could  only  come 
after  the  lapse  of  a  considerable  num- 
ber of  years.  Was  it  proposed,  then, 
he  might  be  asked,  to  turn  these  West- 
ern cottiers  into  proprietors  of  their 
holdings  ?  It  might  seem  a  paradox  to 
say  so,  but  he  owned  that  he  would 
sooner  see  these  poor  people  brought 
face  to  face  with  tho  hard  exigencies  of 
their  position,  and  made  entirely  respon- 
eible  for  their  own  and  their  families' 
sastonaoce,  .than  he  would  leave  them 
as  they  were  at  present,  relyiug  first 
upon  their  landlords,  then  upon  the 
rates  paid  by  their  neighbours,  who 
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[were  on  tho  brink  of  insolvency  them- 
selves, and  finally  olamouring  for  public 
works  or  relief  out  of  the  Public  Exi^e- 
quer.  Be  that  as  it  might,  oould  there 
be  any  doubt  that  it  would  be  desirable 
to  establish,  as  a  counterpoise  to  tiiese 
miserable  Western  populations,  a  body 
of  men  owning  the  farms  which  they 
cultivated,  nod  placed  in  a  position  which 
rendered  them  independent  and  self-re- 
liant, and  naturally  opposed  to  agitation 
and  crime  ? 

There  was  another  reason  which  made 
him  anxious  to  see  a  measure  of  this 
kind  effectually  carried  out.  There 
was  the  question  of  local  government. 
They  were  given  to  understand  that  the 
Qoveroment  had  no  present  intention  of 
formulating  a  scheme  upon  that  subject, 
but  they  were  pledged  to  deal  with  it 
sooner  or  later.  His  own  opinion  was 
that,  although  tho  defects  in  the  Irish 
system  of  local  government  had  been 
very  much  exaggerated,  and  though 
they  were  probably  less  than  in  Eng- 
land,  stiU  they  were  such  as  must  be 
removed.  Parliament  would  not  be 
going  far  wrong  if  it  endearoured,  by 
prudent  and  moderate  legislation,  to  set 
matters  right  in  this  respect,  instead 
of  waiting  till  a  fresh  clamour  arose 
for  ill-considered  and  reckless  remedial 
legislation.  When  the  time  came  for 
dealing  with  this  question  of  local  go- 
vernment, would  they  be  in  a  worse  or 
in  a  better  position  if  there  were  scat- 
tered over  the  face  of  Ireland  a  number 
of  small  proprietors  interested  in  an 
honest  and  economical  administration  of 
rural  government,  instead  of  having  the 
rates  mainly  paid  by  the  landlords,  and 
spent  by  the  tenants  for  the  tenants  in 
puUio  works  and  indiscriminate  outdoor 
relief? 

It  nught  be  urged,  perhaps,  that  a 
fair  triu  should  be  given  to  the  Tenuzo 
Olauses  of  the  Land  Act.  It  appeared  to 
him,  however,  having  paid  some  atten- 
tion to  those  clauses,  tnat  they  abounded 
in  elements  which  were  likely  to  lend  to 
future  complications  and  troubles.  He 
would  venture  briefly  to  refer  to  two  of 
these.  In  the  first  place,  thei>e  was  the 
restriction  of  the  tenant's  saleable  inte- 
rest in  his  holding.  Out  of  Ulster, 
whenever  a  tenant  applied  to  the  Court 
to  have  a  judicial  rent  fixed,  the  Court 
might  simultaneously  fix  at  a  specified 
sum  the  value  of  the  tenant  right  Simi- 
larly, even  where  the  holding  was  sab« 
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ject  to  tbe  Ulster  Oustom,  the  landlord 
might,  whenever  the  tenftut  Bought  to 
sell,  exeroiBe  his  right  of  pre-emption  at 
what  the  Court  might  determine  to  be 
the  "  true  value  "  of  the  occupier's  in- 
terest, just  as  out  of  Ulster  he  would  be 
allowed  to  buy  at  the  " specified  value" 
fixed  by  the  Court.  The  landlord's  right 
of  pre-emption  at  the  "  epeoifled  value  " 
was  his  only  security  against  the  in- 
coming tenant  paying  a  preposterous 
price  for  the  tenant  right,  and  being, 
therefore,  practically  rack-rented,  in 
^ite  of  the  lowneu  of  hia  rent.  The 
landlord  muet^  therefore,  either  accept 
a  rack-rented  tenant,  or  he  would  be 
obliged  to  say  to  ^e  vwdor — "It  is 
true  that  you  are  able  to  get  £200  for 
your  interest  in  the  farm;  but  I  re- 
quire you  to  sell  it  to  me  for  £100  or 
£1$0. '  He  entertained  no  doubt  that 
this  right  of  pre-emption  would  be  a 
very  fertile  source  of  discontent  and 
trouble  between  landlord  and  tenant ; 
and  he  was  convinced  of  the  great  im- 
portance of  settling  these  matters,  once 
for  all,  in  as  many  cases  ae  possible. 
He  would  pass  to  another  source  of 
future  trouble  and  agitation.  "We  were 
told  to  congratulate  ourselves  upon  the 
rapidity  with  which  the  Sub-Commis- 
sioners were  getUng  through  the  task  of 
fixing  judioifu  rents.  One  was  almost 
tempted  to  say,  in  the  words  of  Mac- 
beth— 

"If  it  wsr«  done,  when  'tis  done,  then  'twere 

It  were  done  qnicUjr." 

But  in  r^lity  it  was  not  done,  because 
the  rent  was  fixed  for  only  15  years. 
He  understood  that  applications  which 
had  now,  for  the  first  time,  been  brought 
before  the  Courts  could  probably  not 
be  dealt  with  till  1885  or  1886.  There 
would,  therefore,  be  at  the  outside  a 
period  of  10  year9,  between  1886  and 
1896,  during  which  the  land  would  have 
peace  from  litigation  of  this  kind,  and 
at  the  end  of  that  period  the  whole  ques- 
tion of  the  rental  of  Ireland  would  once 
more  be  re-opened.  That  was  a  very 
serious  prospect.  If  prices  had  fallen 
in  the  interim  every  tenant  in  Ireland 
would  be  looking  for  a  reduction.  If 
the^  had  risen  every  landlord  would  be 
hoping  for  a  rise.  la  any  case  he  feared 
that  the  temptation  to  the  tenant  to 
put  a  poor  face  apon  his  holding  on  the 
chance  of  getting  something  ofiF  his  rent 
Tould  be  irresistible.   Then  there  was 
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another  matter  to  be  considered.  The 
present  race  of  Sub  -  Gommiseionen, 
most  of  whom  held  office  for  a  briKf 
term,  would  have  disappeared  by  that 
time ;  and  there  would  be  clamour,  in- 
trigues, and  agitation  for  and  against 
the  appointment  of  particular  persons  to 
seats  upon  the  new  Commission.  The 
difficulty  would  be  bad  enough  if  the 
present  Qovemment  remained  in  power ; 
but  if  the  Party  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  happened  to  be  in  Office  at  that 
time,  under  what  condition  would  they 
approach  the  difficult  task  of  filling  up 
these  appointments?  Supposing  that 
the  appointments  of  1896  were  conferred 
upon  men  whose  antecedents  rendered 
them  a  little  less  acceptable  to  the  tenants 
than  their  predeoessora,  there  would  be 
almost  a  rebellion.  In  Ireland  there 
was  no  such  thing  as  a  colourless 
politician.  Everyone,  unfortunately,  he- 
longed  either  to  the  landlords'  camp  or 
to  the  tenants'  camp ;  and  the  conse- 
quence would  be  that  whatever  might 
be  the  antecedents  of  the  men  to  whom 
Sub-CommiBsionership3  might  be  given, 
yet  if  they  were  nominated  by  the  Party 
opposite  their  awards  would  not  com- 
mand the  confidence  of  the  tenants  of 
Ireland.  This,  he  begged  to  say,  was  no 
mere  bugbear  of  his  own  imagination. 
When  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
was  canvassing  his  constituents,  he  put 
it  thus  to  them — "  Supposing  you  had  a 
Cabinet  composed  of  Lord  Salisbury,  Sir 
Stafford  Northwte,  Mr.  Qibsoa,  and 
others,  to  administer  the  Land  Aet,  what 
would  that  Act  be  worth  ?  If  a  Con- 
servative was  returned  forl^ondonderry, 
and  if  the  Land  Act  came  to  be  worked 
by  a  Conservative  Party  and  Conserva- 
tive Officers,  what  would  become  of  it  V* 
It  was,  he  feared,  the  inevitable  result 
that  when  a  temporary  tribunal  was 
set  up,  the  members  of  which  were  to 
be  appointed  by  the  Party  in  power,  it 
should  come  to  be  believed  that  that 
Party  would  utilize  it  tat  its  own  pur- 
poses. This,  then,  was  another  senous 
source  of  danger  in  the  future ;  and  be 
wished  to  impress  upon  the  House  how 
desirable  it  was  to  tuce  as  large  a  num- 
ber of  the  tenants  as  possible  out  of 
the  reach  of  that  danger,  and  to  put 
them  in  a  position  in  which  their  rents 
should  not  be  variable  at  the  will  of  a 
Sub-Commissioner,  but  fixed  once  and 
for  all,  and  payable  to  the  Qovemment, 
the  payments  representing  an  annually- 
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diminishiog  debt  and  an  annoally-id- 
oreaaing  progress  in  the  direction  of 
absolute  proprietoTship. 

So  far  he  had  rested  his  case  on 
nblic  convenienoe ;  but  he  should  not 
e  speaking  {rankly  to  the  Hoase  if 
he  did  not  express  liis  conTiction  that 
the  measure  which  he  advooated  was 
required  not  only  by  public  conTeni- 
enoe,  but  as  a  matter  of  simple  justice 
to  individuals.  What  was  the  position 
of  owners  of  landed  property  in  Ireland  ? 
They  were  owners  of  a  kind  of  property 
of  which  only  one  class  of  customer  was 
at  all  likely  to  become  the  purchaser, 
ft  class  which  recent  legislation  had 
effMtnally  deterred  from  purchasing.  A 
measure  suoh  as  he  had  sng^ested  vas, 
therefore,  necessary  in  order  to  do  some- 
thing to  re-establish  the  value  of  landed 
property  in  Ireland.  It  was  not  merely 
a  question  of  tent ;  he  wished  to  uroid 
entirely  the  question  of  the  action  of  the 
Courts  in  reducing  rents.  If  not  a 
single  rent  had  been  reduced,  or  even  if 
Justice  herself  had  a  seat  on  the  Land 
Commission,  the  Tslue  of  land  would 
not  the  less  hare  been  enormously  de- 
preciated by  the  legieiation  of  the  last 
two  years.  The  value  of  landed  property 
was  made  up  of  a  nnmber  of  incidents, 
the  value  of  which  was  cnmulative ;  and 
if  any  of  those  incidents  were  taken 
away  the  value  of  the  remainder  was 
dimioished.  But  not  only  would  nobody 
buy  land  in  Ireland,  but  nobody  would 
lend  upon  it.  What  had  been  the  con- 
sequence? A  number  of  the  smaller 
landowners  found  themselves  deprived 
of  40  or  50  per  cent,  perhaps  more,  of 
their  available  income,  and  were  on  the 
verge  of  ruin,  unable  to  meet  the  charges 
on  their  property,  to  sell  or  to  emanci- 
pate themselves  from  the  miserable  posi- 
tion in  which  they  found  themselves. 
It  would  be  a  public  scandal  if  those 
men  were  allowed — manyof  them  having 
purchased  their  property  on  the  security 
of  a  Ghrremment  title  from  the  Landed 
Estates  Court— to  be  ruined  by  the 
legislation  of  the  year  before  last.  His 
noble  Friend  (Lord  Garlingford)  might 
say  that  that  was  the  result,  not  of 
legislation,  but  of  tfao  agitation  whicb 
existed  in  Ireland. 

Lord  CARLTNGFOKD  (Loed  Privy 
Seal)  :  Hear,  hear ! 

Thb  Marquess  op  LANSDOWNE 
said,  he  was  glad  to  learn  that  he  was 
right  in  his  aatinpatioii.    He  admitted 


that  such  an  agitation  as  that  which  had 
recently  disturbed  society  in  Ireland 
could  not  fail  to  have  some  effect  upon 
the  value  of  all  property  in  that  coun- 
try; and  it  was  not  easy,  when  two 
causes  bad  been  at  work,  to  assign  the 
effect  with  precise  accuracy  to  its  cause. 
He,  at  any  rate,  believed  that  the  effects 
of  legislation  which  were  universal  and 
permanent  were  more  serious  than  those 
of  an  agitation  which,  after  all,  was 
local  and  transitory ;  but,  be  that  as  it 
might,  there  was  a  very  simple  mode  of 
testing  the  Lord  Privy  Seal's  theory 
that  the  fall  in  the  value  of  land  was 
due  solely  to  agitation.  Let  them  ima- 
gine for  a  moment  what  the  effect  would 
be  if  the  legislation  which  had  been  ap- 
plied to  Ireland  were  applied  to  Eng- 
land and  Sootland.  Was  it  not  beyond 
question  that  in  snoh  a  ease  the  value 
of  land  in  England  and  Scotland  would 
at  once  have  been  enormonely  depre- 
ciated ?  There  could  be  no  doubt  upon 
the  point.  It  was,  in  fact,  the  case  that 
the  prophecy  of  Mr.  Fottrell,  late  Solici- 
tor to  the  Irfind  Commission,  was  being 
fuieiled  to  the  letter.  In  that  famous 
pamphlet  which  had  been  so  often  re- 
ferred to,  Mr.  Fottrell  told  the  tenants 
of  Ireland — 

"That  tlie  laadlord  who  ia  Trisa  will  rc- 
memher  that  he  has  now  no  mrobabU  pnr- 

chaBera  but  hia  tenants  The  landlords 

muat  sell  to  them  or  not  at  all." 

The  condition  of  affidrs  was  thereibre 
tills— that  the  tenants  at  this  moment 
not  being  likely  to  buy,  the  landlord 
found  himself  saddled  with  estates 
from  which  it  was  absolutely  impos- 
sible for  him  to  divest  himself.  He 
did  not  desire  to  conceal  his  own  opi- 
nion, that  no  owners  of  any  other  kind 
of  property  could  have  been  treated 
in  this  way  without,  at  least,  a  full  exa- 
mination of  their  claim  to  be  compen- 
sated for  the  loss  which  they  had  sus- 
tained. He  had  always  regretted  that 
that  was  a  matter  which  had  not  re- 
ceived fullw  conraderation.  Ho  occa- 
sionally read  the  speeches  and  letters 
of  Miuisters  to  their  constituents,  dis- 
cussing the  Licensing  Laws;  and  he 
observed  that  they  were  always  ex- 
tremely careful  to  point  out  that  no  in- 
terference would  take  place  with  the 
existing  rights  of  the  licensed  victuallers 
without  oompmsation  bang  made.  But, 
unfortunately,  Irish  landlords  were  only 
Irish  landlords,  and  oould  not  expect  th« 
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treatment  to  vhioh  the  licensed  victual- 
lers vere  to  be  entitled.  They  might, 
howoTer,  surely  ask  that  what  the  Go- 
Ternment  in  the  Act  of  1881  proposed  to 
do  shoiild  be  made  a  reality  and  not  a 
eham,  and  that  the  clauses  in  the  Act 
to  which  he  had  directed  attention 
should  not  remain  on  the  Statute  Book 
as  a  record  of  disappointed  expectations 
and  abortive  legislation.  It  was  under 
tliese  circumstances  that  he  asked  their 
Lordships  to  agree  to  the  Motion  on  the 
Paper.  He  did  not  take  u^on  himself 
to  say  what  course  an  inquiry  of  that 
kind  should  take.  Sut  there  were  four 
matters  which  required  special  investi- 
gation. In  the  first  jplaoe,  ihey  should 
endeavour  to  ascertain  vhat  were  the 
impediments  which  had  stood  In  the 
way  of  the  operation  of  the  clauses ; 
secondly,  they  should  seek  to  discover 
what  additional  inducements  were  ne- 
cessary in  order  to  lead  the  landlords  to 
sell  and  the  tenants  to  buy;  thirdly, 
it  was  desirable  to  determine  whether 
the  rent-charge  due  by  the  purchasers 
could  be  collected  by  some  local  agency, 
and  not  by  the  Central  Government ; 
and,  fourthly,  whether,  in  certain  cir- 
cumstances, one  of  the  parties  should 
not  be  allowed  to  require  the  other  to 
purchase  from  him,  whether  that  other 
wished  to  do  so  or  not. 

He  was  aware  that  those  proposals 
were  regarded  in  some  quarters  with 
eoDsiderable  mi^iviog,  and  he  would 
like  to  notice,  before  he  sat  down,  one  or 
two  of  the  principal  objections  which 
had  been  raised  to  them,  He  had  heard 
it  stated  that  if  the  Purchase  Clauses 
were  carried  out  on  an  extensive  scale 
they  would  get  rid  of  the  landlords  alto- 
gether, and  that  this  was  undesirable. 
He  was  sure  he  might  say,  as  an  Irish 
landlord,  that  they  :^lt  grateful  to  those 
who  desired  to  retain  them  in  existence. 
It  was  comforting  to  know  that  if  ever 
they  were  obliterated  their  obituary 
notice  would  be  conceived  in  friendly 
terms.  But  what  he  wished  to  im- 
press on  their  Ijordships  was  his  con- 
viction that  his  proposals  would  have 
precisely  the  opposite  result.  There 
would  be  more  resident  landlords  in 
Ireland,  and  not  fewer.  Those  who 
never  went  near  their  estates  and  took 
no  interest  in  them  would  disappear, 
and,  perhaps,  nobody  would  regret  it. 
But  those  who  did  take  an  interest  in 
and  intended  to  livo  on  their  estates 
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would  find  it  easier  and  better  to  do  so 
under  the  new  order  of  things  which 

would  arise.  They  would  probably  get 
rid  of  the  outlying  portion  of  their 
properties,  retaining  only  their  homes — 
to  which,  let  him  say,  Irish  landlords 
were  as  deeply  attached  as  their  English 
and  Scotch  brethren — and  such  a  por- 
tion of  their  estates  as  they  could  either 
keep  in  their  own  hands  or  manage 
much  in  the  same  fashion  as  that  in 
which  English  estates  were  managed. 
Men  who  acted  thus  would  consult  their 
interests  better,  and  would  be  more  use* 
ful  and  happier  members  of  society,  than 
the  nomiufu  owner  of  a  whole  barony 
who  came  into  contact  with  his  tenants 
only  throujgh  the  medium  of  their 
periodical  viuts  to  the  rent  office. 

He  believed,  therefore,  that  this  ob- 
jection was  not  one  which  rested  on  any 
good  ground.  There  was,  however,  an- 
other which  was  felt  by  many  persons, 
especially  by  the  noble  Earl  at  the 
Table,  who  spoke  upon  the  subject  the 
other  evening  —  namely,  that  if  a 
large  number  of  these  tenants  were  al- 
lowed  to  purchase  their  holdings,  there 
would  be  some  risk  of  a  general  re- 
pudiation of  their  debt  to  the  State, 
and  an  extensive  conflict  between  the 
Qovemment  and  the  tenants.  Ho  did 
not  believe  that  the  objection  was  a 
valid  one.  He  would,  in  the  first  place, 
point  out  that  whether  the  traants  pur- 
chased their  holdings  or  not,  the  Bzecu- 
tive  Government  would  not  escape  the 
liability  of  being  called  upon  to  enforce 
the  payment  of  rent.  If  the  rents 
were  once  pronounced  fair  and  just, 
the  landlords  would  expect  the  whole 
force  of  the  Executive  Government  to 
back  them  in  their  endeavour  to  enforco 
punctual  payment.  Tbo  noble  Earl  on 
the  "Woolsack  had  himself  stated  that 
*'if  you  adjust  the  rents  you  must  se- 
cure the  rents  you  adjust."  Therefore 
the  enforcement  of  the  law  as  to  pay- 
ment of  rent  in  Ireland  was  a  duty  from 
which  the  Government  could  not  extri- 
cate itself ;  he  believed,  however,  the 
risk  of  repudiation  to  bo  an  imaginary 
one.  He  never  met  anyone  conversant 
with  the  Irish  people  who  did  not  be- 
lieve that  if,  in  lieu  of  rent  payable  to 
the  landlord,  an  annual  and  terminable 
rent-charge  were  payable  to  the  State 
that  rent-oharge  would  be  punctually 

Eaid.  The  "  no  rent"  policy  had  at  first 
een  successful  because  of  the  weaknosa 
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of  the  landlords,  and  he  was  afraid  he 
must  Bay  also  because  of  the  reluctant 
support  which  they  had  received  from 
the  QoTet-nment.  They  might,  however, 
rely  upon  it  that  the  tenants  would  be 
bIow  to  engage  in  an  uneqtial  struggle 
against  the  forces  which  the  Executive 
would  have  at  ita  command,  and  that 
these  obligations  would  not  be  repu- 
diated. The  fact  that  throughout  the 
recent  agitation  those  tenants  who  had 
purchased  their  holdings  under  the  Irish 
Church  Act  paid  their  iuBtalments  with 
complete  punctuality  went  far  to  confirm 
this  view.  It  was  very  remarkable  that 
in  the  case  of  these  tenants  the  influence 
of  the  Land  League  had  been  exerted 
against,  and  not  in  favour  of,  repudia- 
tion. There  was,  besides,  another  con- 
sideration which  ought  not  to  be  lost 
sight  of.  Year  bpr  year  and  step  by 
step  these  purchasing  tenants  would  be 
advancing  on  the  road  leading  to  the 
absolute  ownership  of  their  farms.  They 
would  be  slow  to  take  any  action  which 
might  jeopardize  the  interest  which  they 
had  already  acquired  in  them.  And  it 
must  not  be  forgotten  that  not  only 
would  each  year  bring  thom  one  stage 
nearer  to  the  goal  of  complete  owner- 
ship, but  that  each  year  the  rate  of  tbeir 
advance  would  become  more  rapid.  He 
would  recommend  to  the  attention  of 
those  interested  in  this  branch  of  the 
subject  a  very  interesting  table  pub- 
lished, with  a  paper  written  upon  it,  by 
Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre.  It  appeared  from 
that  table  that  if  the  annual  payment 
due  by  the  purchasing  tenant  to  the 
State  were  divided  as  between  the  inle- 
reat  payable  to  the  State  on  the  sum  ad- 
vaoced,  and  the  amount  available  in 
each  year  for  the  reduction  of  tlie  prin- 
cipal debt,  the  calculation  would  stand, 
roughly  speaking,  as  follows : — At  the 
beginning  of  the  fifth  year — assuming 
that  the  whole  debt  was  to  be  paid  off 
in  35  years — two-thirds  of  the  sum  paid 
by  the  tenant  would  be  charged  as  inte- 
rest and  one-third  as  repayment  of  prin- 
cipal. In  the  15th  year  the  whole  sum 
uould  be  equally  divided  between  pay- 
ment of  interest  and  repayment  of  prin- 
cipal. But  in  the  26th  year  one-third 
only  would  be  due  for  interest,  and  the 
whole  of  the  remainder  would  be  avail- 
able in  diminution  of  the  principal.  The 
financial  pmition  of  the  tenant  would 
therefore  improve  with  increasing  ra- 
pidity year  by  year,  and  in  the  face  of 


j  that  he  had  very  little  fear  of  repudia- 
tion. At  any  rnte,  the  risk  would  tend 
to  diminish  with  great  rapidity. 

He  would  notice  one  more  oritioiBm 
frequently  passed  upon  proposals  such 
as  these.  He  might  be  told  Uiat  an  in- 
crease in  the  number  of  owners  of  land 
was  an  admirable  thing,  but  that  their 
artificial  creation  was  undesirable,  and 
that  the  change  should  be  left  to  be 
effected  by  natural  laws.  It  appeared 
to  him  that  those  who  made  use  of  this 
argument  were  too  ready  to  forget  the 
facts  of  the  case.  If  natural  laws  were 
being  left  to  operate,  or  had  ever  been 
left  to  operate  in  Ireland,  he  should  be 
very  much  disposed  to  rely  on  them  still. 
But,  in  point  of  fact,  Ireland  had  never 
been  left  to  the  operation  of  natural 
laws ;  she  was  the  product  of  artificial 
legislation  in  the  past,  just  as  she  was 
the  playground  of  artificial  legislation 
in  the  present.  The  laws  with  regard 
to  the  possession  of  land  by  Koman 
Oatholics,  the  laws  regulating  the  fran- 
chise, the  laws  affecting  the  transfer  of 
landed  property,  all  these  had  tended  to 
keep  the  soil  of  Ireland  in  the  hands  of 
a  few  persons.  The  land  legislation  of 
the  last  12  years  had  stereotyped  the 
evil  by  rendering  it  impossible  for  those 
persons  to  extricate  themselves  from 
their  position.  He  therefore  submitted 
that  we  could  not,  in  these  circumstances, 
trust  to  natural  laws,  but  that  we  must 
seek  to  remedy  a  purely  artificial  condi- 
tion of  things  by  artificial  means.  A 
wisely-conceived  measure  would  termi- 
nate the  confusion  of  interests  which  he 
had  pointed  out,  would  strengthen  the 
bases  of  society  in  Ireland,  and  would 
do  something  to  accelerate  the  advent 
of  that  "better  state  of  things"  to 
which  Lord  Hartington  looked  forward, 
but  which  was  as  yet  undisoemible  in 
the  troubled  distance  of  the  Aitnre  of 
Ireland. 

The  Eabl  of  DUNEAVEN,  in 
seconding  the  Motion,  said,  that,  what- 
ever opinion  might  be  held  as  to  the 
advisability  of  appointing  the  Boyal 
Commission,  there  could  be  no  doubt 
whatever  as  to  the  great  importance  of 
the  subject  which  the  noble  Marquesa 
had  brought  before  the  House.  With 
the  exception  of  the  more  immediately 
pressing  question  of  distress,  it  was  the 
most  important  question  connected  with 
Ireland.  He  himself  did  not  see  in 
what  way  a  Boyel  Commission  could 
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throw  much  additional  light  upon  the 
subject.  In  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  working  of  the  Land  Act 
of  their  Lordships*  House,  and  in  the 
Evidence  taken  before  that  Committee, 
a  great  deal  of  information  would  be 
found ;  much  valuable  information  was 
available  also  from  other  sources.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  what  was  necessary 
to  be  done  in  order  to  enable  the  pre- 
sent occupiers  in  Ireland  to  buy  their 
holdings  was  perfectly  understood  al- 
ready. Everyone  knew  that  tenants 
Toold  not  buy  unless  the  instalments 
they  had  to  pay  to  Govemmeut  were  less 
in  value  than  the  rents  they  at  present 
paid  to  their  landlords.  One  reason 
why  tenants  were  so  reluctant  to  buy  was 
that,  having  already  forced  such  great 
concessions  from  the  Government,  they 
hoped  in  the  future  to  extort  more  from 
them .  They  would  not  be  inclined  to  avail 
themselves  of  Purchase  Clauses  as  long 
as  they  thought  they  could  obtain  fiirther 
benefits  by  agitation.  He  should  have 
thought,  therefore,  that  this  was  a  ques- 
tion lor  the  Qovernment  to  decide.  A  ques- 
tion for  the  House  of  Commons  and  the 
country  to  determine  was,  what  amount 
of  money  they  wore  willing  to  devote  to 
the  purpose,  and  for  the  Government  to 
put  forward  their  views  as  to  the  terms 
on  which  this  money  should  be  advanced. 
There  could  be  no  question  about  the 
fact  that,  whether  the  people  of  Lreland 
were  to  be  assisted  by  means  of  loans 
iiom  the  State  or  not,  some  means  must 
be  found,  and  ought  to  be  found,  as  soon 
as  possible,  of  extricating  Ireland  from 
the  condition  in  which  she  was  now 
placed.  The  system  of  land  tenure  they 
had  imposed  upon  her  rendered  it  impos- 
sible for  the  country  to  improve,  or  even 
to  maintain,  the  position  she  had  now 
arrived  at.  On  no  country  in  the  world 
had  been  imposed  such  a. system  of  land 
tenure,  and  no  country  could  get  on 
under  such  a  ^stem.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess quoted  Lord  Hartington  to  the 
effect  that,  it  would  be  well  for  Ireland 
to  look  forward  with  ho^e  to  a  time 
when  she  could  emerge  into  a  better 
state  of  things  and  enjoy  a  better  sys- 
tem of  tenure.  He  believed  the  Prime 
Minister,  on  introducing  the  Bill  into 
the  other  House  of  Parliament,  said  that 
the  most  considerable  benefit  would  be 
derived  from  freedom  of  contract  in  Ire- 
land if  the  social  condition  of  the  country 
^admitted  of  it.   But  whether  the  sociid 
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condition  of  the  country  was  improTOble 
or  not,  there  was  no  provision  in  the 
Land  Act  whereby  Ireland  oould  ever 
emei^e  from  the  extraordinary  ^tem 
placed  upon  her.  There  was  nothing 
to  look  forward  to  but  an  endless  vista 
of  Agitation  for  the  reduction  of  rents 
and  endless  contention.  It  appeared  to 
him  now  that  in  this  idea  of  peasant 
projprietary  lay  the  only  possible  solution 
of  the  difficulty.  He  had  expressed  in 
that  House  before  his  objections  to 
peasant  proprietary ;  but  he  oonibssed 
his  views  were  somewhat  modified  end 
changed.  Still,  he  did  not  look  wiUi 
any  great  favour  upon  such  a  system. 
There  were  two  nantfest  objections  dear 
to  everybody.  The  tenants  and  oceopiert 
must  be,  for  a  considerable  number  of 
years,  in  the  position  of  tenants  of  the 
State;  and  circumstances  might  arise  to 
place  the  State  in  great  diffionlfev,  on 
account  of  a  long  period  of  distress, 
making  it  impossible,  or  very  difficult, 
for  a  large  number  of  people  to  pay. 
Another  objection  was  that,  undoubtmly, 
in  the  natural  course  of  events,  many 
small  owners  would  be  unable  to  main- 
tain themselves.  They  would  get  into 
debt,  fall  into  the  hands  of  usurers, 
money-lenders,  and  shopkeepers,  and  a 
class  of  landlords  would  arise  that  would 
not  be  beneficial  to  the  country.  These 
were  two  strong  objections  that  arose  ia 
his  mind  as  to  peasant  proprietorship. 
But,  after  all,  it  was  a  question  of 
choosing  the  least  of  two  evils.  The 
difficulties  that  might  be  produced  ia 
Ireland  under  a  system  of  peasant  pro- 
prietorship would  be  less  than  t^ose 
that  must  follow  if  the  present  condition 
of  affairs  was  allowed  to  continue.  Ten- 
ants were  just  as  likely  to  get  into  the 
power  of  money-lenders  now  as  tiiey 
would  be  if  they  had  complete  owner- 
ship. The  difference  was  that  creditors 
would  be  much  less  likely  to  turn  them 
out  and  take  possession  now  than  if  they 
could,  by  so  doing,  obtain  complete  own- 
ership of  the  land.  As  it  was,  the  occu- 
piers would  become  the  absolute  slaves  of 
their  creditors ;  they  would  be  kept  in  a 
state  of  wretched  poverty,  and  would 
not  be  allowed  enough  money  to  support 
themselres  in  decency  or  comfort,  or 
even  to  till  the  land  properly ;  but  tfaey 
would  not  be  sold  up.  It  would  be  far 
better  for  them  and  the  conntiy  that  they 
should  be  sold  up  altogether,  and  that 
would  be  more  likely  to  occur  under  a 
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i^stoia  of  peasant  proprietary  than  under 
the  present  system.  Moreover,  by  be- 
coming tlie  absolute  owners  of  their  little 

firopertiefl,  the  tenant  would  be  more 
ikaly  to  become  thrifty  and  prudent, 
and  less  likely  to  become  hopelessly  in- 
Tolved  in  debt  than  at  present.  The 
sense  of  real  ownership  would  act  bene- 
fieiaUy  on  the  character  of  the  people ; 
and  under  a  system  of  small  ownership 
they  would  be  more  likely  to  maintain 
their  position  in  the  country  than  under 
the  system  of  judicial  leases  now  ex- 
isting. Those  were  the  advantages 
and  disadvantages  which  he  could  see 
in  peasant  proprietorship ;  but  what 
weighed  wtta  him  was  the  alsolute 
nsoessilgr  of  finding  some  way  out  of 
tho  present  condition  of  afTaixB.  It 
was  absolutely  impossible  to  suppose 
that  Ireland,  nr  any  other  country,  could 
go  on  with  the  whole  soil  of  the  country 
held  in  perpetual  solution,  wiUi  no  man 
ovning  it.  I£eal  ownership  of  some  kind 
there  must  be.  Either  the  land  must 
belong  to  the  State,  according  to  the 
theory  of  Mr.  George,  or  it  must  belong 
to  private  owners,  large  or  small.  But  a 
t«ture  tindw  which  land  belonged  to  no 
one  was  a  condition  of  affairs  thiat  could 
notlastlong.  No  sooner  would  rents  havo 
been  settled  for  one  term  of  15  years 
than  another  re-raluation  for  another 
term  of  16  ^eaxs  would  have  commenced . 
The  condition  of  Ireland  would  be  one 
of  incessant  grumbling  at  the  way  rents 
bad  been  fixed,  and  of  incessant  agita- 
tions for  fresh  reductions.  The  condi- 
tion of  Ireland  was  a  transitory  con- 
dition. It  was  one  the  people  could 
not  possibly  remain  in  ;  and  he  sub- 
mitted that  the  only  way  out  of  the 
difficulty  was  to  complete  the  revolu- 
tion as  soon  as  practicable,  uid  to  take 
the  ownership  of  the  laud  from  its 
late  owneiB  and  put  it  in  the  hands 
of  the  present  occupiers.  A  final  settle- 
nimt  of  the  Land  Uuestion  in  the  direc- 
tion contemplated  by  the  noble  Mar- 
quess was  desirable  for  Ireland,  and  it 
-was  eqoallj  desirable  for  England  also. 
A  great  deal  had  been  done  to  weaken 
tho  loyalty  of  many  IrisKmen.  He  did 
not  80  muoh  mean  that  many  men  who 
were  loyal  two  years  ago  had  become 
less  loyal ;  but  toe  loyal  classes  through- 
out the  oountzy,  with  the  exception  of 
the  North  of  Ireland,  had  complet^y 
lost  all  tl(6  iqQuence  and  power  they 


formerly  possessed.  That  being  so,  they 
could  uot  by  any  possibility  restore  it ; 
all  tUoy  could  do  was  to  try  and  build 
up,  by  degrees,  another  class  of  loyal 
men  in  their  place.  It  was  well 
known  that  small  owners  were  very 
Conservative  in  their  tendencies,  in  the 
larger  sense  of  the  word  ;  and  he  had 
no  doubt  that  such  a  class  would  be  in 
favour  of  law  and  order,  and  either 
from  a  sense  of  gratitude,  or  from 
knowledge  of  the  stability  of  this  coun- 
try, would  be  in  favour  of  maintaining 
the  (Taion  between  the  two  countries. 
England  had  always  acted  foolishly  to- 
wards the  loyal  element  in  Ireland.  Bhe 
persecuted  the  class  that  was  really 
the  backbone  of  the  country  in  former 
days,  and  had  driven  thousands  of  Pres- 
byterians across  tho  Atlantic,  men  who 
took  no  mean  part  tn  the  struggle  that 
lost  us  our  North  American  Colonies. 
The  Government  had  lately  done  all 
they  could  to  discourage  the  loyal  classes 
in  Ireland.  Those  classes  could  never 
recover  the  power  they  once  held  ;  and 
the  wisest  thing  England  could  do  was 
to  endeavour  to  repair  that  loss  by  rais- 
ing up  loyal  men  in  their  stead.  It 
seemed  to  him  also  very  necessary  that 
those  measures  should  be  undertaken 
to  do  ordinary  justice  to  the  landowning 
classes  in  Ireland.  He  did  not  think  that 
any  class  had  ever  suffered  more  se- 
-verely  or  so  severely  on  account  of  their 
adherence  to  a  principle  believed  in  and 
upheld  by  the  Government  than  the  land- 
owning class  in  Ireland  at  the  hands  of 
that  Government.  They  had  lost  about 
one-fourth  of  their  property,  and  what 
many  valued  still  more,  a  great  deal 
of  the  affection  and  love  of  the  people 
among  whom  they  dwelt.  They  had 
also  lost  all  their  influence  and  power 
for  good.  For  the  future  they  knew 
that  they  were  powerless.  They  would 
have  to  see  poverty  around  them  with- 
out the  ability  of  alleviating  it.  They 
would  not  be  able  to  consolidate  their 
farms,  or  to  encourage  a  better  state  of 
agriculture,  but  would  have  to  sit  by 
and  see  the  country  gradually  going 
to  ruin  before  their  eyes.  And  all  this 
was  lost  by  their  adhesion  to  tbe  prin> 
ciples  of  the  Union.  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment had  an  extraordinarily  fatal 
tendency  to  be  always  in  error  in  mak- 
ing any  statements  witb  regard  to  Ire- 
laud.    He  could  recall  no  statement 
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made  by  the  present  Gtovernment  with 
regard  to  Treland  which  had  not  tamed 
out  to  be  absolutely  false  and  wrong. 
From  the  very  beginning  the  Prime 
Miuister'a  estimate  of  Ireland  was  as 
absurdly  wrong  as  anything  could  pos- 
sibly bo.  The  letter  written  by  the 
late  Lord  BeaconsGeld  to  the  noble  Duke 
the  then  Lord  Lieutenant  (the  Duke  of 
Marlborough)  had  proved  to  he  abso- 
lutely correct,  although  that  letter  was 
greatly  animadverted  upon  at  the  time. 
The  present  Prime  Minister  then  de- 
scribed Ireland  as  being  in  almost  a 
beatific  state.  In  the  same  way,  the 
Government  estimate  of  the  working  of 
the  Land  Act  had  not  been  justitied. 
Mr.  Bright  said  that  in  nine  cases  out 
of  ten  there  would  be  no  change  of  rent, 
and  yet  changes  had  been  made  in  all, 
or,  at  least,  in  99  out  of  100  cases. 
Then,  again,  they  were  told  that  the 
reductions  would  not  alTect  the  great 
estates;  but  experience  had  shown  that 
the  large  estates  had  been  affected.  They 
were  infOTmed  that  the  worst  cases 
would  come  first,  and  that  reductions 
would  cease  after  a  time ;  tiiat  had  not 
been  the  case.  Bvery  statement  of  that 
kind  that  the  Government  had  made 
with  r^ard  to  tJie  probable  action  of 
their  own  Bill  and  the  condition  of  the 
coontry  had  proved  incorrect.  The  great- 
est mistake  of  all  that  the  Government 
had  made  with  regard  to  Ireland  was  in 
their  estimate  of  the  agitation  in  that 
country.  They  considered  that  the  agi- 
tation was  against  landlordism,  and 
against  rout  being  too  high.  The  leader 
of  the  agitation  told  them  the  object 
was  separation  from  England.  Evei-y- 
body  in  Ireland  who  knew  anything 
of  the  country,  the  police,  the  stipen- 
diary,   and    the    unpaid  magistrates 

Sointed  out  the  same  thing.  But  Her 
[ajesty's  Government  insisted  that 
they  were  all  wrong,  and  that  it  was  a 
very  {iroper  agitation  directed  against 
excessive  rent.  Over  and  over  again 
the  Government  had  declared  that  sepa- 
ration—Home Kale — was  a  matter  not 
even  to  be  discussed  in  Parliament;  and, 
if  that  were  the  case,  he  could  not  con- 
ceive why,  at  the  same  time,  an  agi- 
tation with  that  object  ont-of-doors 
could  be  legitimate.  He  could  not  un- 
derstand the  Government  saying  that 
Home  Bule  was  a  matter  they  could  not 
discuss  in  Parliament,  and,  at  the  same 
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time,  permitting  an  agitation  with  that 
object  to   be  promoted  out-of-doors. 
He  did  not  mean  to  say  as  far  as 
he  was  concerned  that  Home  Bole  was 
not  a  fit  subject  for  Poriiamentary.  dis- 
ouBsion  ;  but  if  it  was  not,  then  neith» 
was  it  fit  to  be  the  object  of  an  agitation 
out-of-doors.   Agitation  meant  one  of 
two  things,  either  a  direct  threat  of  an 
appeal  to  physical  force,  or  an  endeavonr 
by  the  pooplo  to  express  (pinions  ia 
order  to  influence  their  Bepresentatives 
in  Parliament.   Nothing  could  be  more 
absurd  than  to  say  to  the  people — "  You 
are  ruled  under  a  representative  form  of 
government,  but  we  will  not  allow  the  one 
thing  you  want— Home  Bulfr— to  be  dis- 
cussed byyourBepresentatives  in  Parlia- 
ment without  saying,  at  the  same  time, 
that  any  agitation  for  the  purpose  outside 
is  illegitimate  and  will  not  be  allowed." 
But  Her  Majesty's  Government  did  act 
in  this  way.    They  allowed  an  agittUkm 
to  be  conducted  throughout  the  country 
for  an  object  they  woiUd  not  allow  to  be 
discussed  in  Parliament.    The  agitation 
was  consequently  forced  in,  and  concen- 
trated against,  the  loyal  classes.  The 
consequence  of  the  mistake  of  -  the  Go- 
vernment had  been  that  the  Iri^  land- 
owners, being  loyal  men,  had  saffered 
loss  in  their  property,  in  the  affection  and 
love  of  the  people  among  whom  th^ 
lived,  and  in  their  influence  and  power 
in  the  country.    He  did  not  mean  to  sug- 
gest that  compensation  could  be  offered 
fur  those  losses ;  they  could  not  compen- 
sate men  for  the  loss  of  affection  and 
ipflueuce ;  but  they  could  and  ought  to 
be  compensated  fur  the  direct  loss  of 
their  property.   At  any  rate,  the  propo- 
sition of  the  noble  Marquees  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Lansdowne)  would  afford  them, 
some  way  of  leaving  the  country,  and 
of  extricating  themselves  with  as  little 
loss  as  possible  from  a  dif&.onlt,  p«f- 
haps  an  intolerable  poution.  A  peasant 
proprietary  ought  not  to  be  establ^ed 
on  a  large  scale  very  suddenly ;  it  should 
only  be  introduced  gradually.  But  there 
was  no  danger  that  it  would  grow  up 
too  quickly.  Whatever  inducement  there 
might  be  to  tenants  to  buy  their  hold- 
ings, there  was  no  reason  to  suppose 
that  the  landlords  would  rush  into  the 
market  in  a  great  body  to  sell.  Some 
landlords  would  remain  in  the  coun- 
try, either  from  affection  to  the  soil 
or  from  the  hope  of  being  able  to  do 
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some  good  to  the  oouutr?.  A  great 
nnmber  voald  also  bo  unable  to  leave 
from  various  causes  ;  but  a  good  many 
would  go  because,  by  getting  a  fair  price 
for  their  property,  they  could  free  them- 
aeWes  from  the  money  embarrassments 
from  which  they  were  at  present  snfifer- 
ing  most  severely ;  and  some  would  go 
out  of  a  Dttural  preference  for  some 
oountry  where  the  rights  of  property 
were  still  x<^rded,  where  a  man  might 
hope  to  do  BMse  good  by  his  time  and  his 
labour,  where  honesty  was  not  punished 
by  an  unwritten  law,  and  where  loyalty 
to  the  British  Crown  was  not  criminal. 
Something  must  be  done  to  get  Ireland 
out  of  the  unfortunate  condition  in  which 
she  now  found  herself.  It  was  coinci- 
dent with — he  did  not  say  in  consequence 
of,  but  coincident  with— the  legislation 
of  the  last  10  years  that  the  condition 
of  the  country  was  getting  worse  and 
worse.  Land  was  going  out  of  ouldva- 
tion  with  great  rapidity,  and  the  live 
stock  of  the  country  was  diminishiog 
aUo.  If  the  live  stock  of  the  oountry 
had  hioreaaed  in  proportion  as  land 
went  out  of  oultrration  it  would  not  be 
80  bad ;  but  when  they  saw  botb  pro- 
oessea  going  on  together  it  was  impos- 
dble  to  g^ve  stronger  evidence  of  the 
dei^omble  condition  of  the  country. 
liaBdlorde  could  not  lay  out  money ; 
they  coiild  not  be  expected  to  do  so,  and 
to  whom  were  they  to  look  for  the  im- 
provement of  the  conutry  ?  They  must 
endeavour  to  raise  up  a  class  which 
would  take  that  neoesaary  function  ont 
of  the  hands  of  the  landlord  class. 
It  appeared  mere  common  sense  to 
say  that  true  statesm  anship  would 
endeavonr  to  bold  out  the  greatest  in- 
ducements to  oconpiers  of  land  in  Ire- 
land to  lay  out  their  capital  upon  it. 
There  oould  be  no  doubt  that  a  man 
who  was  the  owaerof  hia  land  was  more 
likely  to  develop  hie  property  by  the  em- 
ployment of  money  or  labour  than  the 
man  who  held  it  under  any  otiier  system 
of  tenure.  Though  he  oould  not  look 
forward  with  very  bright  anticipation 
to  the  formation  of  a  large  class  of  pea- 
sant proprietors,  he  saw  in  the  forma- 
tion of  such  a  class  the  only  possible 
way  in  which  the  oountry  could  extricate 
itself  from  the  difficulties  caused  by  an 
impossible  land  tenure ;  the  only  way 
in  which  a  strong  Conservative  and  loyal 
class  oould  be  created  in  Ireland ;  and 
the  only  way  in  whi<^  some  justice  could 


be  done  to  those  who  were  at  present 
supposed  to  hold  the  land  of  the  oouo- 
try. 

Moved,  "That  an  humble  Address  be  pre- 
sented to  Her  Majesty,  tnaying  that  a  Royal 
CommissioQ  may  be  appointed  to  report  as  to 

the  most  effective  means  of  giving  to  a  larg^ 
portion  of  the  people  of  Ireland  a  peruianent 
proprietary  interest  in  the  soil  by  purchaBO  of 
their  ho!diags."~(7'A«  Marqueu  of  Lanadowne.) 

Lord  CAHLINGFORD  (Lobd  Paivi 
Seal)  :  My  Lords,  the  speecJ^  of  the 
noble  Earl  (the  Baxl  of  Dunraven),  to 
which  we  have  jiut  listened,  is  a  good, 
and,  at  the  same  time,  a  curious  illustra- 
tion of  a  practice  to  which  we  have  be- 
come accustomed  in  this  House.  I 
mean  that,  whenever  the  name  of  Ire-* 
land  is  mentioned,  every  possible  Irish 
subject  is  thought  germane  to  the  ques- 
tion immediately  under  discussion,  and 
is  dragged  into  the  debate.  Every 
observation  that  has  been  made  100 
times  before  on  the  history  of  Ireland 
during  the  last  few  years  is  revived, 
and  ^at,  too,  with  very  little  relation 
to  the  subject  immediately  before  the 
House.  [Irfitt^A^iditW  "Hear,  hearl"j 
My  noble  Friend  was  eapedally  severe 
on  the  Govenuoent  tta  the  untrue — 
that  was,  mistaken  statementa  he  said 
they  were  always  making  on  the  subject 
of  Ireland ;  and  he  made  a  number  of 
statements,  to  whieh  I  should  be  inclined 
to  apply  the  same  terms  which  my  noUe 
Friend  has  apf^ed  to  the  statements  oi 
Her  Majesty's  Qovernment.  I  cannot 
remember  them  all,  but  I  wish  to  make  a 
remark  on  two  of  those  statements,  which 
I  confess  have  rather  surprised  me.  My 
noble  Friend  said  itwas  notorious  that  the 
amount  of  reduction  on  Irish  rents  now 
being  made  in  the  Land  Courts  through- 
out Ireland  was  not  only  not  less  than  it 
had  been  during  the  earlier  operation 
of  the  Courts,  as  it  was  thought  would 
have  been  the  caaci  but  Uiat  it  had  even 
been  greyer,  ^e  nt^riow  fact  is 
weoiaely  tihe  reverse  of  what  my  noUft 
Friend  has  stated.  Ths  fact  is  ^t  the 
amount  of  redactions  found  necessary 
by  the  OfHumissioners  has  been  gra- 
dually diminishing,  and  the  percentage 
of  reduction  during  the  last  few  months 
has  bem  considerably  lower  than  at  the 
time  of  tbe  earlier  operations  of  the 
Court.  Then  my  noble  Friend  said  that 
it  was  notorious  that,  contrary  to  our 
expectations  and  predictions,  the  largest 
estates  in  Ireland  have  been  most 
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Beverelj  dealt  with.  My  noble  Friend 
must  hsTe  forgotten  some  of  the  moat 
important  parts  of  the  eridence  given 
before  tho  Committee  of  this  House,  of 
which  lie  was  a  Hember,  which  sat  on 
this  subject  last  jear.  If  he  will  re- 
fresh his  memory,  he  will  find  the  Com- 
missioners,  Ur.  Justice  O'Hagan  and 
Mr.  Vernon,  both  stated  that,  while 
the  amount  of  rack-renting  was  greater 
ihan  tbey  had  expected,  and,  conse- 
quently, in  many  coses,  the  reduction  on 
what  they  AiUy  admitted  to  be  excessive 
not,  the  large  estates  had  been  scarcely 
touehed  by  the  oparaticHi  of  Uie  Ooarts. 
They  also  said  that  tiieir  experience  of 
•xcessive  rents  was  in  the  main,  or  to  a 
▼ery  large  extent,  confined  tothe  smiUleet 
class  of  estates.  My  noble  Friend  has, 
I    think,  treated  the  House  to  the 

Gloomiest  and  most  morbid  view  of  the 
rish  situation  that  I  have  ever  yet 
heard  even  in  Uiis  House.  I  can  only 
hope  that  your  Lordships  will  not  be 
influenced  by  any  view  so-  evidently  ex- 
aggerated and  so  evidently  morbid  as 
that  taken  by  my  noble  Fri«id.  I  now 
come  to  the  Resolution  proposed  by  the 
noble  Marquess  behind  me  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Lanedowne).  My  noble  Friend 
on  t^Le  Cross  Benebet  (the  Earl  of  Dun- 
nven)  stated  that  peasant  proprietor- 
ship was  very  objectionable,  but  that 
liie  present  tenure  of  land  in  Ireland 
was  still  more  so,  and  that,  conse- 
quently, he  preferred  the  former.  The 
noble  Marquess,  on  the  other  hand,  has 
adduced  reasons  of  a  much  tBX>T%  sub- 
stantial kind  in  support  of  his  proposal 
than  that.  I  must  say  I  entirely  agree 
with  his  mode  of  stating  the  object 
which  the  Chivemment,  as  well  as  he, 
have  in  view— namely— 

"  Giving  to  a  largn-  portion  of  the  pe(^le 
of  Ireland  a  pemBs«it  propriatary  ioterost  in 
the  soil  by  th»  piuchase  of  their  luudin^" 

The  Qovernment  hare  in  no  way 
changed  their  opinion  in  favour  of  that 
object.  They  believe,  as  they  have  often 
said  in  Parliament,  that  that  object  is  a 
highly  desirable  one  in  the  interests  of 
alTolasBes  in  Ireland,  and  they  have  not 
abandimed  the  hope  of  attaimng  it.  But 
^e  question  wni<^  the  Goremmeut 
have  had  to  put  to  themselves,  and 
which  I  have  to  put  to  the  Houee,  is  a 
practical  one — namely,  whether  an  in- 
quiry by  way  of  Royal  (Commission,  as 
proposed  by  the  noble  Marquess,  is 
Hkely  to  tend  to  the  promotion  oi  that 
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object ;  and  whether,  also,  in  the  car- 
cumstances  of  the  ease,  it  would  be  wise 
to  set  on  foot  now  a  new  formal  in* 
quiry  into  the  working  of  this  impor* 
tant  part  of  tbe  Land  Act  of  1881.  I 
did  iu>t  gather  from  the  observations  of 
my  noble  Friend  that  he  brought  this 
Motion  forward  with  the  intention  of 
pressing  for  legislation  during  the  pre- 
sent Sasmon.  There  is  nothing  in  his 
speech  which  gives  thai  idea ;  and  if  it 
is  so,  the  GoTemment  and  my  noble 
Friend  are  agreed  to  that  extent.  My 
noble  Friend  referred  to  the  onions  of 
the  Iridi  Land  Commissioners,  and  I 
idsD  ehould  like  to  refer  to  them.  Ijast 
summer  the  Land  Commissioners  in- 
formed the  Gov»nment  and  the  Com- 
mittee of  your  Lordships'  House,  in  the 
same  terms,  that,  in  their  belief,  nothing 
effectual  could  be  done  at  present  in 
connection  wiUi  the  Purchase  Clauses. 
They  told  the  Government  that  the 
minds  of  the  Irish  tenante  were  fixed 
upon  obtaining  a  settlement  of  their 
rente,  whether  in  or  out  of  Court,  and 
had  not  as  yet  been  turned  at  all  to  the 
question  of  purchasing  their  holdinga. 
The  Commissioners  laid  down  then,  very 
strongly,  that  there  was  nothing  useful 
to  be  done  in  oonneetion  wiUi  the  subject 
of  purehase,  and  that  is  the  opiaioa 
which  they  still  entertain.  That  is  also 
the  view  of  the  GtoTecnment,  founded 
upon  all  the  infonnation  we  oan  obtain. 
The  Government  feel  that  in  this  matt«r, 
if  they  wait  for  the  present,  they  will, 
before  long,  be  in  a  far  better  posi- 
tion to  judge  as  to  what  are  the  ne- 
cessities of  the  case  that  call  for  legie- 
lotion,  and  what  amount  of  change  will 
make  these  Purchase  Glauses  available 
for  the  Irish  tenant  and  induce  him  to 
make  use  of  them.  But  that  time  has 
not  yet  come.  Great  progress  is  being 
made  in  the  setUament  of  rents  in  Ire- 
land, and  we  have  good  reason  to  beUeve 
that  the  minds  of  the  mass  of  Iridi 
tenants  are  aetUing  down  in  a  way 
which,  compared  with  Uie  last  tWfr  or 
three  years,  is  highly  satisfactory  and 
full  of  hope.  When  that  j^rooess  has 
gone  further,  as  it  is  now  going,  we  aro 
con vi need  that  it  will  be  far  easier  to 
decide  what  the  shortcomings  in  the 
Purchase  Clauses  of  the  Irish  Land  Act 
are,.and  in  what  way  those  clauses  ought 
to  be  dealt  with,  so  as  to  make  them 
efiective  for  the  object  in  view.  Until 
thea,  our  belief  is  that  there  is  uotbioi; 
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which  can  usefully  or  effectively  be  done ; 
and  I  am  not  at  all  flura  that  my  noble 
Friend  the  noble  Marquess  would  not 
agree  that  the  subject  does  not  call  for 
immediate  legislation.  But  my  noble 
Friond  may  say — "  Though  this  may  not 
be  the  moment  for  legislation,  you  may 
tnalte  use  of  the  interval  for  the  purpose 
of  inquiring  with  a  view  to  coming  legis- 
lation." XJpon  that  point  I  hare  two 
obserrations  to  male.  First  of  aU,  the 
Qovemment  do  not  think  that  this  is  a 
ease  in  which  a  fresh  pnblio  ii^uir^ 
would  help  them  in  their  task.  There 
has  been  a  large  amount  of  inquiring, 
investigating,  and  reporting  upon  this 
subject  already.  It  has  been  inquired 
into  and  reported  upon  by  two  Royal 
Oommissious  before  the  passing  of  the 
Xrieh  Land  Act,  and  we  have  that  infor- 
mation and  those  opinions  before  us. 
We  also  have,  and  shall  have,  the  ad- 
vantage  of  the  experience  of  the  Irish 
Land  Commission.  There  is  also  the 
evidence  taken  by  the  Committee  of  your 
Lordships*  House,  and  the  Beport  of 
that  Committee,  which  will  be  one  of  the 
materials  of  judging  whan  the  matter 
eomes  to  be  dealt  with.  Remember  what 
tiie  aim  of  auoh  an  inquiry  as  t^is  must 
be.  It  is  not  to  inquire  whether  the 
object  is  a  desirable  one  ov  not ;  upon 
that  we  are  all  agreed.  It  wcnJd  not 
even  be  an  inqtdry  into  the  general 
mode  of  attaining  that  object — ^it  would 
be  an  inquiry  into  the  details  of  the 
process,  into  the  machinery  by  which 
the  object  is  to  be  gained,  and  es- 
pecially it  would  be  an  inquiry  which 
would  greatly  concern  the  financial 
duties  and  responsibilities  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  the  safeguards  which 
it  would  be  necessary  to  adopt,  in  case 
a  large  number  of  tenants  were  to  come 
into  debtor  and  creditor  relations  with 
the  Treasury  of  this  country.  The 
Government  are  oonviaoed  that  euch  a 
work  would  be  better  done  by  the  £xe- 
ontive  Government  itself  than  by  any 
Boyal  Oommission  that  eould  be  ap- 
pointed. But,  in  the  second  place,  they 
tm  wnvinoed  that  while  a  oareM  in- 
vestigation into  this  question  of  machi- 
nery, and  into  questions  relating  to  the 
financial  responsibilities  of  the  Govern- 
ment on  the  one  hand,  and  the  interest 
of  Irish  landlords  and  Irish  tenants  on 
the  other,  would  be  much  more  safely 
and  wisely  dealt  with  by  the  Government 
itself^  the^  think  that,  by  now  once  more 


opening  a  new  public  inquiry  into  this 
large  branch  of  the  Irish  Land  Act  of 
1881,  an  unsettling  effect  would  be  pro- 
duced upon  the  minds  of  people  in  Ire- 
land. These  are  the  grounds  upon  which 
the  Government  are  not  able  to  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  the  proposal  made 
by  my  noble  Friend  would  tend  to  the 
better  attainment  of  the  object  which  he 
and  they  both  have  in  view ;  while,  at 
the  same  time,  they  heUeve  it  would  be 
liable  to  many  disadvantages  in  the  pro- 
cess. I  should  be  sorry  to  say  one  word 
which  might  give  the  utterly  f^se  idea 
thai  I,  on  the  part  of  the  Government, 
intend  to  ^row  any  cold  water  on  the 
object  which  the  noble  Marquess  has  ia 
view ;  but  I  submit  to  the  House,  and  I 
trust  the  House  will  share  the  view  of 
the  Government,  that  ihe  mode  of  action 
proposed  would  not  promote  that  object, 
while,  at  the  same  time,  it  would,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Government,  seriously  in- 
terfere with  that  responsibility  of  their 
own  of  whioh  they  cannot  diveet  them- 

The  MABdUESs  of  WATEEFORD 
said,  that  he  regretted  the  Government 
had  not  accepted  the  Motion.  He,  for 
one,  did  not  wonder  at  the  passion  which 
had  been  shown  by  Irish  landlords  in 
the  course  of  these  debates,  because  no 
olaas  of  men  had  ever  been  treated  as 
Irish  landlords  had  been  treated  by  their 
Lordships'  House.  He  oould  not  under- 
stand how  the  noble  Lord  the  Lord  Privy 
Seal  could  say  that  the  figures  quoted  by 
his  noble  Friend  who  had  seconded  the 
Motion  (the  Earl  of  Dunraven)  were  in- 
correct, when  it  had  been  proved,  over 
and  over  again,  that  the  figures  of  the 
Commission^were  incorrect.  The  noble 
Lord  the  Lord  Privy  Seal  had  stated  that 
the  reductions  in  rent  in  the  Land  Courts 
were  not  now  so  laxge  as  they  formerly 
were ;  but  the  impression  in  Ireland  was 
general  that  these  reductions  were  going 
on  upon  very  much  the  same  scale  as 
before,  and  in  some  oasea  upon  a  greatw 
scale.  He  knew  himself  a  tnse  where 
two  estates  were  reduced,  one  20  per 
cent,  and  the  other  40  per  cent,  and  they 
were  ezactiy  the  same  olaas  of  land.  Aja 
to  the  large  estates  not  being  touched, 
why  the  estate  of  the  noble  Duke  (the 
Duke  of  Abercom)  had  been  very  largely 
touched. 

LoKD  OARLINGFOED  (Loed  Petvt 
j  Sbal)  said,  that  Mr.  Justice  O'Hagan, 
in  his  evidenpe  before  the  Oommi^tM  of 


Digitized  by 


1399  Ireland—Peasant  {LORDS  1 


JTrojfrielar^, 


1400 


their  Lordshipe'  House,  had  stated  that 
the  large  ostatoa  had  been  but  slightly 
touched. 

The  JklABQUEBS  OF  WATEBFOBD 
said,  that,  vheu  Mr.  Justice  O'Hagan 
gave  that  evidence,  the  Laud  Commia- 
sion  was  only  begiuning  its  work,  and 
the  noble  Lord  the  Lord  PriTj'  Seal 
himself  said  that  they  ought  not  to  have 
an  inquiry,  because  there  were  such  few 
cases.  Everybody  knew  that  the  great 
estates  had  boon  just  as  much  reduced 
as  the  small  onee,  and  that  the  reduc- 
tions had  been  made  upon  rent^  that 
had  been  fixed  for  many  years.  He  was 
glad  to  hear  that  the  Government 
favoured  the  wortinjy  of  the  Purchase 
Clauses  ;  for  he  (the  Marquess  of  Water- 
ford),  with  others,  had  been  inclined  to 
believe  that  the  Government  wished  for 
delay.  Did  they  wish  to  delay  until  the 
value  of  the  landlords'  property  was  so 
depreciated  that  they  could  buy  it  for  a 
trifle  ?  As  a  Member  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee of  their  Lordships'  House,  he 
wished  to  say  a  word  on  that  point. 
The  Land  Act  had  absolutely  prevented 
the  sale  of  land  in  Ireland,  and  many 
properties  had  been  put  up  for  sale  in 
the  £ncumbered  Estates  Court  without 
a  single  bidder.  At  the  same  time, 
while  the  fee-simple  of  the  estate  was 
not  saleable,  the  tenants'  interest  fetched 
a  great  deal  more  than  it  had  ever  done 
before.  The  noble  Lord  might  suppose 
that  that  was  owing  to  the  agitations, 
or  the  agricultural  distress ;  but  the  facts 
did  not  bear  out  that  view.  No  doubt 
the  difficulties  the  tenants  had  in  bor- 
rowing the  purchase-money  was  one  of 
the  greatest  impediments  in  the  way  of 
purchase.  But  when  the  tenants  had 
something  almost  as  good  as  fixity  of 
tenure,  and  knew  that  they  could  not 
get  a  better  occupation  by  purchase  than 
tiiey  had  already,  and  that  they  would 
even  lose  by  purchase,  it  was  not  to  be 
wondered  at  that  they  did  not  oome  for- 
ward and  purchase  the  landlords'  es- 
tates. The  Treasury  had  thrown  every 
obstacle  in  the  way  of  working  these 
clauses.  They  had  refused,  or  almost 
refused,  to  advance  money  at  all.  They 
had  done  everything  in  their  power  to 
prevent  them  working ;  and  if  the 
fountain  head  was  against  the  working 
of  those  clauses,  he  did  not  see  how  it 
was  possible  for  them  to  be  worked. 
Then  the  Land  Court,  overburdened  by 
work  as  it  was,  could  not  possibly  be 
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expected  to  work  those  clauses  properly. 
That  Court,  which  had  to  assess  the 
value  of  the  rents,  could  not  be  ex- 
pected to  act  fairly  by  the  landlord  and 
tenant  in  the  matter  of  purchase,  be- 
cause it  was  natural  that  they  should  be 
inclined  to  a  further  reduction  of  rent. 
There  was  a  Court  in  existence  hoar- 
ever,  a  Court  with  all  the  necessary  ma- 
chinery, withofficersporfectly  acquainted 
with  the  value  of  land,  and  with  power 
to  give  a  title  to  property — he  alluded  to 
the  Encumbered  Estates  Court — and  he 
ventured  to  say  that  il  the  properties  to 
be  purchased  passed  through  the  hands 
of  that  Court  the  result  would  bo  satis- 
factory. The  adoption  of  that  sugges- 
tion would  certainly  save  expense,  and 
would  greatly  facilitate  the  working  of 
the  clauses  in  question.  He  could  not 
wonder  that  these  clauses  of  the  Act  had 
been  much  more  a  dead  letter  than  they 
were  under  the  Act  of  1870.  Landlords 
were  now  obliged  to  retain  their  pro- 
perties, whether  they  would  or  not,  and 
possibly  for  the  benefit  of  the  mortgagees 
alone.  Immense  stress  had  been  laid 
upon  the  working  of  the  Bright  Clauses. 
When  the  Act  of  1870  was  passed,  the 
Government  at  that  time  believed  that 
if  a  peasant  proprietary  could  be  estab- 
lished throughout  the  length  of  Ireland 
it  would  add  enormously  to  the  loyalty 
of  the  population,  and  that  the  agitators 
would  not  have  the  hold  upon  the  people 
which  they  had  had  up  to  the  present 
time.  The  noble  Marquess  opposite  (tbo 
Marquess  of  Lansdowne)  had  alluded  to 
some  remarkable  words  which  were 
made  use  of  iu  a  speech  of  Lord  Har- 
tington,  and  which  were  to  the  same 
effect.  But  if  that  view  of  the  case 
were  true,  why  was  it  the  Government 
did  not  take  steps  to  have  those  8tate>> 
ments  carried  out  ?  They  knew  per- 
fectly well  that  the  Purchase  Clauses 
were  a  dead  letter,  and  yet  they  sat 
quiet  and  asked  for  delay.  Many  con- 
siderations seemed  to  mark  out  the 
course  proposed  as  being  a  proper  one 
to  pursue.  The  landlord  of  the  future 
would  be  no  more  than,  and  only  a  rent- 
charger.  He  could  not  lay  out  any  money 
for  improvements,  because  he  knew  very 
well  that  his  money  might  be  confiscated 
and  sold  by  the  tenant  the  next  moment ; 
and  he  had,  in  fact,  no  interest  in  his 
estate.  He  would  probably  be  an  ab- 
sentee, and  from  time  immemorial  abson- 
tees  had  been  looked  uj^n  as  a  curse  t« 
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Ireland.  It  was  said  that  the  absentee 
landlords  had  done  nothings  for  the  ten- 
ants, that  thejr  had  drawn  the  rents  out 
of  the  country  and  spent  them  else- 
vheve ;  and  lately  they  had  heard— he 
did  not  know  how  true  it  was— that  a 
great  part  of  the  cause  of  the  agricul- 
tural distress  in  this  coimtry  was  due  to 
the  fact  that  the  land  was  held  by  so 
few  persona.  He  would,  at  any  rate, 
be  one  of  the  too  few  owners  of 
the  land  to  whose  oxcluBive  owner- 
Bhip  much  of  the  agricultural  distress 
had  been  otton  attributed.  Tho  Act  of 
1881  would  tend  to  perpetuate  and  to 
aggravate  all  these  unfortunate  social 
and  economic  conditions.  It  would 
have  the  effect  of  turning  the  great 
bulk  of  the  landlords  of  Ireland  into 
absentees,  and,  at  the  same  time,  of  keep- 
ing the  proprietorships  in  the  hands  of 
a  few;  because,  howerer  ready  they 
might  be  to  sell,  they  would  not  be 
able  to  dispose  of  a  single  acre.  It 
came  to  this,  then — that  those  who  be- 
lieved that  the  land  of  England  was 
held  by  too  few  persons  had  succeeded 
in  passing  for  Ireland  a  measure  which 
Icept  the  land  in  the  hands  of  a  few,  for 
it  forced  the  landlords  to  retain  their 
property,  and  prevented  them  from  de- 
veloping its  resources ;  while,  at  the 
same  time,  rendering  them  practically 
useless  members  of  society.  His  own 
belief  was  that  the  Purchase  Clauses 
might  bo  made  operative  very  speedily, 
and  without  any  loss  to  the  State,  if  the 
Government  could  only  be  persuaded 
that  there  was  not  the  slightest  risk  in 
advancing  the  whole  of  the  purchase 
money  to  the  tenants.  A  certain  sum 
of  money  might  be  set  apart  for  this 
urpose  every  year,  and  the  I'esult  would 
e  that  while  the  second  or  third  batch 
of  tenants  woro  borrowing  the  money 
the  first  batch  would  have  repaid  it. 
He  entirely  agreed  with  what  the  noble 
Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne) 
said  on  that  point.  He  believed  that 
the  instalments  which  would  have  to 
be  paid  to  tho  Government  would  be 
looked  upon  by  the  tenants  as  so  much 
of  an  investment ;  and  if  he  repudiated 
it  he  would  lose,  in  addition  to  hia 
farm,  all  the  money  he  had  paid  up  to 
the  time  he  ceased  payment.  He  (the 
Marquess  of  Waterford)  could  not 
see,  therefore,  that  there  would  be  the 
slightest  danger  of  the  State  advanc- 
ing tho  whole  of  the  money  to  the 
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tenants ;  and  he  was  quite  satisfied  that 
it  would  have  such  a  beneficial  result 
upon  Ireland,  that,  even  if  there  was  a 
nsk  of  its  costing  'Uie  State  any  money, 
it  would  be  amply  repaid  in  the  im- 
proved state  of  things  which  would 
follow.  They  must  do  something  to 
render  land  saleable  again,  for  as  things 
were,  land  in  Ireland  was  simply  un- 
saleable at  any  price.  Properties  must 
change  hands  ;  but,  at  the  present  time, 
they  could  not  be  sold,  because  buyers 
had  been  frightened  away,  not  by 
the  depreciation  of  the  value  of  the 
property,  but  by  Imperial  legislation  and 
nothing  else.  He  therefore  thought, 
under  these  circumstances,  it  was  in- 
cumbent upon  the  Qovemment  to  take 
steps  to  give  effect  to  the  Purchase 
Olausea  of  the  Act,  which  promised  to 
be  most  effectually  remedial.  The  noble 
Lord  Uie  Lord  Privy  Seal  had  said 
that  the  Qovemment  was  as  anxious 
as  he  was  that  the  Purchase  Clauses 
should  be  worked.  If  that  was  so, 
what  was  the  difficulty  in  the  way  of 
its  being  done?  He  knew  it  was  be- 
lieved that,  if  that  were  done,  every 
tenant  in  Ireland  wonld  at  once  become  a 
proprietor ;  but  if  the  Government  had  any 
doubt  upon  that,  could  they  not  moderate 
the  use  of  the  clauses  by  an  annual  grant 
of  so  much  ?  By  so  doing,  the  first  lot  of 
tenants  would  almost  have  paid  the  first 
instalment,  before  tho  latter  part  had 
received  any  money  at  all.  Of  course, 
not  every  tenant  in  Ireland  could  be- 
come a  proprietor,  and  not  every  land- 
lord would  wish  to  sell.  He  knew, 
however,  that  in  Ulster  the  tenants  were 
more  anxious  to  buy  than  in  the  other 
parts  of  Ireland,  and  that  there  they 
were  looking  with  tho  greatest  interest 
to  the  Motion  of  the  noble  Marquess, 
and  he  had  received  a  telegram  from 
an  influential  meeting  there,  praying 
the  House  to  accede  to  the  noble  Mar- 
quess's Motion.  They  were  most  anxious 
to  purchase  their  holdings  in  Ulster ; 
indeed,  no  landlord  could  be  more  deeply 
interested  in  the  question  than  the  Ulster 
tenants,  and  he  believed  that  before 
long  thoy  would  have  both  landlord 
and  tenant  in  Ireland  auzioudy  agi- 
tating for  a  change  that  wotdd  render 
those  clauses  real^  workable.  He  sin- 
cerely wished  Her  Majesty's  Qovem- 
ment had  acceded  to  the  appointment 
of  the  Bnyal  Commisuon,  for  though 
the  Irish  Land  Question  ha4  been  tho 
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subject  of  many  inquiries,  most  of  the 
information  bad  been  obtained  before 
the  paaeinff  of  the  Land  Aot,  and  the 
state  of  things  had  been  oompletely 
ohanged  since  that  time.  An  iaquiry 
nov,  at  anj  rate,  Tonld  show  the  conn- 
try  that  Her  Majesty's  Goverainont  were 
really  anxious  that  the  Furohase  Glauses 
should  be  rendered  workable ;  and  that 
they  were  anxious  in  some  manner  to 
mitigate  the  erils  which  had  followed 
the  violent  change  in  the  Land  Laws — 
of  that  which  thoy  had  eoen  —  evils 
which  he  believed  wonld  increase  in 
volume  every  day  that  they  remained 
unremedied. 

Eahl  COWPER  said,  he  deeply  re- 
gretted  that  the  Qoverament  had  not 
assented  to  inqniiy  in  respect  to  this 
matter.  He  was  rather  sorry  that  every- 
body who  kad  advocated  that  inquiry 
had  coupled  his  remarks,  more  or  less, 
^th  observations  derogatory  to  the 
Land  Act.  He  thought  it  would  be  a 
pi^  that  it  should  be  supposed  that  tiie 
two  things  were  in  antagonism,  or  that 
an  inquiry  was  to  be  vindicated  only  on 
the  ground  of  its  repairing  an  injus- 
tice done  by  that  Act.  He  considered 
the  Land  Act  had  materially  reduced  the 
grievanoes  of  the  Irish  people,  which  the 
Purchase  Glauses  by  themselves  would 
not  have  done.  That  Act,  in  his  opinion, 
vasoertainlyagood  andjnstmGa5ure,but 
it  had  one  drawback.  They  knew  that  al- 
though the  improvements  on  holdings, 
as  a  rule,  had  been  made  by  the  tenants, 
there  were  some  landlords  who  did  make 
improvements  themselves,  and  they  felt 
that  the  Act  had  had  the  effect  of  causing 
landlords  to  stop  making  these  improve- 
ments. The  consequence  was  that  the 
tenants  oaxriad  out  all  those  improve- 
ments, and  landlords  would  undoubt- 
edly more  and  more,  year  after  year, 
get  into  the  condition  of  mere  rent- 
chargers  ;  and  what  ho  said  was  that 
these  mere  rent-ohargers  should,  if  they 
chose,  be  allowed  and  even  encouraged 
to  sell  their  estates,  and  that  the  tenants 
now  who  had  made  all  the  improve- 
ments in  the  land  should  have  the  addi- 
tional responsibility  of  ownership.  One 
objection  to  the  scheme  put  forward  for 
placing  the  tenant  in  the  position  of  an 
owner  was  that  the  State  must,  for  a 
omrtain  number  of  years,  itself  become 
the  landlord.  Ho  did  not,  however, 
see  any  objection  to  such  a  system  of 
tenancy,  and  there  would  not  be  any 
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difficulty  in  collecting  the  rents,  as  the 
Government  had  the  power  te  enforoe 
them.  It  was,  however,  said  that  would 
excite  odium  against  the  Goremment, 
but  he  did  not  ^are  m  that  opinion.  On 
the  contrary,  he  thought  vonld 
incur  less  odinm  in  enforcing  their  own 
rights  than  they  did  in  enforcing  the 
rights  of  others,  and  certainly  would 
And  it  much  easier  to  do  so.  His  noble 
Friend  (the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne)  had 
stated  that  the  Government  had  acted 
with  reluctance  in  enforcing  the  payment 
of  rent  to  the  landlords;  whereas  the  fkct 
was,  there  was  no  one  ocoaeion  on  which 
they  hwl  not  helped  them.  If  a  landlord 
wrote  to  Dublin  Oaatle  to  say  he  wanted 
Buoh  asnstanee,  a  force  of  military  and 
of  police  ware  eent  to  help  to  enforce  his 
rights;  but  sometimes  when  th^  had 
gone  king  distances  they  foand  vhen 
they  got  to  their  jouniey's  end  there 
was  no  occasion  for  their  eerrioes,  for 
arrangements  had  been  made  at  the  last 
moment  by  the  landlord,  agent,  or  bailiff, 
and  the  men  had  to  march  back  again. 
There  was  want  of  joint  action  on  <^e 
part  of  the  landlords ;  for  if  they  had 
only  agreed  among  themselves  in  any 
locality  where  they  might  require  assist- 
ance, the  Government  could  have  af- 
forded it  them  more  easily.  The  work  was 
done  sporadically.  Ithadbeenimpoesible 
for  the  authorities  to  render  the  assiat- 
ance  they  might  have  done  if  they  could 
have  dealt  with  a  oounty  or  a  district  at  a 
time.  There  would  have  been  great  ad- 
vantages if  the  Government  had  had  the 
whole  power  of  eotteoting  the  rent ;  and 
the  Government  could  eearoely  have  in- 
curred more  odium  in  mfoircing  its  ova 
rights  than  it  bad  incurred  in  enforcing 
those  of  other  people.  He  was  very 
sorry  that  the  Government  hod  an- 
nounced that  it  was  not  their  intention 
to  grant  the  Oommission  asked  for.  He 
thought  that  if  they  stated  it  was  their 
intention  to  make  sufficient  inquiries 
on  the  subject,  it  would  answer  the  ob- 
jects of  the  Resolution.  It  would  have 
been  much  mora  satisfactory  if  the  Go- 
vernment had  undertaken  inquiry  with 
the  view  of  settling  all  the  ^toiu  that 
oould  possibly  be  settled  as  to  the  num- 
ber of  years  over  which  payment  for  a 
loan  should  be  spread,  the  Oourt  which 
was  to  carry  out  the  sdieme,  and  all 
matters  which  needed  so  much  inquiry. 
The  noble  Lord  the  Lord  Privr  Seal 
said  it  would  be  better  to  allow  thmgs  to 
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settle  down.  He  (Earl  Oawper)  doubted 
Tery  muGh  whether,  if  there  was  a  post- 
ponement and  there  was  a  marked 
change  in  the  connti^  in  the  way  of  im- 
provement, the  Enghdk  peoi^e  would  be 
mditned  to  re-open  the  question  until  it 
was  again  forced  on  their  attention. 
There  were  many  reasons  why  the  Bright 
Olaoees  should  be  made  more  workable. 
He  must  repeat  that  he  reg^retted  very 
muoh  that  the  Qovernment  did  not  oon- 
fitder  it  necessary  to  make  inquiries. 
There  was  no  more  proper  time  to  make 
those  inquiries  than  at  the  present  mo- 
ment, when  the  landlords  were  anxious 
to  seU.  It  would  be  a  boon  to  them,  and 
tiie  tenants  would  buy  cheaply ;  and,  for 
that  reason,  he  did  not  see  why  the  Fur- 
chase  Glauses  should  not  at  once  be 
made  woi^able. 

LoBD  WATENEY,  after  reading  a 
Petition  from  the  Ulster  Tenant  Bight 
Assodation.  praying  that  their  Lord- 
ships would  accede  to  the  Motion  of  the 
noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Lans- 
downe],  and  also  quoting  seTeral  resolu- 
tions passed  at  meetings  in  Ireland,  in 
its  fovour,  said,  he  heartily  joined  in  the 
regret  that  had  been  expressed  by  several 
speakers  that  the  GoTernmeot  had  sig- 
nified its  intention  of  not  offering  any 
assistanoe  in  the  matter,  as  he  believed 
it  to  be  of  the  g^reatest  moment  that  the 
fullest  light  should  be  thrown  upon  a 
subject  of  suoh  vast  importance  to  the 
future  of  Ireland.  He  contended  that 
it  was  nigently  needed  to  supply  Qo- 
Temment  with  data  for  supernsing  the 
new  l^;islation,  wluch  was  designed  to 
effect  a  rerolntion  in  the  economical 
condign  of  theoountry.  In  his  opinion, 
the  best  arrangement  that  conld  be  made 
in  the  circumstances  would  be  one  by 
which  the  farms  would  be  transferred  to 
a  peasant  proprietary,  with  a  modified 
reduction  of  their  interest  that  would  be 
eqniralent  to  the  copyhold  system  of 
this  country.  Suoh  an  arrangement  was 
especially  required  as  regarded  the  ten- 
ante  in  Ulster. 

Lord  DBNMAN  said,  he  would  refer 
their  Lordships  to  his  Protests  put  upon 
the  Journals  of  the  House  at  the  time  of 
the  passing  of  the  Land  Acts  of  1 870  and 
1681,  in  which  he  had  foreshadowed 
many  of  the  difficulties  which  had  since 
arisen  respecting  it,  and  had  predicted 
that  the  purchase  of  holdings  would 
cause  disputes  between  the  purchasers 
of  a  Talttdess  tenant  right  and  those  who 


entered  farms  at  the  end  of  the  first  or 
second  16  years'  lease.  He  had  a  farm 
which,  in  1817>  paid  £120  yeariy  rent; 
t^  was  reduoed,  first,  to  £U0,  mid  lat- 
terly by  his  father,  in  consultation  with 
him,  to  £60 ;  but,  the  land  being  ex< 
hausted  from  the  tenant's  acting  as  a 
carrier  of  lime,  that  rent  could  not  be 
paid,  on  which  he  (Lord  Denman)  culti- 
vated the  farm,  and  the  son  of  the  ten- 
ant, in  1617,  was  his  caretaker.  It  now 
was  iu  good  oondition.  Bearing  this  in 
mind,  and  referring  to  his  Protests,  he 
did  not  think  that  the  present  Motion  of 
the  noble  Marquess  opposite  (the  Mar^ 
quess  of  Lansdowne)  would  lead  to  any 
good  result. 

The  Marqubss  of  LANSDOWNE,  in 
reply,  said,  he  wished,  in  ^e  first  place, 
to  explain  with  regard  to  the  reouwks 
made  by  the  noble  Earl  the  lato  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  (Earl  Oowper), 
that  when  he  (the  Marquess  of  Lans- 
downe) said  the  Glovemment  had  reluc- 
tantly snpp<H-ted  landlords  in  enforcing 
the  payment  of  rent,  he  did  not  intend 
to  apply  the  words  to  the  action  of  the 
Exeoutive  in  Ireland.  He  had  rather 
in  his  mind  the  fact — which  he  still 
believed  to  be  a  fact — that  the  Govern- 
ment did  not,  at  first,  clearly  apprehend 
the  character  of  the  struggle  which  was 
going  on  between  landlords  and  tenants 
in  Ireland,  and  that  the  moral  support 
which  landlords  received  was  not  of  a 
very  cordial  charaoter.  That  was  evi- 
dent from  the  fact  that  in  1880,  imme- 
diately after  thor  accession  to  Office, 
th^  intzodoced  a  Bill  imposing  iieary 
peiudties  upon  landlords  who  attempted 
to  enforce  Uieir  undoubted  rights  by 
eviction.  He  could  not  regard  the 
reply  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Lord  Privy 
Seal  as  being  in  every  respect  satis- 
factory ;  but,  nevertheless,  those  who 
were  interested  in  this  question  might 
gather  some  crumbs  of  comfort  from 
what  was  said  by  the  noble  Lord. 
He  understood  the  noble  Lord  to  state 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  were 
still  iu  favour  of  an  effectual  mea- 
sure for  increasing  the  number  of  pro- 
prietors in  Irelaad,  but  that  they  re- 
served to  themselves  the  duty  of  revising 
the  shortcomings  of  the  Xiand  Aot,  and 
that  they  would  do  so  at  the  proper 
time.  If  the  noble  Lord  had  said  that 
the  Government  would  bring  in  a  Bill 
next  year,  his  answer  would  hare  been 
entirely  satisftuttory.  His  (the  Marquess 
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of  Lansdowne'a)  oonteotiou  was  that  in- 
defioite  delay  was  unfortanate — first, 
because  nothing  vith  regard  to  the 
operation  of  Ute  Farchaso  Glauses  was 
80  prejudicial  as  uncertainty  as  to  the  ex- 
tent to  which  they  were  to  be  amended ; 
and,  secondly,  beoauBO  there  were  many 
owners  of  land  in  Ireland  who  were  not 
able  to  wait  for  an  indefinite  time.  These 
men,  if  not  extricated  from  the  ombar- 
rassing  position  in  which  they  stood, 
would  b^ore  long  be  in  a  state  of  ab- 
solute ruin.  He  did  not,  of  course,  in- 
tend to  press  his  Motion,  because  an 
inquiry  of  this  sort,  if  forced  upon  the 
Qovemment,  would  lead  to  no  useful 
results.  He  would  only  beg  Uie  Govern- 
ment to  address  thAmselTOs  seriously  to 
the  consideration  of  this  matter,  and  to 
do  BO  with  as  little  delay  as  possible.  In 
conclusion,  be  begged  to  withdraw  Iiis 
Motion. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with- 
drawn). 

HouBO  adjoumod  at  Eight  o'clock, 
till  To-morrow,  a  qa&rter 
past  Ten  o  clock. 


HOUSE  01'  COMMONS. 
Monday,  6th  March,  1S83. 


MINUTES.]— Nbw  Mbhbeii  Hworh— Kobert 
Abmham  BrowsterFrench-Brdweter.eaqairfl, 
for  the  Borongh  of  PortarUngton. 

SfPPLY — Considered  i'«  Cunmitte: — Navy  (Sup- 
plementary Eatimnto),  1832-3  ;  Transvaal, 
1882-3;  Civil  Bervices  and  Borcnue  Depart- 
ments (Supplementary  KsUmatos),  1882-3— 
Class  I.— PcBLic  'WoBKs  AND  BriimsGS ; 
Class  IT. — Salakibs  a»d  ExpEiraES  of  Civil 
Departments. 
Setolutiotu  [March  2J  repoyttd. 

PfBLio  BiLW— Ordewif— F(>*(  Reading —VahWc 
House  Idcensiog  Committeea  *  [1 10] ;  Clerical 
Disslnlitios  (House  of  Commons)*  [Hi]. 

Second  JlforfiH-?'— Manicipal  Corporationa  (Un- 
reformed)  [6] ;  Seed  Advances  (Scotland) 
(No.  2)  [108],  dtbate  adjuuvned. 

Third  IttadiHjf — Consolidated  Fund,  &c.  (Per- 
maneut  Charges  of  Kedemptioa)  Act  (1873) 
Amondmeat  *  [107],  and  paMud. 
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Q  UESTIOirS. 

ARMY  (INDIA)— VETERINARY  DEPART- 
MENT—GLANDERS IN  CAVALRY 
REGIMENTS. 

Da.  CAMERON  asked  tho  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  India,  Whether  it 
is  true  that  a  regiment  of  Bengal 
Cavalry,  infected  with  glanders  for  some 
time,  and  without  being  accompanied  by 
a  veterinary  surgeon,  was  sent  to  Egy^t ; 
that  the  horses  were  not  medically  in- 
spected before  embarkation  from  India  ; 
that  some  of  them  died  or  were  destroyed 
for  glanders  on  shipboard  before  the 
regiment  reached  B^;ypt;  that  many 
wore  destroyed  while  in  Egypt,  and  a 
troop  had  to  bo  placed  hors  de  combat  at 
Suez,  the  horses  of  the  other  regiments 
and  corps  being  placed  in  great  peril  of 
iafection;  that  on  the  return  voyage  to 
India,  and  subsequently,  many  more  of 
these  Bengal  Cavalry  horses  have  been 
destroyed  for  glanders;  and  that  an 
officer  of  an  infantry  re^ment  diod  at 
Lucknow  of  glanders,  as  well  as  two 
natives,  these  persons  having  been  on 
board  ship  with  these  horses  returning 
from  Egypt,  and  there  becoming  in- 
fected ;  and,  whether  it  is  also  the  fact 
that  with  more  than  7,000  animals 
despatched  with  the  expeditionary  force 
from  India  to  Egypt,  there  were  only 
two  veterinary  ofiScers,  while  the  propor- 
tion in  the  Imperial  Army  is  one  veteri- 
nary surgeon  to  two  hundred  and  fifty 
or  three  hundred  animals  ? 

Mr.  J.  K.  CEOSS :  Sir,  an  inquiry 
was  made  two  months  agooftheQovem- 
ment  of  India,  as  to  the  precise  extent 
to  which  glanders  prevailed  among  the 
Bengal  Cavalry  during  the  recent  cam- 
paign and  previously.  Their  detailed 
Beport  may  be  shortly  expected.  No 
information  has  reached  the  India  Office 
of  any  officer  or  other  person  having  diod 
of  this  disease  after  their  return  to  India; 
but  inquiry  will  at  onoe  bo  made  on  this 
and  other  points  raised  by  my  hon. 
Friend.  British  veterinary  surgeons  are 
never  einployod  on  the  establishment  of 
the  Bengal  Native  Cavalry,  but  instead 
each  regiment  has  on  its  establiahment 
two  "Salootrecs"  (a  very  competent 
body  of  men),  and  these  accompanied 
the  curps  to  I^ypt.  The  recently 
organized  transport  eervioe  is  also  pro- 
vided with  "  Salootrees,"  and  the  full 
war  establtshmoDt  was  attached  to  tho 
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transport  in  £^^t.  Each  batte^  of 
artillery  had  ito  British  vetorinary  sur- 
geon, and  a  Teterina^  surgeon  on  the 
Bta£F  accompanied  Sir  Herbert  Ifacpher- 
0oa  as  sapeiintendent. 

NATIONAL  MANUSCRIPTS  OF 
IRELAND. 

Mr.  H.  S.  NOETHCOTB  (for  Mr.  Bdl- 
"wsa.)  asked  the  Financial  Seoretaiy  to  the 
Treasury,  What  is  the  cause  of  the  great 
length  of  the  preface  to  the  last  volume 
of  the  National  Manuscripts  of  Ireland ; 
did  the  unusual  length  of  that  preface 
substantially  add  to  the  price  of  the 
Tolume  (£5  5».) ;  and,  is  that  preface 
now  published  as  a  separate  Tolume,  and 
sold  at  the  small  price  of  two  shillings? 

Mr.  COURTNEY  :  Sir,  the  work  in ' 
question  being  published  under  the  sole 
Buperintendence  of  the  Master  of  the 
Bolls  in  Ireland,  I  have  communicated 
with  his  Honour  on  the  subject.  He  in- 
forms me  that  the  iucreascd  length  of 
the  introduction  is  rendered  necessary 
by  the  nature  and  history  of  the  docu> 
menta  of  which  it  contains  facsimiles. 
No  comparison,  he  says,  can  be  justly 
made  between  them  and  those  facsimiled 
in  former  parts,  in  judging  of  an  intro- 
duction or  an  appendix  to  them.  He 
thinks  that  only  a  few  passages  of  the  in- 
troduction could  with  advantage  have 
been  omitted,  and  had  the  introduction 
been  altogether  omitted,  the  reduction 
in  price  would  have  been  only  6«.  or  7«. 
The  introduction  has  been  published 
separately  in  a  smaller  size,  and  is  sold 
for  2?.  This  has  been  done  for  each 
volume,  and  is  considered  to  help  the 
Bale  of  the  larger  work. 

POST  OFFICB— AMERICAN  UAIL 

SERVICE. 

Mb.  BAXTER  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  with  refCTence  to  the  complaints 
of  the  mercantile  community  aa  to  the 
outgoing  American  Mails,  If  it  is  a  fact 
that  equal  "  regularity "  and  greater 
"  efficiency,"  that  is  greater  speed,  bare 
been  attained  by  the  system  adopted  by 
the  Gtoremment  of  the  United  States,  of 
sending  the  Kails  by  all  fast  steamers 
than  by  onr  arrangement  of  sending  them 
by  the  steamers  of  the  White  Star,  In- 
man,  and  Cuuard  lines  alone ;  if  the 
Inman  Company  are  at  present  employ- 
ine  chartered  steamers  of  inferior  power; 
if  he  is  aware  that  the  "  Catalonia"  and 
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"Faronia"  and  other  eteamen  of  the 
Onnard  line,  ae  a  rule,  make  passages 
eavetal  days  longw  than  anbh  Teasels  as 
the  "Alaska"  and  the  "Arieona," 

which  have  not  the  honour  of  carrying 
Her  Majesty's  Mails ;  if  the  American 

{tlan  has  resulted  in  the  Mails  being  de- 
iver^d  in  England  never  later  than  ten 
days  after  leaving  New  Tork,  while  fre- 
quently the  outward  Mails  take  fourteen 
or  fifteen  days  in  the  passage;  and,  if 
these  statements  be  eorreet,  what  is  there 
to  prevent  our  (Government  following  the 
good  example  of  the  United  States  f 

Ma.  FAWOETT :  Sir,  I  fear  I  could 
not  give  a  full  answer  to  the  Quee- 
ions  of  my  right  bon.  Friend  without 
troubling  the  House  with  many  details.  I 
shall,  however,  be  very  glad  to  make  an 
inquiry  into  the  subject,  with  the  object 
of  ascertaining  whether  it  would  be  pos- 
sible to  effect  any  improvement  in  the 
Mail  Service  between  England  and 
America  by  employing  other  lines  of 
steamers  in  addition  to  those  by  which 
the  mails  are  now  sent. 

METROPOLITAN  DISTRICT  EAILWAY 
—VENTILATING  SHAFTS  ON  THE 
THAMES  EMBANKMENT. 

Mb.  BUXTON  asked  the  honourable 
Member  for  Truro,  Whether  he  has  sanc- 
tioned the  proposed  opening  of  eight 
shafts  along  the  Thames  Embankment 
which  the  Metropolitan  District  Railway 
desire  to  build  ;  whether  some  of  these 
shafts  will  seriously  diminish  the  space 
now  allotted  to  public  gardens  on  the 
Embankment ;  and,  whether  this  House 
will  have  any  opportunity  of  considering 
such  a  proposal  r 

Sib  JAMES  M'GABEL-HOQG  :  Sir, 
I  beg  to  inform  my  hon.  Friend  that  the 
shafts  referred  to  were  provided  for  in  a 
Bill  promoted  by  the  District  Railway 
Company  in  the  Session  of  1881.  The 
Metropolitan  Board  and  the  Corporation 
of  London  vigorously  opposed  the  Bill 
before  both  Houses  of  Parliament ;  and 
the  BoE^,  tlunngh  their  enginerar,  Sir 
Joseph  Bazalgette,  offered  eridence  to 
show  that  we  ventilation  oould  be 
managed  by  mechanieal  means  in  a  way 
which  would  not  be  detrimental  to  the 
public.  The  opposition,  however,  was 
unfortunately  unsuccessful ;  and,  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  terms  of  the  Act,  the 
matter  has  recently  been  before  the  arbi- 
trator appointed  by  the  Board  of  Trade, 
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before  whom  evidence  for  the  Board  was 
given  by  Sir  Joseph  Bazalgette,  myselfr 
and  others,  and  whose  award  is  now 
bong  carried  out.  There  is  no  doubt 
liiat  titese  shafts  will  seriouslj  diminish 
the  space  now  allotted  to  pubUo  gardens 
on  the  Embankment,  and  will  also  inter- 
fere with  the  YOvA  space;  but  I  am 
^aid  that,  as  matters  stand,  the  Board 
is  powerless  to  prevent  the  erection  of 
these  liideous  structures. 

Lord  ALGEENON  PEROT  asked 
the  hon.  (Gentleman  if  he  would  inform 
the  House  whether  the  Metropolitaa 
District  Railway  had  paid  the  Metro- 
polis or  any  lo(»l  authority  any  sum  of 
money  for  the  ground  taken  for  these 
ventilators  7 

Sib  JAMES  M'GAEEL-HOGG :  In 
the  original  inception  of  the  Thames 
Embankment  a  sum  of  £200,000  was 
paid  by  the  District  Railway  Oompany 
for  the  aooommodation  then  afforded; 
but  not  a  pennv  has  been  paid  for  the 
dostructioa  of  we  gardmis  and  obstruc- 
tion of  the  roadway.  If  I  am  rightly 
informed,  the  Company  has  let  land 
which  they  might  have  applied  for  the 
purposes  of  ventilation,  and  then  made 
application  to  Parliament  for  the  powers 
they  obtained  last  year. 

Mb.  J.  E.  TORKE  asked  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  whether  there  was  any- 
thing to  be  hoped  from  the  interposition 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  ? 

Mb.  CHAMBEELAIN:  If  the  hon. 
Member  gives  me  Notice  I  will  have 
the  matter  further  looked  into ;  but,  as 
at  present  advised,  I  am  a£raid  we  have 
no  authority  whatever. 

ARREAES  OF  RENT  (IRELAND)  ACT. 

Me.  GIBSON  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  he  would  state  what  is  tiie  cause  of 
the  delay  in  making  payments  to  land- 
owners under  the  Arrears  Act,  when  the 
tenants  have  lodged  the  year's  rent,  and 
there  is  no  dispute  as  to  the  facts  ? 

Mr.  TEEVELYAN:  Sir,  I  have  re- 
ceived a  Eeport  from  the  Land  Com- 
missioners, of  which  the  following  is  the 
substance  : — An  erroneous  impression  is 
conveyed  by  describing  the  procedure 
with  reference  to  joint  applications  as 
merely  one  of  "making  payments,"  and 
by  stating  that  in  any  application  the 
facts  are  undisputed.   The  duty  of  in- 
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vestigating  every  case  is  imposed  upon 
the  Commissioners  by  the  Act,  and  they 
consider  that  it  would  be  impossible  to 
simplify  or  curtail  their  present  proce- 
dure. Every  application  must  be  regis- 
tered, examined  by  an  investigator  ia 
the  Commissioners' Ofl^,  and  inspected 
by  the  IVeasnry  Bepresentative  in  Dub- 
lin. If  the  result  is  satisfactory,  and  no 
local  inquiry  is  considered  necessary,  an. 
order  for  payment  is  paid  out  as  soon  aa 
possible,  and  its  substance  communi- 
cated both  to  landlord  and  tenant.  But 
before  this  can  be  done  a  large  amount 
of  clerical  labour  is  unavoidable,  and 
this  involves  some  delay.  After  the  noti- 
fication of  the  order  to  the  landlord 
there  is  not  an  interval  of  more  than 
three  days  in  making  actual  payment, 
provided  that  no  question  of  title  is  in- 
volved. I  have  to-day  received  the  fol- 
lowing telegram  on  this  subject  from  the 
Land  Commissioners  :— 

'<  It  ia  confidently  sntidpated  that,  the  end 
cS  Hay,  landlords,  m  100,900  out  of  the  ISfi.OOO 
cases  lodged,  will  have  'been  paid." 

Eent  lodged  with  the  Commissioners  by 
a  tenant  to  bis  landlord's  credit  is  paid 
by  the  Commissioners  when  applied  for. 
There  is  no  delay  as  regards  money  bo 
lodged,  except  the  delay  of  one  fortnight 
caused  in  giving  public  notice  by  adver- 
tisement pursuant  to  Section  1,  Sub-sec- 
tion 5,  of  the  Arrears  Act. 

NAVY— THE  ROYAL  TAOHTS. 

Mb.  GOtJELEY  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty,  If,  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  Her  Majesty  already  possesses  three 
yachts  in  full  Commission,  in  addition  to 
the  **  Victoria  and  Albert "  (one  of  Uiem, 
the  "  Osborne,"  being  of  large  tonnage), 
he  will  coutient  to  postpone  mo  proposed 
expenditure  of  £45,000  for  repairs  to 
the  "Victoria  and  Albert;"  whether 
the  estimate  for  the  repairs  is  for  the 
hull  only,  or  if  it  includes  new  boilers, 
overhauling  of  machinery,  cabins,  and 
other  equipments ;  also  regilding  of  the 
hull ;  whether,  before  sanctioning  the 
outlay,  at  a  time  when  the  revenue  is 
declining,  he  would  recommend  the  sale 
of  one  or  more  of  the  four  yachts ;  and, 
further,  if  he  will  grant  a  Eeturn  show- 
ing the  orginal  cost  of  all  the  four  ves- 
sels, together  with  the  amounts  ex- 
pended upon  them  for  repairs  and  main- 
tenance since  they  were  built,  and  how 
often  the  two  larger  yachts  have  been 
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employed  in  oonveying  Her  Ifajesty 
across  the  Channel  during^  the  past  ten 
years  y 

M».  CAMPBELL- BANNEEMAN: 
Sir,in  answering  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
Uember  for  Sunderland,  I  vish  to  be 
allowed  to  correct  a  statement  I  made 
on  this  sulnect  a  few  days  ago.  The 
estimates  whioh  at  that  time  had  come 
up  from  the  Dockyard  of  the  cost  of 
repairing  the  Vietoria  and  Albert 
amountea  to  £43,000,  and  I  aeoord- 
inglytold  the  House  that  the  cost  of  re- 
pairs would  be  about  £45,000.  Subse- 
quently, howerer,  a  more  detailed  esti- 
mate has  been  received,  including  not 
only  a  thorough  repair  of  the  hull,  but 
also  new  boilers  and  the  complete  re- 
pair of  her  engines,,  and  amounting  to 
£55,000.  This  estimate  will  not  be  ap' 
proved  until  the  Admiralty  ofBcers  hare 
made  an  accurate  survey  of  the  condition 
and  requirements  of  the  vessel,  and  no 
part  of  these  repairs  will  be  undertaken 
within  the  present  financial  year.  My 
hon.  Friend  suggests  that  if  this  out- 
lay is  incurred  one  of  the  other  Eo^'al 
yachts  might  be  sold.  The  veesels  main- 
tained for  Hoyal  use  consists  of  two 
yachts  and  two  tenders.  Ko  increase 
has  been  made  for  20  years  in  the  ac- 
commodation provided  for  Her  Majesty's 
service ;  and  it  hardly  seems  that  the 
moment  when  ^e  propose  to  lay  up  one 
of  the  two  yachts  for  an  extensive  and 
complete  repair  is  an  opportunity  to  be 
taken  for  depriving  the  Queen  of  the 
nse  of  the  only  remaining  full-sized 
yacht.  There  is  no  objection  to  furnish 
aBetum  of  expenditure  on  the  Boyal 
Yachts  if  the  hon.  Member  will  move 
for  it ;  but  the  particulars  alluded  to  in 
the  latter  part  of  his  Question  can  hardly 
be  given  in  a  Parliamentary  Betum. 

TRADE  AND  OOMMERCE-OOMMERCIAL 
NEGOTIATIONS  WITH  SPAIN. 

Ma.  MONK  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  had  been  called  to  a 
statement  in  the  "Standard"  of  Feb- 
ruary 27th,  to  the  effect  that,  at  the  sit- 
ting of  the  Senate  at  Madi-id  on  the 
previous  day,  the  Marquis  de  la  Vega 
de  Armijo,  Minister  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
in  reply  to  an  interpellation,  said  that 
the  negotiations  now  pending  with  Eng- 
land ror  a  Treaty  of  Commerce  permit 
of  the  hope  of  a  satisfactory  conclusion 
being  amved  at;  and,  whether  he  can 


confirm  such  statement  on  the  part  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  ? 

LoBD  EDMOND  FITZMAUBiOE  : 
Sir,  Lord  Qranville  has  received  a  tele- 
gram from  Her  Majesty's  Minister  at 
Madrid  to  the  effect  that  no  such  atate- 
ment  as  that  referred  to  by  the  corre- 
spondent of  Standard  with  regard  to 
the  commercial  negotiations  wiuL  this 
country  was  made  by  the  Spanish  Minis- 
ter of  State. 

POOR  LA.W  (IRELAND) -OAVAU  UNION. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
On  what  grounds  the  Local  Government 
Board  refused  to  have  the  contract  for 
milk  in  Cavan  Union  reopened,  seeing 
that  it  wae  proved  another  tender  had 
been  misdelivered  by  the  Post  OflBce  of 
Cavan,  and  which  offered  to  supply  the 
quantity  of  milk  required  for  £160  less 
than  the  tender  wnich  was  accepted ; 
whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the  Guaraians 
who  accepted  the  higher  tender  had 
notice  prior  to  their  decision  that  another 
tender  had  been  Bent ;  whether  the  Local 
Government  asked  for  the  decision  of 
the  same  Board  of  Guardians  who  had 
given  the  first  decision,  to  which  ex- 
ception had  been  taken;  and,  whether 
he  will  instruct  the  Local  Government 
Board  to  hold  a  sworn  investigation  into 
the  whole  case  ? 

Mr.  TBEVELYAN:  Sir,  the  facts  of 
this  case  are  as  follows  : — Upon  the  day 
appointed  for  receiving  tenders  the  Guar- 
dians had  only  one  before  them,  which 
they  accepted.  They  were  informed  by 
a  Mr.  Hewitt  that  he  had  sent  a  lower 
tender;  but  the  Guardians  assert  that 
the  prices  he  named  were  not  known  to 
them  until  after  they  had  accepted  the 
other  tender.  It  subsequently  appeared 
that  Mr.  Hewitt's  tender  had  miscarried 
in  the  Post  Office,  and  he  complained  on 
the  subject  to  the  Local  Government 
Board,  who  immediately  wrote  to  the 
Guardians  asking  if  they  wished  to  put  an 
end  to  the  contract  which  they  had  made. 
This  might  legally  have  been  done  with 
the  consent  of  the  Local  Government 
Board.  The  matter  was  especially  con- 
sidered by  the  Guardians  after  due 
notice,  and  they  decided,  by  a  large 
majority,  to  abide  by  the  contract.  It  is 
to  be  borne  in  mind  that,  if  both  tenders 
had  originally  been  before  them,  they 
would  not  iteoesearily  have  accepted  the 
lower.   Having  regard  to  all  these  factSi 
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the  Local  GloTernment  Board  saw  no 
sufficient  reason  to  int»£Bre  flirther  in 
the  matter,  and  there  are  no  grounds 
for  directing  a  sworn  investigation. 

Mx.  BIGK^AB  ashed  the  Postmaster 
General,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  the  non-delivery  of  a  letter 
addressed  to  the  Guardians  of  Cavan 
Union,  posted  on  15th  January  last,  and 
indorsed  "  Tender  for  Milk  ;  "  and,  if 
so,  what  action  he  proposes  to  take  re- 
garding the  alleged  misconduct  of  the 
postmaster  ?   

Mk.  FAWOETT  :  It  is  the  case,  Sir, 
as  stated  by  the  hon.  Member,  that  the 
letter  was  not  delivered,  and  I  much  re- 
gret the  oircamstance.  The  postmaster 
Has  been  censured  for  his  carelessness, 
which  I  trust  may  not  be  repeated. 

ELEMENTART  EDUCATION  ACTS  — 
OALMFTON  SCHOOL— DISMISSAL  OF 
A  PUPIL. 

Mb.  STEWABT  MAOLITEB  asked 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Council  on 
Education,  If  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  a  statement  made  at  Plymouth, 
on  the  28th  instant,  by  Oanon  Wilber- 
force,  to  the  effect  that  the  managers  of 
a  school  at  Galmpton  had  dismissed  a 
fsmale  pupil  teacher  named  Trant  for 
wearing  the  colour  of  the  Blue  Ribbon 
Army ;  and,  whether  such  interference, 
if  correctly  reported,  with  the  dress  and 
opinions  of  teachers  is  approved  by  the 
department? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA:  Sir,  the  girl 
Trant,  who  was  dismissed  from  the 
Galmpton  School  for  wearing  a  blue 
ribbon,  was  not  a  pupil  teacher,  hut  a 
scholar.  Subsequent  to  her  dismissal, 
three  other  children  were  dismissed  for 
the  same  reason.  When  the  Question 
appeared  on  the  Notice  Paper  I  caused 
inquiry  to  be  made  of  the  managers  as 
to  the  facts  of  the  case ;  and  I  am  glad 
to  be  able  to  report  that,  before  my 
telegram  reached  them,  Mr.  Bolitho,the 
owner  of  the  school  and  the  principal 
manager,  had  censured  the  mistress, 
who,  under  a  mistaken  sense  of  a  rule 
of  the  school,  had  dismissed  the  chil- 
dren, and  ordered  their  immediate  re-ad- 
mission. In  a  very  sensible  letter  which 
I  have  received  from  Mr.  Bolitho  this 
morning,  he  explains  that  the  expulsion 
of  the  children  took  place  in  his  lUMence 
and  without  his  consent;  and  he  ex- 
presses a  hope,  in  which  I  cordially 


agree,  "  that  such  an  act  of  stupidity, 
not  to  say  intolerance,  will  nevor  again 
be  possible  in  this  country."  I  think  I. 
ought  to  state,  in  justice  to  Her  Ma-, 
jesty's  Inspector,  who  seems  to  have 
been  reflected  on  in  Canon  Wilberforce*s 
speech,  that  although  he  visited  the 
Bohool  immediately  before  the  dismissal 
of  the  children,  he  was  not  consulted  on 
the  matter,  and  was  as  entirely  ignorant 
of,  as  he  is  entirely  opposed  to,  what  was 
done. 

ARMY  (AUXLLIARY  FORCES) -ANTHIM 
ARTILLERY— MAJOR  JOHNSTON. 

Mb.  BIGGAB  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  Whether  it  is  a  faotr 
that  the  Junior  Ma^or  (Johnston)  of  the 
Antrim  Artillery  is  the  same  persota 
who,  when  a  Captain  in  that  Begimenty 
formed  one  of  a  party  that  went  to  the 
hotel  for  the  purpose  of  making  aa  at- 
tack upon  one  of  thie  OflBoers  (Ui^or 
Oraig)  who  had  rendered  himself  ob- 
noxious to  him  because  of  his  devotion 
to  r^igiouB  matters ;  whether  a  serious 
breach  of  the  peace  was  prevented  by 
the  intervention  of  two  other  members 
of  the  Begiment ;  whether,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  noise  and  disturbasce 
upon  that  occasion,  the  police  were  not 
placed  opposite  to  the  hotel ;  and,  whe- 
ther he,  under  these  circumstances,  has 
approved  of  the  promotion  of  Major 
Johnston  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
Sir,  I  have  made  inquiries  into  this 
matter,  and  I  find  that  nothing  is  known 
at  the  War  Office  of  the  circumstances 
referred  to  in  the  hon.  Member's  Ques- 
tion, and  to  which  no  date  is  attached. 
The  General  Officer  commanding  the 
Forces  in  Ireland,  who  has  been  com- 
municated with,  reports  that  the  records 
of  the  regiment  in  his  office  have  been 
searched  from  the  date  of  Major  John- 
ston's appointment  as  captain  in  Feb- 
ruary, 1 873,  to  the  date  of  his  promotion 
in  June,  1881,  and  that  thoy  contain  no 
trace  of  the  alleged  occurrence.  Major 
Johnston's  promotion  was  approved  after 
he  had  been  strongly  recommended  by 
the  district  authorities  and  the  Genenu. 
Officer  commanding  the  Forces  in  Ire- 
land. This  is  all  the  official  information 
which  I  have  received;  but  the  follow- 
ing telegram  has  just  been  received  from 
Lieutenant-Oolonel  Craig  with  reference 
to  this  matter : — 
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"  A  piacHoal  joke  hsppeaed  nins  years  ago. 
I  did  not  think  the  a&ir  of  sufficient  importance 
to  report  it  officially." 

Major  Johnston  has  also  writton  to  his 
commanding  officer  to  say  that  he  was 
not  one  of  the  party  who  took  part  in 
the  joke.  I  think  the  House  will  con- 
uder  that  it  was  scarcely  worth  while  to 
liave  disinterred  this  incident,  which 
took  place  nine  years  ago,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  throwing  discredit  on  an  officer 
who  was  not  ooncemed  in  it. 

LATV  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)  —  EX- 
TRADITION OF  P.  J.  SHETtlDAN. 

Mb.  PULESTON  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  a  demand  has  been  made  on 
the  Ameriean  Government  for  the  ex- 
tradition of  P.  J.  Sheridan ;  and,  if  eo, 
whether  the  grounds  upon  whioh  it  has 
been  made  ean  be  pren  to  the  Honse  f 

LoftD  EDUOND  FITZMAXTBIGE : 
In  reply  to  the  first  portion  of  the  hon. 
Member's  Question,  I  may  inform  the 
House  that  a  demand  has  been  made 
tot  ihe  extradition  of  P.  J.  Sheridan ; 
but  I  regret  that  I  am  unaUe  to  make 
any  further  statement. 

Mb.  FTTLESTON  :  Is  the  noble  Lord 
aUe  to  state  whetiier  any  reply  haa  been 
reoeiTed? 

[No  answer  was  given  to  this  Ques- 
tion.] 

THE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND) —JUS- 
TICES OF  BALLTMAHON. 

Mk.  JTTSTIN  M'CARTHY  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  true  that  in 
the  diatrict  of  Ballymahon,  county  of 
Longford,  cases  entered  for  hearing 
before  the  justices  of  the  peace  have  re- 
mained unheard  for  more  than  three 
months  because  it  was  necessary  that 
they  should  be  heard  by  two  justices ; 
and,  during  that  time,  although  there  is 
a  court  every  fortnight,  only  the  resident 
magistrate  attended ;  and,  whether,  if 
this  be  true,  ho  will  take  any  steps  to 
secure  a  better  attendance  uf  magis- 
trates ? 

Me,  TEEVELTAN:  I  find,  on  in- 
quiry, that  one  case,  being  a  charge 
against  a  caretaker  for  overholding  pos- 
session of  a  cottage,  has  remained  un- 
heard during  tiie  past  two  months  for 
^e  reason  stated,  and  that  the  non- 
attendanoe  of  a  second  ma^jfistrate  was 


caused  on  two  occasions  by  the  illness  of 
a  local  justice  who  usually  acts,  and  on 
the  third  by  a  heavy  snowstorm,  which 
prevented  a  resident  magistrate  from 
arriving  from  another  district.  It  is 
expected  that  the  case  will  be  disposed 
of  this  week. 

ARMY  (ATTXILURT  FORCES)— THE 
MARTINI-HKNRT  RIFLE. 

YiscoTmr  LEWISHAM  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether  he 
can  inform  the  House  how  soon  the 
Martini-Henry  will  be  served  out  to  the 
Volunteers  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON"  : 
The  present  reserve  of  Martini-Henry 
rifles  is  below  the  number  which  it  is 
considered  desirable  to  keep  iu  store  for 
the  Regular  Army  and  Militia.  In  view 
of  the  contemplated  change  of  pattern 
which  is  now  under  consideration,  it  is 
not  desirable  to  increase  the  manufacture 
of  the  present  pattern.  Although  we 
are  very  anxious  to  issne  the  saperior 
arm  to  the  Yoluntews  as  soon  as  pos- 
sible,  I  am  afraid  that  we  cannot  promise 
them  this  year. 

rOOB  LAW  (IBBLA2n))-0TJTD00R 
RELIEF. 

Colonel  OOLTHTJEST  asked  the 
Ohiei  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  he  can  state  how 
many  onions  out  of  the  total  number  of 
sixty  or  thereabouts  who  were  authorised 
to  dispense  with  the  workhouse  test 
during  the  years  1880-81,  did  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
abuse  their  power  of  granting  out-door 
relief;  and,  how  many  of  such,  unions 
are  comprised  in  the  cunntieB  of  OIbtOi 
Donegal,  or  Sligo  ? 

Mb.  TBETOLTAN  :  Sir,  the  Local 
Government  Board  inform  me  that  it 
would  be  imposmble  to  answer  this  Ques- 
tion accurately  without  longer  NoUoe 
than  has  been  given  of  it,  as  it  would 
involve  an  examination  of  the  Union 
records;  but  they  give  it  as  their  opi- 
nion that  outdoor  relief  was  lavishly  and 
capriciously  disbursed  in  some  Unions. 
I  will  give  an  answer  on  Thursday ;  but 
I  can  say  at  once  that  the  strongest 
oases  were  in  Mayo  and  Bosoommon. 

LAND  LAW  (iRELAND)  ACT,  1881— 
LOANS  TO  OCCUPrERS. 

Mb.  BIOGAS  asked  the  Ohief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenaat  of  beland, 
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On  vhai  grounds  the  Board  of  Works 
hftve  delayed  making  advances  to  a  lar^e 
number  of  farmers  in  North  Leitrim  who 
have  paid  the  preliminary  ezpensea  and 
fuinUed  the  necessary  conditions  to  en- 
title them  to  receive  loaos  under  the 
IiandAct  of  1881. 

Me.  COUETNET  :  Sir,  I  have  in- 
quired into  the  condition  of  the  appli- 
cationa  for  loans  to  ocoupiers  in  Ooanty 
Z«itrim,  and  learn  that,  except  in  one 
case,  there  has  been  no  excess  over  the 
time  found  to  be  normally  required  for 
making  the  aeoessar^  surveys,  plan8,and 
estimates,  and  for  giving  the  notices  re- 
quired bylaw.  That  single  case  involved 
two  holdings  on  different  properties ; 
and  the  proposed  works  were  more  com- 
plicated than  usual,  which  accounts  for 
the  longer  time  which  has  been  oocupiod 
in  dealing  with  it.  The  preliminary  ex- 
enses,  being  met  by  deduction  from  the 
rat  instalment,  cannot  be  paid  before 
an  advance  has  been  made. 

MUNICIPAL  BEFOBU  (MBTB0P0IJ8). 

Mb.  STUAET-WOETLET  asked  tho 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether  it  is  true  that,  as  stated 
in  the  "  Morning  Advertiser"  of  Satiir- 
day  24th  February,  so  lately  as  the  week 
ending  on  that  day— 

"  A  rnqoMt  wu  issued  £rom  the  Horn*  Office 
to  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  the  Dis- 
trict Boards,  the  Corporation  of  London,  and 
the  Vertries,  to  f  orDish  accounts  of  their  receipts 
and  enenditoT^  as  well  as  reports  fnau  the 
difTereDt  officers  connected  with  their  initita- 
tions,  as  to  the  working  of  the  departments  ; " 

whether  such  Eeports,  when  received, 
will  not  necessarilybe  of  immense  volume 
and  complexity  ;  whether  their  due  exa- 
mination by  the  Home  Office  will  not 
occupy  a  long  time  ;  and,  whether  it  is 
intended  to  defer,  until  after  due  exami- 
nation of  such  Eeports,  the  bringing  for- 
ward of  Uie  promised  measure  for  the 
reform  of  the  Corporation,  or  whether  it 
is  intended  not  to  ^ve  to  such  Beports 
any  Buffident  examination  at  all  ? 

Sir  WILUAM  HAEOOITBT  :  Sir, 
this  Question,  like  some  others,  has  been 
founded  on  a  misapprehension  of  the 
reasons  for  which  these  Eeports  have 
been  asked.  The  material  facts  they 
will  contain  have  long  been  under  the 
consideration  of  the  Government ;  but  it 
was  necessary  that  the  details  should  be 
verified.  With  r^ard  to  the  last  portion 
of  the  Question,  Xam  afraid,  in  ue  pre- 


sent  state  of  Public  Businesa,  there  will 
be  more  time  for  the  examination  of 
those  documents  than  I  desire  or  can  in 

any  way  want. 

NAVY— THE  MEDITERRANEAN 
SaUADRON. 

Sib  JOHN  HAY  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty,  Whetiier  any  Eeport 
hat  been  received  from  the  Mediter* 
ranean  Squadron  of  the  result  of  the 

test  of  active  service  to  onr  ships  and 
guns,  and  dockyard  and  ordnance  ma- 
terial ;  and,  if  he  will  eommnnieate  any 
such  Eeport  to  the  House  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
Sir,  in  answer  to  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Admiral,  I  have  to  say  that  Ee- 
ports have  been  received  on  some  of  the 
points  mentioned  ;  but  they  are  neces- 
sarily confidential,  and  cannot  be  made 
pubbo. 

NAVT— H.M.S.  "NEPnrNB." 

Mk.  NORWOOD  asked  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty,  Whether  the 
statement  that  has  recently  appeared  in 
the  public  press  as  to  the ' '  extraordinary 
discovery '  of  serious  injury  to  the 
bottom  of  Her  Miges^'s  Ship  "  Nep- 
tune "  at  Portsmouth,  ia  substanti^ly 
correct  f  whether  it  is  a  feet  that  this 
ship  was  built  on  the  Thames  tea  tixa 
Brazilian  Government  under  the  name 
of  the  "  Independmzia,"  and  that  tat 
accident  occurred  in  the  attempt  to 
launch  her  ;  that  she  stuck  on  the  ways 
for  several  days  with  a  portion  of  hw 
hull  overhanging  the  river,  and  unsup- 
ported at  low-water,  and  that  she  wax 
thereby  subjected  to  great  strain ;  whe- 
ther it  is  a  fact  that,  owing  to  the  very 
great  structural  injury  she  was  believed 
to  have  sustained,  a  claim  was  made  on 
her  Underwriters  for  a  total  loss,  whidi, 
after  much  debate,  was  compromised  bty 
the  payment  of  a  sum  of  about  £77,000, 
being  35  per  cent,  on  the  insured  value 
of  £220,000 ;  whether,  notwithstanding 
these  oirDumBtances  of  general  notorietr* 
Her  Migesty's  Govemment  subsequently 
purchased  this  ship  in  the  year  1878 ; 
and,  whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House  a  copy  of  tiie  Surveys  by 
the  Dockyard  AuUiorities,  and  of  the 
recommendations,  official  or  otherwise, 
upon  which  the  purchase  of  this  ship 
was  made ;  together  with  a  statement 
showing  the  price  paid  for  her  Her 
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Majesty's  Qovemment,  tbo  coat  of  the  { 
repairs   and   alterations    subsequently  i 
effected  on  her,  and  an  estimate  of  the 
probable  outlay  now  necessary  to  make 
Her  Majesty's  Ship  "Neptune"  sea- 
worthy ? 

Mb.  OAMPBELL-BANNEEMAN  : 
Sir,  I  have  already  said,  in  answer  to 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Admiral  the 
Member  for  Wigtown  (Sir  John  Hay), 
that  the  statement  in  the  public  Press 
r^arding  the  discovery  of  defects  in  the 
NtptuM  is  greatly  exaggerated,  and 
there  is  nothing  to  present  her  from 
going  to  ^ea  as  intcmded.  No  outlay 
villoe  re^uixad  at  prraent.  My  hon. 
Friend  recites  a  number  of  facts  con- 
nected with  the  histoiy  of  this  ship,  and 
her  purchase  by  the  late  Board  of  Ad- 
mir^ty,  and  asks  me  if  they  are  correct. 
Some  of  these  facts  were,  I  believe, 
matters  of  public  notoriety  at  the  time  ; 
but  of  the  accuracy  of  others,  as  stated 
in  my  hon.  Friend's  Uuestion,  I  have  no 
knowledge,  nor  am  I  acquainted  with 
the  reasons  which  led  my  right  hon. 
Friend  opposite  the  Member  for  West- 
minster (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  and  his  Col- 
leagues to  make  the  purchase.  If  my 
hon.  Friend  will  move  for  a  Betnm  of 
the  cost  of  the  NcptuM  up  to  the  present 
time  I  shall  be  happy  to  lay  it  on  the 
Table.  I  nnderstand  that  there  was  no 
Burvey  of  the  ship  by  professional 
officers  before  its  pundiase,  far  this 
reason — that  no  surrey  oould  be  made, 
the  ship  being  fitted  and  ready  for  sea. 
A  thorough  inspection  was,  however, 
made  by  the  Board  itself.  As  to  the 
ofRoial  recommendations  on  which  the 
ship  was  purchased,  these  were,  of 
course,  of  a  confidential  nature  and 
cannot  be  jat)duoed. 

EGYPT— THE  KOURBASH. 
Sib  WILFRID  LAWSON  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  an  article  in  the  "Echo"  of 
the  2Bth  February^  signed  J.  Seymour 
Keary,  descriptive  of  the  infliction  in 
lE^ypt  of  the  tortures  of  the  Korbaoh 
and  Bastinado  on  persons  who  have  not 

Slid  their  taxes ;  whether  the  English 
onfaroller,  Sir  A.  Oolvin,  has  not 
habitually  represented  that  the  use  of 
the  Eorbach  and  Bastinado  had  alto- 
gether ceased  in  Egypt,  for  at  least  two 
years  past ;  whether  he  has  observed  a 
^e^am  in  the  "  Standard  "  of  the  28th 


February,  assei-ting  that  the  use  of  the 
Eorbach  was  only  "  abolished  last  month 
by  a  circular  from  Ismael  Pacha' Ayoub," 
and  stating  that  a  certain  one  of  the 
Provincial  Qt)vemors  had  not  remon- 
strated against  the  circular,  because  he 
was  '*  especially  notorious  for  his  free 
use  of  the  Bastinado  ;  "  whether  he  has 
also  observed  an  officially  recorded  state- 
ment  by  Mr.  Bowsell,  the  British  Ad- 
ministrator of  the  Domains,  dated  18th 
February  1882.  as  follows:— "Deprived 
of  his  Korbabh  and  of  bis  power  to 
imprisan,  the  Governor  of  an  Eastern 
Province  can  do  little  wi^  a  population 
accustomed  for  centuries  to'strong,  per- 
sonal, direct  government,"  also  stating 
that  he  called  on  the  Egyptian  Mudirs 
to  "  suppress  the  strike  at  four  villages," 
by  imprisoning  certain  Sheiks,  "  on  my 
demand,  as  persons  who  prevented  the 
villagers  from  working ; "  whether, 
since  one  of  the  effects  of  tiie  British 
Victories  iu  Egypt  has  been  to  send  Mr. 
Kowsell  back  to  his  post  as  Adminis- 
trator of  the  Domains,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  recommend  that  he  be 
removed  from  office ;  and,  whether  he 
will  state  what  measureshave  been  taken 
to  secure  the  total  abolition  of  the  use  of 
the  tortures  of  the  Eorbach  and  Bas- 
tinado, as  well  as  arbitrary  imprison- 
ment throughout  Egypt  7 

lionD  EDM0ND;FITZMAITBICE: 
I  have  seen  the  artide  in  Ut$  Echo 
alluded  to  by  my  hon.  Friend ;  but  I  am 
not  aware  that  Sir  Auckland  Golvin  has 
made  the  statement  alluded  to.  Ismail 
Eyoub  Pasha,  in  assuming  the  duties  of 
Minister  of  the  Interior,issued  a  Circular 
on  the  16th  of  January  to  the  Provincial 
authorities,  peremptorily  forbidding  the 
use  of  the  Eorbach  and  the  Bastinado, 
which  the  Circular  states  baa  been 
applied  in  spite  of  repeated  orders 
against  their  use.  In  regard  to  tiie 
alleged  statement  of  Mr.  Bowsell,  it 
does  not  appear  that  he  was  expreasing 
any  opinion  of  his  own  in  favour  of  the 
Eorbach.  The  other  statemmts  to 
which  the  hon.  Baronet  refers  and  tiieiz 
explanation  will  be  found  at  pages  43 
and  43  "  Egypt,  No.  7,  1883."  Her 
Majes^'s  Government  have  lost  no  op- 
portunity of  remonstrating  against  the 
continuance  of  the  practices  cdluded  to 
by  my  hon.  Friend  ;  and  a  despatch  of 
Lord  Dufferin's,  which  I  hope  shortiy  to 
present  to  Farliamoit,  will,  I  feel  wun^ 
give  him  mnoh  aatisfactioni 
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BO-YPT  (RE.ORGANIZATION)-THE 
BUDGET  AKD  CONTROL. 

Snt  WILFBID  LAWSON  aeked  the 
ITnder  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  Sir  E.  Malet,  on  Feb- 
ruary 15th.  1882,  declined  to  sanction 
the  voting  of  the  internal  Budget  by  the 
Egyptian  Parliament,  on  the  ground 
that  the  Egyptian  decree  eetabliBhing 
the  control  "had  the  nature  of  an  In- 
ternational engagement,"  and  '*  conld 
only  be  modified  by  the  consent  of  the 
GoTemments  of  England  and  France  ;  " 
and,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment obtained  the  consent  of  France 
before  they  advised  the  Khedive  to  issue 
the  recent  decree  abolishing  the  control, 
and  whether  that  consent  was  also  ob- 
tained to  the  appointment  of  Sir  Auck- 
land OoMn  as  finanrial  adviser  to  the 
Egyptian  Government? 

XoBD  EDMOND  FITZMAX7EICE: 
Sir.  my  hon.  Friend  will  find  the  exact 
statement  made  by  Sir  Edward  Malet  in 
a  despatch  dated  the  1 3th  of  February, 
1682,  which  appears  at  page  27  of 
"Egypt,  No.  7,  1882."  At  thattime  the 
Control  was  still  in  nndispated  exist- 
ence. The  views  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment as  to  its  character  and  the  cir- 
oumstancea  which  justified  its  abolition 
are  fully  given  in  Lord  Granville's  de- 
spatch contained  in  "  Egypt,  No.  20." 
Tke  consent  of  France  was  not  obtained 
by  the  Khedive  to  the  issue  of  the  De- 
cree abolishing  th^Oontrol,  or  to  the 
appointment  of  J  a  European  Kniuicial 
Adviser. 

StB  WILFRID  LAWSON:  Has  the 
consent  of  France  been  given  to  abolish 
the  Deoree^under  the  law  called  the  Law 
of  liquidation  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FTTZMAURICE: 
I  must  ask  for  Notice  of  that  Question. 

Me.  O'DONNELL  asked,  whether  the 
noble  Lord  intended,  in  answering  Ques- 
tions in  that  House,  to  confine  himself  to 
references  to  dates  and  Papers,  instead 
of  giving  an  answer  to  the  Question  ? 

[No  reply.] 

IRBLAKD— EXTRA  POUCE  TAX  IN 

KERRY. 

Mb.  O'BRIEN  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  the  extra  Police  Tax  at  pre- 
sent being  demanded  from  the  rate- 
payers  of  the  iHuish  of  MoUahiffe,  in  the 


county  of  Kerry,  is  at  the  rate  of  two 
shillings  in  the  £1  per  annum;  and, 
whether  the  police  hut  in  which  extra 
constables  are  quartered  was  erected  on 
the  farm  of  Mr.  Jeremiah  Leahy,  despite 
his  protest,  and  because  he  h&d  given 
the  site  for  a  hut  to  an  evicted  tenant 
Lord  Kenmare ;  and,  if  he  would  explain 
what  is  there  in  the  present  state  of  the 
district  to  warrant  the  retention  of  the 
extra  police  force  ? 

Me.  TREVELTAN:  Sir,  the  extra 
police  tax  is  at  the  rate  mentioned.  The 
site  of  the  hut  is  in  the  possession  of 
Lord  Kenmare,  having  been  surrendered 
to  him  by  Jeremiah  Leahy,  in  June, 
1881,  It  is,  therefore,  not  the  case  that 
the  hut  was  erected  on  Leahy's  holding 
against  his  will.  The  district  is  reported 
to  be  one  of  the  most  dangeroas  in  Keny. 
There  are  a  number  of  persons  in  it  who 
have  to  be  specially  protected,  and  the 
extra  police  cannot  be  removed  at  pre- 
sent. 

Mb.  FARNELL  :  Can  the  right  hon. 

Gentleman  inform  us  how  many  agrarian 
outrages  of  any  kind  have  taken  place  in 
this  district  since  last  May  7 

Me.  TREVELTAN :  I  will  be  ^lad 
to  inform  the  hon.  Member  if  he  gives 
Notice  of  the  Question. 

Me.  O'BRIEN :  May  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  how  many  police  pro- 
tection huts  there  are  on  the  estate  of 
the  Earl  of  Kenmare ;  and,  whether  the 
sub-agent  of  Lord  Kenmare  and  the 
constable  in  charge  of  one  of  these  huts 
have  been  returned  for  trial  for  one  of 
the  offences  which,  it  is  alleged,  has  ren- 
dered these  extrapolice  necessary? 

Mb.  TREVELTAN :  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  put  the  Question  on  the  Paper 
I  will  answer  it.   I  cannot  do  so  now. 


STATE  OF  IRELAND— INTERPEEBNOE 
OF  THE  POLICE— MICHAEL  BANICAN. 

Me.  O'BRIEN  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
a  communication  signed  Michael  Bani- 
can,  Tallyard,  Crossmaglen,  county  Ar- 
magh, published  in  the  "  Belfast  Hom- 
ing News  "  of  Februay  23rd,  to  the  effect 
that  the  writer  was  summoned  out  of 
his  bed  by  the  police  at  about  twelve 
o'clock  at  night  without  being  shown 
any  warrant,  and  was  taken  to  a  police 
station  about  two  miles  away,  where  he 
was  told  that  certain  |ni«on«rB  now  u 
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Amagb  Gaol  were  going  to  swear  against 
him,  and  was  urged  to  save  himself,  and 
that  he  and  his  family  would  be  well 
done  for;  and  further,  that  "  the;  tried 
to  get  him  to  make  statements  incrimi- 
nating some  of  the  prisoners  in  gaol  from 
his  neighbourhood  on  a  charge  of  trea- 
son-felony;" and,  whether  the  statement 
of  Michael  Banioan  has  any  foundation ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  such  practices  on  the 
part  of  the  police  have  the  approval  of 
the  Irish  Cbvemment  ? 

Mr.  TBEVELYAN:  Sir,  my  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  this  matter.  I 
have  considered  a  long  Beport  upon  it, 
and  have  reason  to  beliere  that  the 
statements  referred  to  are  unfounded.  I 
cannot  say  any  more. 

Mr.  O'BRIEN  asked,  whether  Bani- 
oan had  written  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man calling  for  an  inquiry,  and  o£Fering 
the  sworn  testimony  of  himself,  his  wife, 
and  mother-in-law  ? 

Me.  TBEVELYAN,  in  reply,  said,  he 
had  received  a  letter  to  that  effect. 

IBISH  CHTTRCH  ACT,  1869-PUH- 
CHASERS. 

Mb.  T.  a.  DICKSON  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land. When  he  expects  to  lay  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  the  Beport  of  the 
Land  Commissioners  on  the  condition  of 
the  tenants  who  purchased  under  the 
Irish  Church  Act,  1869? 

Mr.  TllEVELYAN:  Sir,  I  must 
remind  the  hon.  Member  that  I  made 
no  promise  to  lay  the  Beport  referred  to 
on  the  Table  of  the  House,  nor  can  I 
now  undertake  to  do  so,  aa  the  question 
it  deals  with  is  a  very  large  one  indeed, 
involving  very  important  transactions, 
which  will  require  to  be  considered  very 
oarefhlly  by  the  Cabinet  beforehand.  I 
have  received  the  following  telegram 
from  the  Under  Secretary,  whii^  1  will 
read  to  the  House — 

"  Ab  the  Land  Commisrionen  state  they  are 
not  agreed  on  the  subject  of  the  tenaata  under 
the  Irish  Church  Act  and  only  send  a  Report 
from  their  solicitor,  I  think  it  would  not  tjti  ad- 
visable to  present  their  letter." 

Mr.  T.  a.  DICKSON  said,  he  cer- 
tainly understood  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  promise  that  he  would  lay  the 
Beport  on  the  Table. 

lAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  AOT,  1881— 

APPLICATIOKS. 
Mr.  KENNY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
taiy  to  Uie  Ixvd  lieateaant  of  Irelimd, 


If  he  will  state  the  number  of  applica- 
tions to  fix  fair  rents  now  pending  in 
the  county  of  Limerick,  and  the  number 
now  pending  in.  the  county  of  Clare ; 
what  provision  is  made  to  have  those 
pending  in  Clare  dealt  with  within  a 
reasonable  time ;  and,  what  was  the 
number  of  such  cases  di^sed  of  for 
Clare  and  Limerick  respeotivejy  since 
the  appointment  of  the  Sub-Cjommia- 
sioners,  and  how  disposed  of,  whether 
by  settlement,  withdrawal,  dismissal,  or 
fixing  of  fair  rents  by  consent  or  deci- 
sion r 

Me.  TBEVELYAN  :  Sir,  the  num- 
ber of  applications  pending  are— county 
Limerick,  689;  county  Clare,  2,097.  The 
Commissionors  inform  me  that  they  hope 
to  be  able  to  expedite  the  progress  of 
business  in  Clare;  but  they  cannot  at 
present  state  what  measures  it  will  be  in 
their  power  to  take  for  that  purpose. 
The  numbers  of  cases  which  have  been 
disposed  of  are  as  folIowB :  —  County 
Chure— Bents  fixed  after  hearing,  559 ; 
rents  fixed  by  consent,  4fi ;  dismissed 
and  struck  out,  59;  withdrawn,  33; 
total,  696.  County  Iimeri(^  —  Bents 
fixed  after  hearing,  595  ;  rents  fixed  by 
consent,  148;  dismissed  and  struck  ou^ 
148 ;  withdrawn,  87  ;  total,  973. 

TURKEY-SERVIA— DETENTION  OF 
PRISONERS. 

Sir  WILLIAM  M'AETHUB  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  during 
the  last  twelve  months  numerous  arrests 
of  Old  Servians  charged  with  political 
offences  have  been  made  at  Prishtina, 
Uscub,  and  other  places  ;  whether,  not- 
withstanding the  promise  of  the  Forte 
to  release  uem,  they  are  still  detained 
in  loathsome  dungeons  without  trial, 
and  forbidden  to  oommanioate  with  tiidr 
friends;  and,  whether  it  is  true  that 
other  arrests  of  Old  Servians  have  lately 
been  made  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUBICE: 
Sir,  numerous  arrests  of  Old  Servians 
charged  with  conspiring  against  the 
Turkish  Government  were  made  last 
year  in  the  Vilayet  of  Kossova.  Lord 
Dufferin,  on  learning  that  they  were 
being  ill-treated  in  prison,  made  repre- 
sentations on  their  behalf  to  the  Purte 
in  October  last,  and  received  a  promiee 
that  instructions  would  be  sent  to  die 
local  authorities  to  deust  from  ill-treating 
the  prisoners,  as  was  reported,  and  to 
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give  them  a  fair  trial ;  but  it  has  lately 
transpired  that  these  men,  vho  had  been 
condemned  on  the  evidence  of  a  rene- 
gade spy,  were  to  be  deported  to  Acre, 
and  imprisoned  in  the  casemates  of  the 
fortress — a  sentence  which  was  described 
as  one  of  slow  death.  Her  Majesty's 
Oharge  d' Affairs,  acting  on  instructioas 
from  home,  addressed  a  letter  to  the 
Porte  last  montb,  and  made  a  strong 
verbal  appeal  to  the  Turkish  Minister 
for  Foreign  Affairs  to  cause  some  miti- 
gation to  be  made  in  the  punishment  it 
was  proposed  to  inflict  on  them.  Be- 
porta  have  reached  Her  Majmty^s  Go- 
▼emment  of  arrests  being  made  in  parte 
of  Albania ;  but  no  official  information 
has  yet  been  received  cm  the  snliiject.  I 
may  observe  that  the  district  of  Old 
Servia  is  one  of  those  entitled  to  the 
execution  of  the  Organic  Statute  men- 
tioned in  Article  XXIII.  of  the  Treaty 
of  Berlin,  whit^  has  not  been  put  into 
force  by  Uie  Forte. 

BOARD  OF  "WORKS  (IHELAND)  —  THE 
BELFAST  QENTBAL  RAILWAY. 

Mb.  T.  a.  DIOKSON  asked  the  Fi- 
nanoial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Why, 
in  the  Board  of  Works  Betum  of  Loans 
to  Irish  Bailways,  the  loan  to  the 
Belfast  Central  Kailway  Company  is 
omitted;  and,  what  is  the  amount  of  the 
loan,  the  rate  of  interest,  and  terms  of 
repayment  ? 

Me.  COUETNEY:  Sir,  the  loan  in 
question  was  not  included  in  the  Betum 
because  it  was  not  made  by  the  Board  of 
Works,  but  by  the  PubHo  Works  Loans 
Commissioners,  under  the  old  system. 
Its  amount  is  £100,000,  and  the  whole 
is  to  be  repaid  in  May,  1886.  In  con- 
sideration of  the  guarantee  of  the  Im- 

Serial  Credit  Company  and  of  the  early 
ate  of  repayment,  only  4  per  cent  inte- 
rest ia  chafed.  I  am.  not  aware  of  any 
similar  loan ;  but  I  will  inquire  into  the 
matter. 

EGYPT— MURDER   OF  PB0FES80R 
PALMER  AND  PARTY. 

Mr.  O'OONNELL  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Wh}r  so  many  gaps  marked  by  asterisks 
are  in  the  Correspondence  relating  to 
the  Palmer  Expedition ;  if  he  has  seen 
in  the  "  Times  "  of  the  2nd  instant  let- 
ters and  depoutions  of  Colonel  Warren 
and  other  persons  which  hare  been 
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omitted  from  the  Correspondence  sub- 
mitted to  the  House  ;  and,  if  he  will 
supply  these  omissions  ? 
Mr.  CAMPBELL  BANNEBMAN  : 

Sir,  the  passages  omitted  from  tho  pub- 
lished Correspondence  relating  to  the 
Palmer  Expedition  either  refer  to  mat- 
ters unconnected  with  the  subject,  or  to 
individuals  whose  names  it  was  unde- 
sirable to  introduce.  There  are  only 
one  or  two  exceptions,  in  which  pas- 
sages were  omitted  for  other  reasons; 
but  the  published  Correspondence  con- 
tains everything  material  to  the  ques- 
tion, and  especially  everything  con- 
nected with  the  proof  of  the  guilt  of 
the  culprits.  Some  further  letters  have 
arrived  from  Colonel  Warren,  wiuoh  will, 
if  desired,  be  laid  npon  the  Table. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IBELAND)— 
WIOKLOW  ASSIZES. 

Mh.  W:  J.  COBBET  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  he  received  any  remon- 
strance from  tho  people  of  Wicklow 
complaining  of  tho  manner  in  which  the 
special  juries  were  empanelled  thero  at 
the  last  Assizes ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he 
has  any  objection  to  lay  the  remon- 
strance and  his  reply  upon  the  Table  of 
tho  House  ? 

Me.  TEETELTAN:  Sir,  I  did  re- 
ceive a  communication  of  the  nature  re- 
ferred to ;  but  I  do  not  think  that  any 
good  would  result  from  laying  it  on  the 
Table  of  the  House.  It  belonga  to  a 
class  of  communication  of  whiw  I  re- 
ceive many  hundreds  in  a  year ;  and  my 
reply  to  it  is,  that  I  oannot  enter  into 
an  argumentative  discussion  with  the 
authors. 

Mr.  W.  J.  COEBET:  May  I  ask  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  aware  that 
the  population  of  Wicklow  consists  of 
27,000  Catholics  and  16,000  Protes- 
tants ;  and  that  the  cases  irom  which 
Catholics  were  excluded  were  not  even 
of  a  political  and  agrarian  character  ? 

Me.  TEEVELTAN,  in  reply,  said,  he 
was  not  aware  of  the  number  of  CaUio- 
lics  and  Protestants  in  Wicklow ;  but  he 
presumed  the  numbers  mentioned  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  were  correct.  Amongst 
the  cases  complained  of  was  one  where 
a  feasant  landlord  appeared  against  a 
ruative  for  atealinff  a  door  and  other 
fixtures,  and  it  coola  hardly  be  said  that 
political  considerations  entered  into  sadf, 
a  case. 
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Mr.  W.  J.  OOEBET :  Is  that  the 
only  case  ? 

Mb.  TREVELTAN :  That  is  tho  only 
case  referred  tointheMemoraiidutn. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS— ESTIMATES  OF 
EEVENUE. 

Mb.  SCHEEIBEE  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  with  respect 
to  the  sum  of  £46,630,000  included  in 
the  Estimate  of  Bevenue  for  the  current 
financial  year,  under  the  joint  heads  of 
*'  Customs  "  and  "Excise,"  Whether  he 
ia  in  a  position,  to  furnish  to  the  House 
any  reliable  estimate  of  the  proportions 
in  which  that  sum  is  now  contributed 
"hy  the  claases  who  live  on  weekly 
vages,  and  by  those  who  pay  direct 
taxation  ? 

TheCHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Obilders)  :  Sir,  I  am  afraid 
I  can  only  refer  the  hem.  Member  to  the 
various  attempts  which  have  been  made 
by  statisticians  at  different  times — 
notably  by  the  late  Mr.  Dudley  Baxter 
—to  solve  this  very  difficult  problem. 
The  absolute  solution  of  it  has  never 
been  found  practicable,  and  I  do  not 
think  that  an  official  cachet  could  pro- 
perly be  given  to  what  at  the  best  would 
only  be  an  daborate  eonjectnre. 

FORTUQAL— THE  CONGO. 

Mr.  BbURKE  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  the  impediments  now  placed  in 
the  way  of  British  Trade  in  the  Portu- 
guese Settlements  on  the  West  Coast  of 
Africa  will  be  extended  to  the  Congo,  if 
the  alleged  claim  to  Sovereignty  over 
that  river  by  Portugal  ia  formally  re- 
cognised by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURIOE: 
No,  Sir ;  they  will  not.  As  I  stated  in 
reply  to  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster) 
on  Monday  last,  the  commeroial  aspects 
of  these  negotiations  are  securing  the 
dosest  attention  of  Her  Majesty's  0o- 
▼emment. 

BOARD  OF  INLAND  REVENUE. 

Mr.  QOBST  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  Whether  he  will  lay 
upon  the  Table  a  Oiroular  recently  ad- 
dressed by  the  Board  of  Inland  Revenue 
to  officers  serving  in  that  Departmoit, 
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prohibiting  them  from  oommunicating 
on  matters  sfiFeoting  their  official  posi- 
tion with  their  representatives  in  this 

House  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXOHE- 
aUER  (Mr.  CniLDEBa):  Yes,  Sir;  I 
find  that  about  two  months  ago  a 
General  Order  was  issued  to  their  officers 
by  the  Board  of  Inland  Revenue  on  the 
subject  of  the  solicitations  addressed  to 
Members  of  Parliament  to  obtain  for 
them  increase  of  salaries,  advancement 
in  the  Service,  or  other  advantages. 
This  Order  was  founded  on  two  Trea- 
sury Minutes  embodying  the  well-un- 
derstood Rules  on  this  subject,  those 
Minutes  having  been  issued  in  1866  and 
1867  by  Boards  of  Treasury  taken  from 
each  side  of  the  House.  If  the  hon. 
Member  will  move  for  these  Minutes 
and  for  the  General  Order,  and  also  for 
an  Admiralty  Order  of  1 869  on  the  same 
subject,  he  shall  have  them  as  an  unop- 
posed Return.  Perhaps  he  will  speak 
to  me  as  to  the  words  of  the  Motion. 

Me.  QORST  asked,  whether  the  Ge- 
neral Order  was  issued  with  the  know- 
ledge of  the  Government  ? 

The  CHANCELLORof  theEXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Ghilders),  in  reply,  said, 
that  it  was  issued  before  ho  had  suc- 
ceeded to  the  Office  he  now  held,  and 
he,  therefore,  could  not  answer  the  Ques- 
tion.  He  would,  however,  ing^uire. 

EAST  INDIA  (MADRAS)— TENURE  OF 
LAND  BY  RELATIVES  OF  CIVIL 
SERVANTS. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  If  he  will 
inquire  whether,  during  the  acting  Go- 
vernorship of  Mr.  W.  Hudleston,  in 
1881,  the  Government  of  Madras  passed 
a  Resolution  that  relations  of  "Mem- 
bers of  Council  "  should  not  hold  land ; 
whether  this  prohibition  applied  to  land 
within  the  Madras  Presidency  only; 
whether  this  order  received  the  sanction 
of  the  Yioeroy  and  also  of  the  Secretary 
of  State ;  and,  what  was  the  date  of  tiie 
Resolution  ? 

Mr.  J.  E.  CROSS :  Sir,  I  have  re- 
plied to  this  Question  before,  stating 
that  there  was  no  knowledge  at  the  In- 
dia Office  of  tiie  matter  in  question. 
Mr.  Hudleston,  who  ie,  I  understand,  at 
present  in  England,  will  be  asked  whe- 
ther he  can  in  any  way  explain  what  tho 
hon.  Membw  refers  to. 
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INLAIO)  NAVIGATION  (IBELAND)— 
THE  RIVER  FERQTTS. 

Mb.  KENNY  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  If  it  is  a  fact  that  the 
Board  of  Works,  Ireland,  have  no  juris- 
diction, reaponsibilitj,  or  have  they  au- 
thority to  execute  works  for  improve- 
ment of  the  navigation,  of  the  Eiver 
Fergus  to  Clare  Castle,  although  they 
have  to  their  credit  a  sum  of 
£3,169  11*.  Qd.  (receipts  over  expen- 
diture), dues  received  by  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Publie  Works  in  Ireland,  on 
account  of  0are  Castle  Pier  and  Har- 
bour in  the  years  1879,  1880,  and  1881 ; 
and,  whether  any  decision  has  been 
come  to  with  r^;ard  to  the  proposal 
under  consideration  since  August  1881, 
for  transference  of  control  of  said  Pier 
and  Harbour  to  a  Local  Harbour  Board, 
with  power  to  make  any  necessary  ex- 
penditure to  remedy  the  present  de- 
plorable state  of  the  Fergus  River? 

Mr.  COURTNEY  :  Sir,  this  Question 
has  been  put  down  without  Notice;  but 
I  learn  by  telegram  that  the  Board  of 
Works  have  no  jurisdiction  over  the 
navigation  of  the  River  Fergus.  As 
regards  the  financial  position  of  this 
harbour,  the  balance  of  receipts  over 
expenditure  is  not  quite  eo  large  as  the 
figure  given  by  the  hon.  Member,  but 
amounts  to  £2,900.  On  the  other  hand, 
above  £5,000  is  in  oonree  of  being  spent 
in  making  a  new  quay.  With  regard 
to  the  last  paragraph  of  the  Question, 
I  have  to  state  that  I  think  we  see  omx 
way  to  a  Bill  dealing  with  the  Shannon 
navigation,  under  wfatoh  the  suggested 
transfer  will  be  possible,  and  I  hope  to 
introduoe  it 'before  long. 

IRISH  AND  SCOTCH  MI&RATOEY 
AGRICULTURAL  LABOUR. 

Sib  GEOBGE  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether,  in  addition  to  the 
promised  inquiry  from  the  English  Local 
Government  Board,  regarding  the  de- 
mand for  Irish  migratory  agricultural 
labourers,  he  will  ask  the  Scotch  Poor 
Law  Board  to  make  similar  inquiry  as 
to  the  cause  of  the  decrease  in  number 
as  appeared  in  1882,  and  will  suggest 
that  they  mi^ht  follow  up  the  statements 
regarding  migratory  Scotch  Celts,  em- 
bodied b^  their  former  President  Sir  J. 
Macneil  in  his  Report  of  (885),  and  as- 
certain whether  there  is  a  probability  of 


a  continued  demand  ibr  the  services 
during  half  the  year  of  the  small  farmers 
who  return  to  their  Irish  crofts,  the 
other  half  under  a  system  which  gives 
mutual  satisfaction  to  the  employers  and 
the  employed,  such  as  Sir  J.  Maeneil 
describes  ? 

Mh.  TREVELYAN:  Sir,  I  have 
written  to-day  to  the  EoRlish  Local 
Government  Board,  and  1  have  no 
objection  to  write  to  the  Board  of  Super- 
vision. 

MAIN  ROADS  (SCOTLAND)— THE 
GRANT  IN  AID. 

LoBD  COLIN  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, Whether  the  attention  of  the 
Government  had  been  drawn  to  the  re- 
gulations made  by  the  Local  Government 
Board  with  respect  to  the  distribution  of 
thesum  of  £250,000,  voted  by  Parliament 
in  aid  of  disturnpiked  and  main  roads 
in  England,  Wales,  and  Scotland,  and 
to  the  exclusion,  under  those  regulations, 
of  certain  counties  of  Scotland  from  a 
share  of  the  grant ;  and  whether  there 
is  any  intention  to  revise  the  regula- 
tions, and  to  give  to  the  counties  eo  ex- 
cluded a  share  of  the  grant  ? 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoitb)  :  The  portion  of  the  grant 
appropriated  to  Scotland  will  this  year 
be  administered  by  the  Home  Offioot  and 
the  principles  on  which  it  ought  to  be 
allocated  are  now  under  consideration. 

LoED  COLIN  CAMPBELL  asked 
whether  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman was  able  to  give  an  assurance 
that  the  authority  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  would  not  be  again  extended 
in  a  similar  direction  ? 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  believed  he  was  in  a  poeitioa 
to  give  thai  assurance. 

EGYPT  (FINANCE,  &c.)— REVENUE  AC 
COUNTS  OF  THE  EGYPTIAN 
GOVERNMENT. 

Mb.  MOUjOT  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
If  it  is  a  fact  that  the  Revenue  Aooonnts 

of  the  Egyptian  Government  extending 
over  several  years,  presented  and  signed 
by  the  European  Controllers,  show  re- 
ceipts of  money  from  the  Egyptian  cul- 
tivators under  the  operation  of  the  Mou- 
kabala  Law  amounting  to  £17,000,000  ; 
whether  the  receipt  of  this  £17,000,000, 
paid  by  the  peasants  of  Egypt  to  redeeiQ, 


Digitized  by  Google 


1433  Iretand —  {  &f ABca 


5,  I883j  Dittre$8  in  Sligo,  1434 


one  moiety  of  their  land  tax  or  rent, 
was  ever  disputed  or  otjeeted  to  pre- 
viously to  the  Beport  of  Sir  Bivers 
Wilson,  in  which  the  repudiation  of 
these  advances  by  the  peasants  was 
made  known  officially  to  this  House; 
whether  thm  is  any  eridenne  to  support 
the  su^i^tion  made  by  Sir  Bivers  Wil- 
son and  others,  that  part  of  these 
£17,000,000  (mentioned  m  the  National 
Budget  Accounts  as  received  by  the 
Egyptian  Treasury)  had  not  been  re- 
ceived, and  to  some  extent  represented 
fictitious  payments ;  whether  the  Go- 
vernment of  this  Oountry  will  now  advise 
the  repayment  of  these  £17,000,000,  or 
any  part  thereof,  or,  if  the  money  cannot 
be  returned,  will  advise  that  the  re- 
demption of  land  tax  so  purchased  by 
the  Egyptian  peasantry  under  solemn 
contract  with  the  Government  may  now 
be  carried  into  effect ;  and,  whether  it 
is  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
Temment  to  take  any  steps  in  this 
matter:  and,  if  so,  when  and  to  what 
extent  7 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE: 
Sir,  the  registers  of  the  Egyptian  Finance 
Ministry  assume  payments  amounting  to 
nearly  £17,000,000,  but  there  is  no  rea- 
son to  suppose  that  any  payments  ap- 
proaching to  that  sum  were  really  paid, 
more  especially  as  certain  influential 
landowners  succeeded  in  obtaining  a  re- 
duction of  one-half  of  their  land  tax 
without  making  any  effective  payment 
at  all ;  while  the  increased  charge  upon 
the  land,  which  was  to  continue  for  a 
term  of  years,  ceased  entirely  a  long 
time  before  the  expiration  of  it.  This 
question  was  exhaustively  considered  by 
the  Commission  of  Inquiry  in  August, 
1878,  and  was  determined  by  the  Law 
of  Liquidation  in  July,  1880,  which,  by 
its  fourth  chapter,  established  annuities 
to  compensate  the  owners  for  the  pay- 
ments actually  made.  How  far  those 
annuities  have  been  properly  paid  is  a 
matter  to  which  the  Egyptian  Govern- 
ment  will,  no  doubt,  direct  its  atten- 
tion. 

SiE  WILFRID  LAWSON :  Can  the 
noble  Lord  state  exactly  bow  much  was 
paid? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMATJBICE : 
The  Government  is  unable  to  state  the 
exact  sum  paid. 

Kb.  MOLLOY  :  Can  the  noble  Lord 
aay  where  the  facts  stated  by  him  are  to 
be  found  ? 


LoED  EDMOND  FITZMAUBIOE: 
I  referred  the  hon.  Gentleman,  in  reply 
to  a  Question  which  he  asked  a  few  days 
ago,  to  the  Papers  which  have  been  pre- 
sented to  Parliament,  which  contain  alt 
the  information  we  have  on  the  subject. 
I  may  state,  in  regard  to  the  payment  of 
the  annuities  to  which  I  referred  just 
now,  that  there  is  rather  a  deficiency  of 
information.  I  may,  however,  point  out 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  is  in  no 
way  responsible  for  that. 

MOROCCO— ILL-TEE^TUENT  OF 
JEWESSES. 
Colonel  ALEXANDEB  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  hie  attention  had  been 
called  to  a  paragraph  in  the  "  Fait  Mall 
Gazette  "  of  the  2nd  instant,  in  which 
it  is  stated  that  eight  Jewesees  had  been 
bastinadoed  by  order  of  the  interpreter 
to  the  British  Consul  at  Casabianoa — 

"  That  this  barlnrou  act  has  aroused  the 
indigaatioa  of  all  olanas  of  Enn^eaiis  on  the 
coast,  eepecially  na  tho  instigator  is  in  receipt 

of  an  English  salary ; " 

and,  whether  be  proposes  to  institute  an 
inqairy  into  the  matter? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZUAnEICE : 
Sir,  Her  Mfyesty's  Minister  at  Tangters 
was  instrueted,  on  the  36th  ultimo,  to 
make  immediate  inquiries  on  the  subject 
of  this  paragraph.  I  may,  however, 
inform  the  hon.  and  gailajit  Member 
that  we  have  been  unable  as  yet  to 
identify  the  place  mentioned^  where  cer- 
tainly no  British  Consular  officer  exists. 

Me.I0'D0NNELL  asked,  whether  the 
noble  Lord  had  seen  an  account  of  these 
transactions  given  in  the  last  number  of 
TheJswith  World? 

LoBD  EDMOND  FITZMAUBIOE: 
If  the  hon.  Member  will  send  me  a  copy 
of  the  paper  I  will  look  into  it. 

IRELAND-DISTRESS  IN  SLICK). 

Mr.PARNELL  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  directed 
to  the  starring  condition  of  the  people  in 
the  parish  of  Cliffoney,  county  Sliro ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  many  families 
there  and  on  the  fishing  coast  of  Mul- 
laghmore  are  at  present  in  a  state  of 
starvation ;  whether  it  is  the  fact  that 
the  Poor  Law  Guardians  of  Cliffoney 
represented  to  the  Local  Chwemmnnt 
Board  the  great  want  and  destittttiou 
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exiBting  on  the  island  of  Inneemurry ; 
whether  a  gunboat  was  some  time  after- 
wards despatched  by  the  Board  with 
some  provisions ;  whether  her  cargo 
odI^  consisted  of  4  cwt.  of  Indian  meal, 
barely  a  mouthful  for  tho  one  hundred 
famishing  souls  on  the  island ;  and,  whe- 
ther the  Govemmeut  purpose  taking  any 
steps  to  allay  the  distress  prevailing 
among  these  poor  people  ? 

Ub.  TREVELYAN:  Sir,  the  Local 
Gorerammt  Board  informed  me  that  in 
the  month  of  December  last  they  had 
before  them  a  representation  from  the 
Guardians  of  Sligo  Union  that  there  was 
distress  on  the  parts  of  the  coast  named 
(Cliffoney  andMullaghmore).  They  then 
satisfied  themselves  that  thero  was  no 
exceptional  distress  which  could  not  be 
met  by  the  ordinary  operation  of  the 
Poor  Law,  and  they  have  now  no  reason 
to  alter  that  opinion.  On  the  30th  of 
January  the  ratepayers  of  Cliffoney 
called  a  meeting,  and  asked  theOuardians 
to  call  on  the  Government  to  oxtend 
the  benefit  of  reproductive  works  to  all 
tenants  who  pay  ratea ;  but  there  was  no 
spedal  mention  as  to  distress.  With 
this  exception  there  has  been  no  more 
recent  representation  as  to  the  mainland ; 
but  the  state  of  the  people  of  the  Islaud 
of  Innesmnrry  has  been  specially  inves- 
tigated. A  gunboat  was  placed  at  the 
disposal  of  the  Local  Government  lu- 
spector  (Major  Spaight)  to  enable  him 
to  visit  Innoamurry  ;  but,  owing  to  the 
dangerous  character  of  the  coast  and  the 
continuance  of  stormy  weather,  four 
weeks  elapsed  before  he  was  able  to  get 
an  opportunity  of  landing.  He  took 
with  him  10  cwt.  of  Indian  meal ;  but 
after  visiting  all  the  families  in  the 
Island,  numbering  14,  he  did  not  consider 
it  necessaiy  to  leave  more  than  4  cwt., 
which  amount  he  distributed  between 
three  families.  Ho  reports  that  there  is 
not,  in  his  otanion,  any  danger  of  any  of 
the  people  ou  the  Island  siuTering  from 
starvation. 

CHANNEL  TUNNEL  SCUGME. 

Me.  "W.  H.  JAMES  asked  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade,  What 
operations  in  connection  with  the  Chan- 
nel Tunnel  are  in  progress  at  Sangatte ; 
and,  if  any  commencement  of  a  sub- 
marine driftway  from  the  French  Ooast 
has  been  commenced ;  and,  if  so,  to  what 
extent  it  has  been  oanied? 

Mr,  ParntU 


Ma.  CHAMBERLAIN:  Sir,  the  Board 
of  Trade  have  received  information  that 
at  the  end  of  January  the  length  of  the 
gallery  or  heading  at  Sangatte  was  some 
1,267  metres,  but  that,  owing  to  its  fol- 
lowing  the  coast  obliquely,  the  head  of 
the  working  was  only  some  S50  metres 
fromtheshore.  These worksare,  of  conrsot 
only  preliminary,  and,  by  the  terms  of  tiie 
concession  granted  in  1875  by  the  Franch 
Government,  the  proliminaiy  works  were 
to  be  oompleted  in  five  years ;  but  provi- 
sion was  made  for  this  period  to  be 
extended  to  eight  years,  and  this  was 
done  in  1880.  I  understand  that  unless 
by  the  2nd  of  August  next  the  French 
Company  not  only  presents  final  plans, 
but  also  proves  that  it  has  come  to  an 
arrangement  with  an  English  Company 
furnished  with  tho  requisite  authority  to 
construct  and  work  a  submarine  railway, 
starting  from  the  English  shore,  the 
present  concession  will  lapse,  and  can 
only  be  revived  by  an  Act  of  the  French 
Legislature. 

PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE  —  PARLIAMENTAUT  0ATH8 
ACT  (1866)  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

Ms.  SCHBEIBEB  asked  the  Fi»t 
Lord  of  tho  Treasury,  Whether  the 
Second  Beading  of  the  Affirmation  Bill 
will  be  taken  before  Gaster  ? 

Me.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  I  think  it 
would  bo  for  the  convenience  of  the 
House  to  find  as  early  a  day  as  possible 
for  taking  the  second  reading  of  this 
Bill.  At  the  same  time,  viewing  the 
demands  of  other  urgent  Business,  and 
especially  the  demands  of  Supply,  I  think 
it  is  but  fair  to  say  to  the  hon.  Gentieman 
that  we  do  not  see  any  reasonable  pros- 
pect of  being  able  to  proceed  with  the 
Bill  before  the  Easter  Recess.  The 
pledge  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  that 
ample  Notice  shall  be  given  of  the 
second  reading  will  be  adhered  to. 

EAST  INDIA— CODE  OF  OHIMINAL  PRO- 
CEDURE (NATIVE  JURISDICTION 

OVER  BRITISH  SUBJECTS). 
Me.  E.  STANHOPE  asked.  Whether 
the  Government  had  received  information 
with  regard  to  a  meeting  that  appeared 
to  have  been  held  at  CaTcntta  last  week 
to  protest  against  tho  new  legislation, 
giving  to  Native  Judges  jurisdiction  ovor 
Europeans  in  criminal  cases  ? 

Mn.  J.  K.  CROSS,  in  reply,  said,  the 
Government  had  received  no  information 
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other  than  that  which  appeared  in  Th» 
Timu. 

CHANNEL  TUNNEL  SCHEME. 

BraSTAFFOEDNOBTHOOTEaBfced. 
After  what  honr  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
would  proceed  with  the  Motion  in  refer- 
ence to  the  Ohannel  Tunnel  ?  It  was  an 
exceptional  and  unusual  proposal,  and 
ought  not  to  be  proceeded  with  at  an 
hour  when  it  could  not  be  fully  dis- 
onssed. 

Mb.  chamberlain  :  Not  after 
11. SO. 

PARLIAMENT-PUBLIC  BILLS— MEMO- 
BANDUM  OF  PURPOSES  AND 
ENACTMENTS. 

Mb.  JOSEPH  COWEN :  I  wish  to 
put  a  Question  to  the  Speaker,  in  re- 
ference to  the  Procedure  of  the  House. 
I  notice  that  there  is  attached  to  the 
Bill  which  has  been  introduced  for  re- 
Btricting  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors 
on  Sunday  a  statement  of  its  object  and 
purpose.  What  I  wish  to  ^ow  is, 
whether  it  would  be  possible  to  extend 
that  practice,  so  aa  to  provide  that  hon. 
Members,  in  introducing  a  Bill,  may 
have  liberbr  to  state  its  objects  and  pur- 

rses  ?  If  such  a  liberty  were  panted, 
.  believe  it  would  have  a  considerable 
effect  in  inducing  hon.  Members  to  dis- 
pense with  preUminary  speeches,  and 
would  consequently  save  the  time  of  the 
House. 

Mb.  speaker  :  A  memorandum  or 
statement  explaining  the  subject-matter 
of  a  Bill  baa  been  occasionally  allowed 
to  be  presented  with  a  Bill ;  but  it  has 
been  limited  solely  to  the  contents  and 
purposes  of  the  BiU.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Newcastle-upon-Tyne  seema  to  desire 
a  further  extenaion  of  that  practice  ;  but 
I  do  not  think  I  should  be  justified  in 
authorizing  an  extension  of  the  practice 
without  the  authority  of  the  House. 

Me.  JOSEPH  COWEN :  I  beg  to 
give  Notice  that,  on  the  first  occasion  of 
going  into  Committee  of  Supply,  I  will 
call  attention  to  the  matter,  and  move  a 
Hesolution  authorizing  the  extension  of 
the  practice. 

QUEEN'S   SPEECH  — HER  MAJESTY'S 
ANSWER  TO  THE  AUDRESS. 
The  COMPTROLLER  ofthbHOTJSE- 
HOLD  (Lord  Kensingion)  reported  Her 


Majesty's  Answer  to  the  Address,  as  f(^- 
loweth : — 

I  have  raeeimd  with  tatitftietioh  y»ur  toyal  and 
dutiful  Addma. 

You  may  rely  on  My  hearty  desire  to  co-opci  ata 
with  you  in  the  promotion  of  Meemrea  tehieh  have 
for  their  object  to  ueure  the  ueU-heins  and  con- 
teiUment  of  My  People, 

COMMITTEE  OF  SELECTION 
(SPECIAL  REPORT). 

SiE  JOHN  R.  MOWBRAY  reported 
from  the  Committee  of  Selection,  That 
they  had  selected  the  following  Five 
Members  to  be  the  Chairmen's  Panel, 
and  to  serve  as  Chairmen  of  the  two 
Standing  Committees  to  be  M>pointed 
under  the  Standing  Order  oi  the  1st 
December  1882 : — 

The  Right   Hononrable  George 

Joachim  Goschen, 
Richard  O'Shaughneasy,  esquire, 

The  Right  Honourable  Lyon  Play- 
fair, 

Sir  Matthew  White  Ridley,  and 
The   Right   Honourable  George 
Sclater-Booth ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

ORDERS  OF  TJIE  DAY. 
— -oo-^ — 

SUrPLY-NAVY  (STJPPLEUENTARY 
ESTIMATE),  18S2-3. 

SiTPPLT — mnndertd  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

(1.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £360,000,  he 
granted  to  Her  Majestr,  in  addition  to  the 
aoiDS  already  granted  by  Farliameat,  to  defray 
the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  pay- 
ment dunng  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  daj^  of 
March  1883,  for  additional  Expenditure  arising 
out  of  Military  Operations  in  Egypt." 

SiE  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 
wished  to  say  a  word  or  two  in  regard 
to  this  Yotc.  He  saw  that  there  was  a 
large  contiibution  from  the  Egyptian 
Qovernmeut  towards  the  maintenanoe  of 
the  Army  of  Occupation.  He  intended 
to  have  mentioned  the  subject  the  other 
uight;  but  when  they  reached  the  Army 
Vote  the  hour  was  so  late — between  1 
and  2  o'clock  in  the  morning — and  he 
knew  that  nothing  would  be  repOTted  iu 
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regard  to  any  discusaton  vhich  might 
take  place — that  he  did  not  feel  him- 
self justified  in  making  any  remarks 
upon  the  contribution  of  Eg^t  towards 
the  Army  of  Occupation.  But  it  did 
seem  to  him,  in  regard  to  the  large  con- 
tribution Egypt  was  called  upon  to  pay 
for  the  Army  of  Occupation,  that  some 
explanation  ought  to  bo  given  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  For  instance, 
the  Committee  ought  to  know  whether 
this  was  the  whole  expenditure,  or  whe- 
ther there  was  any  other  expenditure 
besides  that  which  was  asked  tu  be  voted 
in  the  ^Estimates.  Having  said  so  much, 
he  would  like  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Oommittee  to  the  fact  that  the  statement 
of  the  noble  Marquess  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  the  other  day,  with  re- 
gard to  the  occupation  of  Egypt,  was 
that  it  woiild  only  last  for  six  months. 
That  statement  had  produced,  as  far  as 
could  be  judged  from  the  papers,  a  moat 
disastrous  effect  in  Egypt.  It  was  stated 
that  money  would  not  now  belent— in  f act, 
that  money  was  going  out  of  the  coun- 
try ;  that  applications  for  money  to  be 
taien  to  Eaypt  were  now  withheld;  and 
that  a  feeling  of  insecurity  was  daily 
iucreasiug  in  that  country.  He  should 
like,  then,  to  ask  the  righthon.  Qontleman 
the  Prime  Minister,  whom  he  was  glad 
to  see  in  his  place  again,  and  with  hopes 
that  he  had  quite  recovered  from  the  ill- 
uosa  which  took  him  abroad,  if  the  Go- 
vernment had  come  to  any  definite  de- 
termination with  regard  to  the  occupa- 
tion of  Egypt  ?  That  was  a  very  serious 
question,  and  the  answer  to  which  was 
anxiously  looked  forward  to  by  all  classes 
in  this  country,  as  well  as  by  all  olasses 
inEgypt.  Everyonewasanxioustoknow 
what  uie  determination  of  the  Gorem- 
ment  was,  and  what  their  aims  were. 
He  believed  that  this  was  a  legitimate 
opportunity  for  asking  these  questions, 
and  he  was  quite  sure  that  this  country 
would  not  be  satisfied  unless  they  knew 
that  the  results  of  the  expenditure,  both 
of  life  and  money,  caused  by  the  rebellion 
in  Egypt  were  of  a  practical  and  sub- 
stantial character.  The  country  would 
desire  to  be  assured  that  among  the 
practical  results  which  would  accrue 
from  the  sacrifice  of  life  and  treasure, 
Egypt  herself  would  be  placed  in  such 
a  position  that  no  future  intrigues  would 
be  likely  to  occur  in  that  country.  At 
any  rate,  we  ought  to  have  control  over 
the  Oanal,  and  no  interference  with  the 
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Suez  Canal  should  be  allowed  to  take 
place.  Unless  the  occupation  of  Egypt 
was  such  as  would  render  these  things 
certain,  all  that  they  had  done  would  be 
thrown  away.  He  had  no  wish  to  raiae 
an  Egyptian  debate ;  but  he  wished  to 
know  if  any  determination  had  been 
arrived  at  by  the  Government  in  regard 
to  the  occupation  of  Egypt? 

Mr.  GOUELEY  said,  he  wished  to 
make  one  or  two  observations  upon  this 
Vote.  In  the  first  place,  he  desired  to 
call  attention  to  an  item  of  £50,000  for 
"a  special  gratuity  to  Seamen  and 
Marines."  He  wanted  to  know  from 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  how  the 
money  was  to  be  distributed — whether 
it  was  to  be  paid  to  seamen  on  board  of 
Her  Majesty's  ships  as  an  award,  in 
larger  proportion  than  they  had  been 
in  the  habit  of  receiving?  Then,  again, 
under  the  head  of  "  New  Wiffks,  Build- 
ings, &o."  there  was  the  Terj  lai^ 
item  of  £76,000  for  "  purchase  of  bouse 
and  land  at  Port  Said/'  He  should  like 
to  know  what  that  £76,000  was  for,  and 
whether  it  had  any  oonneotion  with  the 
formation  of  a  new  depot  ?  Was  it  in- 
tended by  Her  Majesty's  Government 
that  they  should,  for  diplomatic  pur- 
poses, remain  permanently  at  Port  Said, 
or  was  it  intended  to  create  a  military 
depot  ?  If  so,  he  was  at  a  loss  to  under- 
stand the  statements  which  had  been 
made  in  regard  to  the  Suez  Canal  as  an 
international  highway.  He  quite  agreed 
with  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  West  Sussex  (Sir 
Walter  B.  Barttelot),  that  before  tiiey 
were  called  upon  to  vote  so  lai^  a  sum 
of  money  as  £76,000,  they  ought  to  have 
from  Her  M^esty's  Govenunent  some 
explanation  as  to  what  tlieir  policy  really 
was  in  regard  to  Egrat — whether  they 
intended  to  give  up  all  control  over  the 
afi'airs  of  that  country  for  all  time,  or 
whether  they  proposed  to  retain  pos- 
session of  the  Suez  Canal  as  a  protection 
to  the  road  to  India  ?  If  it  was  intended 
to  give  up  all  control,  which -was  cer- 
tainly indicated  in  the  despatch  of  Lord 
Granville,  then  he  was  at  a  loss  to  sea 
for  what  purpose  they  had  been  at  war 
with  Egypt  at  all.  There  was  another 
question  upon  which  he  also  desired  in- 
formation. There  was  the  large  sum  of 
£15,000  in  the  Estimates  for  "piloting 
and  towing  Her  Majesty's  ^ps."  That 
was  a  very  large  additional  sum  for  H«r 
Majes^'s  Government  to  ask  ths  Oom- 
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xnittee  to  grant  for  such  a  purpose.  He 
liad  always  held  the  opinion  that  many 
officers  of  the  Navy,  instead  of  being  kept 
in  a  state  of  enforced  idleness  on  half- pay 
on  shore,  shonld  from  time  to  time  pro- 
ceed to  sea  in  order  to  acquire  a  know- 
ledge of  duties  of  this  nature ;  and  above 
all  things  he  considered  it  necessary  that 
they  should  be  educated  in  the  duties 
of  piloting  our  ships  of  war,  and  there 
would  then  be  no  necessity  to  go  outside 
the  Nayy  at  all,  or  for  so  large  an  ex- 
penditure as  this.  Under  Vote  17 
there  was  another  item  of  £1,600  for 
pilotage  in  connection  with  the  con- 
Teyance  of  troops,  making  the  total 
charge  for  pilotage  and  towage  £16,600. 
That  vas  a  sam  asked  for,  for  the  aer- 
vices  of  men  altogether  outside  the 
Navy.  It  was  quite  true  that  a  por- 
tion of  the  money  was  to  be  returned 
by  the  Army  Department ;  but  he  did  not 
think  there  ought  to  be  such  a  thing  as 
charges  for  pilotage  except  in  waters 
where  it  was  compulsory.  There  was  still 
another  item  to  which  he  wished  to  direct 
attention — namely,  £4,000  for  Medals  for 
Seamen  and  Marines.  He  thought  that, 
considering  the  very  efficient  services 
rendered  to  the  country  during  the 
recent  war  by  the  officers  and  men  of 
the  Mercantile  Marine  in  carrying  out 
car  troops  to  Egypt  at  a  moment's  no- 
tice, and  with  such  signal  success,  the 
serrioee  rendered  ought  in  some  way  to 
be  recognized  by  the  Government.  Some- 
thing like  250,000  tons  of  shipping  had 
been  employed  in  conveying  the  troops 
to  Egypt,  and  the  duty  had  been  ac- 
compusned  without  the  loss  of  a  single 
XDan.  He  therefore  thought  that  the 
services  of  the  Mercantile  Marine  ought 
in  some  way  or  other  to  be  noticed  and 
recognized.  It  was  proposed  to  give 
to  the  men  in  the  Navy  and  in  the 
Army  a  distinguishing  medal,  and  he 
thought  it  would  be  a  wise  policy  on 
the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  make  a  similar  recognition  of  the 
services  of  the  officers  and  men  of  the 
Mercantile  Marine.  Seamen  being  cos- 
mopolitan, recognition  of  their  services 
Tould  tend  to  increase  their  loyalty. 

Mb.  LABOUOHEEE  said,  he  did  not 
figree  with  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Sunderland  (Mr.Gourley)  that  more 
money  ought  to  be  «Ependea  in  medals. 
In  fact,  in  Ms  opinion,  a  good  deal  too 
much  had  already  been  spent  in  that 
■vaj.    If  a  man  could  not  be  attached 
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to  his  country  and  Queen  without 
occasionally  being  given  a  medal,  it 
was  of  no  use  seeking  to  attach  him. 
There  were  two  points  upon  which  he 
desired  information.  The  first  was  the 
item  of  "Wages  to  Seamen  and  Marines 
— special  gratuity."  "WTien  the  Vote 
for  the  military  employed  in  the  Egyp- 
tian Expedition  was  before  the  Com- 
mittee on  Friday  last,  he  asked  what 
portion  of  the  £90,000  that  was  to  be 
granted  for  military  services  was  to 
be  given  to  the  Commander-in-Chief, 
Lord  Wolseley.  He  had  done  Uiat  witti 
a  specific  object,  because  the  Committee 
had  been  told  that  an  additional  grant 
was  to  be  voted  for  Lord  Wolseley  and 
Lord  Alcester.  He  supposed  he  must 
take  it  from  the  Prime  Minister  that 
full  Notice  would  he  given  of  the  day 
on  which  that  grant  would  be  brought 
forward.  What  he  -wanted  to  know 
now  was,  what  portion  of  this  £30,000 
—[An  hon.  MEinsEa:  £90,000.]  —  the 
sum  included  in  the'  present  Vote  was 
£50,000  ;  and  he  wanted  to  know  what 
proportion  of  that  amount  was  to  go 
to  Lord  Alcester?  There  had  been  a 
statement  in  the  newspapers  io  regard 
to  the  way  in  which  this  money  was 
to  be  apportioned  to  the  Army  and 
Navy ;  but  he  did  not  think  there  had 
been  any  statement  laid  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House.  He  would  suggest  that 
before  the  Vote  was  taken  for  a  spedal 
grant  of  money  to  be  given  to  Lord 
Wdsdey  and  Lord  Alcester,  the^  shonld 
have  some  statement  in  an  official  form 
laid  upon  the  Table,  to  ^ow  hov  the 
money  had  been  expended.  There  was 
one  other  point  to  which  he  desired  to 
call  attention.  He  observed  a  charge 
of  £76,000  for  the  purchase  of  a  house 
and  land  at  Fort  Said.  Now,  he  believed 
that  this  particular  house  and  land  had 
been  offered  to  the  Anglo- Egyptian  Bank, 
some  little  time  before,  for  £30,000.  He 
quite  admitted  that  the  Government 
might  be  required  to  give  more  than 
a  private  individual ;  but  the  difference 
between  £30,000  and  £76,000  was  so 
enormous  that  he  should  Uke  to  have 
some  explanation  of  the  matter. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  he  desired  to  ask,  before  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Admiralty  answered  the 
questions  which  had  just  been  pnt  to 
him,  if  he  would  inform  the  Committee 
whether  That  was  generally  stated  was 
accurate  or  not— namelyf  that  this  pur- 
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chase  was  made  bj  the  Admixaltj  offi- 
cials without  any  previoaB  application 
to  the  Treasury,  and  without  the  sanc- 
tion of  the  Treasury  ? 

Me.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  op- 
posite (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot)  had 
asked  some  questions  as  to  the  contri- 
butions from  the  Egyptian  Government 
towards  the  cost  of  the  Army  of  Occupa- 
tion, and  upon  those  questions  he  had 
founded  an  inquiry  as  to  the  policy  of 
the  Government  in  the  future  with  re- 
spKSct  to  "^syv^-  Although  he  quite  ad- 
mitted that  bis  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
was  entitled  to  ai&  any  questionB  of  this 
sort  upon  the  Tote,  atill  he  had  to  point 
out  that  the  particular  item  in  the  Vote 
now  before  the  Committee  referred 
only  to  the  present  financial  year,  and 
had  nothing  to  do  with  the  mainten- 
ance or  withdrawal  of  the  English 
^Forces  at  the  period  stated  by  his  noble 
Eriend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War. 
It  merely  covered  the  extra  charge  in- 
volved upon  us  by  the  maintenance  of 
the  Force  which  was  now  occupying 
I^pt  up  to  the  end  of  the  year ;  and, 
of  course,  it  included  the  Transport 
Charges,  the  charges  connected  with 
tlie  bringing  home  of  invalids  and  time- 
expired  men,  and  the  sending  out  of 
drafts.  He  believed  the  contribution, 
as  far  as  the  Navy  was  concerned,  would 
cover  the  entire  cost  entailed  upon  this 
country.  Hii  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Sunderland  (Mr.  Gourley)  put  a  ques- 
tion to  him  in  regard  to  the  gratuity  to 
aeamen  and  marines.  It  was  not  in  the 
natureof  prize  money,  and  was,  therefore, 
not  distributed  under  the  Prize  Acts; 
but  for  convenience  they  had  followed 
the  prize  scale,  in  order  that  they  might 
have  something  to  guide  them  in  the 
distribution.  The  unit  with  which  they 
started  was,  in  the  Navy,  the  ordinary 
seaman,  and  in  the  Army  the  private. 
In  each  of  these  cases  the  amount  would 
be  £2  per  man,  and  the  prize  scale 
would  be  increased  to  warrant  officers, 
non-commissioned  officers,  and  com- 
missioned officers,  according  to  their 
rank,  up  to  the  Commander-in-Chief. 
He  believed  that  the  Military  Com- 
mander-in-Chief would  receive  £1,000, 
and  Xiord  Aicester  £927  9«.  With  regard 
to  the  Dutch  house  at  Fort  Said,  it  was  a 
large  house  erected  on  ground  acquired 
from  the  Suez  Oanal  Company,  and  when 
operations  on  the  Cunal  wero  under- 
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taken,  it  was  found  absolutely  necessary 
to  secure  some  sort  of  basis  of  opera- 
tions on  shore.  The  house  in  question 
had  been  used  as  a  hospital  and  head- 
quarters, and  the  difficulty  of  the  opera- 
tions would  have  been  immensely  in- 
creased if  no  such  place  had  been  ob- 
tained. Therefore  the  Government  had 
thought  it  right  to  purchase  this  house. 
[Lorn  Bandolfh  OmjncniLL:  Whose 
property  was  it  7]  He  believed  that  it 
was  purchased  from  the  Dutch  Govern- 
ment, or  from  the  representatives  of 
the  late  Prince  Henry  of  the  Nether- 
lands. Exception  had  been  taken  to 
the  price  which  had  been  paid  for  it. 
He  was  quite  ready  to  admit  that  the 
price  was  high,  in  this  sense— that  it 
was  quite  conceivable  a  person  who 
had  had  the  opportunity  of  watching 
the  market,  in  order  to  secure  this  pro- 
perty as  an  investment,  might  have 
bought  it  for  a  smaller  sum  than 
£76,000.  He  believed  that  Prince 
Henry  of  the  Netherlands  paid  £35,000 
for  the  land,  and  tho  building  coat 
£103,000,  BO  that  it  was  by  no  means 
a  disadvantageous  bargain  to  get  it  for 
£76,000,  especially  when  it  was  borne 
in  mind  that  it  was  absolutely  and  essen- 
tially required  for  the  purposes  of  the 
Expedition.  It  was  not  necessary  for  him 
to  support  the  purchase  on  the  ground 
of  its  Doing  commercially  an  excellent 
iovestment.  That  was  another  ques- 
tion altogether.  ,The  purchase  was  made 
at  a  time  when  warlike  operationa 
were  on  the  point  of  commencing,  and  it 
was  unnecessary  to  say  that  at  such  a 
time  they  could  not  hope  to  make  such 
a  deliberate  and  careful  bargain  as  they 
might  have  done  on  another  occasion. 
There  was  no  reason  whatever  for 
thinking  that  too  much  money  had  been 
paid  for  this  property,  when  it  was  con- 
sidered of  what  great  value  it  had  al- 
ready proved  in  connection  with  our 
military  operations.  He  had  discussed 
the  matter  only  within  the  last  few  days 
with  Sir  Anthony  Hoskins,  who  was  the 
Admiral  in  command  at  Port  Said,  and 
that  gallant  officer  assured  him  Uiat  it 
would  have  been  simply  impossible  to 
have  carried  on  the  operations  without 
having  possesuon  of  this  house.  His 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Sunderiand 
(Mr.  Gourl^)  asked  questions  about 
certain  items  of  the  Vote  for  pilotage 
and  towage  in  the  Suez  Canal.  Now,  a 
great  deal  was  done  by  tho  officers  of  Ute 
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Navy ;  but  there  were  certain  charges 
— duea  and  fees  for  towage  and'pilot- 
age — which  were  necessarily  included. 
They  were  really  expenses  incurred  dur- 
ing the  war.  The  only  other  point  he 
had  to  answer  was,  the  question  which 
had  been  put  to  hitu  io  reference  to 
medals.  His  hon.  Friend  wished  the 
Oovernment  to  consider  whether  a  medal 
could  not  be  ^ven  to  the  officers  and 
men  engaged  in  the  Transport  Service. 
He  believed  that  such  a  thing  had  never 
been  done  hitherto.  At  any  rate,  he 
did  not  know  of  any  case  in  which  a 
medal  had  been  granted  for  services  of 
thai  kind.  He  could,  however,  assure 
bis  hon.  Friend  that  the  matter  should 
be  fully  considered.  He  quite  agreed 
with  all  that  his  hon.  Friend  said  of  the 
great  service  which  had  been  rendered 
to  the  country  by  the  officers  and  men 
engaged  in  the  Transport  Service,  and 
the  admirable  manner  in  which  they 
hod  discharged  their  duty. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty  had  not  answered  the 
particular  question  which  he  had  put  to 
him,  and  which  he  felt  was  a  very  im- 
portant one  —  namely,  whether,  when 
the  purchafe  of  the  house  at  Fort  Said 
was  made,  there  was  no  previous  con- 
sent on  the  part  of  the  Treasury  ?  To 
that  question  he  bad  received  no  answer. 
He  had  now  several  other  questions  to 
put  to  the  hon.  Q«ntleman.  He  thought 
most  hon.  Members  would  agree  that 
the  statement  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
with  respect  to  the  house  at  Fort  Said 
was  extremely  unsatisfactory.  A  large 
sum  of  money  had  been  expended  in  the 
purchase — no  less  a  sum  than  £76,000  ; 
and  the  hon.  Gentleman  must  have 
known  that  such  an  item  would  have 
itself  attracted  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee. Nevertheless,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, knowing  that  fact,  came  down  to 
the  House,  and,  instead  of  being  pre- 
pared to  give  every  information  as  to 
the  purchase,  he  did  not  even  know  of 
whom  the  purchase  had  been  made.  He 
(Lord  Bandolph  Ohurchill)  did  not  think 
that  there  was  any  precedent  for  such  a 
wast  of  information  with  respect  to  the 
expenditure  of  so  lai^e  a  sum  of  money. 
[  Mr.  GAUPnBU-BAHHSBUAH :  There  is  a 
precedent.}  The  h<m.  Gantleman  said 
there  was  a  precedent.  He  was  obliged 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman  for  the  informa- 
tion.  At  the  same  time,  that  was  no 


answer  to  his  complaint,  which  was  that 
a  full  explanation  had  not  been  given  to 
the  Committee  in  this  particular  case. 
Another  thing  he  should  like  to  know 
was,  who  bought  this  house  ?  Who  was 
the  particular  person  ?  Who  was  the 
purchaser  first  of  all  ?  Who  was  it,  and 
what  authority  had  he  for  making  the 
purchase  ?  Was  any  man  of  business 
employed  in  England  or  in  Egypt  ?  The 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  said  that  the 
Admiralty  were  not  in  a  position  to  watch 
the  market.  Now,  it  was  a  notorious 
thing,  if  his  (Lord  Randolph  Ohurchill's) 
information  was  correct,  uiat  the  matter 
had  been  hanging  about  for  some  years. 
In  point  of  fact,  this  house  had  been 
hawked  about  to  Hotel  Companies,  and 
it  was  offered  to  the  Anglo-Egyptian 
Bank  for  less  than  one-half  the  sum  the 
Government  afterwards  paid  for  it.  He 
thought  he  woe  entitled  to  ask  for  this 
information  before  the  Committee  voted 
the  money.  There  was  one  more  ques- 
tion he  desired  to  ask — namely,  what 
were  they  going  to  do  with  the  house 
now  ?  Did  the  Admiralty  authorities 
contemplate  selling  it?  AVas  it  occupied 
at  present,  and,  if  so,  by  whom  ?  All 
these  were  matters  on  which  the  Com- 
mittee should  insist  upon  having  infor- 
mation before  they  consented  to  vote 
the  money ;  and  in  order  to  get  this  in- 
formation in  a  more  explicit  form  from 
the  Government,  he  begged  to  move  tha 
reduction  of  the  Yote  by  the  sum  of 
£76,000. 

Motion  made,  and  Qneation  pn^rased, 

"  That  a  mm,  not  exceeding  £274,000,  lie 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  in  addition  to  the  sums 
already  granted  by  FarliameQt,  to  defray  the 
Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment 
during  the  year  ending  the  Slst  day  of  March 
1883,  for  additional  Expenditure  arising  out  of 
Military  OperaUons  in  E^'pt." — {Lord  Randolph 
Churehitl.) 

Mn.  SGLATEE-BOOTH  remarked, 
that  objection  had  been  so  frequently 
taken  iu  former  years  to  investments 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government  in  land 
and  house  property  for  Embassies  in 
forei^  countries  that  he  was  not 
surprised  by  the  course  which  had  been 
taken  by  the  noble  liord  and  others  with 
regard  to  the  large  sum  of  £76,000 
which  had  been  ^ven  for  the  purchase 
of  this  house  at  Fort  Said.  He  was  not 
going  to  quarrel  with  the  Admiralty  in 
regard  to  the  exact  price  they  had  given 
for  the  purchase,  although  he  believed 
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that  the  property  img:lit  hare  been  ac- 
quired, on  a  j^erioas  ooeaaion,  for  a 
xnubh.  smaller  Bum.  He  did  not  know 
who  efiboted  the  purchase  on  the  part  of 
the  GKiYemment— 'Whether  it  was  the 
Naral  anthoritteson  the  spot,  ortheBoard 
of  Admiralty  at  Whitehall,  or  the  Trea- 
BUiy.  Whether  it  was  an  ezcesaive  pur- 
chase, no  doubt,  would  be  determined 
partly  on  the  use  already  made  of  it,  and 
partly  on  the  use  to  be  made  of  it  here- 
after. He  had  had  an  opportunity  of 
visiting  Fort  Said  not  many  weeks  ago, 
and  he  found  this  house  occupied,  with 
great  advanta^,  by  the  Marines.  It  was 
used  at  the  time  as  a  Marine  barrack, 
and  he  was  glad  to  hear  that  it  had  been 
very  effective  for  the  purpose  of  a  bar- 
rack, and  that  the  hetdth  of  the  Marines 
had  been  remarkably  good  since  they 
had  been  there.  But  he  had  heard  since 
his  retora  to  England  that  the  Marines 
had  been  withdrawn.  Therefore,  at  this 
moment,  as  far  as  he  was  aware,  the 
}u>tise  was  of  no  use  to  the  Qovemment. 
Ho  should,  as  he  had  already  stated, 
make  no  complaint  in  r^ard  to  the  price 
paid.  He  was  told  that  it  was  part  of 
the  policy  of  the  Government  to  retain 
this  oraumanding  position  for  such  uses 
as  might  hereafter  crop  up  during  our 
occupation  of  Egypt.  He  had  no  ob- 
jection to  the  purchase  if  that  were  to 
be  the  case ;  but  he  hoped  he  should  not 
be  told  that  this  property,  which  had 
been  purchased  so  expenuvely,  was  now 
to  be  sold,  and  that  the  responsibility  of 
the  Government  in  respect  to  it  was  at 
an  end.  He  was  sorty  to  hear  the  state- 
ment of  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty, 
in  reply  to  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
behind  him  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot),  as 
to  the  observations  made  by  the  noble 
Marquess  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
upon  a  reoent  ocoaaioo,  in  reference  to 
the  term  during  which  iha  troops  might 
be  retained.  He  confessed  that  he  (Mr. 
Sdater-Booth)  was  one  of  those  who, 
when  he  heard  the  noble  Marquess's  ob- 
servatioQ,  imagined  it  was  a  mere  slip 
of  the  tongue,  and  that  he  had  not  really 
intended  to  pledge  the  Government  to 
any  time  whatever  for  the  withdrawal 
of  the  troops.  He  hoped  that  some 
notice  would  be  taken  of  the  question  of 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend.  Perhaps 
this  discussion  was  not  tiie  best  mode  of 
raising  so  important  a  question ;  but  he 
hoped,  if  any  answer  was  made,  to  find 
that  no  definite  term  had  yet  been  fixed, 

Mr.  Sclaier-BoQth 


and  that  as  long  as  British  interests  re- 
quired our  troops  to  he  kept  in  Egypt 
they  would  be  retained.  It  appearolto 
him  impossible,  at  the  present  moment, 
for  any  man  to  say  at  what  time  the  with- 
drawal of  the  troops  ought  to  tako  plaee. 

Me.  GLADSTONE:  I  quite  admit 
that  it  is  the  natural  and  primary  duty 
of  the  Committee  to  scrutinize  closely 
any  investment  on  the  part  of  the  Qovem- 
ment in  any  case,  and  especially  when  so 
large  an  outlay  as  £76,000  is  involved. 
But  then,  viewing  as  I  do,  and  as  I 
think  the  Committee  will  do,  our  duty 
of  scrutinizing  ench  purcluses  with 
jealousy,  it  must  be  borne  in  mind  that 
this  house  was  acquired  under  cdrctim- 
stances  of  real  neoeasity ;  and  I  think  it 
would  be  premature  if  the  Government 
were  to  go  the  length  which  th«  rig^t 
hon.  GenUeman  who  has  just  est  down 
invites  them  to  go,  and  to  dedare  that 
it  is  our  intention  to  retain  the  bnildhigf 
as  permanent  Government  property.  On 
the  other  hand,  it  would  be  a  great  mis- 
take to  suppose  that  any  definito  oonolu- 
sion  has  been  arrived  at.  Any  proposal 
on  the  subject  will  have  to  be  considered 
on  its  merits.  The  time  the  property 
was  purchased  was,  undoubtedly,  a  time 
of  urgency.  There  is  certainly  no  ques- 
tion of  urgency  now,  and  we  shall  be 
able  to  make  a  deliberate  inquiry  as  to 
the  best  step  to  be  taken.  With  respect 
to  the  question  put  to  me  by  the  noUe 
Lord  opposite  (Ix)rd  Randolph  Oh  urohitl] 
I  think  I  shall  state  the  case  correctly  if  I 
say,  in  general  terms,  that  there  was  no 
prior  application  to,  or  intervention,  on 
the  part  of  the  Treasury  in  regard  to  the 
purchase  of  this  property ;  bat  there  was 
an  early  explanation  to  the  Treasory  of 
the  oironmstaHoes  undor  which  it  took 
place.  The  explanations  supplied  by  the 
Admiralty  were  of  such  a  character  as  to 
satisfy  the  Treasury,  on  examination, 
that  there  was  no  ^oo^  reason  for  passing 
an  unfavourable  judgment  on  the  trans- 
action. The  noble  Lord  may  say,  and 
on  general  grounds  primd  fade  he  is 
right,  if  he  says  that  an  €x  pott  fttcU  ap- 
plication to  the  Treasury  is  not  the  kind 
of  application  contemplated  in  the  regu- 
lar business  of  the  Government.  But 
this  was  a  peculiar  case,  and  I  am  bound 
to  say  that  the  Naval  authorities,  pro- 
vided they  used — and  I  believe  they  did 
use—their  best  discretion  in  the  matter 
and  act  for  the  best,  were  perfectly 
right  in  proceeding  without  a  pritnr  ap- 
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plication  to  the  Treasury.  This  was  a 
measure,  on  the  first  blush  of  the  case,  of 
military  necessity.  What  would  have 
hai^ned  if  an  applicatioa  to  the  Trea- 
BMxj  had  been  made  ?  If  suoh  an  appli- 
cation had  been  made  it  would  have  been 
the  business  of  the  Treasury  to  require, 
in  a  regular  and  formal  document,  all 
the  considerations  in  favour  of  llie  pur- 
ohasetD  be  stated.  What  would  have 
been  the  efCeet  of  drawinsf  up  a  docu- 
ment of  that  kind,  to  be  submitted  to  the 
Treasury  and  oonsidered  by  the  Trea- 
sury? Considerable  delay  must  have 
occurred  in  the  carrying  out  of  measures 
that  were  necessary  for  the  pnrpoees  of 
the  £rpedition,  and  it  would  have  been 
in  the  highest  degree  pedantry  on  the 
part  of  the  Treasury  to  have  looked  for 
any  oommunication  of  that  kind.  It  was, 
therefore,  in  my  opinion,  quite  within 
the  discretion  of  the  Treasury  for  the 
Naval  authorities  to  act  without  having 
reference  to  the  Treasury. 

LoBD  BANDOLPH  OHTJBOHILL : 
Who  did  actually  buy  the  property  P 

Ms.  GLADSTOKE :  The  Naval  autbo. 
rities  <ak  the  spot  airanged  the  trans- 
aetion,  aad,  as  we  believe,  th^  exercised 
their  best  jud^ent,  and  acted  upon,  the 
beat  information  in  their  power.  I  do 
not  admit  at  all  that  there  is  in  the  facts 
of  the  caae  any  reason  to  suppose  that 
there  was  any  error  committed.  As  my 
hon.  Friend  near  me  (Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannerman)  has  stated,  although  this  is 
a  veiy  large  sum,  and  although  at  a 
certain  time  the  property  might  havebeen 
in  the  market  at  a  lesser  price,  and  that 
in  the  end  we  were  forced  to  purchase 
it  at  double  the  price  at  which  it  might 
have  been  originally  obtained,  that  is 
not  the  ground  on  which  we  can  pretend 
to  look  at  the  matter.  It  must  be  looked 
at  altogether  as  a  question  of  military 
neoeasity,  and  questions  of  property  be- 
come of  seoondaiy  importanee  when  a 
real  neoeasity  is  involnd  in  the  matter. 
That  SB  the  way  in  which  we  ought  to 
look  at  the  question.  I  do  not  wish  to 
appear  disrespectful  in  passing  by,  with- 
out notioe,  the  appeal  made  by  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  opposite  (Sir 
Walter  B.  Barttelot)  on  the  subject  of 
our  general  policy.  But  I  think  I  make 
a  reasonable  reply  to  it  when  I  say  that, 
in  regard  to  a  general  appeal  of  that 
kind,  the  circumstances  of  the  case  pre- 
clude our  giving  anything  but  a  general 
aoaver.   Anything  in  the  shape  of  a 


specific  answer  would  be  liable  to  be 
misunderstood.  My  noble  Friend  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  referred  to  a 
certain  period  within  which  he  thought 
it  possible  we  might  withdraw  from 
Egypt,  and  that  statement  has  been 
understood  by  hon.  Members  opposite  to 
mean  that  we  were  to  withdraw  from 
Egypt  within  that  particular  period. 
But  what  my  noble  Friend  stated  was 
simply  his  hope.  That  hope  was  derived 
from  the  impression  which  he  had  re- 
ceived from  such  a  review  of  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case  as  in  the  present  de- 
velopment of  those  circumstances  was 
practicable.  What  my  noble  Friend 
felt,  and  what  all  the  Government  feel, 
is  that,  in  the  first  place,  we  have  an 
important  purpose  to  accomplish  in 
Egypt;  and  that,  in  the  second  place, 
when  Uiat  purpose  is  acQomplished  we 
shall  be  sincerely  desirous  to  withdraw. 
But,  in  regard  to  the  definition  of  the 
time,  it  is  impossible  to  go  beyond  the 
expression  of  a  hope,  because  it  is  evi- 
dent that  the  purpose  ve  have  in  view 
must  regulate  the  time  to  be  employed, 
and  a  fixed  and  arlutrary  time  must  not 
be  permitted  to  interfere  with  tba  attain- 
meatof  tiiat  purpose.  Now  we  may  siqr 
this— that  the  definition  of  the  objects  for 
which  we  are  in  Egypt  has  been  ex- 
plicitly explained  upon  more  than  one 
occasion  in  this  House.  We  are  there 
for  the  establishment  of  order  and  sta- 
bility; we  are  there  for  the  improvement 
of  the  institutions  of  the  country;  we  are 
there  to  secure,  as  far  as  depends  upon 
ourselves,  the  equal  fulfilment  of  inter- 
national engagements;  and  we  are  there 
undoubtedly  in  a  principal  degree  in 
reference  to  the  fireedom  and  security 
of  the  great  pauage  by  the  Canal 
from  one  sea  to  another.  If  these  are 
matterswhichareentirelyand  absolutely 
matters  in  our  own  hands,  it  might  be 
right,  and  part  of  the  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment, that  we  should  from  time  to  time 
state  exactly  the  point  w£  have  reached 
in  the  adjustment  of  them.  It  must, 
hovever,  be  borne  in  mind,  that  we  are 
not  in  Egypt  as  masters,  but  as  friends 
and  advisers,  in  the  first  instance,  of  the 
£^7ptian  Government,  and  that,  with 
respect  to  many  of  the  purposes,  for  which 
we  are  there,  other  nations  have  inte- 
rests, and  not  only  interests,  but  rights 
just  as  definite  and  as  undeniable  as 
our  own.  Nor  are  the  Government  aware 
of  any  separate  or  selfish  interests  on  th9 
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pait  of  thie  country  as  serered  from  the 
general  interestB  of  the  world,  and  of  all 
civilized  nations  which  we  ought  to  prose- 
cute in  a  selfish  and  a  narrow  spirit.  I 
may  further  venture  to  say  that,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Government,  through  the 
ability  and  indefatigable  action  of  our 
Civil  Agents  and  Bepresentatives,  which 
has  been  worthy,!  may  say,  to  be  classed — 
and  certainly  I  could  bestow  no  higher 
eulogy  upon  them — with  the  admirable 
services  rendered  by  our  Naval  and 
Hilitan  Commanders — we  believe  that 
through  their  ability  and  indefatigable 
action  Teaeonable  progress  has  oeen 
made,  and  that,  viewing  the  nature  of 
the  case,  everything  has  been  done  thus 
far  which  could  possibly  have  been  ex- 
pected. But  the  Committee  is  very  well 
aware  of  the  importance  and  delicacy  of 
the  relations  in  which  we  stand  in  re- 
gard to  those  many  parties  who  are  in- 
terested in  Egyptian  affairs;,  and  they 
will,  I  think,  believe  with  us  that  the 
Government  would  not  be  contributing 
to  the  Ecoeleration  of  our  rate  of  pro- 
gress were  we  to  undertake  to  give  ex- 
planations to  the  House  of  Commons  of 
a  premature  character  with  reference  to 
these  proceedings.  I  hope  the  Commit- 
tee will  think  that  this  is  all  that  can 
fairly  be  expected  &om  us ;  that  that  dia- 
olatmw,  on  the  one  hand,  of  separate  ob- 
jects, and  the  expression,  on  the  other,  of 
determination  with  the  support  of  Par- 
liament, which  has  already  been  granted 
to  ue  to  accomplish,  as  f^r  as  depends 
■npoD  us  the  purposes,  important  for 
j^ypt  and  the  world,  which  we  con- 
sider the  proper  object  of  all  civilized 
communitieB,  will  be  regarded  as  suffi.- 
dent. 

Sia  JOHN  HAT  remarked,  that,  in 
regard  to  the  purchase  of  the  house  at 
Port  Said,  he  was  glad  to  hear  what 
had  been  said  in  defence  of  the  gallant 
Admiral  by  whom  the  purchase  had 
been  effected ;  and  after  the  statements 
which  had  been  made  he  hoped  his 
noble  Priend  the  Member  for  Wood- 
stook  (Lord  Bandolph  Churchill)  would 
now  withdraw  the  opposition  which,  per- 
haps, on  not  unnatural  grounds,  he  nad 
offered  to  the  Vote.  No  doubt,  the  Suez 
Canal,  as  a  basis  of  operations,  had  been 
of  vital  impOTtance  to  the  success  of  the 
Expedition.  The  operations  themselves 
were  of  a  most  delicate  character ;  and, 
as  far  as  he  was  acquainted  with  tibie 
particulars  of  the  operations,  the  gal- 
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laut  Admiral  whose  duty  it  was  to 
superintend  them  had  done  so  in  a 
manner  to  prevent  irritation  either  on 
the  part  of  the  great  Company  who 
made  the  Suez  Canal,  or  the  lorei^ 
countrios  who  were  interested  in  it.  It 
was  quite  certain,  he  believed,  that 
there  had  been  an  intention  on  the  part 
of  M.  de  Lesseps  to  occupy  this  par- 
ticular house  in  order  to  prevent  its 
being  made  a  basis  of  operations,  and 
the  gallant  Admiral  in  charge  of  Port 
Said  telegraphed  to  the  Admiralfy  for 
authority  to  purchase  it  without  delay. 
The  Board  of  Admiralty  at  once  gave 
their  consent  to  the  purchase  of  the 
house,  and  then  the  matter  was  referred 
to  the  Treasury.  As  a  basis  of  opera- 
tions it  had  proved  of  the  utmost  service. 
He  believed  that  the  gallant  Admiral 
might  have  seized  the  house,  have  placed 
his  Marines  in  it,  and  paid  nothing  for 
it ;  but,  although  France  and  other 
nations  were  accustomed  to  acts  of 
violence  of  that  character  at  the  com- 
mencement of  a  war,  it  was  not  con- 
sidered advisable  to  copy  their  example 
by  this  country.  It  must  be  borne  in 
mind  that  the  Naval  officers  engaged  m 
the  Suez  Canal  had  very  delicate  opera- 
tions to  carry  out ;  and  he  was  sure  that 
at  this  moment,  when  they  remembered 
the  successful  issue  of  those  operations, 
they  would  not  feel  inclined  to  reflect 
upon  Admird  Hoskins  for  the  arbitrary 
measures  he  was  obliged  to  resort  to. 
He  (Sir  John  Hay)  knew  it  was  right 
that  the  Treasury  ought  to  have  been 
communicatod  with ;  but  it  would  have 
taken  a  long  time  to  g^t  the  Treasury  to 
agree  to  the  purchase  of  this  house, 
and  in  the  meantime  it  might  have  been 
taken  possession  of  by  other  people,  so 
that,  in  the  end,  they  would  have  been 
compelled  to  resort  to  violent  mea- 
sures in  order  to  make  use  of  it  ibr 
their  own  purposes.  Those  violent  mea- 
sures had,  happily,  been  avoided ;  and 
if  the  purchase  had  cost  the  countrj 
£76,000,  instead  of  £3-5,000,  there  was 
very  little  doubt  that  they  had  been 
saved  the  extra  £40,000  by  the  judicious 
steps  taken  by  Admiral  Hoskins,  and 
the  manner  in  which  Uiat  gallant  offloer 
had  been  seconded  by  me  Board  of 
Admiralty.  The  possession  of  this  par- 
ticular site  had  been  of  the  utmost  ad- 
vantage so  far  OS  the  health  of  the  per- 
sons who  occupied  it  was  concerned. 
He  trusted,  after  the  explanations  tiiat 
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had  been  g^ven  on  the  matter,  his  noble 
Friend  would  withdraw  his  opposition  to 
the  Tote. 

Mb.  BYLANDS  said,  he  was  not  at 
all  ^uig  to  diBpnte  for  one  moment  the 
position  which  had  been  talcen  up  by  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty.  In  the  first 
place,  the  Admiral  in  command  believed 
that  it  was  necessary,  upon  military 
grounds,  to  take  possession  of  this  house 
and  site.  He  admitted  also  that  the 
Treasury  might  very  well  not  have  been 
communicated  with,  in  the  event  of  an 
immediate  decision  being  required.  Ho 
thought  the  Committee  were  hound  to 
accept  those  two  points;  but  there  was 
another  point  which  must  not  be  over- 
looked. They  were  not  contesting  these 
two  particular  points,  nor  had  the  noble 
liord  who  moved  the  rejection  of  this 
Yote  contested  them.  No  one  disputed 
the  statement  of  his  right  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Friend  opposite  (^Sir  John  Hay),  as 
to  the  gallantly  of  the  Admiral  and  the 
splendid  success  of  our  Forces.  No 
doubt,  they  were  matters  on  which  they 
often  congratulated  the  country  and  the 
Army  and  Navy ;  but  what  he  wanted  to 
point  out  was  this — that  whenever  they 
engaged  in  warlike  operations  they 
found  those  who  had  administered  the 
affairs  of  the  country  rushing  into  ex- 
penditure without  the  slightest  check  or 
control ;  and  unless  the  House  had  these  , 
transactions  constantly  brought  under 
their  notice,  in  regard  to  the  loose  and 
reckless  manner  in  which  certain  officers 
of  the  Crown,  placed  in  responsible 
positions,  handled  the  public  money, 
nothing  would  be  done  to  discourage 

{>ractices  by  which  the  countiy  might 
ose  millions.  Let  the  Committee  care- 
fully examine  the  question  which  had 
juet  been  raised.  Here  they  had  die  fact 
before  them  that  a  large  mansion,  built 
by  a  foreign  Prince  for  a  considerable 
sum  of  money,  had  been  acquired  by 
the  Government ;  but  if  used  for  any 
other  purpose  it  was  not  worth  a  mere 
fraction  of  the  outlay  that  had  been 
made  upon  it  by  this  foreign  Prince. 
He  dared  say  there  were  hon.  Members 
to  be  found  who  would  advocate  the  ap- 
plication of  large  sums  of  money  in  the 
purchase  of  property,  which,  if  ever  it 
came  into  the  market,  would  be  looked 
upon  as  a  sort  of  white  elephant.  There 
-was  every  reason  to  believe  that  up  to 
a  recent  period  this  building,  being  even 
unsuitable  for  an  hotel  or  an^hing  else. 


was  hawked  about  for  sale  at  a  v&tj  low 
sum,  and  then,  in  (ui  emergency,  it  wai 
purchased  at  a  figure  very  much  in 
excess  of  that  for  whioh  it  had  been 
offered.  What  he  wanted  to  know  was, 
how  the  transaction  had  been  carried 
out  ?  Who  was  the  reputed  owner  of 
the  property  when  the  Government  pur- 
chased it  ?  Did  the  Admiralty  carry  on 
the  transaction  directly  with  the  owner 
of  the  property,  or  did  they,  as  he 
thought  it  was  probable,  employ  a  go- 
between  ?  If  they  did  employ  a  go- 
between,  that  fact  might  possibly,  to 
some  extent,  account  for  the  difference 
between  the  sum  originally  asked  and 
the  sum  paid  by  the  Qovemment^a 
considerable  portion  of  it  having  very 
likely  found  its  way  into  the  pocket  of 
the  go-between.  He  certainly  thotight 
that  explanations  ought  to  be  giTon  by 
the  GxiTOmment.  because,  upon  the  fam 
of  the  mattet,  it  was  possible  Hiat,  by 
better  management,  a  good  round  sum 
of  money  might  hare  been  sared  in  the 
purchase.  He  thought  the  Oornmittee 
ought  to  be  told  whether  the  Admirtdfy 
purchased  the  property  itom  the  actual 
owner,  or  in  what  way  the  negotiations 
were  carried  on. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEBMAN 
said,  the  property,  as  he  had  alrea^ 
stated,  belonged  to  Prince  Henry  of  the 
Netherlands,  and  it  was  purohased  from 
the  representatives  of  Prince  Henry. 
As  to  the  question  whether  the  inter- 
rention  of  commercial  agents  would 
have  led  to  a  lower  prioe  being  given, 
there  was  no  time  for  any  such  proceed- 
ings, or,  indeed,  for  any  protracted  ne- 
gotiations. The  essence  of  the  whole 
thing  was  that  if  the  GoTemment  vera 
to  have  the  iffoperly  at  all  they  must 
have  it  immediately ;  and.^er^ore,  the 
immediate  occupation  of  it  was  semind 
on  the  best  terms  tiie  reptesentatiTes  of 
the  Admiralty  could  make.  Before  tlte 
negotiations  were  carried  out,  a'Beport 
was  made  to  the  Board  of  Admiralty  by 
the  Director  of  Works,  Oeneral  Pasley, 
whose  opinion  was  taken  as  to  the  value 
of  the  property.  It  was  only  upon  his 
advice  that  the  punhase  was  completed. 
He  could  only  repeat  that  there  was  no 
time  to  go  into  elaborate  negotiations 
through  a  commercial  agent.  He  did 
not  think  that  if  snob  negotiations  had 
been  permitted  they  womd  have  been 
effectual  in  carrying  out  tiie  purposes  of 
the  Admiralty. 
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Me.  RITCHIE  was  bound  to  say  that 
lio  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  who 
had  just  sat  down  that  these  things 
could  hardly  be  regarded  in  a  carping 
spirit,  or  from  pur^  a  mercantile  point 
(a  view.  Looking  at  the  very  serious 
position  of  affairs,  and  the  value  of  the 

Sroperty,  which,  in  common  with  other 
[embers  of  the  House,  he  had  himself 
seen,  he  was  bound  to  say  he  could  not 
agree  with  the  stricturee  which  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  "Woodstock  (Lord 
lUindolpli  Ghundmi)  had  passed' upon 
the  bai^ain.  It  was  quite  possible  that 
more  money  had  been  paid  for  the  pro- 
perty than  it  was  commercially  worth ; 
but,  looking  at  all  the  circumstances  of 
the  case,  its  admirable  position  and  the 
value  of  the  property,  he  did  not  think 
the  Committee  should  look  upon  the 
bargain  with  dissatisfaction.  He  also 
wished  to  say  that  he  thought  the  coun- 
try was  indebted  to  his  hon.  cmd  gallant 
Priend  the  Member  for  West  Sussex 
(Sir  Walter  B,  Barttelot)  for  having 
obtaiaed  from  the  Prime  Minister  the 
answer  which  he  had  given  to  the  ques- 
tion of  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend.  Of 
course,  the  Committee  had  no  wish  what- 
ever to  force  from  the  Qovemment  any 
premature  declaration  as  to  what  their 
p6Uf7  was  to  be,  or  what  the  duration 
of  tfaBir  ocoupation  of  Egypt  was  likeW 
to  be.  He  wae  perfectly  satisBed  wiw 
the  dedaration  of  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man  that  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
no  intention  of  withdrawing  from  Egypt 
until  they  obtained  what  they  wanted 
to  secure — namely,  that  peace  and  good 
goremment  should  be  restored  in  Egypt, 
and  be  placed  upon  such  a  sound  and 
permanent  footing  as  would  give  a  gua- 
rantee for  their  continuance  for  a  long 
time  to  oome.  He  could  not  but  think 
that  if  th^  were  to  withdraw  from  Egypt 
before  those  objects  had  been  secured, 
the  money  and  the  eaorifices  they  had 
made  would  be  entirely  thrown  away, 
and  all  that  they  had  done,  at  such  a 
la^o  expenditure  of  life  and  property, 
would  simply  have  to  be  done  over 
again,  at  a  largely-increased  cost,  in  a 
few  years.  He  was  satisfied  that  it  was 
fen  the  good  of  this  country  and  of 
Eon^,  fULd  of  the  people  of  ^E^pt,  that 
our  occupation  should  continue  until 
good  government  was  secured.  So  far 
txom  the  Committee  desiring  to  force 
any  premature  declaration  from  Her  Ma- 
jest^s  Government,  he  would  say,  in 


reference  to  that  point,  that  it  was  to 
guard  against  the  evil  effects  of  the  pre- 
mature declaration  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
that  an  explanation  had  been  asked  for. 
Undoubtedly  the  impression  had  gone 
abroad,  and  had  done  much  mischief  in 
Egypt)  thatthe  Government,  on  reviewing 
the  situation,  bad  come  to  the  oonolnsion 
of  withdrawing  their  troops  from  Egypt 
in  the  course  of  six  months.  Seeing  the 
harm  which  that  declaration  had  done, 
tiie  noble  Marquess  ought  to  be  thankful 
for  the  explanation  given  by  the  ^me 
Minister,  which  would  certainly  afford 
satififaotion^beth  in  this  country  and  in 
Egypt.  There  was  another  matter  upon 
whi^  he  wished  to  say  a  word,  and  wat 
was  in  reference  to  the  grant  of  £13,500 
to  the  famUy  of  Professor  Palmer  and  the 
expenditure  incurred  by  Colonel  Warren 
in  searching  for  Professor  Palmer  and 
his  companions.  He  did  not  propose  to 
criticize  this  item  in  any  adverse  spirit. 
The  Papers  which  had  been  distributed 
lately  showed  that  eveiy  care  had  been 
taken  to  endeavour  to  discover  the  where- 
abouts of  these  unfortunate  gentlemen, 
asxA  that  every  effort  waa  made  fnua 
every  quarter  to  secure  some  intelli- 
gence as  to  their  fate.  He  was  sure, 
however,  that  few  people  would  rise 
horn  an  inspection  ofwese  Fapwa  with- 
out feeling  that  sufficient  security  was 
not  taken  before  the  Expedition  was  sent 
out  that  Uiese  gentlemen  were  properly 
protected.  In  the  first  place,  it  was  quite 
apparent  from  the  Correspondence  which 
had  been  published  that,  even  at  the 
best  of  times,  when  the  country  to  be 
traversed  was  in  a  state  of  profound 
peace,  and  when  there  were  no  laige 
sums  of  money  in  the  possession  of  we 
travellers,  such  an  expedition  as  this 
would  have  been  attended  with  consider- 
able risk  and  danger.  But  when  they 
came  to  consider  that  it  was  a  time  w 
war,  and  that  these  gentlemen  were  en- 
trusted with  a  very  large  sum  of  money 
in  gold,  it  did  seem  to  him  that  it  was 
the  height  of  folly  to  allow  the  Expedi- 
tion to  go  out  without  some  efficieDt  and 
proper  protection.  With  reference  to 
Professor  Palmer,  there  oould  be  no 
doubt  that  he  felt  ocmfidenoe  m  his 
Mendly  relations  with  the  Shnkbs  of 
the  district.  His  previous  acqualntaooe 
with  them  inspired  a  certain  amount  of 
confidence  in  his  mind ;  and,  no  doubt, 
tiie  oonae^uences  that  followed  were 
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dae,  in  some  degree,  to  that  con- 
fidence.  

Sir  WILFEID  LAWSON  rose  to 
Order.  He  understood  that  an  Amend- 
ment had  been  moved  by  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord  Ban- 
dolph  Ohurchill)  in  reference  to  the  pnr- 
chase  of  the  house  at  Port  Said ;  and  he 
wanted  to  know  whether  that  was  a  pro- 
per opportunity  for  discussing  the  Ex- 
pedition of  Professor  Palmer  ? 

Mr.  RITCHIE  understood  that  the 
Question  put  from  the  Ohair  was  that 
the  whole  of  the  Vote  be  granted  to  Her 
Majesty. 

Thb  CHAIEMAN:  The  Question  now 
before  the  Committee  is  that  the  Yote, 
reduced  by  the  sum  of  £76,000,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty. 

Me.  EITCHIE  understood  from  the 
answer  of  the  Chairman  that  he  was 
perfectly  in  Order,  or  it  would  hare 
been  intimated  to  him  that  he  was  pur- 
sning  an  irregular  course.  He  would, 
therefore,  proceed  with  the  few  remarks 
he  wished  to  make.  He  was  about  to 
say,  witik  reference  to  Professor  Palmer, 
that  he  went  out  rery  much  in  the  cha- 
racter of  a  volunteer,  and  that  he  was 
prepared  to  take  the  risk  in  consequence 
of  me  friendly  relations  he  had  with  the 
Sheikhs.  But  that  was  not  the  case 
with  Captain  GKll  and  Lieutenant  Char- 
rington.  They  were  ordered  to  proceed 
witJb  the  Expedition ;  and  those  who 
ordered  them  ought  to  have  taken  rea- 
sonable care  to  see  that  they  were  pro- 
perly protected  in  the  mission  they  had 
undertaken.  So  far  from  being  properly 
protected,  there  was  not  the  smallest 
attempt  to  protect  them  in  going  into 
the  Desert  in  a  hostile  country  with  a 
large  amount  of  specie  in  their  posses- 
siotn.  He  nnderatood  that,  so  far  from 
being  on  fHendly  terms  with  the  Sheikhs 
of  the  country,  the  Sheikh  under  whose 
gnidanoe  they  proceeded  was  not  even 
connected  witii  uie  tribes  of  the  locality 
through  which  they  had  to  pass.  He 
was  a  man  of  no  influence  whatever 
among  them ;  he  had  been  taken  from 
a  different  part  of  the  country,  and  was 
the  Sheikh  of  a  small  district  with  a 
very  small  amount  of  authority.  There- 
fore, there  was  not  even  the  precaution 
taken  of  seeing  that  these  gentlemen 
joooeeded  on  their  expedition  under  the 
guidance  and  guarantee  of  a  Sheikh  of 
some  influence  and  authority  over  the 
district  through  which  tiie  passage  was 


to  be  made.  Indeed,  there  was  not  the 
smallest  precaution  taken  to  secure  the 
lives  of  the  gentlemen  who  had  been 
ordered  out  on  the  Expedition  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  notwithstwding 
that  the  Expedition  itself  was  attended 
b;^  great  peril.  He  had  no  fault  to  find 
with  what  was  done  after  the  catastrophe 
which  happened  to  the  Expedition.  ITo 
doubt,  every  effort  had  been  made  to 
rescue  Professor  Palmer  and  his  com- 
panions, and,  since  their  fate  was  dis- 
covered, to  bring  their  murderers  to 
justice;  but  he  thought  that  great  blame 
and  responsibility  attached  to  the  Go- 
vernment in  having  allowed  the  Expedi- 
tion to  go  out  without  the  smallest 
attempt  to  provide  for  its  protection. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN 
said,  he  thought  it  would  have  been  a 
better  course  to  proceed  to  a  decision 
upon  the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord  Ban- 
dolph  Churchill)  before  entering  upon 
the  question  of  the  Expedition  of  ino- 
fessor  Palmer.  At  the  same  time,  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Toww 
Hamlets  (Mr.  Bitohie)  had  made  certain 
specific  statements  to  the  Committee 
which  he  thought  ought  to  be  replied  to 
at  once.  The  hon.  Gentleman  said  that 
he  quite  understood  the  position  of  Pro- 
fessor Palmer ;  that  Professor  Palmer 
was  well  acquainted  with  the  Desert  and 
the  Bedouins,  and  had  formed  a  some- 
what sanguine  estimate  of  the  prospects 
of  the  Expedition.  But  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber contrasted  the  position  of  Professor 
Palmer  as  a  volunteer  with  the  character 
in  which  Captain  Gill  and  Lieutenant 
Charrington  joined  the  party,  and  he 
said  that  they  were  ordered  to  join  the 
Expedition.  Now,  he  (Mr.  Campbell- 
Banilennan)  ventured  to  say  that  in  all 
matters  connected  with  the  Expedition 
which  had  ended  so  unfortunately,  it  was 
desirable  (hey  should  be  correct  in  ail 
their  statements.  First  of  all,  he  would 
take  the  case  of  Captain  Gill.  In  an- 
swer to  a  Question  put  to  him  in  No- 
vember last,  whether  Captain  Gill  was 
ordered  to  join  the  Expedition,  he  had 
distinctly  stated  that  Admiral  Hoshins 
— and  this,  be  it  remembered,  was  Cap- 
tain Gill's  own  account — gave  him  di- 
rections at  Port  Said  to  go  to  Ismailia 
and  consult  the  telegraph  engineer  there 
as  to  the  beet  mode  of  cutting  the  tele- 
graph. His  only  business  was  to  con- 
sult with  the  telegraph  engineer;  but 
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when  he  got  there  he  met  Frofessor 
Palmer,  and  in  consulting  with  that 
gentleman  he  came  to  this  conclusion, 
which  he  afterwards  wrote — 

"  I  have  decided  to  do  the  huamess  mywlf,  as 
it  seems  tbe  best  and  sureet  mtT,  and  I  have 
arrived  at  this  oooclunon  after  a  long  cooaulta- 
tion  iritfa  Professor  Palmer.  I  am  very  glad 
that  I  have  come  down  here,  for  I  have  more 
confidence  than  I  had  before  seeing  him  that 
Palmer  has  nob  overrated  his  ^wor;  indeed, 
from  our  conyereation  this  monung,  I  am  con- 
vinced  that  he  thoroughly  understands  the 
bueiness  on  vhich  he  is  engaged." 

It  would  thus  appear  that  he  had  dis- 
cussed with  Professor  Palmer  the  man- 
ner of  doing  the  business,  and  that  there 
were  certain  reasons  which  induced  him 
to  go  with  him.  This  plainly  showed 
that  Captain  Gill  was  not  ordered  to  go 
with  the  expedition.  He  would  not  say. 
that  Captain  CKII  was  not  right  in  going. 
It  was  a  very  gallant  act  on  the  port  of 
that  offioer,  and  no  doubt  he  was.  of  all 
men,  best  qualified  to  judga  which  was 
his  best  coarse ;  but  he  was  not  ordered, 
any  more  than  Frofessor  Palmer  was  or- 
dered, to  go  upon  the  expedition.  He 
now  came  to  the  case  of  Lieutenant  Char- 
rington.  Profeasor  Palmer  was  going 
to  start  upon  this  expedition,  and  he 
asked  Admiral  Sir  William  Hewett  to 
allow  a  naval  officer  to  go  with  him  as 
a  guarantee  that  he  was  acting  on  bo- 
half  of  the  British  Government.  Most  of 
the  young  naral  officers  were  anxious  to 
be  ulowed  to  go ;  and  Admiral  Hewett 
permitted  Lieutenant  Charrington,  who 
volunteered  among  the  rest,  to  go  on 
the  expedition.  "Kq  would  ask  his  hon. 
Friend,  who  must  know  the  relations 
which  existed  between  an  Admiral  and 
his  flae  lieutenant — relaMons  almost  of 
a  filial  oharaoter — if  it  was  at  all  likely 
that  Sir  William  Hewett  would  have 
ordered  Lieutenant  Charrington  to  go 
on  an  expedition  if  he  thought  he 
would  have  been  incurring  tmdue  risk. 
He  had  seen  a  letter  from  Sir  William 
Hewett  himself,  in  which  he  expressed 
himself  a  good  deal  hurt  at  the  in- 
sinuation that  he  had  neglected  proper 
precautions.  The  expedition  was  ac- 
companied by  Professor  Palmer  and 
Captain  Gill,  two  men  who,  it  was  gene- 
rally allowed,  were  most  qnalifi^  to 
form  a  judgment  as  to  the  risk  that  was 
run;  and  it  was  by  their  deliberate 
advice  that  the  expedition  went  out. 
He  thought,  therefore,  that  his  hon. 
Friend  was  a  litUe  too  hard  upon  the 
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Gtovemment  at  home,  because,  as  his 
hon.  Friend  knew  very  well,  they  did 
not  in  any  w^  interfere  in  the  details ; 
and  his  hon.  Friend  had  spoken  approv- 
ingly of  the  search  after  the  lamentable 
catastrophe  which  befel  the  Expedition 
happened.  He  certainly  thought  that  his 
hon.  Friend  went  a  little  too  far  when 
he  spoke  of  these  gentlemen  being 
ordered  on  a  dangerous  mission  with- 
out proper  precautions  having  been 
taken  for  their  protection  by  the  autho- 
rities. 

Mr.  a.  F.  EGERTON  wished  the 
Committee  to  go  back  to  the  purchase  of 
the  house  at  Port  Said.  It  was  stated 
that  negotiations  were  carried  on  out- 
right by  Admiral  Hoskins  at  Port  Said ; 
and  he  wanted  to  know  if  it  was  by 
arrangement  with  the  Dutch  Gorem- 
mentf  He  should  like  to  have  that 
point  cleared  up.  He  was  quite  oon- 
vinoed  that  it  was  an  advantageous 
purchase  to  make,  but  be  should  like  to 
have  the  matter  fully  explained.  There 
was  also  another  question  he  desired 
to  ask  which  was  incidental  to  the  Vote 
— namely,  whether  the  Admiralty  had, 
during  the  course  of  the  operations  in  the 
Suez  Canal,  placed  dues  on  their  war 
ships?  Had  any  dues  been  paid  ac- 
cording to  the  usual  scale  charged  in  a 
timeof  peace? — because,  if  sucbhad  been 
the  case,  he  thought  it  might  be  fairly 
contended  that  they  had  no  business  to 
pay  them.  He  hoped  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty  would  be  able  to  clear  up 
these  points. 

Mb.  GOBST  said,  that  it  miffht  be 
in  Order,  upon  this  Vote,  to  disooss 
the  Expedition  of  the  late  Professor 
Palmer,  but,  at  any  rate,  it  was  ex- 
tremely inconvenient ;  and  he  could 
not  help  thinking,  when  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty  pointed  out 
that  obvious  fact  to  the  Committee,  that 
it  was  a  curious  commentary  upon  his 
remarks  that  he  should  himself  imme- 
diately afterwords  enter  into  a  long 
discussion  upon  that  Expedition.  It 
certainly  lo<^ed  as  if  the  Admiralty 
wished  to  draw  the  attention  of  the 
Committee  of  Supply  away  from  the 
question  of  the  purchase  of  the  house 
at  Port  Said,  in  which  they  had  been 
immediately  engaged.  Now,  he  must 
say  that  the  speech  of  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister entirely  exonerated  the  Treasury 
from  all  blame  and  responsibility  for 
this  purchase;  but,  white  exonwating 
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the  TreaBury,  there  seemed  to  be  some 
doubt  as  to  the  action  of  the  Admiralty 
in  the  matter,  which  made  the  Commit- 
tee still  more  anxious  to  have  a  more 
full  and  complete  explanation  from  the 
Admiralty  in  regard  to  their  conduct. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister  said  that  the  purchase  was  dic- 
tated by  military  necessity.  Then  it 
was  obvious,  if  it  was  a  mUitary  neces- 
sity, there  was  no  occasion  for  the  Ad- 
inin^ty  to  make  any  purchase  at  all. 
Hon.  Members  were  there,  as  the  guar- 
dians of  the  public  pnrse,  to  see  that  the 
Gk)vemment,  in  carrying  out  their  ope- 
rations, either  in  the  East  or  elsewhere, 
did  not  spend  more  of  the  public  money 
than  they  were  obliged  to  spend.  And 
if  this  was  a  case  of  military  necessity 
for  the  carrying  on  of  operations  in  the 
Buez  Canal,  the  Qovernment  could  have 
taken  possession  of  this  house,  and  have 
paid  a  moderate  compensation  afterwards 
to  those  whose  property  they  had  occu- 
pied. They  saw  what  was  done  in  other 
parts.  It  was  what  was  done  atlsmailia. 
Property  at  Ismailia  and  the  railway  at 
Alexandria  were  taken  possession  of  by 
a  military  force ;  engines  and  other  roll- 
ing stock  of  the  railway  were  taken  pos- 
sessiDn  of,  and  at  a  subsequent  period 
the  Goremment  paid  a  moderate  but 
BUfficient  compensation  for  the  use  of 
them.  If,  in  a  time  of  necessity,  that 
was  a  preliminary  step,  why  had  it  not 
been  taken  in  the  case  of  this  house  and 
land  ?  He  thonght  the  Admiralty  onght 
to  point  out  why  they  had  departed 
in  this  case  from  the  usual  custom,  and 
why,  instead  of  taking  possession  of  this 
property,  they  had  considered  it  neces- 
aary  to  purchase  it.  He  presumed  the 
Government  did  not  intend  to  occupy 
this  house  and  land  permanently ;  and, 
if  so,  why  had  they  purchased  it  ?  He 
did  not  say  that  there  might  not  be  an 
explanation ;  but  the  explanation  should 
be  given,  if  it  could  be  given,  why  the 
temporary  possession  of  these  premises 
couTd  not  have  been  obtained.  The 
question  asked  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man near  him  (Mr.  A.  F.  Egerton) 
was  a  pertinent  question,  and  uie  ex- 
planation hitherto  given  to  the  Com- 
mittee by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Admiralty  was  that  the 
purchase  was  effected  in  Egypt,  and 
that  the  negotiations  took  place  in  Egypt 
between  the  Admiral  commanding  i^ere 
and  the  representatiTes  of  the  late 


Prince  Henry  of  the  Netherlands.  Now, 
if  it  was  the  fact  that  the  negotiations 
took  place,  not  at  Port  Said,  but  in 
London,  and  that  it  was  not  the  Ad- 
miral at  Port  Said,  but  the  First  Lord 
of  the  AdmirfUty  who  made  the  pur- 
chase, and,  further,  that  it  was  made, 
not  of  the  representatives  of  Prince 
Henry  of  the  Netherlands,  but  of  the 
Dutch  Government,  some  explanations 
were  most  assuredly  demanded.  It  vas 
a  most  remarkable  thing  that  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Admiralty,  in  tiie  first  in- 
stance, sud  that  the  property  was  bought 
of  the  Dutch  Government.  It  was  quite 
likely  that  it  vas  bought  of  the  Dutch 
Government,  not  as  the  representatives 
of  the  Dutch  Government,  but  as  the 
representatives  of  Prince  Henry  of  the 
Netherlands ;  but  all  these  matters  re- 
quired explanation.  Ifthe  property  was 
really  bought  in  London,  he  did  not  un- 
derstand why  it  was  impossible  to  con- 
sult the  Treasury.  He  supposed  the 
Treasury  was  quite  as  capable  of  acting 
on  an  emergency  as  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty,  and  if  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  had  in  his  hand  a  tele- 
gram hom  Fort  Said,  stating  that  the 
purchase  of  this  house  for  iE76,000  was 
an  absolute  matter  of  necessity,  he  could 
easily  have  gone  over  to  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  and  obtained,  as  he 
ought  to  have  obtained  in  the  first  in- 
stance, the  senotion  of  the  Ohaneellor  of 
the  Exchequer  to  the  purchase.  He  did 
not  say  that  these  were  matters  that 
were  not  capable  of  explanation ;  but 
they  ought  to  be  explained,  and  the 
Committee  would  not  be  doing  its  duty 
to  the  countty  unless  it  insisted  npon 
having  them  explained.  He  therefore 
hoped,  if  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
did  not  give  a  fuller  explanation  than 
that  which  had  been  given  by  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  his  noble 
Friend  would  press  his  Amendment  to 
a  division. 

Sir  "WILFRID  LAW80N  said,  he 
did  not  understand  why  there  should  be 
so  much  trouble  about  the  taking  of  this 
house  at  Fort  Said.  Seeing  that  they 
had  taken  the  whole  country,  surely 
tii^  was  no  diffioolty  in  taking  a  single 
house.  They  were  carrying  on  wliat 
was  called  a  military  operation,  and 
erurely  that  military  operation  would  in- 
clude the  taking  of  a  house.  He  had 
risen,  however,  not  to  comment  apoD 
the  pnrobase  of  this  property,  but  be- 
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cause  he  thought  some  of  tho  statemenis 
made  in  this  short  dohate  were  not  alto- 
gether satisfactory.  A  short  time  ago, 
irheu  the  Frime  Minister  was  away,  the 
noble  Marquess  at  the  head  of  the  War 
Department  gave  the  House  an  intima- 
tion that  it  was  very  probable  the  Eng* 
lish  troops  would  be  brought  back  from 
Egypt  in  the  oourse  of  six  months.  That 
was  a  declaration  which  gave  bon.  Mem- 
bers sitting  below  the  Gangway  great 
satisfaction,  and  they  thought  there  was 
going  to  be  an  end  of  this  miserable 
matter.  But  now  the  Frime  Minister, 
on  the  first  night  of  bis  return  to  the 
House,  came  down  and  dashed  away  all 
their  hopes  by  saying  that  the  noble 
Marquess  was  wrong,  and  there  was 
altogether  an  uncertainty  about  the 
matter.  [ ' '  Hear,  hear ! "  ]  It  wius  eTident, 
from  the  cheer  which  that  statement  re* 
oeivedr  that  there  were  a  great  many 
hon.  GenUemen  in  that  House  who,  he 
was  Sony  to  say,  looked  forward  to 
the  permanent  occupation  of  Egypt. 
["No!"]  Well,  then,  to  a  vwy  in- 
deBnite  occupation,  which  would  be  n«t 
door  to  a  permanent  one.  He  thought 
they  had  been  travelling  about  in  the 
debate  reij  wide  of  the  Amendment  of 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  far  Wood- 
stock (Lord  Bandolph  Churchill).  His 
own  opinion  was  that  they  ought  to 
hare  an  opportunity  of  discussing  the 
occupation  of  £^pt  distinctly,  fairly, 
and  fully  in  that  House.  They  ought  to 
know  what  the  troops  were  kept  in 
Egypt  for,  and  for  what  purpose  all  this 
expense  was  incurred.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  said  the 
troops  were  going  to  stay  there  until 
they  got  security  for  the  improvement 
of  the  institutions  of  the  Country ;  but 
surely  they  ought  to  be  told  what  the 
improT«nenta  were  to  be.  The  right 
hon.Gtentlemanthe  Frime  Minister  gave, 
as  another  reason  for  continuing  the 
occupation,  that  the  troops  must  remain 
there  until  the  great  sea  passage  by 
means  of  the  Suez  Canal  was  secured 
from  danger.  But  he  (Sir  Wil&id 
Lawson)  wanted  to  know  who  had  en- 
dangered it  ?  He  bad  never  been  told 
any  fact  yet  which  could  have  led  any 
single  individual  to  believe  that  it  was 
in  danger.  Yet  they  were  now  told  that 
their  ^ops  were  to  stay  there  until  the 
danger  was  removed.  Let  them  under- 
stand what  the  danger  was.  The  noble 
Marquess  had  spoken  of  Int«aational 

iSir  Wilfrid  Lateton 


engagements.  He  should  like  to  know 
what  those  International  engag«n«its 
were?  It  was  all  very  well  to  come 
down  to  the  House  and  talk  about  Inter- 
national engagements;  but  he  should 
like  to  have  a  statement  heoould  under- 
stand as  to  what  those  International 
engagements  were  for,  as  it  had  never 
yet  been  stated  in  the  House.  He  did 
hope  that  they  would  have  some  state- 
ment 80  that  the  House  might  have 
some  chance  of  saying,  after  it  had 
heard  the  whole  matter,  what  it  thought 
of  tho  occupation  of  Egypt  by  our 
troops.  On  Friday  last,  when  they  dis- 
cussed the  matter,  the  noble  Lord  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  alluded  to  the  despatch  of  Lord 
DuCferin,  and  said  that  when  it  came  it 
should  be  discussed.  He  (Sir  Wilfrid 
Lawson)  hoped  that  it  would  be  dis- 
cussed, and  he  trusted  that  Her  Ma* 
jesty's  Government  would  promise,  whw 
they  got  liord  Dufferin's  despatch,  that 
a  fair  and  full  opportunity  for  dieouss- 
ing  the  whole  question  should  be  p;iTen 
to  the  Housei*  eapeciallj  as  such  discos- 
sion  had  been  offered  to  them  by  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  on  Friday  night.  It  was  de- 
sirable that  the  House  should  have  an 
opportunity  of  discussing  it  as  soon  as  it 
arrived,  and  at  a  convenient  period,  so 
that  the  House  might  be  able  to  state 
distinctly  whether  it  approved  of  their 
troops  being  kept  in  the  land  of  Egypt. 

SiE  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
he  thought  that  his  hon.  Friend  tho 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  ought  to  give 
an  answer  to  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Wigan  (Mr.  A.  F.  JE^erton),  be< 
cause  it  would  appear  that  some  very 
slipshod  proceeding  were  going  on  in 
reference  to  the  acquisition  of  the  house 
at  Port  Said,  which  it  was  absolutely 
necessary  should  be  explained.  The 
Committee  were  entitled  to  know  hov 
the  purchase  was  negotiated.  His  htm. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Wigan  had 
asked  distinctly  whether  the  negotia- 
tions were  carried  on  in  Egypt  or  in 
this  country;  and,  as  far  he  could 
understand  the  matter,  they  were  done 
in  this  way.  The  Admiral  at  Port  Said 
thought  the  house  and  land  ought  to  be 
bought,  and  he  wrote  home  to  this 
country  stating  that  in  his  opinion  the 
house  should  be  purchased ;  whereupon 
the  Admiralty  here  concluded  the  bar- 
gain. If  the  Admiral  on  the  spot  had 
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ZQftde  the  purchase  he  would  have  been 
exonerated  by  the  reasons  put  forward 
by  his  right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the 
Member  for  Wigtown  (Sir  John  Hay) ; 
but  it  did  not  appear  that  anything  of 
the  kind  occurred.  This  building  had 
been  in  the  market  for  a  long  time,  and 
tho  Admiral,  finding  it  in  the  market, 
thought  it  right,  for  reasons  of  his  own, 
that  it  should  be  purchased.  He  accord- 
ingly telegraphed  to  the  Admiralty,  and 
the  Admiralty  went  atonceand  purchased 
the  establishment  for  £76,000,  without 
even  consulting  the  Treasury,  although 
the  Treasury  was  next  door  to  them. 
He  thought  there  ought  to  be  an  under- 
strading  ^at  when  money  was  spent  in 
London  it  was  spent  on  the  authority  of 
the  Treasury.  On  this  oooasion  it  seemed 
that  the  Treasury  was  not  even  oon- 
suited  In  the  matter.  They  did  not 
know  of  it  until  after  the  purchase  was 
made,  when  they  were  horrified  at  what 
had  occurred.  Thus  they  found  the 
Board  of  Admiralty  in  this  happy-go- 
lucky  manner  spending  a  large  sum  of 
money  on  a  house,  without  any  idea 
whether  it  was  to  be  ours  permanently, 
or  whether  it  was  only  required  for  six 
or  13  months.  He  also  thought  the 
Oommittee  was  entitled  to  hare  an 
answer  to  another  Question  put  by  his 
bon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Wigan  as 
to  the  dues  paid  to  the  Suez  Canal. 
Had  any  dues  been  paid  or  not ;  and,  if 
BO,  to  whom  had  the  money  been  paid 
for  piloting  and  towing  Her  Majes^'s 
ships  ?  Had  it  been  paid  to  the  owners 
of  the  Canal  ?  He  thought  there  ought 
to  be  the  dearest  explanation  upon  these 
points,  because,  as  the  matter  now  stood, 
it  was  open  to  the  gravest  suspicion. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  wished  to  point  out 
that  the  acquisition  of  this  piece  of  land 
was  diametricsUy  opposed  to  everything 
the  Prime  Minister  had  said  in  Mid 
Lothian.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
bad  said,  in  donounoing  the  acquisition 
of  Cyprus — 

**  That  thero  waa  no  greater  folly  than  to  sup- 
pose tbat,  by  multiplyinfr  their  garrisoDS  and 
iBlands,  they  could  guwl  the  road  to  India,  The 
rood  to  India  wu  perfectly  safe  oa  long  oi  they 
retained  comnumd  of  the  eea." 

Nerertheless,  they  now  found  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  coming  down  to  the 
House  for  £76,000  to  provide  for  the 
aooommodatioa  of  a  garrison  at  Suez. 
It  was  really  a  very  serious  matter  in- 
deed, after  all  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 


had  said  beftnre,  that  they  should  be 
garrisoning  the  whole  of  the  Suez  Canal 
in  direct  opposition  to  the  -views  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  expressed 
elsewhere.  He  thought  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty  ought  to  give  the  Com- 
mittee a  little  more  information  about 
the  puTohase  of  this  house  and  land. 
Did  he  know  anything  about  it  when  the 
Treasury  were  asked  to  agree  to  the  pur- 
chase ?  He  thought  the  remarks  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock 
rLordBaudolph  Churchill),  andofhishon. 
Friend  who  had  just  spoken,  deserved  a 
clear  and  straightforward  answer,  and 
unless  such  an  answer  was  g^ven  he 
should  certainly  vote  for  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  noble  Friend. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  could  not 
help  thinking  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  hM  just  spoken  was  some- 
what ill-advised  in  making  reference  to 
the  Mid  Lothian  declarations  of  the 
Prime  Minister.  He  was  sure  the  re- 
ception which  the  declarations  in  Mid 
Lothian  had  received  from  the  Badicals 
below  the  Gangway  afforded  a  convincing 
proof  that  they  had  long  since  taken  their 

Elace  amongst  the  good  jokes  of  the 
iberal  Party.  He  was  sorry  to  see  that 
with  the  return  of  the  Prime  Minister 
had  returned  the  rigim0  of  vague  decla- 
rations. They  had  a  short  time  ago  a 
statement  from  the  noble  Marquess  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  which  had, 
at  any  rate,  some  character  of  clearness 
and  decisiveness  about  it.  The  noble 
Marquess  gave  the  House  to  understand 
that  the  occupation  of  £^ypt  by  British 
troops,  and  the  interposition  of  despotic 
tyranny  bj  British  bayonets  would  pro- 
bably come  to  an  end  in  six  months. 
They  now  learned  from  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter that  no  period  could  be  fixed  for  the 
return  of  the  troops.  No  doubt  the  in- 
definiteness  of  the  British  occupation  of 
Egypt  would  only  be  prevented  from  be- 
coming an  eternity  by  some  circumstance 
over  which  the  British  Government  had 
no  control.  When  the  British  Govern- 
ment and  the  British  arms  entered  a 
foreign  country,  the  tendency  was  to 
diminish  self-government,  and  even  the 
capacity  for  self-government.  All  that 
was  known  of  the  most  recent  proceed- 
ings in  Egypt  ^owed  that  the  very 
worst  elements  hod  sedulously  been 
brought  into  operation ;  that  anything 
like  the  independent  working  of  any 
native  institutions  would  be  carefully 
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guarded  against  by  British  intereeta ; 
and  that  the  so-called  denre  for  self- 
govemment  in  lE^ypt  resolved  its^  into 
a  more  or  less  elaborate  sham  to  cover 
the  intervention  of  Her  Kajesty's  Be- 
presentatives.  That  was  the  history  of 
India,  and  he  was  very  mudi  mistaken  if 
it  would  not  prove  to  be  the  history  of 
Egypt.  He  did  not  intend  to  refer  on 
the  present  occasion  to  the  grave  ques- 
tions which  bad  been  raised  about  the 
Palmer  Expedition.  He  thought  that 
matter  had  better  be  raised  on  definite 
points  suggested  by  the  specific  men- 
tion of  the  Expedition  in  the  Yote. 
But  he  had  thought  it  would  not  be  right 
to  let  the  statements  which  had  fallen 
from  the  Treasury  Bench  be  passed  over 
without  a  word  of  protest.  The  very 
worst  elements  in  Egypt  had  been 
called  into  existenoOr  and  now  the^  were 
assured  that  the  native  population  of 
Egypt— the  masses  of  the  population — 
hod  been  practically  excluded  from  the 
new  Army  which  had  been  created,  and 
that  the  Turks  and  Circassians — those 
ancient  favourites  of  the  Premier  in  Bul- 

faria — were  tofiU  the  ranks  which,  under 
ritish  officers,  were  to  supply  the  Army 
of  Egypt  for  all  time  to  come.  The 
Prime  Minister  had  referred  to  the  ne- 
cessity of  securing  the  Inter-Oceanto 
hi^way  of  the  Suez  Canal.  He  (Mr. 
O'Donnell)  could  only  aay  that  the  mea- 
sures being  taken  in  Egypt  were  the 
safest  and  surest  means  for  rendering 
the  Suez  Canal  insecure,  and  anything 
but  safe.  In  the  possession  of  Egypt 
the  Oanal  might  have  been  made  per- 
feotiy  safis.  There  had  been  no  attempt 
to  interfere  with  it  during  the  war  ex- 
cept by  Her  Majesty's  Oovemment. 
The  only  interference  with  International 
traffic  came  from  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment after  an  elaborate  declaration  by 
the  Chief  of  the  British  Expedition — that 
some  other  means  of  access  to  the  heart 
of  Egypt  was  to  be  chosen  by  the  British 
Expedition.  He  would  only  say  that 
the  result  of  the  Expedition  to  Egypt 
would  be  most  unquestionably  to  hasten 
the  ruin  and  break-up  of  the  Ottoman 
Empire,  and  too  late  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment would  see  power  passing  from 
the  Asiatic  side  of  the  Suez  Can^,  and 
when  this  happened,  and  there  was  a 
serious  attempt  to  interfere  with  the 
Canal,  Her  Majesty's  Government  would 
find  themselves  deprived  of  the  assist- 
anoe  of  Europe.    In  regard  to  the 

a/r.  O'DqhmU 


question  of  the  Palmer  Expeditiooi  ha 
proposed  to  discuss  Ukat  by-and-bje. 

MR.  SCHBEIBEB  said,  that  he 
should  like  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  whether  the  real  owner  of 
this  house,  and  the  real  vendor  of  the 
property,  was  not  His  Majesty  the  King 
of  Holland  ?  He  had  heard  Prince 
Henry  of  the  Netherlands  described  that 
evening  as  a  "foolish  Prince."  That 
was  not  an  expression  which  would  be 
applied  to  him  by  anyone  who  knew 
him.  The  only  folly  of  which  he  wa* 
guilty  was  that,  being  a  man  of  immense 
wealth,  he  had  allowed  death  to  sur- 
prise him  witiiout  having  made  a  wiU ; 
and,  as  a  consequence  of  his  intestacy, 
all  his  property,  including  that  in  ques- 
tion, passed  to  his  elder  brother,  the 
King.  This  fact,  he  bought,  would 
serve  to  explain  the  transfer^  the  nego- 
tiations from  Port  Said  to  London,  and 
the  intervention  in  the  a6fair  of  His  Ma- 
jesty's Eepresentative  at  the  Court  of  St. 
James's.  With  regard  to  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Woodstock,  he  did  not  feel  that  he 
should  be  able  to  give  it  his  support, 
because,  looking  at  all  the  circumstances, 
he  inclined  to  the  belief  that  the  country 
had  received  value  for  its  money. 

Ma.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEBMAN 
said,  the  purchase  of  the  house  at  Port 
Said  was,  in  Samt,  a  military  necessity — 
not  in  the  sense  that  military  operations 
were  going  on  at  the  time,  but  as  a  pre- 
liminary necessity  for  nulitaiy  opera- 
tions which  had  not  then  commenoed. 
The  Admiral  had  been  so  fully  impressed 
with  the  necessity  of  having  the  house 
at  once,  that  he  communicated  with  the 
Admiridty,  who,  after  consultation  as  to 
the  value  of  the  building,  entered  into 
negotiations  with  the  trustees  of  the  late 
Prince  Henry  of  the  Netherlands.  [Ijord 
Randolph  CHnRCHn.L:  Who  are  the 
trustees  ?]  He  could  not  say  who  were 
the  trustees ;  but,  after  negotiations,  the 
purchase  was  made.  [Lord  RANDoLPn 
Chuhohill  :  Was  it  made  in  London  ?] 
The  purchase  was  made  in  Ix>ndon,  but 
on  the  advice  and  urgent  insistance  of 
the  Naval  authorities  on  the  spot. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILI, 
said,  after  the  statement  made  by  tJie 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  he  should 
be  wrong  if  he  did  not  take  the  sense  of 
the  Committee  on  the  purchase  in  ques- 
tion. He  regretted  having  to  put  the 
Committee  to  the  trouble  of  dividing  \ 
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but  Uiey  bad  not  found  the  bon.  Qentle- 
man  able  to  give  any  satisfactoxy  infor- 
mation Tith  respect  to  this  hii^  sum  of 
£76,000.  He  did  not  know  what  view 
of  the  matter  was  taken  on  the  Front 
Bench ;  but  he  and  his  hon.  Friends 
considered  they  had  no  option  wfaatever 
as  to  the  course  which  it  was  right  to 
pursue. 

QnesUon  put. 

The  Oommittee  (ftviVtfi: — Ayes  19; 
Noes  168:  Majority  137.— (Div.  List, 
No.  16.) 

Original  Question  ag^in  proposed. 

8iE  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
he  had  to  ask  a  question  with  regard  to 
the  Transport  Service.  He  wished  to 
^ow  whether  the  arrangements  made 
hy  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Westminister  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  in 
connection  with  fittings  for  transports 
■were  fully  availed  of  by  the  present 
Government  ?  And,  further,  he  a^ed 
whether  the  fittings  had  been  returned 
into  Btore,  and  would  be  available  for 
any  future  operations  which  might  take 
|klaoe?  He  was  ve^  dwirous  of  informa- 
tion upon  this  subject,  and  woald  thank 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  for  any  eiplanation  which  he 
was  able  to  afford.  As  there  had  been 
some  ugly  stories  in  circulation  with  re- 
ference, not  only  to  the  inefficiency  of 
the  Medical  Department,  but  also  with 
reference  to  the  food  supplied  to  the 
sick  and  wounded  brought  home  by  the 
transports  from  Egypt,  he  should  be 
glad  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  in  a  po- 
sition to  state  that  there  was  no  founda- 
tion for  those  stories  ;  and  he  took  that 
opportunity  of  asking  him  whether  there 
was  any  truth  in  them  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  the  greatest  advantage  had  been 
derived  from  the  arrangement  made  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Westminster,  which  tfie  Admiralty 
had  availed^themselves  of ;  and  the  fit- 
tings as  to  which  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Baronet  had  inquired  had  been  returned 
to  store,  80  far  as  they  were  in  good 
condition,  and  would  be  available  at  a 
future  time.  With  regard  to  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Baronet's  qnestion  as  to  the 
treatoient  of  the  sick  and  wounded  on 
the  voyage  from  Egypt,  be  believed  there 
had  been  some  complaint  of  the  kind  in- 
dicated.  That,  however,  formed  one  of 


the  subjects  which  was  now  under  oon- 
sideration  by  a  Oonmiittee  at  the  War 
Office ;  and  for  that  reuon  any  opinion 
which  be  might  be  able  to  express  would 
be^but  second-hand  and  unauthoritative. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  he  believed  that  a 
good  deiU.  of  discontent  had  occurred 
because  l^e  Carthage  hospital  ship  was 
extremely  well  pronded,  and  men,  when 
transferred  to  orclinar^transports,  missed 
the  comforto  they  enjoyed  in  her.  The 
average  transports  were  quite  up  to 
the  tisual  requirements  of  the  Service ; 
but  the  hon.  and  gallant  Bt^onet  would 
know  that  this  service  was  undertaken 
by  the  Admiralty  for  the  Army  ;  and,  as 
he  had  already  stated,  the  whole  ques-. 
tion  was  being  thoroughly  investigated 
by  that  Department. 

Mb.  SALT  said,  it  was  necessary  to 
regard  this  Vote,  which  was  another 
Vote  to  supplement  the  amount  taken 
for  the  puxposes  of  the  Egyptian  Expe- 
dition in  the  summer  of  last  year,  with 
great  caution.  He  did  not  complain  of 
it  as  being  a  Supplementaiy  Vote,  be- 
cause when  war  had  to  be  carried  cm  it 
was  impossible  to  know  precisdy  what 
the  oha^^  in  connection  with  it  would 
be.  But  when  the  original  Vote  was 
proposed  in  the  summer  of  last 'year,  he 
had  felt,  what  no  doubt  had  occurred  to 
other  hon.  Members,  that  the  amount 
of  the  Estimates  would  in  all  pro- 
bability be  insufficient  for  the  purposes 
for  which  it  was  intended.  For  bis  own 
part,  he  was  much  gratified  that  the 
expenditure  bad  been  kept  within  the 
present  figures,  and  he  was  bound  to 
say  that  it  reflected  great  credit  on  all 
concerned  in  the  management  of  the 
Department  that  it  was  not  laiger  than 
the  amount  now  asked  for.  Neverthe- 
less, be  wished  to  know  how  far  the 
present  Supplementaiy  Estimate  would 
carry  them  r  The  House,  in  his  opinion, 
onght,  as  far  as  possible,  to  have  been 
told  the  whole  amonnt  of  the  probable 
expenditure  at  the  oommenonnentof  tiie 
war,  in  order  that  it  might  be  understood 
what  the  country  was  committing  itself 
to,  and  that  was  not  an  insignificant 
matter  when  they  were  dealing  with  so 
large  an  undertaking  as  the  recent  opera- 
tions in  Egypt,  because  the  magnitude, 
and  consequently  the  policy,  of  an  under- 
taking of  the  kind  depended  very  much 
upon  its  cost.  It  was  possible  that  a 
Government  might  deliberately  under- 
take an  Expedition,  and  move  for  a  very 
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moderate  Vote  at  tlie  commencement 
when  they  knew  Texj  well  that  the  eati- 
mated  expenditure  would  be  enormously 
exceeded ;  and  therefore,  although  it  was 
impossible  to  arrive  at  a  perfectly  ac- 
curate Estimate  it  was  of  the  first  im- 
portance that  the  Govemment  of  the  day, 
who  were  responsible  for  the  policy  of 
the  undertaking,  should  at  once  place 
before  the  House  as  nearly  as  posslblo 
the  whole  of  the  probable  expenditure 
about  to  be  incurred.  He  was  not  then 
saying  anything  in  a  spirit  hostile  to  the 
Vote,  because  he  regarded  the  Expedi- 
tion as  having  been  most  successful  and, 
on  the  whole,  economical;  still,  he  should 
have  been  more  satisfied  had  the  House 
been  told  at  the  conclusion  of  the  War 
that  they  had  been  in  the  first  instance 
asked  for  too  much  money.  It  was  not 
without  reason,  now  that  they  had  got  to 
the  end  of  Uie  War,  to  coll  attention  to 
the  fact  that  when  the  present  Supple- 
mentary sum  had  been  voted,  they  would 
still  be  required,  as  appeared  on  page  2, 
to  vote  a  further  sum  in  I88S-4.  This 
Vote  would  be  in  connection  with  the 
special  gratuity  to  seamen.  Another 
item  was  called  Supplementary  Estimate 
for  the  year  1882-3,  by  which  he  inferred 
that  the  Estimates  were  ascertained  with 
tolerable  accurac}'  up  to  the  Slst  of 
Karch  next.  But  in  the  noxt  page  of 
the  Paper  he  found  the  heading—"  Sup- 
plementary Estimate  of  Her  M^esty^s 
Navy  for  1883-4."  This,  it  appeared 
was  a  misprint,  but  it  was  not,  thore- 
fwo,  a  small  matter ;  because,  although 
an  error  of  the  hind  in  writing  miglit 
be  rectified,  a  misprint  in  figures  might 
mako  all  the  dinerence  in  the  world. 
Was  this  Estimate  to  carry  them  hmd 
Jidt  to  the  end  of  the  present  finan- 
cial year  ?  He  wished  to  be  certain 
that  when  they  came  to  deal  with  the 
Estimates  of  1883-4,  tbey  would  be  told 
distinctly  what  was  goiug  to  be  the  ex- 
penditure on  this  account,  and  that  they 
wero  not  to  have  one  statement  in  188-3, 
a  Supplementary  Estimate  in  July,  and 
another  Supplementary  Estimate  in 
February,  1884. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  this  was  the  Supplementary  Esti- 
mate for  the  current  financial  year.  The 
first  Vote,  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
be  aware,  was  taken  in  the  form  of  a 
Vote  of  Credit.  As  had  been  stated  by 
the  hon.  Member,  it  was  impossible  in 
respect  of  operations  of  the  kind  for 
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which  that  Vote  was  taken  to  definitely 
state  what  the  chaises  in  connection  with 
it  would  amount  to.  He  agreed  that 
it  was  moat  unfortunate  when  wvr  was 
first  undertaken  that  small  Estimates 
should  be  brought  forward,  and  that 
these  should  be  afterwards  rery  greatly 
exceeded,  as  was  the  case  in  the  Abys- 
sinian Campaign.  In  the  present  in- 
stance, however,  he  thought  the  Govern- 
ment Estimates  had  been,  on  the  whole, 
most  exact.  The  first  Vote  of  Credit 
was  stated  in  the  House  to  be  for  three 
months  only,  and  to  meet  the  require- 
ments of  a  certain  force.  That  force, 
however,  had  to  be  very  much  increased, 
and  the  figures  before  the  Committee 
included  not  only  the  Military  and  Naval 
ez|»end:ture  during  the  three  months 
onginally  contemplated,  but  it  also  re- 
presented the  whole  cost  of  the  subse- 
quent period  after  the  military  operations 
ceased.  The  present  Estimate  exhausted 
the  whole  amount  of  the  Naval  eipendi* 
ture  on  account  of  the  war,  witli  the  ex- 
tion,  he  believed,  of  three  items.  There 
was  a  certain  amount  of  transport,  the 
payments  for  which  could  not  be  brought 
within  the  present  financial  year.  This 
would  bo  about  £15,000.  Then  there 
was  a  small  item  for  special  gratuity 
to  seamen  and  marines,  which,  it  was 
impossible  to  include  in  the  present 
financial  year,  the  ships  having  returned 
to  the  India  and  China  station.  This 
would  amount  to  about£10,000.  Finally, 
there  was  the  sum  of  £2,000  for  medals, 
which  the  Mint  had  not  been  able  to 
supply  in  sufficient  numbers,  and  delay 
had  in  consequence  arisen.  He  trueted 
this  statement  would  be  satis&ctory  to 
the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat 
down. 

SiB  GEOBGE  CAMPBELL  said,  the 
hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr.  Salt)  enter- 
tained the  same  considerations  with  re- 
ference to  the  Vote  aehe  himself  had  ven- 
tured to  address  to  the  House  inconnection 
with  the  Military  Estimates  under  con- 
sideration on  Friday  last.  He  held  it 
to  be  a  great  pity,  when  the  country 
entered  upon  a  war,  that  they  could  not 
get  at  the  worst  of  the  expenditure  on 
account  of  it.  It  was  almost  always  the 
case  that  the  Estimates  first  presented  to 
the  House  were  under-Estimates.  It 
was  true  that  the  estimated  cost  of  tho 
Indian  Concingont  was  not  exceeded,  but 
turned  out  to  oe  considerably  less  than 
the  amount  said  to  be  reqiured  at  the 
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time.  He  expeoted,  however,  that  when 
this  came  to  be  inquired  into,  it  would 
be  found  to  be  due  to  the  mode  in  which 
the  Indian  Aooounta  were  made  up,  that 
there  was  a  reduotion  in  the  Indian  ex- 
penditure. He  had  pointed  out  at  the 
time  that  the  sum  asked  for  the  English 
part  of  the  Expedition  on  account  of 
the  war  was  not  reasonablj  sufficient 
to  carry  the  operations  to  a  conclusion. 
In  the  present  instance,  however,  the 
excess  in  the  case  of  the  Navy  was  so 
small  that  he  thought  it  might  very  well 
be  condoned.  He  considwed  that  the 
thanks  of  the  country  were  due  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  for  the  economy  with 
whidt  the  war  had  boon  conducted,  end 
espedally  to  the  Admiralty  for  the  effi- 
ciency and  economy  of  the  Transport 
arrangements.  When  that  was  compared 
with  the  Abyssinian  Expedition,  its 
small  cost  must  cause  amazement  to  most 
persons. 

Mb.  GOBST  remarked,  that  there  was 
a  credit  for  the  contribution  of  the 
£g>'ptian  Government  towards  the  cost 
of  the  Army  of  Occupation.  Was  that 
credit  taken  for  the  present  financial 
year  ?  He  would  be  glad  to  know 
whether  the  amount  had  been  actually 
paid,  and  if  not,  when  it  would  be  re- 
ceived? 

TheOHANQELLOR  ofthe  EXOHE- 
QUEB  (Ur.  OaiLDEBs)  said,  that  the 
amount  would  undoubtedly  be  paid 
-within  the  present  financial  year.  He 
was  very  glad  to  hear  the  praise  which 
liis  hon.  Friend  (Sir  George  Campbell) 
had  bestowed  upon  the  Transport  ar- 
rangements of  the  Admiralty.  The  move- 
ment entirely  depended  upon  the  good 
working  of  those  arrangements ;  and  as 
it  had  been  his  duty  to  watch  them  care- 
fully throughout  the  operations,  he  was 
bound  to  say  that  the  arrangements 
made  for  that  purpose  by  the  Earl  of 
Northbrook  could  not  have  been  ex- 
celled. With  regard  to  what  had  fallen 
from  his  hon.  fViend  with  reference 
to  the  excess  on  the  Army  Vote,  it 
must  be  borne  in  mind  tibat  the  original 
Estimate  was  made  with  reference  to  a 
much  smaller  number  of  men  than  were 
afterwards  sent  out,  and  the  sum  origi- 
nally asked  for  was  in  consequence  ex- 
ceeded. It  was  stated  at  tiie  time  that 
the  French  Government  took  the  re- 
aponsibility  of  the  naval  operations  in 
the  Suez  Canal ;  but  three  days  after  our 
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Vote  of  Credit  was  taken,  the  Vote  of 
Credit  proposed  for  thooperations  ofthe 
French  Fleet  was  rejected  by  the  Cham- 
ber, and  the  responsibility  with  regard 
to  the  Suez  Canal  fell  upon  the  British 
Government,  the  consequence  being  that 
a  considerably  larger  number  of  men 
were  sent  out. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  he  wished 
to  express  his  concurrence  with  the  terms 
used  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy 
(Sir  George  Campbell)  as  to  the  extremely 
efficient  way  in  which  the  E^ptian  Ex- 
pedition had  been  organised.  Credit 
was,  no  doubt,  due  to  the  Eirst  Lord 
and  other  officers  at  the  Admiralty ;  but 
it  was  also  due  to  the  permanent  officers 
at  the  Admiralty  and  their  professional 
advisers,  without  whose  assistance  no 
amount  of  skill  would  have  been  of  any 
avail.  These  gentlemen  had  rendered 
to  the  Government  most  valuable  and 
efficient  service,  and  be  was  glad  to 
see  that  Admiral  Sir  William  Mends, 
to  whose  great  efficiency  during  the 
time  he  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  had  the 
honour  to  preside  at  the  Admiralty  he 
wished  to  bear  testimony,  had  re- 
ceived a  high  mark  of  recognition. 
The  despatch  of  the  troops  had  been, 
undoubtedly,  greatly  facilitated  by  the 
stock  of  fittings  on  band  for  the  use  of 
the  troops  on  board  ship,  wiUiout  which 
a  much  larger  expense  must  have  been 
incurred  as  well  as  much  delay.  He 
imderstood  that  these  had  been  freely 
availed  of  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, and  that  they  had  been  returned 
into  store ;  but  he  would  also  be  glad  to 
learn  whether  any  waste,  destruction,  or 
loss  with  respect  to  them  had  been  made 
good,  and  whether  money  was  taken  in 
this  Vote  for  the  purpose  ?  Experience 
had  shown  that  there  was  a  great  value 
in  having  in  store  the  means  of  quickly 
despatching  troops  by  transports,  and 
there  was  a  general  belief  that  the 
existence  of  the  stores  in  question 
had  been  the  means  of  effecting  great 
economy  in  the  cost  of  the  Expe- 
ditioD,  both  as  regarded  the  War 
Department  and  the  Admiralty.  It 
would,  therefore,  be  of  advantage  if  the 
House  were  fUmi^ed  with  a  statement, 
in  the  form  of  a  balance-sheet,  show- 
ing what  were  the  stores  in  existence 
before  the  war  was  contemplated  ; 
what  were  now  available  for  carrying 
on  the  service  of  the  country,  and 
those  which  had  been  dissipated  in 
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carrying  on  the  late  war.  He  had  no 
donbt  whatevw  that  the  statements 

made  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  opposite 
(Mr.  Ghilders)  were  perfectly  accurate ; 
but  nothing  would  tend  more  to  give  the 
country  a  greater  feeling  of  Beourify  and 
eatisfaction  on  the  subject  than  the  pub- 
lication of  a  balanoe-sheet,  counter- 
signed by  the  First  Lord,  and  for  the 
accuracy  of  which  the  officers  and  store- 
keepers of  each  Department  were  held 
personally  responsible,  making  it  dear 
thai  we  were  none  tiie  worse  off  in  re- 
spect of  stores  in  consequence  of  the 
operations  of  the  last  six  months,  or,  if 
so,  thai  the  money  would  be  taken  to 
make  good  &e  loss  sustained. 

Mb.  PULESTON  said,  he  was  de- 
sirous of  receiving  some  information 
with  regard  to  the  item  of  £50,000  for 
special  gratuity  to  seamen  and  marines. 
Did  this  amount  stand  alone,  and  was  it 
the  sum  total  ?  If  so,  he  would  ask  in 
what  way  the  gratuities  had  been  dis- 
tributed ?  The  item  very  largely  affected 
the  Navy  ;  and  seeing  so  large  a  sum  by 
itself,  they  were  not  able  to  form  an 
opinion  as  to  whether  the  whole  of  it 
was  given  to  seamen  and  marines,  or 
whether  the  officers  participated  in  the 
distribution. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  he  had  just  made  a  full  statement 
on  the  question,  which  his  hon.  Friend, 
who  was  probably  engaged  elsewhere  at 
the  time,  had  not  heard.  A  similar 
statement  had  also  been  made  in  Oom- 
mittee  on  Friday  night. 

Mr.  GORST  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West- 
minister (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  had  a  few 
minutes  ago  made  a  suggestion  to  Hev 
Majesty's  Government,  but  no  notice  had 
yet  been  taken  of  that  suggestion,  which 
was  that  a  statement  in  the  form  of  a 
balance-sheet  should  be  drawn  up  show- 
ing the  stores  remaining  on  hand  after 
the  recent  operations  as  compared  with 
those  in  existence  previous  to  the  com- 
mencement of  the  war.  No  intimation 
had  been  given  as  to  whether  or  not  that 
suggestion  would  bo  adopted  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  There  had  been 
a  good  deed  of  criticism  against  the  Go- 
vernment, and  many  people  believed 
tiiat  our  stores  had  been  veiy  much  de- 
pleted during  the  war,  and  that  if  there 
were  a  stock-taking  it  would  be  found 
that  large  quantities  of  the  national 
stores  required  to  be  replaced.  That 
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belief  might  or  might  not  be  unjnst,  but 
if  it  were  nnj  nst,  mere  could  be  no  better 
way  of  proving  it  to  be  so  than  by 
adopting  the  suggestioil  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Westminster. 
Let  the  Government  put  before  the  coun- 
try the  amount  of  stores  which  the  Army 
and  Navy  possessed  before  the  war  be- 
gan, and  the  amount  of  stores  which 
they  now  possessed,  and  if  there  had 
been  any  depletion  it  would  be  made 
clear.  He  should  have  thought  Her 
Majesty's  Government  would  have  at 
once  adopted  the  suggestion  of  so  expe- 
rienced a  Gentleman  as  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Westminster,  and  he  eould 
but  express  his  snrprise  that  they  had 
not  done  so. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNSRMAK 
said,  they  had  listened  to  the  observa- 
tions  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite with  great  interest  and  satisfac- 
tion. The  suggestion  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  not  been  lost  upon  faini ; 
but  it  was  quite  impossible  to  say  at  once 
that  the  Government  would  assent  to  his 
proposal.  Hon.  Members  would  easily 
understand  that  a  stock-taking  of  all 
the  stores  iu  the  various  Departments 
was  a  very  complicated  matter  and  could 
not  be  undertaken  off-hand.  He  did  not 
wish  to  be  nnderstood  to  say  that  the 
Government  could  not  do  this,  bat  he 
thought  they  were  entiUed  to  a  littls 
time  to  consider  whether  the  prodnotion 
suggested  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
womd  be  worth  t^e  money  and  laboor 
that  it  would  be  necessary  to  expoid 
upon  it.  Upon  that  question  he  did  not 
himself  offer  any  opinion ;  but  with  re- 
gard to  the  feeling  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr. 
(}orst)  had  stated  to  exist  in  the  minds 
of  some  persons  that  the  Army  and 
Navy  stores  had  been  depleted  during 
the  recent  operations,  he  would  only  say 
that  amongst  his  own  acquaintances  he 
did  not  find  that  any  such  feeling  existed. 

Mr.  PULESTON  said,  the  effect  of  a 
depletion  of  the  national  stores  had  been 
illustrated  in  former  years,  when  after 
starving  all  the  Departments  it  was  found 
necessary  to  spend  largely  in  getting  a 
new  supply  in  a  hurry.  If  that  was  ^e 
case  at  tne  present  time  a  balanoe-sheet 
would  show  it,  and  would  tend  to  pre- 
vent a  recurrence  of  such  a  0tate  of 
things  in  future. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  asked  on  what  se- 
curity the  contribution  of  the  Egyptian 
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GovernmeDt  in  relief  of  the  expenBes  of 
the  war  rested  ?  Had  the  sumo  f  £70,000 
Bpeoified  been  already  paid  ? 

Tsm  OH  ANOELLOR  op  thb  EXOHE- 
QXJEB  (Mr.  Ohzldess)  eaid,  that  the 
amount  would  absolutely  be  receired  on 
the  28th  of  March. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  asked  if  he  was  to 
nnderstand  that  the  Eugllsh  Cbveru- 
ment  bad  ler^  a  sum  of  £70,000  on 
Effypt,  and  tiiat  the  money  was  to  be 
(MMlected  by  the  English  Army  ?  BecauM, 
if  that  wens  the  state  of  tlungs,  it  was 
not,  in  his  opinion,  too  mnoh  to  say  that 
it  would  hare  been  fairer  to  put  down  in 
the  Estimates,  "  Forced  coutributioDs," 
or  "  Forced  loans,"  phrases  which  more 
accurately  described  what  was  taking 
place  than  that  used  in  the  Estimate. 
However,  he  perceived  that  the  Oovem- 
ment  were  rather  shy  of  explaining  their 
relations  with  the  so-called  I^yptian 
Oovemment.  Before  going  any  further 
he  wished  to  ask  what  were  the  misoel- 
laneous  charges  in  connection  with  the 
Palmer  Expedition  which  were  put  down 
at  £13,600? 

Mr.  QAMFBELL  -  BANNEBMAN 
said,  one  item  was  the  sam  of  money 
whieh  Professor  Palmer  had  with  him 
when  he  was  murdered.  There  were 
also  the  expenses  of  the  journey  incurred 
before  the  Expedition  started.  He  was 
not  in  a  position  to  give  the  items. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  accepted 
the  explanation  of  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty,  and  should,  consequently,  be 
able  to  take  the  course  he  intended  with- 
out interfering  with  tho  allowance  which 
it  was  proposed  to  make  to  the  families 
of  the  officers  and  the  expenses  of  find- 
ing the  body  of  the  late  Professor 
Palmer.  He  should,  therefore,  propose 
that  the  Vote  be  reduced  by  the  sum  of 
£5,000,  which  would  cover  with  suffi- 
cient accuracy  all  that  had  relation  to 
the  Palmer  Expedition  apart  from  the 
payments  to  the  families.  The  reason 
be  proposed  that  reduction  was  in  order 
to  ask  for  infbrmation  on  the  whole  sub- 
ject of  the  Palmer  Expedition,  which,  as 
far  as  he  was  aware,  had  been  ap- 
parently concealed  &om  Parliament  as 
long  as  possible,  and  with  respect  to 
which,  even  at  the  present  moment, 
there  seemed  to  be  rather  a  desire  to 
disguise  the  truth.  There  was,  to  a 
certain  extent,  an  amount  of  difficulty 
in  the  way  of  a  Member  of  that  House 
asking  for  information,  beoause  he  was 


not  at  all  satisfied  that  they  had  before 
them  anything  like  complete  information 
as  to  the  Expedition.  He  asked  for  in- 
formation as  to  the  number  of  asterisks 
which  occurred  in  the  Papers  laid  be- 
fore the  House,  and  which,  he  believed, 
concealed  the  absence  of  names  of  a  cha- 
racter most  important  to  the  proper  nn- 
derstandiog  of  these  proceedings.  There 
wwe  also  letters  omitted  from  the  Bine 
Book  which  eeemed  to  have  a  vexy  im- 
portent  bearing  indeed  upon  the  nature 
of  the  credence  which  the  House  ought 
to  attach  to  certain  portions  of  it. 
No  less  an  authority  than  The  Timet, 
of  Friday  last,  alluded  to  a  letter 
from  Colonel  Warren  in  the  following 
terms : — 

"  The  record  of  tho  stratagems  and  devices 
by  which  the  '  guilty  ones ' — for  bo  Colonel 
Warren  throughout  apeaVs  of  the  accueed  per- 
sona— were  entrappoa  and  forced  into  giving 
evidence  and  confessions,  is  not  altogether 
agreeable,  though  it  ia  inatmctive  rojiding. 
Colonel  'NVarren,  for  instance,  in  his  first  ex- 
pedition, miting  to  a  Sheikh  (Ihis  letter  does 
net  appear  in  the  Blue  Book),  whom  he  wishes 
to  persuade  of  Arabi's  overthrow,  whi^  had 
not  yet  occurred,  informs  him  that  the  Sultan 
has  fanded  6,000  soldiers  at  Port  Said." 

He  thought  that  the  statement  in 
Times  with  regard  to  the  absenoe  of  this 
letter  threw  a  responsibility  of  a  rery 
grave  kind  upon  Colonel  Warren,  who 
had  played  such  an  important  part  in 
the  matter,  and  upon  the  Government, 
which  had  omitted,  for  some  reason  or 
other,  to  include  this  letter  amongst  the 
other  Correspondence  published  in  the 
Blue  Book.  They  knew  that  tho  8ultan 
did  not  land  6,000  soldiers  at  Fort  Said, 
and  they  could  have  no  doubt  that  Oolo- 
nel  Warren  waa  thoroughly  aware  of  tb  at 
fact.  [Mr.GAUPBSLL-BAmfEBHAH:  Please 
quote^the  date  and  place.]  The  date  and 
place  could  oome  afterwards.  At  the 
same  time,  he  would  remark  that,  as  far 
as  he  was  aware,  at  no  date  did  the 
Saltan  land  6,000  soldiers  at  Port  Said. 
The  Timea  did  not  appear  to  give  the 
date ;  but  it  gave  an  extract  of  consider- 
able length  &om  the  letter,  and  in  that 
letter  Colonel  Warren  informed  a  Sheikh 
that  the  Sultan  had  landed  6,000  soldiers 
at  Port  Said,  and  Colonel  Warren  made 
that  declaration  for  the  purpose  of  put- 
ting pressure  upon  a  Native  Sheikh,  to 
cause  him  to  deliver  up  persons  whom 
Colonel  Warren  considered  "  guilty  per- 
sons," and  who,  they  vere  informed, 
had  been  reoentiy  exeoated.  He  (Mr. 
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O'Bonnell)  said  that  if  Colonel  Warren 
made  that  statement  to  anyone,  they 
vere  compelled  to  approach  the  other 
statamenta  of  Oobnel  Warren  with  a 
certain  amount  of  reserve,  because  he 
was  an  oflBoer  in  Her  Majesty's  Service, 
and  the  case  was  not  that  of  an  ignorant 
01  uninformed  man.  It  was  against  this 
officer,  who  had  such  important  duties 
laid  upon  him,  that  the  leading  English 
journal  had  brought  a  charge  which 
could  not  be  disguised  as  anything  else 
than  a  grave  imputation  upon  his  vera- 
city, n  that  misrepresentation  on  the 
part  of  Colonel  Warren  were  defended 
on  the  ground  that  it  was  a  lawful  stra- 
tagem to  misrepresent  the  truth  to  an 
Arab  Sheikh,  how  were  they  to  banish 
from  their  minds  the  feeling  that  other 
statements  of  Colonel  Warren  were  legi- 
timate stratagems  also?  For  in  other 
portions  of  his  Conespondenoe,  Colonel 
warren,  who  varied  in  his  accounts, 
appeared  indined  to  convey  as  much  as 
possible  the  impression  that  the  attack 
on  Professor  Palmer  and  his  party  was 
a  more  Bedouin  onset,  stimmated  by 
the  hope  of  plunder.  That  was  the  ac- 
count given  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment ;  and  when  he  found  that  the  Go- 
vernment supported  that  view,  how  was 
it  possible  to  feel  otherwise  than  that 
the  whole  thing  was  a  stratagem  on  the 
part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  as 
it  was  on  the  part  of  Colonel  Warren  ? 
A  very  serious  imputation  was  thus  cast 
upon  the  accuracy  of  one  of  the  prin- 
cipal witnesses  who  might  afterwards 
have  to  be  called  on  belulf  of  the  Qo- 
Temment.  At  the  same  time,  the  oir^ 
oumBtancee  of  that  imputation  might 
render  the  evidence  of  C^nel  Wsrrtti 
all  the  more  important  for  his  (Mr. 
O'Donnell's)  purpose.  What  he  wished 
to  bring  before  the  Committee,  and  what 
he  maintained  was  the  fact,  was  that  the 
death  of  Professor  Palmer  and  his  com- 
panions was  not  the  result  of  a  Bedouin 
onset,  stimulated  by  the  hope  of  plunder, 
but  that  Professor  Palmer,  Lieutenant 
Charrington,  and  Captain  Gill  formed 
part  of  a  surreptitious  Military  Expe- 
dition directed  by  the  QoTenunent  of 
Great  Britain,  then  at  war  with  the 
lEHgyptian  nation,  and  that  this  Ezpedi* 
tion,  carrying  out  its  purpose  in  dis- 
guise, was  met,  surrounded,  captured, 
and  executed  by  Arabs  in  exactly  the 
same  way  as  that  in  which  three  Arabs 
and  one  English  soldier,  disguised  for 
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the  purpose  of  cutting  telegraph  wires, 
would  have  been  met,  surrounded,  cap- 
tured, and  executed  by  a  file  of  BnglisU 
troops  under  tiie  ordsrs  of  Her  Uajestgr'e 
Ghivemment.  Now,  with  regard  to  the 
sacrifioe  of  Frofiaseor  Palmer  and  bis 
military  and  naval  oompanions,  be  had 
not  one  word  to  say  that  would  in  any 
way  detract  from  the  gratitude  due  to 
them.  The  man  who  took  up  the  dan- 
gerous and  disagreeable  office  of  spy  in 
an  enemy's  country  know  that  he  ex- 
posed himself  to  the  very  last  penally ; 
the  man  who  undertook  ihe  act  of 
bribing  the  enemy's  soldiers  rendwed  a 
service  to  his  country  far  more  <meroiu 
even  than  that  of  the  soldier  who  volun- 
teered to  go  on  the  forlorn  hope.  Pro- 
fessor Palmer  and  hie  companions  went 
out  to  do  a  duty  for  their  coanby,  and 
they  lost  their  lives  in  the  performaace 
of  that  duty;  but  he  protested  as  » 
Irishmaa,  and  he  believed  that  evwy 
honest  man  in  England  would  be  ready 
to  join  with  him  in  protesting  against 
the  act  of  those  defenders  of  their  coun- 
try, who  treated  Professor  Palmer  and 
his  coadjutors  as  we  would  have  t»ated 
three  Arabs,  being  palmed  off  as  a  nass 
of  murder,  and  that  for  the  purpose  of 
concealing  one  of  the  most  dubious  and 
unpleasant  transactionB  to  which  Her 
Mcgesty's  Government  had  eommitted 
themselves  in  the  pleasant  and  dubious 
act  of  carrying  on  war  while  thc^  main- 
tained the  principles  of  peace.  When 
the  question  was  raised  during  the-  Isst 
Session  of  Parliament  every  effort  was 
made  to  impress  on  the  country  that 
Professor  Palmer  had  been  engaged  ia 
the  peaceful  office  of  purchasing  camels, 
that  he  bad  with  bim  money  for  that 
purpose,  and  that  this  fact  had  drava 
upon  bim  the  cupidity  of  the  Bedouins 
of  the  Desert ;  and  so  the  whole  thing 
was  to  be  explained.  But,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  the  expedition  on  which  he  wss 
engaged  had  been  most  comprehensively 
and  carefully  planned  and  entered  into 
with  the  officers  who  died  on  the  occa- 
sion to  which  the  Blue  Book  particularly 
referred.  It  would  have  been  necessary 
— and  here  was  another  defect  in  the 
Blue  Book— fur  the  full  explanation  of 
this  matter,  for  the  Government  to  hsM 
produced  a  true  report  of  the  use  they 
made  of  a  M.  Picard,  £'rench  telegrapb 
engineer  in  the  service  of  the  Khedive'* 
Qovemment,  who  was  placed  at  the  diar 
posal  of  Her  Migesty's  Government)  bff 
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cause,  while  thejrvere  sending  Professor 
Palmer  to  out  ue  telegraph  wires  in  the 
Desert,  they  were  sending  U.  Pioard 
intoTarkish  territory— into  the  Lebanon 
—where  he  stayed  for  months,  and 
where  he  was  also  engaged  in  cutting 
tekgraph  wires.  This  execution  of  Pro- 
fessor Palmer,  Linutenant  Obarrington, 
and  Captain  Qill  was  not  an  isolated 
execution,  for  while  an  Islamite  force 
was  capturing  and  executing  the  English 
portton  of  the  Expedition,  another  Is- 
lamite force  was  looking  after  M.  Ficard 
in  the  Tjebanon.  The  whole  thing  was 
a  Mis^on  of  osrefitlly-disguised  espies  for 
the  double  purpose  of  cutting  the  tele- 
graph wires  communicatingbetween  Oon- 
fltantinople  and  Cairo,  and  seducing  and 
bribing  the  Bedouin  warriors  who  were 
ttrepored  to  assist  ue  in  the  attempt  upon 
Egypt,  ^e  tale  abont  the  purchase  of 
camels  must  be  thrown  aside  and  utterly 
repudiated.  Sut  he  must  obserre  that, 
even  if  the  Expedition  had  been  for  the 
purpose  of  purchasing  camels,  if  that 

f>urchase  had  been  conducted  by  spies 
a  disguise,  it  would  subject  those  spies, 
aecoTuing  to  the  English  laws  of  war,  to 
the  last  penalty.  But  it  now  came  out 
clearly  that  this  was  not  an  expedition 
for  the  mere  purpose  of  getting  camels. 
They  had  the  Admiivl^  inb-odudng 
Professor  Palmer,  passenger  for  Brin- 
disi,"  to  Admiral  Sir  Bearohamp  Sey- 
mour, and  it  spoke  of  him  as  a  person 
who 

"  Speaks  Arabic  and  knows  Bedomns.  Seep 
liim  at  your  di^>osal." 

Then,  onthe2l8t  of  July,  the  Admiralty, 
in  another  telegram  to  Sir  Beauchamp 
Seymour,  expressed  the  desire  that  Cap- 
tain Gill  should  be  attached  to  Bear 
Admiral  Eoskins— 

"  For  the  ptupoie  of  asristing  him  in  com- 
mnnicating  with  the  Bedooins.. 

And  the  telegram  went  on  to  say  that 
Captain  GHU  had  travelled  among  the 
Itedouins  and  was  employed  to  collect 
the  information  which  had  already  been 
eent  to  the  Admiral,  and  it  added  that 
Captain  Gill  was — 

"Fully  acqoainted  -with  the  anangementa 
made  wUh  Professor  Palmer." 

The  Admiralty  had  also  telegraphed  to 
Sir  Beauchamp  Seymour  what  might 
be  looked  upon  as  the  outline  of  the 
Btoi7  afterwards  to  be  put  upon  Parlia- 
ment— namely,  that,  in  anticipation  of 
Idle  arrival  of  troops,  he  should  hire  all 


available  camel  transport  in  the  vicinity 
of  the  Suez  Canal,  wnich  Hhe  telegram 
went  on  to  say  would  be — 

"  A  good  opportunity  of  enlisting  the  serviceB 
of  Bedouins." 

Now,  they  had  a  telegram  on  August  the 
5th,  from  Eear  Admiral  Sir  William 
Hewett  at  Suez  to  the  Admiralty,  which 
showed  the  manner  in  which  the  re- 
sources of  the  Government  were  em- 
ployed to  place  Professor  Palmer  in 
communication  with  the  domestic  traitors 
of  Egypt  and  Syria  who  were  expected 
to  assist  the  work  of  British  invasion  in 
Egypt.    It  ran  thus — 

"  Forward  following  message  to  Consul  at 
Jerusalem: — '"Want  reply  to  message  which 
commences:  "  To  British  Consul  at  Jerusalem 
from  British  Admiral  at  Suez."  Send  trust- 
worthy horsemen  to  Gaxa  at  once,  to  delivsr 
the  foUowmg  mossage  to  Shdkh  Mideh  in 
AraUc.  He  expects  this  message,  and  is  in 
the  neighbourhood.  Message  begins :  "  K^ah 
Abdullah  wishes  Sheikh  Misleh  Ameer  of  the 
Tizahah  to  ride  a  swift  camol  and  meet  him  at 
Nakhlontho  12th."'" 

Sheikh  Abdullah  was  the  name  and  dis- 
guise under  which  Professor  Palmer  was 
to  seduce  the  Bedouins  by  money  to  assist 
the  British  invasion  of  Egypt ;  it  was  at 
Nakhl  that  Professor  Pumer  met  his 
fate,  and  there  was  reason  to  believe 
that  the  Sheikh  did  ride  a  swift 
camel  as  requested  by  Professor  Palmer. 
On  the  6th  of  August  they  had  a  tele- 
gram from  Sir  Beauchamp  Seymour  to 
the  Admiralty,  which  said  that— 

"Palmer,  in  letter  of  Ut  August  at  Suez, 
writes  that  if  precisely  instructed  as  to  scrricee 
required  by  Bedouins  and  famished  with  funds, 
he  bdieves  he  could  buy  the  allegianoe  of 
60,000  at  acofltof  from  £20,000  to  £30,000."— 

A  gigantic  scheme  for  getting  Bedouins 
to  assist  in  the  invasion  of  Egypt— 

"  Palmer  with  Hewett  atill.  CKll  still  there. 
Will  Admiralty  commnnicate  with  Palmer 

direct  f" 

Hie  Admiralty  were,  therefore,  directlj 
implicated  in  this  transaction.  They 
had  a  return  telegram  to  Bear  Admiru 
Sir  William  Hewett  at  Suez  on  the  6th 
of  August,  which  run  thus— 

"Admiral  reports  Palmer's  proposal  of  1st 
An^st.  Instmct  Palmer  to  Keep  Bedooins 
available  for  patrol  or  transport  on  CanaL  A 
reasonable  amount  may  be  spent,  but  larger  en- 
gagements are  not  to  be  eniani  into  tmtil 
Genaral  arrires  and  has  been  consulted." 

That  showed  that  the  Admirals  were  im- 
plicated in  the  scheme  which  it  was  in- 
tended to  put  on  the  country  as  a  robber 
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onset  for  the  Bake  of  plunder.  It  was 
now  elear  what  was  l3ie  nature  of  the 

Berricea  wLioli  Professor  Palmer  was 
engaged  to  perform;  and,  as  he  had 
before  said,  he  deserved  every  honour 
and  credit  for  playing  such  a  part, 
which  was  a  difficult  and  dangerous  one, 
because  he  not  only  exposed  himself  to 
the  risks  of  ordinary  war  as  a  soldier, 
but  he  exposed  himself  to  the  certainty, 
if  caught,  of  being  executed  as  a  spy. 
But  what  about  Captain  Gill  ?  Admiral 
Sir  Beaucbamp  Seymour,  in  a  telegram 
from  Alezandna  on  the  6th  of  August 
to  the  "Eaxi  of  Northbrook,  said — 

"Oni  has  gone  to  Suez  to  make  arrange- 
ments alwnt  Ktdonins  with  Palmer.  Authority 
has  been  given  to  Hoskina  to  expend  for  this 
service.  Amuigemcnts  made  to  cut  the  Syrian 
telegraph  wires  and  for  Bedouins  to  help  in 
prerenting  its  repair." 

What  made  this  act  on  the  part  of  Her 
Majee^'s  Gtovemment  repreheneible  was 
that  arrangements  were  made  not  only 
for  seducing  the  Bedouins  to  help  our 
Army,  but  for  seducing  theminto  cutting 
thetelegraph  wires  of  theirliege  Lord  the 
Sultan,  with  whom  we  were  supposed  to 
be  at  ^eace.  Such  double-dyed  treason 
and  trickery  never  was  exceeded  in  the 
whole  history  of  tortuous  transactions. 
Then  there  was  a  telegram  from  Sir 
Beauchamp  Seymour,  who,  if  he  did  not 
deserve  hie  Peerage  for  the  bombard- 
ment of  Alexandria  deserved  it  for  other 
reasons,  stating  that— 

"  OiU  expected  to  aeoompUsh  it  Thunday  or 
Friday;  not  yet  known." 

This,  as  the  Admiralty  note  at  the  foot 
of  the  telegram  explained,  referred  to 
cutting  the  telegraph.  Bear  Admiral 
Hoskins,  on  the  14th  of  August,  next 
telegrf^ed  the  Admiralty — 

"  Gin,  who  is  in  Desert  to  cut  Syrian  wire, 
bas  not  yet  been  heard  of ." 

At  that  time,  when  Admiral  Hoskins 
was  writing  a  telegram  evidently  full  of 
joy  at  the  work  being  done.  Captain 
Gill  had  been  seised  and  probably  exe- 
cuted for  attempting  to  cut  the  tele- 
graph wire,  contrary  not  only  to  the 
usages  and  laws  of  peace,  but,  as  he 
believed,  contrary  to  the  laws  and  usages 
of  war.  By  August  the  17th  the  Ad- 
miralty was  becoming  anxious,  so  they 
telegraphed  on  that  date  to  Bear 
Adminu  Hoskins  at  Fort  Said — 


'*  Have  yon  beard  anything  of  Gill  f 
orders  did  you  give  him  P  " 


What 


.  you  give 
Mr.  O'DonnfU 


And  Bear  Admiral  Hoskins  telegraphed 
back  l^e  same  day — 

"  Gill  left  ath  to  confer  with  telegraph  en- 
gineerB  at  tsmailia.  On  the  6th  he  wrote  to  mo 
from  Suez.  After  discussing  the  matter  with 
Palmer,  he  had  determined  to  go  and  cut  wires 
in  Desert  himself,  and  hoped  to  effect  hia  ob- 
ject by  Friday.   Nothing  heard  of  him  since." 

He  had  been  intercepted,  just  as  att 
Arab  wire  cutter  would  have  been  in- 
tercepted by  English  troops. 

"  Wires  have  not  been  cat.  Sent  ...  to 
coast  of  Syria  in  the  Seacon  to  cat  the  wiiw 
and  gain  news.   Will  report  result  on  retam." 

Thus  the  Government  were  cutting  the 
telegraph  wires  of  their  Ally,  the  Sul- 
tan, at  the  very  time  they  were  keeping 
up  before  Europe  the  farce  of  seeking 
to  come  to  terms  with  regard  to  the 
pacification  of  Egypt.  They  were  de- 
signedly cutting  off  Arabi  from  every 
source  of  communication  with  the  rest 
of  the  world,  so  that  they  might  wake 
him  up  one  morning  with  the  rush  of 
their  17,000  bayonets,  catting  and  stab- 
bing his  ludf-armed  troops.  Oh,  the 
Liberal  victory!  It  was  evident  that 
the  unfortunate  Professor  Palmer  began 
early  in  August  to  realize  the  cons©- 
quences  of  the  hostility  he  would  incur 
on  the  part  of  the  Arabs  and  the  ex- 
treme danger  in  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  placed  both  him  and 
Captain  Gill.  Accordingly,  they  found 
a  telegram  from  Professor  Palmer  to 
Bear  Admiral  Hewett  on  the  8th  of 
August,  from  Suez,  as  follows  :— 

"  I  think  it  would  be  most  desirable  that  an 
oEScer  of  Her  Majesty's  Navy  should  accom- 
pany  me  on  my  journey  to  the  Desert  aa  a 
guarantee  that  I  am  acting  on  the  part  of  Har 
Mi^esty's  Govemment." 

Professor  Palmer  knew  well  what  he 
was  at,  and  he  sent  for  the  uniform  <tf 
the  British  Navy  in  order  to  cover  that 
work.  It  was  an  act  of  self^preservatiott 
on  the  part  of  Professor  Palmer;  but 
the  grant  of  that  naval  anifom,  the 
sending  of  Flag  Lieutenant  Charrington 
to  Professor  Palmer  and  Captain  Gill  in 
their  joint  expedition  of  seducftiwi  and 
wire-cutting,  deepened  Uie  part  played 
by  the  Home  authorities  throughout 
the  whole  of  these  characteristic  trans- 
actions. Now,  he  maintained  that  even 
from  those  miserably  imperfect  docu- 
ments, in  spite  even  of  all  the  asterisks 
and  all  the  suppressed  passage  of  the 
missing  letters,  in  spite  of  the  complete 
silence  that  had  been  observed  viu  re- 
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gard  to  the  Lebanon  portion  of  the 
wire-cutting  expedition,  tho  Blue  Book 
before  him  contained  ample  evidenco 
that  the  resistance  which  the  Palmer 
Expedition  met  with  was  a  national  and 
a  popular  resistance  directed  by  the 
Arab  aathorities,  and  that  the  Palmer 
Mission  was  interc«>ted  not  merely  for 
&e  sake  of  plunoer-^a^oagh  prize 
mon^  had  its  temptations  even  for  Uie 
British  soldier— not  merely  fbr  the  sake 
ofloot,  aa  the  miserable  misrepresentation 
that  had  been  circulated  sought  to  con- 
vey, but  that  the  Mission  was  intercepted 
and  found  its  death  in  coasequence  of 
that  national  resistance  to  invasion,  and 
to  spydom,  bribery,  and  treachery,  and 
that  the  orders  came  firom  the  Govern- 
ment aC  Cairo  to  intercept  the  English 
spies,  just  as  the  English  Government 
vould  ^ve  orders  to  intercept  Arab 
spies.  He  maintained  that  the  alleged 
murderers  of  the  Palmer  Mission  were 
simply  half-a-dozen  rank  and  file  from 
a  couple  of  Bedonian  tribes,  who  stood 
in  the  same  position  as  a  puty  of  Eng- 
lish soldiers  employed  to  shoot  down  a 
znaa  as  they  were  commanded.  The 
trial  which  took  place  under  Colonel 
Warren,  carrying  out  the  instructions  of 
the  Government  to  represent  the  whole 
thing  as  having  been  done  for  the  sake 
of  plunder,  and  which  had  resulted  in 
the  execution  of  five  humble  Arab 
tribesmen,  was  a  bloody  judicial  trial 
carried  out  with  the  concurrence  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  They  need  not 
go  to  the  source  of  the  authority  under 
which  these  men  met  their  doom.  The 
Egyptian  Government  were  but  the  in- 
struments in  the  hands  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  Those  humble  men  were 
slain  for  doing  what  they  believed  to  be 
their  du^  to  their  tribe  and  tribal 
Chief,  and  their  execution  was  a  judi- 
cial murder,  and  a  judicial  murder  of 
the  most  atrocious  description.  Ho 
would  read  an  extract  ixom  the  letter  of 
Colonel  Warren,  dated  Suez,  November 
2Sth,  and  received  by  tho  Admiralty  on 
Nevember  30th.  The  name  of  one  of 
the  Sheikhs  engaged  in  the  ^interception 
of  the  spying  party  had  arrived  at  Suez, 
and  Colonel  Warren  reported  that — 

"  Sheikh  Salami  Shedide  arrived  from  Cairo 
on  tiie  22Qd.  Ho  professed  to  be  quite  igaorant 
of  tiie  facta  connected  with  Profesaor  Palmer's 
mnrder ;  protested  that  he  had  no  power  as  a 
fflieildi  wyoaA  the  Canal,  and  gave  the  name  of 
a  Shmkh  (Uahomed  Fey«te)  who  lives  he7(nid 
.4kabah,  a  raler  o{  the  country  ahout  Wady 


Sudor.  I  refuted  his  statements  by  means  of 
hia  own  Hawetetfl  brought  in  from  Wady  Sudur, 
who  declared  that  the  Shedidee  of  Cairo  were 
their  only  Sheikhs,  that  Baalim  Assam  Farey 
ruled  them  by  deputy,  and  that  Uahomed 
Feyere  was  to  them  only  a  name.  Having  at 
last  acknowledged  that  he  was  Sheikh  of  the 
Hawetats  about  Wady  Sndur^  Salami  Shedids 
asked  me  to  give  him  Uie  names  of  the  ou^rits, 
and  the  deteils  connected  with  the  murder. 
This  I  refused  to  do,  and  told  him  to  get  it  from 
his  own  people.  He  protested  he  eoiild  not  do 
this,  but  eventually  sent  to  Cairo  to  ascertain 
the  particulars  from  the  Bedouins  aboot  there. 
Having  thus  obtained  from  him  the  acknow- 
ledgement that  the  particulars  of  the  murder 
were  known  to  the  Bedouins  about  Cairo,  and 
that,  therefore,  he  must  be  aware  of  what  took 
place,  being  bead  Shflikh,  I  told  him  to  exa- 
mine the  &iwel»tB  brought  in  by  his  party 
from  tho  Desot,  and  elicit  the  &ca  in  my  pre* 
sence." 

He  might  at  this  point  observe  that  to 
throw  upon  a  mere  tribesman  the  whole 
of  the  alleged  guilt  of  this  transaction, 
was  an  artifice  which  could  not  have 
blinded  any  eyes  but  those  willing  to  be 
blinded,  for  he  found  in  tho  Blue  Book 
that  Colonel  Warren  was  forewarned  as 
early  as  October  20,  1882  (page  40), 
that  the  war  being  over,  the  flfaedides 
who  stood  high  with  Arabi  still  continued 
in  power,  and  were  endeavouring  to 
throw  the  whole  guilt  upon  the  Towarah ; 
and  so  great  was  their  power  that  they 
had  succeeded  in  fixing  the  impression 
on  the  minds  of  the  local  Egyptian  offi- 
cials. So  that  the  policy  of  throwing 
guilt  on  the  men — the  mere  executioners 
— was  fully  known  to  Colonel  Warren 
and  Her  Majesty's  Govornment  as  early 
as  October  the  3 let.  In  the  same  letter. 
Colonel  Warren  showed  that  the  pursnit 
and  capture  of  the  English  Mission  was 
not  an  act  of  isolated  robbers,  but  was  a 
true  Governmental  act,  and  a  part  of 
the  Government  defence  against  English 
invasion.  On  page  39,  Colonel  Warren 
reported  that  there  was  a  oonstderable 
amount  of  evidence  showing  that  the 
attack  on  the  party  was  aided  from 
Cairo  by  Ibu  Snedide,  whose  brother 
was  at  Suez,  helping  him  to  discover  the 
guilty  parties,  and  who  professed  entire 
ignorance  in  all  matters  connected  with 
the  attack.  Abu  Sofieh  endeavoured  to 
ransom  the  party,  but  failed  to  do  so ; 
and  after  they  had  been  prisoners  for 
two  or  more  days,  they  were  taken  up 
into  the  mountains  over  a  precipice,  and 
told  that  by  orders  of  Arabi,  through 
Nakhl  and  through  Cairo,  they  must 
die,  and  were  at  ubert^  to  choose  be- 


Digitized  by  Google 


1467     Nm  {SuppUmmtary       (COMMONS)         Siti^U),  1&82-3.  1188 


tween  dropping  over  the  precipice  or 
being  shot.  It  was  said  that  Professor 
Palmer  and  Captain  OiU  ohose  the  for- 
mer  death,  vhue  Lieutenant  Charring- 
ton,  the  Dragoman,  and  the  Cook  chose 
the  latter.  It  was  also  said  Professor 
Palmer  solemnly  called  Hearen  to  wit- 
ness that  the  death  of  the  party  would  be 
avenged  upon  the  murderers.  Colonel 
Warren  went  on  to  say  that  there  could 
be  no  doubt  whatever  that  it  was  the 
intention  of  those  in  authority  and  the 
Bedouins  that  a  veil  should  be  drawn 
over  all  the  details  of  this  tragedy  after 
the  attack  upon  the  baggage ;  and  every 
available  due  had,  as  they  thought,  been 
Buooessfully  obliterated.  Even  the  mur- 
der of  the  Cook  Moussa  was  solely  ac- 
tuated by  a  desire  to  conceal  all  facts 
oonneoted  with  the  attack,  for  it  was 
known  that  Moussa  was  not  a  Christian ; 
and  the  ontn^  was  committed,  not  by 
a  mere  band  of  robbers,  but  by  an  or- 
ganized band  of  Moslems  acting  under 
authority  to  kill  Christians.  But,  al- 
though, said  Colonel  Warren — 

"  I  beUave  the  order  for  the  Attack  came  from 
tiiose  in  authorify  immediately  under  Ambi.  I 
do  not  think  the  order  to  kill  Cbriatiaos  pro- 
ceeded from  Cairo,  but  emanated  from  the  over- 
xoaloufl  fanaticism  of  tho  Egyptian  GoTamora 
of  Nakhl  and  El  Arisha.  The  attack  waa  made 
principally  by  the  Hawetat,  whoso  Sheikh  is 
Sualem  Abu  Fara^,  acting  immediately  under 
Iba  Shedide  of  Cairo.  Ttus  man  was  actively 
engaged  daring  the  war,  and  commanded  the 
line  of  Bedouins  covering  Cairo  ;  and  yet,  in  the 
face  of  the  well-known  fact  to  all  Bedouins, 
that  Sualem  is  the  Sheikh  of  the  Uawetats  of 
Wady  Sudur,  under  the  Shedide,  Shedido's 
brother  has  protested  that  theee  Hawetats  were 
under  »  Synaa  Shaikh,  and  he  had  no  power 
owet  tiiem." 

There  was  much  more  evidence  in  these 
documents.  In  an  enclosure.  Colonel 
Warren,  writing  to  Bear  Admiral  Sir 
William  Hewett,  reported — 

"I  Tinted  Ab.  .  ,  .  .  "—tbeas  asterisks 
were  always  turning  up  in  the  most  convenient 
places — "and  ascertained  from  him  that  ho 
woald  be  able  to  arrest,  near  Gaza,  a  Bodonin 
who  bad  been  heard  to  say  that  he  had  assisted 
in  killing  two  aooursed  Feringhees  near  Sues. 
He  also  mfonned  me  that  ha  had  evidence  to 
show  that  the  Governor  of  £1  Arishe  had  sent 
out  a  party  of  Suwaki  Bedouins  after  Professor 
Palmer,  to  bring  him  in  dead  or  alire  on  his 
journey  from  Gaza  to  Snez." 

They  had  a  very  important  statement 
iirom  Consul  West  upon  the  same  sub- 
ject. Her  Majesty's  Consul,  at  Suez, 
writing  on  the  20th  of  NoTember— the 
letter  was  received  at  the  Admiralty  on 
the  4  th  of  December — said— 


"It  is  becoming  evei^  day  more  apparent 
that  the  Shedides  at  Cairo,  acting  under  the 
influence  of  their  own  convicUons,  in  the  power 
of  Arabi  and  his  followers,  if  not  under  their 
direct  orders,  had  sent  instructiona  to  the 
Sheikhs  in  the  Desert  to  arrest  all  travellms,  at 
least,  and  to  prevent  them  from  obtaining  as. 
siBtance  from  those  over  whom  they,  the  said 
Sheikha,  had  any  control ;  to  what  extent  their 
inBtructions,  which  were  only  verbal,  as  a  matter 
of  coarse,  woald  have  instigated  such  s  crime 
as  that  committed,  it  were  diffionlt  to  ssy,  and 
may  be  still  more  so  to  prove.  It  is,  nevertho- 
lesB,  certain  that  the  Shedides  now  here,  osten- 
sibly for  the  purpose  of  bringing  in  those  of  their 
tribe  who  are  '  wanted,'  are  far  from  doing  their 
utmost  to  clear  up  matters,  their  action  tends  to 
show  that  they  are  in  great  dread  of  the 
pote  which  they  can  see  is  hanging  over  their 
heads." 

That  was  a  Beport  of  Consul  West,  a 
Report  completely  removing  the  possi- 
bility that  it  was  a  mere  set  of  robbers  ; 
a  Eeport  completely  proving  tiiat  a  levy 
en  matte  had  been  ordered  to  prevent  an 
inonrsion  of  English  soldiers  and  ^ies. 
The  name  of  Arabi  was  mentimed. 
There  was  no  blame  on  Arabi  reapeoting 
the  murders;  indeed,  there  was  mery 
reason  far  supposing  he  did  not  give 
express  instructions  to  execute  such  man 
as  Palmer,  Gill,  and  Chairington.  It 
was,  however,  clear  that  the  Qovem- 
ment  of  Egypt  had  token  eveiy  pre- 
caution to  arrest  and  to  execute  enemies 
and  spies  entering  the  country.  There 
was  other  evidence  which  would  not  be 
less  impressive.  The  Native  witness, 
Hassar  Ateiya,  of  the  Marani  tribe, 
eiamined  by  Colonel  Warren,  page  52 
of  the  Blue  Book,  stated  that  the 
Huvalats,  the  tribesmen  engaged  in 
the  attack  upon  the  Palmer  Party,  ex- 
pressly said — 

' '  We  are  Arabi's  soldiers,  and  if  we  meet  any 
English  people,  we  must  get  hold  of  thenv." 

And  the  wretched  story  had  Been  set 
going  that  it  was  all  an  attack  of  Be- 
douins stimulated  by  the  hope  of  plun- 
der. What  part  of  the  explanation  of 
HerMajosty'sQovemmentwithregard  to 
their  policy  in  Egypt  could  they  credit 
in  a  higher  degree  than  they  could  now 
credit  their  statement  as  to  the  object 
of  the  Palmer  Mission,  and  the  nature 
of  the  opposition  which  that  Miseioa 
provoked  ?  Nay,  not  only  was  there 
all  this  evidence,  which  he  could  mul- 
tiply even  from  these  documents,  as  to 
the  manner  in  which  these  oTdeia  were 
disseminated  through  the  country  to 
oppom  an  English  ineor^im,  large  or 
snwU,  and  to  arrest  En^sh  pMpIe, 
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but  tbey  bad  evidence  thai  the  exeou- 
tion  Tas  reallj  known  at  Oairo ;  and 
they  had  the  evidence  of  Colonel  Warren 
that  it  vas  the  impression  of  Professor 
Fahner  himself  that  he  iras  being 
hnnted  and  watched  and  opposed  bj 
the  tribes  of  Arabi  Pasha.  On  Novem- 
"ber  the  14tb — the  letter  was  received  at 
the  Admiralty  on  the  28th  of  the  same 
month— Colonel  Warren  wrote  to  Ad- 
miral Sir  Beauchamp  Seymoar — 

"  I  ain  under  tho  impression  that  Professor 
Palmer  has  elsewhere  etated  that  he  travelled 
over  this  ground  in  haate,  and  during  the  night, 
to  avdd  Arabi'a  emiseariee." 

And  yet  the  Government  shut  their  eyes 
to  all  this ;  this  miserable  and  sham 
Oovemment  shut  its  eyes  and  allowed 
fire  wretched  tribesmen  to  be  executed 
as  mnrderera  and  robbers  for  only  carry- 
ing out  the  orders  of  the  Government  of 
their  eonntry.  Furthermore,  Colonel 
Warren  reported  that  the  actual  orders 
fbr  the  capture  and.,  as  it  appeared,  the 
execution  of  the  English  emissaries  were 
given  b;  a  man  of  such  a  low  class,  that 
it  was  quite  evident  that  in  order  to  ob- 
tain the  obedience  which  followed  bis 
words,  he  must  have  been  only  a  mes- 
senger from  some  higher  authorify. 
Colonel  Warren  said — 

"The  BedouinB  generally  concur  in  statinc 
that  All  Showyar  is  a  man  or  very  low  class,  and 
could  only  have  been  used  as  a  mesaenger,  giv. 
ing  iniormatioa  with  reference  to  orders  alrwdy 
given.  It  appeufl  -that  tiie  Terabin,  Debour, 
and  Hawetat,  had  already  been  inatrncted  to 
attack  the  party,  and  they  were  prepared  to 
waylay  them  on  either  of  the  three  roads  into 
the  interior." 

That  comprehensive  plan  for  arresting 
an  incursion  of  these  English  emissaries ; 
&at  comprehensive  plan,  carried  out 
with  every  appearance  of  the  concur- 
TODce  of  the  general  patriotism  and 
loyalty  of  the  country,  it  bad  been 
attempted  to  explain  away  in  the  miser- 
able manner  the  Committee  were  aware 
of.  There  was  more  evidence  still  of 
first-class  importance.  The  Committee, 
at  such  Members  of  it  who  had  paid 
attention,  to  Egyptian  affairs,  nught 
bave  noticed  in  the  list  of  sentences 
passed  the  other  day  by  a  so-called 
court  martial,  that  five  persons  were  sen- 
tenced to  death  and  hanged  in  confor- 
mity with  that  sentence,  and  a  certain 
Ooremor  of  Nakhl  got  ofiF  with  12 
months'  imprisonment  That  was  per- 
fectly in  keeping  with  the  warning  that 
had  already  been  ^ven  to  Colonel  War- 


ren and  the  QoTernment — namely,  that 
every  attempt  would  be  made  to  throw 
the  blame  aa  low  down  as  posuble.  But 
on  page  51,  there  was  the  translation  of 
a  letter  from  the  Governor  of  Nakhl  to 
the  Governor  of  Akabah,  written  to* 
wards  the  end  of  August  or  the  begin- 
ning of  September.  It  was  written,  as 
was  stated  in  the  Blue  Book— 

"  Aboat  tiie  27th  otShowal,  and  deHvered  at 
Akabah  aboat  tho  9th  of  September." 

The  letter  went  on  to  say — 

"  We  let  you  know  that,  on  the  Uth  day  of 
Showal  (9.9),  we  have  appointed  one  soldier 
Bedouin  to  carry  the  mail.  Soon  be  reached 
Ismailia.  He  leunt  that  the  English  Clnistians 
attacked  the  Bedouins  who  lived  about  lamaitia 
when  they  were  much  in  need  of  water,  and  the 
Fresh  Water  Canal  was  blocked,  bo  that  no 
water  could  go  from  lamaiJia  to  Suez.  Then  at 
night  the  English  attacked  the  Bedouins,  who 
ran  away  aiM  infomed  Arabi  Pasha  about  \i. 
So  heoama  from  Kafr  Do  war  mth  lots  of  troops, 
and  attacked  the  en«ny,  &c" 

And  towards  the  end  of  the  letter  it  vent 

on  to  say — 

"  Aa  regards  tho  three  Christians  who  wore 
going  to  the  Fort  of  Nakhl,  accompanied  by 
Meter  Sofieh  (Meter  Naasier),  one  of  the  Sofieh 
tribe,  they  were  killed,  throngh  the  eon  of  Abu 
Mushid,  one  of  the  Sheikha  of  the  tribes  of 
Bedouina  who  lire  at  Wady  Sudur,  and  never 
arrived  here.  My  only  object  (in  writing  to 
you)  is  to  inform  you  to  be  careful  about  the 
Fort  (Akabah),  and  to  inform  the  Bedouins  not 
to  be  far  away  from  the  fort,  already  to  be  ready 
for  the  enemy,  and  not  bo  afraid.  I  hope  Qod 
will  permit  that  you  are  not  found  wanting.  If 
any  men  of  war  come  in  your  direction  not  to 
fire  on  them,  but  if  they  go  onshore  to  get  hold 
of  them  by  hand,  and  if  they  fire,  fire  yovam 
aelvea.  Lot  me  know  what  is  going  on  in  your 
place.  Don't  be  afraid.  Don't  wonder  becauae 
tho  Moslems  are  victorioua  by  tho  force  of  Qod. 
Abu  Hhedide  has  informed  hia  Bedouins,  by 
writing,  that  if  thoy  see  any  Christians  to  get 
hold  of  them  and  send  tiiem  to  their  plAce  (in. 
Cairo),  when  they  had  leamt  that  the  Christians 
were  killed  whicu  I  spoke  of.  Till  now  we  did 
not  zeoeive  any  instraoti(niB  from  Cairo." 

More  evidence  of  the  constant  communica- 
tion therewasgoingon  between  the  centre 
of  the  National  defence  and  the  outlying 
places  which  were  opposing  the  English 
invaders,  and  the  complete  victory  of  the 
English  invasion  in  no  way  detracted 
from  the  legitimacy  of  the  Egyptian  de- 
fence. The  Governor  of  Nakhl  boasted 
that  the  work  was  done  by  his  own 
orders,  and,  in  one  statement,  by  his  own 
ban  ds.  Of  the  sympathy  of  the  Governor 
in  the  transactions  there  could  be  no 
doubt.  Consul  West,  thxtmghont  the 
Blue  Book,  was  %  most  viUtiftb^  witness, 
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and  anyone  who  wished  to  try  the  caee 
fairly  and  apart  from  the  preseure  of 
MinisteTial  Whips,  could  not  do  better 
than  trace  from  pago  to  page  the  de- 
epatches  of  Consul  West.  Evidence 
which  was  also  worthy  of  particular  at- 
tention on  the  present  occasioa  was  that 
of  Meter  Abu  Sofieh,  who  acted  as  gaide 
to  the  ^larty,  and  who  was  very  pro- 
bably in  collnsiou  with  the  attacking 
party.  Very  probably  Meter  Abu  Sofieh 
thought  &at  spying  against  spies  was 
legitimate.  Just  as  Hw  Majesty's  Go- 
remment  appeared  to  aot  on  the 
principle  that  they  need  keep  no  faiUi 
with  Bedouins,  he  acted  on  the  principle 
that  Bedouins  need  keep  no  faith  with 
Englishmen.  As  -to  the  comparative 
casuistry  of  the  two  parties  in  the  case, 
he  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  would  say  nothing, 
save  that  the  Bedouins  were  acting  in 
the  defence  of  theirown  country.  Meter 
Abu  Sofieh  died  in  hospital,  certainly 
under  suspicious  circumstances,  after 
having  given  certain  evidence.  There 
was  a  poMi  morltm  examination  held  on 
the  body  by  some  English  Army  sur- 
geon, but  whether  the  surgeon  was  a 
proficient  in  the  detection  of  poisons  there 
was  no  evidoioe  to  show.  If,  however, 
there  was  ever  an  Arab  who  deserved  a 
cup  of  bad  coffee,  it  was  the  Chief 
Meter  Abu  Sofieh,  after  giving  this  testi- 
mony, testimony  which  wa*  stated  to  be 
spontaneous— 

'*  All  the  qiiestioaiog  will  do  jon  no  good  ; 
but  if  you  get  All  Showyu,  he  will  tell  joa  who 
Bent  liim  after  us  to  tell  them  to  attack  ub  "—he 
spoke  of  "  U8  "— <*I  heard  that  All  Showj'ar  had 
gone  all  round  the  Bedooins  to  idX  Uiem  tu 
attack  ui ; " 

and  Colonel  Warren  reported  that  all 
the  Bedouins  concurred  in  that  state- 
ment. Meter  Abu  Sofieh,  who,  it  was 
not  to  bo  wondered  at,  died  under  sus- 
picious circumstances,  went  on  to  say — 

"  I  hear  he  was  at  the  wells  when  we  left,  hut 
T  don't  know  his  face.  The  Bedouioawero  quite 
quiet  till  AH  Showyar  went  away,  though  he  is 
not  a  Sheikh.  He  is  of  the  lowest  Natives,  but 
znuit  have  been  aent  bj  someone.  The  Qo- 
ventmeot  won't  allow  me  to  aay  who  it  was. 
I  do  not  know  who  it  was.  I  hear  that  Ali 
Showyar  brought  a  message.  I  don't  know 
if  message  came  from  Cairo.  T  hear  that  Ali 
Bhowyar  said  the  Christians  come  into  this 
country,  attack  them,  and  take  their  things.  He 
said  Abu  Sofleh  was  bringing  the  Christians  to 
bay  camels,  and  they  hadmoney  with,  them  for 
that  pozpose." 

So,  Ali  Showyar  knew  how  to  encourage 
the  attacking  Bedouins  with  the  hope 

Mr.  O'Donngll 


of  prize  money,  as  well  aa  with  the 
satisfaction  of  patriotism.  Now,  if  tho 
statement  of  77if  'fimes  was  true,  Colonel 
Warren  was  a  gentleman  who,  when 
intrusted  with  a  mission  by  a  Liberal 
Government,  was  capable  of  embroider- 
ing the  facts,  and  giving  a  diplomatio 
misrepresentation  of  the  facts.  But 
there  was  another  thing  to  be  taken 
into  consideration  in  regard  to  the  so* 
called  confession  wrung  from  the  print 
cipal  of  the  wretched  culprits,  who  might 
or  might  not  have  been  guilty,  and  it 
was  wat  nothing  was  more  usual  in  the 
East,  when  great  men  were  implioatedi 
for  humble  men  to  come  forward  and 
take  the  blame  on  themselves  for  the 
sake  of  saving  their  wives  and  their 
families.  The  men  who  were  put  to 
death  were  men  whose  wives  and  families 
had  been  previously  taken  prisonera  by 
Colonel  Warren  ;  and  it  was  under  iho 
pressure  of  the  terrorism  caused  by  that 
fact  that  theee  men  apparently  weie 
ready  to  make  any  admissiMi,  though 
the  only  admission  they  did  make  was 
that  they  were  actually  the  executioners 
in  carrying  out  the  aenteoce  on  the 
English  Mission.  Tho  Committee  had 
heurd  most  important  admissions  made 
by  Colonel  Warren ;  but  page  91,  ia 
a  letter  to  Admiral  Lord  Aloestw,  dated 
Fort  of  Nakhl.  Desert  of  the  Tib,  De- 
cember 25,  1882,  he  said— 

"  Most  of  the  culprits,  when  first  brought  in, 
denied  even  belonging  to  this  ^rtion  of  the 
country  ;  but,  after  being  weaned  with  con- 
stant crots-ezamination,  they  have  now  all  con- 
fessed to  the  attack  upon  Professor  Paloknr'B 
party,  and  on  the  baggage,  and  some  of  them 
have  confessed  to  having  been  present  at  the 
murder;  and  I  hope  eventually  to  be  able  to 
obtain  a  full  detailed  confession  from  each  man, 
except,  perhaps,  from  the  fire  murderers,  of 
whom  three  are  now  secured." 

What  he  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  wanted  to 
know  was,  what  was  the  worth  of  tJiat 
evidence,  even  as  regarded  the  par- 
ticipation of  these  wretched  men  f  At 
any  time  &  tribesman  would  give  his 
life  100  times  over,  if  he  could,  at  the 
mere  saggestion  or  wish  of  the  Sheikh. 
These  men  merely  formed  the  firing 
party ;  and  that  was  all  the  Government 
had  proved.  The  confessions  were  due 
to  a  wish  to  spare  their  tribes ;  and  it 
was  very  important  to  observe  that  the 
Sheikh  only  gave  his  adhesion  to  the 
pursuit  of  the  suspected  men  on  the 
condition  that  the  quiet  of  the  Desert 
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should  not  be  disturbed.  The  Oommit- 
iee  oould  fully  understand  how  very 
small  was  tiie  amonnt  of  credence  to  be 
placed  on  the  confesmon  of  the  tribes- 
men acting  in  conformi^  with  the 
wishes  of  their  Sheikh,  and  after  being 
wearied  with  such  constant  cross-exa- 
mination that  it  was  in  the  power  of 
Colonel  "Warren  to  apply.  There  was 
no  reliance  to  be  placed  on  the  oonfes- 
eions  of  these  wretched  men  ;  but  even 
admitting  the  confessions  were  to  be 
accepted,  the  Government  had  only  got 
hold  of  the  firing  party  who  acted  under 
the  orders  of  the  National  authorities, 

i'ust  exactly  as  any  firing  party  of  Kog- 
ish  soldiers  would  act  against  American 
or  Irish  spiee.  He  had  stated  at  somo 
length,  but  with  the  utmost  possible 
brevity — ^leaving  out  la^e  and  important 
portions  of  testimony  which  he  might 
endeavour  to  furnish  in  addition,  if,  in 
the  course  of  the  debate,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  required  it— he  had  stated, 
with  the  utmost  possible  brevity,  a  clear, 
convincing,  and  indisputable  case,  which 
proved  that  they  were  not  in  face  of  an 
onset  of  Bedouin  robbers  on  an  innocent 
travelling  party  for  the  sake  of  loot,  but 
in  the  presence  of  a  deliberate  combina- 
tion of  Native  tribes  for  the  purpose  of 
intercepting  an  English  spying  Mission, 
engaged  to  cut  down  telegraph  wires  in 
time  of  war,  and  to  seduce  from  their 
national  allegiance  50,000  or  60,000 
Bedouins,  if  necessary,  at  an  expense, 
in  the  words  of  Professor  Palmer  him- 
self, of  from  £30,000  to  £30,000.  That 
was  the  case  be  laid  before  the  Qom- 
mittee  and  the  country. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  a  sam,  not  exceeding;  £345,000,  bo 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  in  addition  to  the  sums 
already  granted  by  Parliament,-  to  defray  the 
Churge  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment 
daring  the  year  ending  on  the  3lBt  &y  of 
March  18S3,  tot  additional  Expeoditoie  anaing 
out  of  Uilitary  Operationa  in  Egypt."— (Jfr. 
O'Jhnntll.)  -sjt-  \ 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  would 
not  have  risen  had  not  the  Govern- 
ment, as  represented  by  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Camp- 
bell-Bannerman),  seemed  disposed  to 
allow  the  very  able  and  powerful  speech 
of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Dungarvan  (Mr.  0*Dolinell)  to  pass  by 
without  any  answer.  He  was  rather 
aatonished  that  the  Seoretary  to  the 
A-dmiral^  had  not  thought  it  worth  his 


d,  1883]       £»timste).  1883-3.  1494 

while  to  rise  in  bis  seat  and  attempt  to 
destroy  the  arguments  just  advanced 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman.  Thequestions 
which  the  Government  were  called  upon 
to  answer  were  divisible  under  three 
heads.  In  the  first  place,  was  his  hon. 
Friend  justified  in  describing  Professor 
Palmer  and  his  oolleagues  as  spies.  In 
the  second  place,  were  the  Government 
justified  in  having  these  five  men  exe- 
cuted as  murderers.  And,  thirdly,  the 
manner  in  which  the  confessions  were 
extracted  ^m  the  prisoners,  and  the 
mode  in  which  their  guilt  was  proved. 
He  was  very  glad  his  hon.  Friend  pre- 
faced his  remarks  by  encomiums  upon 
Professor  Palmer  and  his  coUoagues  in 
the  Expedition  for  their  gallantry.  They 
had,  as  it  proved,  given  up  their  lives  to 
the  service  of  their  country  and  their 
race ;  but  the  question  which  the  Com- 
mittee  were  asked  to  consider  was,  what 
was  the  position  of  the  men  in  the 
country  ?  His  hon.  Friend  maintained 
that  their  position  was  that  of  spies,  and 
that  their  object  was  to  raise  up  against 
what  was  the  then  de  fact//  Government 
of  Egypt  a  considerable  portion  of 
Egyptian  subjects.  On  that  point,  he 
observed,  once  or  twice  there  came  some- 
thinglike interjected  contradictions  from 
the  decretory  to  the  Admiralty ;  bat  he 
tMr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  would  challenge 
anyone  who  had  read  the  Blue  Book  to 
deny  that  Professor  Palmer  over  and 
over  again  asserted  that  it  was  within 
his  power,  if  properly  supported  by  the 
Government,  to  get  as  large  a  number 
as  60,000  Bedouius  to  withdraw  their 
allegiance  from  Arabi  and  aUy  them- 
selves to  the  Khedive.  On  that  point 
the  proof  was  great.  He  would  chal- 
lenge the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  if 
he  were  present,  to  deny  that  the  mili- 
tary authorities  so  far  accepted  Pro- 
fessor Palmer's  estimate  as  to  agree  to 
give  £20,000  for  the  purpose  of  getting 
the  Bedouins  over  to  the  iUiedive's  side. 
If  £20,000  was  to  be  employed  for  that 
purpose,  it  was  dearly  to  be  employed 
against  Arabi,  and,  therefore,  Arabi  was 
justified  in  attacking  the  Expedition. 
During  the  American  War  of  Indepen- 
dence, Major  Andru  was  taken  as  a 
spy,  and  executed  by  order  of  General 
Washington.  Major  Andr6,  it  was  ad- 
mitted by  &iend  and  foe,  was  a  man  of 
great  personal  bravery  and  of  high  per- 
sonal character,  and  yet,  according  to 
the  laws  of  war  and  by  the  circunt- 
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stances  of  caso,  General  Washington 
vtas  juatified  in  the  oourse  he  took.  If 
during'  the  Amerioan  War  an  Englif^- 
man  had  gone  down  to  the  Sonthern 
States,  and  had  endearoured  to  induce 
the  negroes  to  fight  against  those  States , 
he  would  have  been,  if  caught,  executed. 
The  Oommittee  were  entitled  to  more 
satisfactory  explanation  than  they  had 
yet  received  from  the  Government  as  to 
the  real  character  and  purpose  of  the 
Palmer  Expedition.  The  second  point 
on  which  he  wished  to  address  a  few 
words  to  the  Oommittee  was,  were  the 
Government  justified  in  having  the  five 
men  executed  as  murderera  ?  That  would 
d^end  upon  whether  the  men  were 
acting  upon  their  own  initiative  or  under 
the  orders  of  superior  powers.  It  was 
a  very  significant  fact  that  the  Governor 
of  Nakhl  was  in  the  neighbourhood  on 
the  daj  of  the  murders ;  and  all  who  had 
read  the  Blue  Book  would  know  that,  as 
a  matter  of  fact,  this  person  had  no  busi- 
ness whatever  to  be  so  new  the  place  at 
the  time,  and  that  when  he  was  called 
upon  for  an  explanation,  all  be  conld 
give  was  that  he  bad  applied  for  leave 
of  absence  and  had  started  for  Suez. 
The  explanation  was  far  from  satis- 
factory, and  he  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor) 
thought  it  was  clear  from  the  evidence, 
that  these  men,  low  in  position  and 
without  any  social  prospects,  or  any  real 
or  other  power  at  their  disposal,  were 
acting  under  the  authority  of  others.  If 
they  were,  he  wanted  to  know  why  it 
was  that  these  unfortunate  dupes  and 
tools  should  be  ezeouted,  while  the 
auperior  authorities  were  allowed  to  go 
almost  icot-free—becanBe  the  sentence 
of  12  months'  imprisonment  on  the 
Governor  of  Nakhl  was  a  taxcB  in  the 
face  of  the  sentence  of  death  passed  on 
the  others?  With  regard  to  the  third 
point,  he  would  ask  the  Committee 
whether  they  could  read  without  some- 
thing of  shame,  the  statement  made  by 
Colonel  Warren  himself  as  to  the  man- 
ner in  which  the  evidence  upon  which 
these  men  were  convicted  and  afterwards 
executed,  was  obtained  ?  The  most  im- 
portant fact  which  was  brought  out  with 
r^ard  to  the  alleged  confessions  of  the 
prisoners  was  that  one  set  of  witoesseB 
gave  such  and  such,  persons  as  the  guilty 
parties,  whereas  an  aitogetiier  different 
list  of  goilfy  parties  was  ^ven  by  other 
witnesses  who  w«re  examined.  It  was 
plain,  ftrom  the  Bine  Book,  diat  Oolonel 

ifr.  r,  P,  O'Connor 


Warren  acted  on  what  was  not  supposed 
to  be  an  English  doctrine — namely,  that 
the  end  justified  the  means.  It  was 
clearly  proved  by  the  admissions  of 
Colonel  Warren  himself,  that  he  did  not 
scruple  to  adopt  any  means,  either  of 
duplicity,  or  ibroe,  or  virtue,  to  extort 
oonfessionB  from  the  prisoners.  He  (l£r. 
T.  P.  O'Connor)  might  exprese  his  gratifi- 
cation that  the  Secretaiy  to  the  Admira](7 
had  now  returned  to  his  place.  He  would 
not  repeat  the  observations  he  had 
made;  but  he  hoped  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  not  lose  the  opportunity  of  an- 
swering the  very  detailed  and  very  con- 
clusive charges  which  the  hon.  Sfember 
for  Dungarvan  (Mr.  O'Bonnell)  had 
broughtagainstthe  action  of  the  Govern- 
ment. He  was  dealing  with  the  third 
point — namely,  the  manner  in  which  the 
evidence  was  obtained  from  the  incrimi- 
nated parties ;  and  he  would  ask  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Admiralty  to  explain  the 
reason  of  the  omission  from  Colonel 
Warren's  despatch  of  a  large  quotatitm 
from  it,  which  omission  had  appeared  ia 
The  Timtt.  In  connection  with  the  state- 
ment that  Colonel  Warren  told  a  Sheikh 
that  the  Sultan  had  landed  6,000  troops, 
he  (Mr.  X.  P.  O'Connor)  invited  the  at- 
tention of  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiral^ 
to  page  40  of  the  Blue  Book,  and  to  tiw 
following  paragraph  in  Colonel  War- 
ren's despatch : — 

"For  1  pointed  out  to  Jlusa  Naasir,  who 
arriTed  yesterday,  tbat  mattors  were  being  ar- 
imnged  bo  claverly  Against  him  and  his  tribe 
that  it  simply  lay  between  their  divul^Dg  ortxy- 
thing  they  had  heard  or  knew  and  being  ar- 
raigned as  the  gnilty  parties.'* 

Or,  in  oAer  words,  these  men  vera  put 
to  the  alternative  either  of  confesBion  or 
being  placed  along  with  the  other 
sonere  who  were  executed  for  takiag 
part  in  the  murders.  He  ventured  to 
say  that  was  a  most  un-English  mode  of 
conducting  a  trial  of  the  kmd ;  and  the 
public  and  the  Oommittee  had  a  right 
to  be  anxious  on  the  three  points  he  had 
enumerated — namely,  Was  the  Expedi- 
tion one  for  the  purpose  of  spying— he 
did  not  use  the  word  in  an  offensive,  bat 
in  a  military  sense  f  Were  these  men  who 
were  executed  prineipals,  or  merely 
tools  ?  Were  they  murderers  acting  for 
plunder,  or  soldiers  acting  under  what 
they  considered  lawful  authority  f  And, 
thirdly,  was  the  evidence  f^{lunst  the 
men  obtained  in  accordance  with  the 
laws  of  justice  and  honour? 
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Ms.  OAMPBELL  -  BANNEBMAN 
apologised  to  the  hon.  Oentieman  (Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor)  for  being  out  of  the 
Home  when  he  began  his  obsoTvations. 
He  should,  however,  be  very  willing  to 
reply  to  aU  he  had  said.    He  thought 
that,  perhaps,  the  best  thing  he  could  do 
was  to  state  very  plainly  and  candidly 
what  the  object  of  the  Expedition  was, 
and  how  it  came  to  pau  that  Professor 
Palmez  was  sent  iato  the  Desert  of 
Sinai.   At  the  end  of  June,  before  the 
attack  on  the  Alexandrian  forts,  and 
when  there  was  only  a  strong  possibility, 
not  even  a  ^bability,  of  war!  ike  opera- 
tiozLB,  it  became  obvious  that  stops  must 
be  taken  to  secure  the  tranquillity  of  the 
Suez  Canal ;  and  the  faot  that  the  duty 
of  taking  those  stops  was  imposed  on 
tiie  Admiralty  was  the  reason  that  he 
was  here  to-night  to  explain  to  the 
Committee  what  had  happened  in  re- 
gard to  the  matter.   Practical  measoree 
were  necessary  with  regard  to  the  Oanal, 
because,  as  hon.  Members  might  reool-  ^ 
lect,  there  were  constant  rumours  of  the 
Canal  being  blocked  by  the  Arabs ;  and 
there  was  even  a  most  circnmstontial 
rumour  one  day  of  a  ship  in  the  Canal 
being  looted.    It  therefore  became  ne- 
eeesary  that,  apart  from  the  military 
operations,  something  should  be  done  to 
secure  the  friendliness  of  the  Arabs,  and 
to  obtain  from  them  any  help  they  could 
render  in  furnishing  transport  for  the 
Indian^  Contingent.   These  were  really 
the  objects  the  Government  had  in  view 
—to  utilize  the  Arabs  for  the  protection 
of  the  Canal,  and  secure  their  good- 
will.  For  this  purpose  the  First  Xord 
of  the  Admiralty  consulted  two  persona 
—Colonel  Bradford,  a  woll- known  Indian 
oflB^r  of  great  experience  and  know- 
ledge of  the  Arab  people,  and  Captain 
Gill,  who  was  then  attached  to  the  In- 
telligence Department  of  the  War  Office, 
and  who  was  also  an  experienced  tra- 
veller, thoroughly  conversant  with  the 
habits  and  disposition  of  the  people  of 
those  parts.   They  at  once  suggested  to 
him  that  the  beat  man  to  consult  in  re- 
gard to  the  whole  matter  was  Frofesaor 
Palmer.   He  hod  spent  a  good  deal  of 
tisfte  ia  Sinai,  in  connection  with  the 
Burvcty  of  that  country ;  he  was  an  extra- 
ordiBary  adept  in  languages,  and  he  had 
been  able  to  go  about  and  live  among 
these  pec^le  as  one  of  themselves ;  and 
80  far  from  it  bung  the  oase.  as  was 
assumed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Dun- 


gwran  (Mr.  O'Donnell},  that  he  dis- 
guised dimself  on  this  occasion  and  took 
a  £alse  name,  io  order  to  cover  his  iden- 
tity, he  went  there  with  the  same  name 
as  he  had  always  used,  and  the  same 
dress  as  he  had  always  worn  among 
the  Bedouins.    Every  traveller  that  he 
ever  heard  of,  who  had  had  these  ac- 
quirements and  these  facilities  for  going 
about  among  such  people,  had  dressed 
as  a  Native,  and  had  adapted  himself 
more  or  less  to  their  habits  and  appear- 
ance.   Professor  Palmer  was  asked  who 
would  be  a  likely  man  to  go  out  and 
assist  Sir  Beauchamp  Seymour  in  his 
communications  with  the  Arabs  on  the 
Canal,  and  act  also  as  intorpreter  be- 
twem  our  officers  and  the  Natives,  and 
he  volunteered  to  go  himself.  He 
was  not  asked  to  go  ;  he  distinctly 
volunteered  to  pi  upon  this  service. 
His  own    proposal  was  that  which 
was  adopted;  and  that  was  that  he 
should  go  to  Gaza,  and  cross  the  Desert 
to  Suez.   He  believed  that  he  would 
\  be  able  upon  that  journey  to  acquire 
certain  knowledge  as  to  the  feelings  of 
the  Bedouins ;  and,  at  the  same  time, 
he  would  be  less  conspicuous  and  loss 
likely  to  attract  attention  than  if  he 
went  by  the  Canal.    Undoubtodly.  bis 
journey  was  in  that  sense  secret ;  for  it 
was  desirable  that  it  should  not  be 
bruited  about  that  he  was  going  for  this 
purpose,  because  probably,  if  his  inten- 
tion had  been  known  oi^  steps  would 
have  been  taken  to  prevent  his  achiev- 
ing the  object  he  had  in  view.  He  went 
by  Gaza ;  and  on  arriving  at  Suez,  where 
he  was  told  to  report  himself,  he  was 
appointed  chief  interpreter.  He  received 
no  money  on  that  journey  to  secure  the 
allegiance  of  the  Arabs.   No  sum  what- 
ever was  given  to  him,  and  he  was  not 
encouraged  to  expect  any  money  for  that 
purpose.   The  object  in  view  was  to 
have  him  available  at  our  disposal  at 
Suez,  if  necessity  should  arise ;  and  he 
had  no  authority  to  bribe  the  tribes. 
It  had  been  stated  in  The  Timet  that  when 
he  arrived  at  Suez  he  sent  a  report  to 
Sir  Beauchamp  Seymour,  and  that  re- 
port might  be  the  "  Letter  "  alluded  to  ot 
the  bottom  of  page  3;  but  the  Admiralty 
had  not  seen  any  sooh  report  He  ap- 
peared to  have  taken  a  sangiune  view 
of  what  he  could  do,  and  he  described 
himself  as  able  to  secure  the  allegiance 
of  60.000  Bedouins  for  about  £20.000 
or  £30,000.   That  proposal  originated 
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vith  himself  alone.  Ho  had  not  been 
encouraged  to  conceive  any  such  pur- 
pose at  all,  and  he  must  say  that  the 
telegram  which  the  Admiralty  sent  on 
the  receipt  of  that  opinion  was  calcu- 
lated to  discourage  him;  and  if  it  did 
not  fully  express  that  meaning,  he  oould 
assure  the  Committee  that  it  was  in- 
tended to  do  so.  It  was  not  desirable 
on  the  other  hand,  as  it  were,  to  snub 
him,  or  to  imply  any  rebuke  on  account 
of  over-zeal — nor  did  ho  now  wish  to 
attribute  to  him  over-zeal — but  he  was 
instructed  to  keep  the  Bedouins  avail- 
able for  control  or  transport  on  the 
Canal,  and  that  for  that  purpose  a  rea- 
sonable amount  might  be  spent.  Now, 
he  had  no  money  given  to  him  either  at 
home  or  by  the  authorities  on  the  Canal 
for  any  such  purpose  as  the  purchase 
of  the  alliance  of  the  Arabs.  [Mr. 
Akthub  O'Oonkoe  :  Or  for  servioe  ?] 
No.  The  only  money  given  him  beyond 
his  expenses  was  £3,U00,  which  was 
handed  to  him  at  Suez  by  Sir  William 
Hewitt  to  go  into  the  Desert  and  sosure 
camels  for  the  use  of  the  Indian  Con- 
tingent. Sir  William  Hewitt  said  at 
first  that  the  number  of  camels  required 
was  1,500,  but  further  information, 
after  Frofeesor  Palmer  had  left,  showed 
that  750  would  be  sufficient.  That 
£3,000  represented  only  the  cost  of  a 
fortnight's  hire  of  1,A00  camels.  Whe- 
ther they  would  be  ultimately  required 
was  doubtful ;  but  they  were  required 
to  be  collected  near  Suez,  and  the  £3,000 
was  intended  as  a  guarantee  to  their 
owners  that,  if  the  camels  were  not 
eventually  needed,  the  loss  of  time  would 
be  paid  for.  That  was  the  whole  history 
of  the  transaction.  There  was  no  bribery, 
and  no  purchase  of  allegiance  or  good- 
will. It  was  certainly  part  of  his  mis- 
sion to  conciliate  the  Bedouins,  and  to 
uso  his  well-known  influence  to  get  them 
into  a  favourable  state  of  mind  towards 
us ;  but  that  was  a  very  dilFerent  thing 
from  what  was  often  suggested — that  he 
was  furnished  with  lar^e  sums  of  money 
for  the  purpose  of  bribmgthe  Bedouins. 
("Mr.  T.  P.  O'Conkoe:  Waa  he  never 
promised  £20,000?]  He  could  not 
understand  that  £20,000  being  named, 
or  how  it  got  into  the  article  in  The 
Timet.  He  did  not  know  who  the  writer 
of  that  article  was ;  but  he  must  hare 
had  access  to  some  confidential  Papers 
which  were  only  in  the  hands  of  four 
persons  beside  the  Heads  of  the  Ad- 
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miralty.    One  of  those  four  persons 
was  allowed  to  see  the  actual  Papers, 
and  the  others  were  furnished  with 
copies  in  the  strictest  confidence.  [Ur. 
Akthub  O'Oohnob  :   Bnt  they  were 
genuine.]     He  was  coming  to  the 
genuineness.    There  was  notiung  in 
them  that  the  Admiralty  were  iJraid 
should  come  oat,  as  he  would  show  im- 
mediately.  In  the  original  of  the  same, 
or  the  next  despatch,  meotaon  was  made 
of  £20,000 ;  but  that  sum  bad  nothing 
to  do  with  the  Palmer  Expedition,  ll 
was  an  intimation  that,   under  the 
authority  ffiven  by  the  Admiralty,  Sir 
William   Hewitt,   who  was  without 
money,  had  received  £10,000  from  Sir 
Beauchamp  Seymour,  and  £10,000  &om 
Admiral  Hoskins,  for  the  general  pur- 
poses of  the  Indian  Contingent.  Pro- 
fessor Palmer  had  nothing  whatever  to 
do  with  that  money.    No  part  of  it  was 
given  to  him.    It  was  required  for  the 
general  purposes  of  the  command  at 
Suez,  and,  therefore,  all  mention  of  it 
wasomittedfrom  these  pnblished  Papers, 
which  referred  to  the  Palmer  Exx>©dition 
alone.  Those  were  the  facts  of  tbe  case, 
for  which  he  could  vouch.    The  £20,000 
being  alluded  to  in  one  of  these  ori- 
gimu  despatches,  whidi  also  alluded  to 
the  Palmer  Expedition,  did  ^t>%  into  the 
confidential  Papws,  which  included  all 
the  information  the  Admiralty  had  on 
the  subject.   He  hoped  h&  had  made  it 
plain  to  the  Oommittee  how  it  was  that 
this  sum  of  £20,000  got  into  the  confi- 
dential Papers,  and  also,  he  was  sony 
to  say,  into  the  bands  of  people  who 
were  anxious  to  find  some  tangible 
proof  that  Professor  Palmer  was  ming 
supplied  with  money  in  order  to  bribe 
the  tribes.    He  could  assure  the  Com- 
mittee, upon  his  own  knowledge,  that 
what  happened  had  nothing  to  do  with 
Professor  Palmer's  Expedition,  and  that 
he  was  merely  furnished  with  the  £3,000 
wliich  he  had  with  Mm  when  murdered. 

Mb.  ABTHUR  O'CONNOR:  How 
was  that  money  to  be  expended  for  the 
Indian  Contingent  ? 

Mn.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
replied,  that  it  was  for  the  ordiBaij 
expenses  of  the  command  at  Suez,  mr 
William  Hewitt  had  no  funds  what- 
ever. He  had  to  pay  his  men,  and  pay 
for  provisions  and  cools  for  his  own  ships, 
and  to  meet  tbe  requirements  of  a  con- 
siderable force  at  Suez  and  of  tiie  Oob- 
tingent  coming  from  India.   The  other 
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Admirals  being  better  supplied  with 
moQey  than  lie  was,  he  asked  them  for 
Bome ;  and  the  telefcram  which  referred 
to  that  matter  also  alluded  to  the  Pahner 
Expedition,  which  took  place  at  the  same 
time.  He  hoped  this  was  a  sufficient 
explanation  of  what,  no  doubt,  appear- 
ing as  it  did,  might  have  conveyed  an  en- 
tirely wrong  impression  to  many  minds. 
That  was  toe  whole  story  so  far  as  the 
Admiralty  were  concerned.  He  would 
add,  with  regard  to  the  accusation  that 
Professor  Pabner  was  going  as  a  spy  in 
disguise,  of  which  the  Committee  had 
beud  80  much  that  night,  to  these  simple 
Bedouins,  that  he  went  in  the  ordinary 
dress  and  under  the  ordinary  name 
which,  as  a  well-known  English  Chris- 
tian, he  had  always  assumed,  and  in 
which  he  was  well  known  to  the  Sheikhs. 
As  to  this  emissary  of  oura  going  to  not 
as  a  spy,  what  was  the  first  thing  he 
asked  for  befm-e  leaviug  Suez  ?  He 
wrote  to  the  Admiral — 

"I  think  it  desirable  that  an  officer  of  the 
Navy  alLonld  acoompao;'  me  to  the  Desert  as  a 
Ktu^ntee  that  I  am  actiog  on  the  part  of  Her 
Majesty's  GhtTenunont-" 

liientenant  Charrington  went  with,  at 
all  erents,  a  great  part  of  his  uniform, 
and  particularly  with  hisnaral  sword,  as 
a  proof  of  the  natnre  of  the  Expedition, 
and  to  pre  the  Arabs,  from  whom  they 
were  to  buy  the  camels,  confidence  that 
it  was  a  bond  fide  transaction,  and  that 
they  would  not  be  outwitted  in  the  matter. 
Xhis  was  not  consistent  with  the  sugges- 
tion upon  which  tho  whole  speech  of  tho 
hon.  Member  for  Dungarran  was  based 
—namely,  that  Professor  Palmer  was 
Bent  as  a  spy  to  deceive  the  Bedouins. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR:  Was 
the  uniform  used  by  the  officer,  or  was 
it  packed  away  in  a  bag  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN: 
The  Admiralty  hod  reason  to  belieTO 
that  it  was  used  on  some  ooeasions,  and, 
at  all  events  when  his  remains  were 
found,  a  pair  of  duck  trousers  was  found 
withthem.  Thehoo.Momberhadagood 
deal  to  say  on  the  cutting  of  the  telegraph 
wires,  and  made  much  allusion  to  a  gen- 
tleman, who,  he  believed,  wasanEnglish- 
m  an ,  but  who  was  called  by  the  hon .  Mem- 
ber, Monsieur  Picard."  The  object 
of  catting  the  telegraph  wires  which  con- 
nected E^pt  with  Constantinople  was  to 
prevent  information  of  the  preparations 
we  were  making  from  reaching  uieEgyp- 
tian  belligerents.   Tho  Qovomment  had 


every  reason  to  believe  that  the  wires 
were  being  lai^ely  used  for  that  purpose ; 
and  perhaps  some  hon.  Members  would 
remember  that  once  or  twice  he  and 
some  of  his  hon.  ColleagpieB  refused 
to  answer  specific  Queetione  as  to  their 
proparationa  in  this  Hoose— -Questions 
as  to  whidi  information  could  be  easily 
got  by  anybody  who  had  aooess  to  the 
ordinary  sources  of  knowledge,  but  re- 
plies to  which,  if  given  in  a  prominent 
way  in  that  House,  would  immedi- 
ately be  telegraphed  to  Egypt.  That  was 
an  instance  of  the  way  in  which  this 
telegraph  was  used ;  and,  so  far  from  it 
being  an  unusual  method  of  modern  war- 
fare to  cut  telegraph  wires,  it  was  an 
acknowledged  form  of  warfare.  [Lord 
Randolph  Churchill  :  In  an  Ally's 
country  ?]  They  were  not  going  out  of 
Egypt  in  order  to  cat  the  telegraph. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvaa  had 
alluded  to  an  expedition  under  Pioard 
iato  the  Lebanon,  where  the  telegraph 
was  cut,  and  where,  as  he  understood 
the  hon.  Member,  two  persons  were 
seized  and  executed.  That  was  the  first 
he  had  heard  of  it ;  and,  if  that  was  done 
at  all,  it  was  not  done  in  connection  with 
this  Expedition. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL:  They  were  hanged 
in  opposition  to  the  Expedition. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
sfud,  he  had  no  knowledge  of  any  tele- 
graph engineer  or  anyone  else  going  into 
the  Lebanon  to  cut  the  telegraph  wires  ; 
but  it  was  intended  to  cut  tho  wires 
between  Kantarah  and  El  Arisho,  and 
it  was  for  that  purpose  that  Captain 
Gill  was  sent  with  this  Expedition.  Now, 
with  regard  to  the  Papers  generally,  the 
hon.  Member  had  pointed  out  that  there 
were  a  great  many  gaps,  and  that  these 
were  distinguished  by  asterisks. 
Well,  at  all  events,  the  asteruks  were 
honest  asterisks,  and  showed  where  some- 
thing was  left  out.  If  this  Admiralty 
had  made  no  aaterisks  at  all,  no  one 
would  have  known  there  was  anything 
left  out.  They  were,  at  all  ovonta,  a 
sign  of  a  certain  degree  of  honesty.  He 
had  carefully  gone  through  the  Papers 
and  marked  the  passages  that  were  left 
out,  and  seen  what  they  contained,  and, 
as  far  as  he  could  find,  only  two  passages 
— one  of  them  of  no  great  significance 
— were  omitted  for  any  other  reason  than 
that  they  were  totally  unconnected  with 
the  main  subject  of  these  Papers^  or  that 
brought  in  names  of  men  who  would  b« 
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compromised,  in  this  sense— that  they 
might  be  exposed  to  danger  if  it  was 
known  that  they  had  been  friendly  to 
UB.  The  hon.  Member  seemed  to  think 
it  TOidd  have  been  better  to  have  kept 
all  their  namee  in,  in  order  that  these 
men  who  had  been  induced  to  do  us  a 
kindness  should  suffer  ;  but  he  thought 
it  was  better,  if  there  was  any  danger 
that  they  would  suffer  in  their  trade 
or  in  any  other  way  in  consequence 
of  what  they  had  dono  for  us,  that 
their  names  should  not  appear.  One 
instance  of  omission  was  the  letter 
which  was  quoted  in  full  in  The  Times, 
and  which  was  addressed  by  Colonel 
Warren  to  a  certain  man  named  Musa 
Nassir.  Colonel  Warren,  no  doubt, 
spoke  of  6,000  Turkish  troops  being 
sent  by  the  Sultan  to  help  the  English. 
When  the  hon.  Member  referred  to  that 
matter,  he  had  asked  the  hon.  Member 
to  quote  the  date  of  the  letter  and  the 
place  from  which  it  was  written.  It  was 
written  from  Tor,  in  the  Desert,  on 
September  12.  Colonel  Warren  could 
not  be  expected,  wheu  in  the  Desert, 
to  bo  in  possession  of  the  most  recent 
intelligence  as  to  whether  the  Turkish 
troops  had  been  sent  or  not;  but  when 
he  loft  Suez  it  was  the  expectation 
of  everyone  there  that  Turlcish  troops 
would  be  sent  to  Port  Said,  and  he 
apparently  concluded  that  by  that  time 
they  had  been  sent,  and  so  he  wrote 
that  letter.  Of  coui'so,  that  statement 
was  not  true,  inasmuch  as  it  was  not 
confirmed  by  the  facts;  but  there  was 
no  reason  to  attribute  to  Colonel  Warren 
any  intention  to  utter  a  deliberate  false- 
hood, seeinff  that  he  might  very  well 
have  believed  that  these  troops  had  been 
sent.  He  put  it  rather  too  strongly,  per- 
haps ;  but,  at  all  events,  he  merely  did 
80  to  satisfy  a  friendly  Arab  that  he 
would  be  treated  in  a  friendly  manner, 
and  had  nothing  to  fear  from  us.  The 
letter,  which  was  said  to  have  been 
written  in  order  to  induce  some  poor 
creature  to  come  in  and  be  convicted  of 
complicity  in  crime,  waa  written  for  no 
such  purpose.  It  was  written  to  Musa 
Nassir,  who  was  not  one  of  the  crimi- 
nals at  all,  but  was  a  friendly  Arab, 
with  a  view  to  inducing  him  to  bring  in 
Professor  Palmer,  the  belief  being  that 
he  was  alive  and  in  the  custody  of  some 
Arabs,  or  under  the  protection  of  &iendly 
Arabs.  The  letter  was  written  for  that 
purpose  only,  and  not  to  briag  in  cnl- 
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prits  on  false  pretences.  That  was  the 
only  Paper  of  any  importance  that  was 
omitted  £rom  the  Papers  published.  He 
WM  not  going  to  fiulov  the  hon.  Mem< 
her  for  Dungarvan  in  the  very  imagina- 
tire  account  he  had  given  of  the  whole 
transaction ;  but  the  Papers,  he  thoi^ht, 
showed  with  how  much  zeal,  tact,  con- 
rage,  and  patience  Colonel  Warren  had 
conducted  the  whole  of  the  negotiations 
and  search,  first  of  all,  for  the  unfortu- 
nate victims,  and  afterwards  for  those 
who  committed  the  crime  ;  and  the  con- 
clusion at  which  Colonel  Warren  arrived 
was  very  dearly  stated.  He  said,  at 
page  92 — 

"  There  can  Im  no  doubt  that  the  attack  npon 
tha  party  was  owing  to  the  extreme  avarice  and 
culpable  negligence  of  Meter  Sofiefa,  and  that 
their  death  waa  duo  to  hia  peraistent  refmsal  to 
ransom  the  party  and  to  pve  up  the  money 
placed  in  hta  hands  by  ProfesBor  Falmer.  Ue 
appears  to  have  betrayed  the  trust  imposed  in 
him,  whether  viewed  from  a  European  or 
Bedouin  standpoint,  and  is  certainly  t£e  prin- 
cipal cause  of  the  sad  disaater." 

The  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  said 
this  was  not  a  simple  case  of  murder. 
He  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman)  did  not 
believe  that  they  could  be  quite  certain 
as  to  what  was  the  inducement  to  these 
men  to  murder  the  unfortunate  gentle- 
men who  fell  into  their  hands ;  but  it 
might  be  partly  a  purpose  of  murder  and 
partly  political  excitement.  There  might 
have  been  political  feeling  in  the  oo- 
currence ;  but  the  fact  remained  that 
these  men,  whom  Colonel  Warren,  with 
great  patience  and  astuteness  during 
weeks  and  monUia,  had  been  able  to 
trace  as  tiie  principal  actors  in  tha  deed, 
richly  deserved  the  punishment  they  re- 
ceived. The  hon.  Member  said  uiese 
poor  men  were,  after  all,  only  the  instru- 
ments of  people  at  Cairo  and  elsewhere 
who  hired  them  to  commit  this  atrocity. 
That  might  be  the  case ;  but  it  was 
unfortunately  sometimes  true,  not  only 
in  this  occurrence  in  the  Desert, 
but  in  other  cases  and  other  coun- 
tries. It  often  happened  that  the  in- 
struments of  crime  of  this  kind  conld 
alone  be  detected  and  punished,  while 
those  who  incited  them  to  the  crime 
could  not  be  approadied.  That  often 
happened,  and  it  was  greatly  to  he  re- 
gretted, but  that  ought  not  for  a  mo- 
ment to  prevent  the  infliction  of  punish- 
ment upon  those  who  actually  committed 
crimes.  The  case  of  these  men  had  been 
thoroughly  investigated,  first  by  CoIod^ 
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WaiTeiL,  and  then  by  an  Efi^jptian  tri- 
bunal. AU  the  men  had  co^essed  their 
crime,  and  the  passages  read  only  showed 
what  might  be  expected  from  the  habits 
of  these  people — mat  it  required  a  great 
deal  of  skilTand  patience  to  get  at  the 
real  truth ;  but  he  felt  perfectly  certain, 
and  he  vas  sure  that  hon.  Members 
■would  agree,  that  Colonel  Warren  had 
successfully  brought  home  to  these  men 
the  guilt  with  which  they  were  charged  ; 
and  that  he  had  done  his  best,  not  to 
make  reparation,  but  to  inflict  punish- 
ment upon  them  for  the  murder  of  these 
unfortunate  gentlemen.  In  answer  to 
the  speeches  that  had  been  made,  he  had 
given  the  plainest  oxptanation  he  could 
as  to  the  objects  of  the  Expedition,  and 
the  part  which  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  had  taken  in  it,  and  he  felt 
0Qre  the  Committee  would  approve  of 
irhat  he  had  done. 

Mb.  0*D0NNELL  said,  that,  in  read- 
ing horn  the  letter  which  was  now  re* 
cognized  as  genuine,  and  which  hod 
appeared  in  TXmes,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man bad  forgotten  to  quote  some  im- 
portant sentences  from  the  letter  giren 
in  The  Timet,  in  which  Colonel  Warren 
said — 

"  The  Saltan  has  declared  Ar&bi  a  reboL  He 
has  sent  6,000  troops  with  English  officers  to 
SDpport  the  Sultan's  Khedive,  to  act  with  the 
Bngliah,  and  redace  Arabi  to  snbmisBion.  Tour 
oM  frisod  Khawadji  Wilson  is  with  the  troope, 
who  have  now  landed  at  Port  Said." 

After  that,  he  said — 

"  The  Governor  of  El  Arishe  and  Nakhl  will 
soon  be  prisonera.  Do  not  think  of  obliging 
men  who  are  rebels  to  your  Sultan." 

Clearly  those  sentences  showed  that 
Colonel  Warren  was  aware  that  the  Go- 
vernors of  Nakhl  and  El  Arishe  were  at 
the  head  of  the  local  resistance  to  the 
English  invasion,  and  yet  the  Committee 
was  now  to  be  told  again  this  story — 
that  the  attack  upon  the  English  Mission 
was  a  mere  matter  of  attack  by  isolated 
Bedouins  working  for  mere  lucre.  There 
was  a  little  political  excitement  about  it; 
that  was  all  that  the  hon.  Qentleman 
would  admit.  He  found  also  that  in  that 
letter  from  Tor,  on  November  10,Colonel 
Warren  stated  that  during  the  recent 
investigation  concerning  the  disappear- 
ance of  Professor  Palmer  and  his  party, 
he  had  ascertained  that  there  was  a 
general  impression,  both  at  that  place 
and  at  Suez,  that  the  Governor  of  El 
Arishe  was  emplojdng  stringent  mea- 
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sures  to  induce  the  Bedonins  of  the 
Desert  to  make  common  cause  a^nst 
the  Christians  and  the  Europeans.  There 
was  another  matter  whioih  nuj^t  hare  oc- 
curred to  the  hon.  Gentleman—that  Fto- 
fessoT  Palmer  and  his  party  shed  blood 
and  took  life  before  their  blood  was  shed 
and  their  lives  were  taken.  When  the 
Arabs  first  attempted  to  intercept  and 
capture  the  party  there  were  shots  fired 
on  both  aides — 

"  Meter  Sofich  assorts  that  there  were  shots 
flred,  and  that  he  and  Frofessor  Palmer  fired, 
and  that  the  remainder  were  nnharmed.  Shots 
certainly  appear  to  have  been  exchanged,  for 
the  camel  of  Salami  ibu  Azed  was  shot  in  the 
head,  end  Ayed,  a  Ilawetat,  is  supposed  to  have 
been  wounded ;  and  Biuret  died  six  days  after- 
wards." 

It  was  a  matter  of  importance  which 
^ould  be  borne  in  mind,  that  these  men 
were  engaged  in  bribing  a  lepie  en  matee, 
not  to  oppose  the  English,  and  were 
prepared  not  only  to  spend  money,  but 
to  shed  blood  in  the  undertaking.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  had  spoken  of  honest 
asterisks.  They  were  comparatively 
honest,  for  it  would  have  been  much 
more  dishonest  to  have  given  fictitious 
names,  and  after  listening  to  the  en- 
lightening voice  of  the  hon.  Member,  on 
the  whole,  he  thought  the  Committee  had 
every  reason  to  hold  in  high  esteem  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  preference  for  honest 
asterisks — at  least,  to  fictitious  inter- 

Eolations.  With  a  delicacy  only  equalled 
y  its  propriety,  the  Representative  of 
the  Admiralty  had  suggested  that  he 
(Mr.  O'Donnell)  was  anxious  ia  some 
way  to  have  these  names  put  in  so  that 
their  publication  might  endanger  the 
lives  of  the  men  holding  those  names. 
He  was  not  aware  that  the  Blue  Books 
circulated  largely  in  the  Arabian  De- 
sert, and  seeing  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  control  over  the  nominal  Govern- 
ment of  Egypt,  he  could,  no  doubt, 
prevent  Santard,  in  a  vernacular  edition, 
circulating  amon^  the  Arabs.  These 
men  had  oeen  tned^  and  found  guilty, 
and  handed.  Was  that  with  the  con- 
nivance of  Her  Majesty's  Government? 
Were  they  hanged  on  a  charge  of  mur- 
der for  money,  which  this  Committee 
knew  was  unfounded?  Were  the  lives 
of  these  men  taken  with  the  connivance 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  ?  He 
called  this  as  atrocious  an  assassination 
as  would  be  the  hanging  of  five  English 
soldiers  who  shot  down  Arab  spies.  The 
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hon.  Gentleman  made  light  of  the  offences 
committed  by  Professor  Palmer's  party. 
From  an  Engliah  point  of  view,  he  wonld 
Bay  let  every  honour  be  paid  to  Pro- 
fessor I^mer  and  hia  companions,  f  r 
they  saorifioed  their  lives  for  their  conn- 
try  ;  but  they  not  only  underwent  a 
aoldier's  risk,  but  they  knew  that  they 
were  putting  their  neoks  into  the  halter 
by  the  task  they  undertook.  If  a  eimi- 
lar  task  had  been  undertaken  by  any 
Frenohmaa  during  the  Gbrman  inraraon 
of  France,  any  German  sergeant  who 
bad  caught  a  Frenohman  cutting  down 
telegraph  wires  would  hare  blown  his 
brains  out  without  a  court  martial  or  a 
word  of  ^lay  or  explanation.  Yet  these 
men,  the  oreatoresj  of  fheir  Ohieft,  act- 
ing in  a  cause  they  believed  to  be  not 
only  patriotic  but  sacred,  had  been  put 
to  death  after  a  mock  trial,  in  order  to 
spare  somebody  from  making  further 
investigations !  The  conclusion  he  drew 
was  not  only  drawn  by  him,  but  by  the 
general  public  opinion  of  the  country. 
It  was  drawn  by  all  who  had  any  ac- 
quaintance with  the  facts  of  the  case  and 
the  facts  in  the  Blue  Books.  The  even- 
ing newspapers  of  Saturday  had  agreed 
that,  whether  or  not  the  actual  perpetra- 
tors of  the  murder  of  Professor  Palmer 
had  been  executed,  unquestionably  the 
original  instigators  had  not  been  brought 
to  justice;  and  TAe  Times  of  Saturday 
had  also  said  that — 

"  After  reading'tho  Papors  on  tho'saljoct,  the 
painful  impTesoionprevailatbat,  if  tliA  perpetra- 
tors of  the  crime  had  been  lovught  to  justice,  the 
inrtigators  of  the  erime  woe  ttill  at  large'' 

But  there  was  no  crime  in  the  matter. 
It  was  a  legitimate  offence,  and  these 
men  were  as  much  entitled  by  Holy  Law 
to  defend  their  country  as  were  the 
Natives  of  any  other  country.  One  thing 
had  resulted  from  this  debate.  There 
was  an  end  to  the  camel-purchasing 
story.  It  was  published  to  the  ends  of 
the  world,  and  it  could  not  be  denied 
that  these  gentlemen  received  money  to 
purchase  the  allegiance  of  the  Arabs. 

Mk.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN 
eaid,  the  hon.  Gentleman  having  made 
a  violent  attack  on  the  Government  bad, 
no  doubt,  through  inadvertence,  ab- 
sented himself  during  his  reply  to  that 
attack.  He  had  given  an  elaborate  and 
detailed  account  of  the  whole  object  of 
the  Expedition,  and  distinctly  denied  that 
Pn^essor  Palmer  or  any  of  his  party 
had  any  power  whatever,  ot  was  fUr- 

Mr.  CDmntll 


nished  with  any  funds  for  the  purpose  of 
buying  the  allegiance  of  anyone. 

Me.  O'DONNELL  said,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  remember  that  after  he 
had  spoken  the  hon.  Gentleman  did  not 
rise,  but  that  a  Member  of  the  Irish 
Party  rose.  He  was,  therefore,  not 
responsible  for  not  supposing  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  would  choose  the  hour 
when  he  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  was  at  dinner 
in  order  to  make  his  explanation.  He 
bad  no  doubt  the  hon.  Gentleman  made 
an  elaborate  explanation,  but  he  had  got 
a  clear  explanation  which  was  perfectly 
convincing.  The  telegram  from  Sir 
Beauchamp  Seymour  to  the  Admiralty 
on  August  6th  eaid — 

"Palmer  in  letter  of  August  Ist  at  Snoc 
writes  that  if  precisely  instructed  as  to  service 
required  of  Bedoains,  and  famished  with  funds, 
he  believes  he  could  buy  ths  alleg^anes  of  50,000 
at  a  cost  of  irom  £20,000  to  £30,000." 

What  elaborate  explanation  would  the 
hon.  Gentleman  put  on  that  ?  Then 
there  was  the  reply  of  the  Admiralty  to 
Sir  William  Hewett^ 

''Admiral  reports  Palmer's  proposal  of  Ist 
Au^st.  Instruct  Palmer  to  keep  Bedouios 
available  for  patrol  or  transpoi-t  od  Canal.  A 
reasonable  amount  oiay  be  spent,  but  larger  en- 
gagements are  not  to  be  entered  into  until 
General  arrives,  and  has  been  consulted." 

That  was  to  say,  the  Admiralty  consented 
to  expend  money  on  the  Bedouins,  who 
otherwise  might  have  opposed  the  British 
operations  on  the  Canal,  in  order  to 
make  them  available  for  patrol  and 
transport  in  the  service  of  the  invader 
of  their  country.  Was  not  that  bribiDg 
and  aeduoing  the  Bedouins  from  their 
natural  allegiance  ?  There  could  be  no 
clearer  explanation  than  the  six  lines  of 
this  simple  telegram.  There  were  only 
£3,000  spent !  Did  the  hon.  Gentlemao 
remember  that  in  consequence  of  the  un- 
fortunate and  summary  stoppage  of  Pro- 
fessor Palmer's  Mission,  he  had  not  time 
to  spend  even  those  £3,000  ?  They  were 
part  of  the  money  stolen  from  the  Expe- 
dition ;  and  but  for  the  precautions  taken 
by  the  Arab  tribes  in  charge  of  that  portion 
of  the  country,  if  the  English  Mission  bad 
succeededin  penetrating  that  country,  was 
there  any  doubt  that  there  would  hsTe 
been  plenty  of  money  forthco^ul^c  in 
addition  to  the  £3,000  in  order  to  buy 
Bedouins  by  the  thousand  for  patrol  and 
transport  or  any  other  purpose  f  Ose 
great  and  valuable  result  of  this  discus- 
sion was  tiiat  some  light  had  been  thrown 
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on  tUe  means  by  which  the  groat  and 
glorious  Liberal  Tiotory  in  Egypt  was 
attoined.  There  was  as  muoh  gold  as 
lead  and  steal  in  that  campaign. 

Sib  WILFRID  LAWSON  observed 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  stated  that 
Professor  Palmer's  duty  was  not  to  bribe 
the  Bedouins  with  money,  but  to  conci- 
liate them.  He  wished  to  ask  how 
Bedouins  could  be  conciliated  without 
being  bribed  ? 

Me.  CAMPBELL-BANNERM an  re- 
plied that  Professor  Palmer's  influence 
among  the  Bedouins  was  very  great. 
He  was  in  great  favour  with  them,  and 
Iiad  remarkable  powers  of  ingratiating 
himself  with  people  of  that  kind.  Prom 
bia  habits  he  was  very  acceptable  to 
them,  and  had  great  power  of  getting 
them  on  his  side.  The  hon.  Member  for 
DuDgarvan  had  repeated  what  he  had 
already  denied,  but  he  thought  he  oould 
appeal  with  confidence  from  that  hon. 
Member  to  the  hon.  Member  behind 
him  CMr.  T.  P.  O'Connor),  who  had 
made  some  reasonable  remarks  on  the 
subject,  and  had  listened  to  his  explana- 
tion, whether  he  had  given  a  oomplete 
answer  or  not? 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Original  Question  put,  and  tignei  to. 

(3.)  £17,500,  Civil  Charges  of  Expe- 
dition to  Egypt. 

TRANSVAAL,  1882-5. 

(3.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"That  a  snm,  not  exceeding  £14,000,  be 
granted  to  Her  Uajeaty-,  to  defray  the  Charge 
vhich  will  come  in  coarse  of  payment  during 
the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  ox  March  1883, 
for  Expenses  connected  with  the  Transvaal." 

Mb.  SCLATEE-BOOTH  wished  to 
ask  whether  the  sums  of  money  payable 
by  tfie  Natal  and  Cape  Governments, 
-which  had  been  taken  credit  for  in  the 
Budget  for  the  current  year,  bad  been 
paid  into  the  Exchequer  ? 

Me.  OOUETNEY  :  Yes. 

Mb.  GOEST  said,  he  saw  in  this  Vote, 
amongst  other  things,  a  Yote  for  the 
Boyal  Commission  of  1881,  the  object  of 
-which  was  to  seciire  the  due  performance 
of  the  duties  that  this  country  had  under- 
taken towards  the  Kaffir  Tribes  that  in- 
habited the  country  which  was  once  our 
Dominion.  He  zemembered  at  the  time 
-when  the  aurrender  of  the  Transvaal 


took  place  many  Members  of  the  Go- 
vernment—certainly the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  fbr  Bradford  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Ftoster),  who  was  at  tiiat  time  a 

Member  of  the  Administration — used 
some  very  brave  and  fine  language  about 
the  duty  the  Government  had  con- 
tracted in  regard  to  the  Native  Tribes, 
and.  the  importance  of  seeing  that  those 
duties  were  efficiently  and  fully  per- 
formed. He  confessed  that  quite  recently 
the  country  had  had  some  reason  to 
doubt  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment was  quite  as  much  alive  to  the 
duty  which  it  had  assumed  towards  the 
unhappy  Kaffir  Tribes  as  the  Goverment 
of  two  years  ago,  because,  when  the 
humanity  of  the  people  of  this  country 
had  been  exercised  of  late  by  telegrams 
which  had  appeared  in  the  public 
journals  relating  to  atrooitieB  of  the 
Boers  towards  the  Native  Saces  of  the 
Transvaal,  opinions  had  been  pnbHcly 
stated  by  high  officials  connected  with 
the  Colonial  Office  which  were,  at  least, 
calculated  to  somewhat  alarm  the  hu- 
manity of  the  public.  He  thought  it 
would  be  very  desirable  if,  before  this 
Yote  was  passed,  they  could  obtain  some 
assurance  either  from  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies — whom  he 
at  present  saw  in  his  place — or — and  it 
would  be  much  more  satisfactory  if  they 
could  get  it  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man— from  the  Prime  Minister  himself, 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  would 
not  cease  to  use  their  benevolent  offices 
in  order  to  mitigate,  as  far  as  they  now 
oould,  the  dreadful  di8aBt«r  which  the 
surrender  of  the  Transvaal  had  brought 

Xn  the  Native  Tribes?  He  should 
very  much  to  know  whether  it  was 
really  the  opinion  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment that  the  use  of  dynamite  in 
warfare  with  these  people  was  a  thing 
to  be  encouraged  ?  Was  it  really  the 
opinion  of  the  Government  that  these 
people  might  he  blown  up  with  dyna- 
mite, and  that,  if  war  was  to  be  made 
upon  them,  there  was  no  more  harm  in 
employing  dynamite  against  them  then 
in  employmg  gunpowder  ?  In  fact,  that 
wag  an  opinion  which  had  been  given 
some  countenance  to  by  statements  which 
had  been  made  from  very  high  sonrces.  « 
To  show  the  Committee  that  this  was  no 
ima^nu-y  grievance,  and  that  there  was 
real^  some  danger  of  the  pa(q>Ia  suffer- 
ing cruelty,  he  should  like  to  be  allowed 
to  read  to  the  Committee  a  private  letter, 
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which  gave  an  account  by  an  eye  witness 
of  the  destruction  of  a  smallparty  of 
£affirs  in  the  Transvaa].  This  was 
what  happened — 

"  In  B  raid  made  by  a  ooniinandery  of  Boen, 
after  killing  all  the  cattle  they  could,  and 
taUng  over  200  head  of  cattle,  the  Boera  passed 
a  Urge  care.  From  this  cave  two  shot*  were 
fired.  The  Boers  were  abaid  to  go  into  the 
cave  on  account  of  the  darkness,  so  the;  got  a 
lot  of  wood  and  made  a  huge  fire  at  the  mouth 
of  it.  There  was  an  opening  in  the  stones  at 
the  top  of  the  cave,  through  which  the  smoke 
was  seen  to  issue.  Then  they  piled  on  green 
wood  to  increase  the  suffbcatioD.  A  noiae  like 
tha  bluadng  of  beei  and  groaas  were  heard  from 
thfl  cave.  One  g^l  who  nuhed  from  the  fire, 
thinking  to  saTe  her  life,  died  a  few  minutes 
after.  The  fire  lasted  about  half-an-hour,  and 
then  the  Boers  went  into  the  place.  They 
found  only  two  men  there,  one  writhing  in  such 
agony  that  oneof  thepartyfiredathimtoputhim 
out  of  his  mise^ ;  but  there  were  above  21  souls 
dragged  out,  with  the  exeeption  of  the  two  men, 
all  women  and  children,  who  doubUess  had  taken 
refuge  there  from  fear.  The  two  men  who  fired 
the  shots  betrayed  their  hiding  place ;  bat  they 
must  hare  thought  they  were  [secure  enough, 
as  the  Been  could  not  penetrate  tiie  recesses 
witliin.  Ton  can  imagine  tiie  state  the  poor 
wretches  were  in.  My  heart  neksDi— I  cannot 
describe  it.  I  tout  tber  were  not  left  by  their 
tennenton  to  vrithe  and  die." 

That  was  an  account,  ^iven  in  simple 
language  by  an  eye  witness,  of  what 
took  place.  He  would  mention  the 
name  of  the  lady,  the  writer  of  this 
letter,  only  he  had  received  a  letter 
from  one  of  his  constituents  containing 
a  most  earnest  re<^ue8t  not,  on  any  ac- 
count, to  mention  it,  or  even  sufficiently 
to  describe  the  place  from  which  the 
letter  was  written,  for  fear  that  the 
lady's  identity  would  be  diaoovered. 
The  lady  had  told  his  correspondent 
that  BO  httle  were  the  English  thought 
of  in  the  Transvaal  now,  and  so  muoh 
injustice  had  they  to  endure  from  the 
Boers,  that  were  it  known  that  any 
information  of  this  kind  bad  been 
transmitted  through  the  means  of  an 
English  woman  to  the  people  of  this 
country,  her  position  in  the  Transvaal 
would  be  highly  dangerous.  Therefore, 
he  hoped  the  Committee  would  be 
satiefied  with  his  assurance  that  what  he 
had  read  was  a  genuine  statement  in 
a  genuine  letter,  written  by  a  lady  of 
^eat  respectability  at  present  residin: 
in  the  Transvaal.  He  hoped  he  ha 
said  enough  to  convince  the  Government 
and  the  Prime  Minister  that  there  were 
atrocious  cruelties  being  committed  at 
QoM  moment  upon  the  EafiSrs,  who,  a 
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few  yean  ago,  were  subjects  of  Ha 
Majesty,  and  for  whose  welfare  anil 
whose  treatment  under  the  Qovemmeot 
to  which  they  had  been  transferred  it 
could  not  be  denied  that  Her  Majestj's 
Oovemment  were  in  some  deg^ree  respon- 
sible.  He  did  not  wish  at  the  preseut 
time  to  anticipate  the  diacussion  whicb 
would,  no  doubt,  be  raised  in  the  House 
in  the  course  of  a  few  weeks  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  East  Olouoester- 
shire  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  on  the 
general  subject  of  the  Transvaal;  but 
the  case  was  so  urgent,  and  the  minda 
of  the  people  of  this  country  had  been 
so  disturbed  by  statements  which  had 
been  made  by  high  officials  in  the  Oo- 
rernment,  to  the  effect  that  there  was 
no  harm  in  the  use  of  dynamite  against 
tiie  Native  Tribes,  that  he  was  incliaed 
to  ask  that,  before  this  sum  was  granted, 
Her  Majesty's  Qovemment  should  give 
some  assurance  that  &ey  stUl  admitted 
some  responsibility  for  the  treatment  of 
these  people  by  the  Boers. 

Mb.  E.  N.  fowler  said,  the  TJndBr 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  would 
recollect  that  on  the  first  day  of  the  Ses- 
sion he  had  put  before  him  certain  state* 
ments  which  he  was  not  prepared  to 
dispute,  and  which  be  seemed  to  fear 
were  true,  showing  conduct  on  the  part 
of  the  Boers  of  the  most  horrible  and 
heartless  character.  These  statements 
described  the  manner  in  which  the  Boers 
oppressed  the  Natives,  attackiog  and 
murdering  them.  But,  more  than  tbis, 
he  had  brought  before  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber the  case  of  two  Enelishmea  who 
had  been  pursued  by  the  Boers,  all 
that  was  found  of  them  afterwards  be- 
ing their  skeletons,  with  irons  on  their 
feet.  He  (Mr.  Fowler)  was  glad  ha 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Oorst) 
had  referred  to  this  matter.  It  TU 
obvious  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem* 
her  could  not  give  the  name  of  tbfl 
writer  of  the  letter  he  had  read.  If  it 
were  known  in  the  Transvaal  who  wu 
the  writer,  the  lady  would  find  it  per- 
fectly  impossible  to  live  there,  and  ivould 
be  very  likely  murdered  by  the  Boen. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  was  bound 
to  conceal  names.  He  (Mr.  Fowler),  since 
he  had  addressed  the  House  on  the  first 
night  of  the  Session,  had  himself  re- 
ceived some  information  from  South 
Africa,  and,  like  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  he  was  not  in  a  poution  to  give 
the  name  of  his  correspondent, 
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writer  was  a  member  of  the  Independent 
Community,  and,  as  such,  he  aupposed, 
was  a  supporter  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vemment.  He  said  in  his  communica- 
tion that  it  would  have  been  better  if 
the  unfortunate  Bechuanas  had  never 
trusted  to  the  intervention  of  their  phil- 
anthropic friends,  Her  Majesty's  present 
Advisers,  and  that — 

"  His  oompIiuDt  against  the  Government  al- 
v^s  bad  been,  not  that  thay  had  left  the 
TrsnBTaal,  for  they  had  no  option  but  to  do  so, 
hnt  that  they  had  withdrawn  under  a  cloud  of 
womises  to  the  Native  Tribes  wfatoh  had  never 
been  kept,  and  wUch  he  wai  itroiigly  indined 
lo  believe  never  ivonld  be  kept." 

That  was  the  opinion,  of  his  correspon- 
dent. He  did  not  agree  T\'ith  him  that 
it  would  have  been  impossible  for  the 
Government  to  stop  in  the  Transvaal. 
His  opinion  was  that  if  the  Government 
had  taken  a  strong  course,  and  insisted 
upon  putting  down  the  insurrection  be- 
fore they  made  a  Treaty  with  the  traitors, 
it  would  have  been  better  for  their  in- 
terests in  South  Africa,  and  also  for 
their  interests  in  other  parts  of  the 
world.  They  saw  what  were  the  results 
of  the  course  they  had  taken.  ThOT  had 
scuttled  out  of  the  Transvaal,  and  now 
these  unfortunate  Natives  who  were 
loyal  to  them  in  their  troubles,  and  had 
stood  faithfully  to  Uiem  whilst  they  were 
in  difficulties,  were  left  to  the  mercy  of 
the  wretched  Boers.  Hhsj  were  op- 
pressed and  shot  down,  and  no  one  was 
permitted  to  stop  them  who  was  not  pre- 
pared to  take  an  oath  of  fealty  to  the 
Transvaal  Government.  He  earnestly 
appealed  to  the  Committee  whether  the 
course  things  were  now  taking  in  the 
Transvaal  was  not  one  which  tilled  for 
the  interposition  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment ? 

Mb.  CROPPEH  said,  he  wished  to 
put  a  question  to  the  Under  Sectetary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  on  the  same  sub- 
ject. The  Native  Tribes  were  not  only 
deserted  by  their  friends,  but  were  un- 
able to  purchase  gunpowder  and  arms 
for  the  purpose  of  defending  tiiemselves 
from  their  enemies.  This  seemed  rather 
hard,  for  it  deprived  them  of  the  only 
means  they  had  of  defending  them- 
selves against  the  most  blood-thirsty  of 
their  enemies.  He  should  like  to  know 
how  they  were  to  obtain  the  means  of 
defence  r  Everyone  knew  that  the  Be- 
chuanas had  been  exem^ary  for  their 
advance  in  civilijsation.  They  had  bet- 


ter houses  than  almost  any  of  the  Bacea 
in  South  Africa,  they  had  adopted  our 
dress  and  civilization  and  religion,  and 
perhaps  nothing  had  more  tended  to 
discourage  the  advance  of  civilization  in 
South  Africa  than  the  attacks  of  the 
Boers  upon  this  Tribe,  by  which  the 
progress  of  civilization  had  been  not 
only  retarded,  but  driven  back  for  many 
years.  He  wished  to  know  whether  the 
embargo  on  the  sale  of  weapons  and 

gm^wder  had  been  taken  off  in  the 
ritish  Colonies  at  the  Cape  ?  A  little 
time  ago  they  had  learnt  that  two  can- 
non had  been  sent  by  the  Cape  Qorem- 
ment  to  the  Transvaal,  and  he  certainly 
could  not  see  why  they  should  cause  the 
purchase  of  gunpowder  to  be  refused 
to  their  allies,  whilst  they  allowed  their 
enemies  to  be  supplied  with  arms  and 
ammunition. 

Captain  ATLMEE  asked  if  the  Vote 
for  the  Transvaal  would  appear  again  in 
the  Estimates,  or  whether  Ihis  Supple- 
mentary Estimate  would  close  all  the 

accounts  ?   

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLET  said,  it  was 
very  difficult  to  deal  in  any  satisfactory 
manner  in  this  interlocutory  style  with 
so  grave  and  complicated  a  question  as 
the  Transvaal,  embracing,  as  it  did,  ac- 
cording to  the  speeches  of  hon.  Members 
opposite,  not  only  the  policy  of  the 
taking  of  the  Transvaal,  but  the  con- 
ditions and  interpretations  of  the  Con- 
vention, and,  their  liability  to  protect  or 
defend  or  aid  the  Natives.  Sesing  that 
there  was  a  Notice  of  Motion  on  the 
subject  in  the  name  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr, 
Gorst)  standing  for  Tuesday,  and  that 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  East  Glou- 
cestershire, ("Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beaoh) 
had  given  Notice  of  his  intention  to 
bring  the  whole  question  in  a  formal 
manner  before  the  House,  he  con- 
fessed he  thought  it  would  be  better, 
even  in  the  interests  of  the  Natives 
themselves,  that  the  discussion  of  the 
matter  should  be  delayed  until  they 
could  deal  with  it  in  all  its  phases.  Still, 
it  was  his  duty  to  the  best  of  his  ability 
to  answer  two  or  three  questions  which 
had  been  put  to  him.  The  hon.  and 
learned  QenUeman  (Mr.  Goret)  had  put 
a  question  to  him  as  to  the  reply  of  a 
Minister  in  "another  place"  on  the 
subject  of  the  alleged  use  of  dynamite 
by  the  Boers  against  the  Natives.  If  he 
had  known  ttut  the  hon,  and  learned 
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Member  was  going  to  eall  attention  to 
that  subject,  he  should  have  armed  him- 
self, as  he  did  the  other  daj,  with  the 
exact  words  used  by  the  Earl  of  Derby. 
But  he  thoug;ht  his  memory  was  correct 
when  he  said  that  a  Queenon  was  'put 
to  the  Earl  of  Derby  in  the  House  of 
Lords  as  to  what  Beport  he  had  received 
from  the  Colonial  Office  with  reference 
to  the  war  now  going  on  between  the 
authorities  of  the  Transvaal  and  Ma- 
pach,  one  of  their  vassals  living  in  a 
comer  of  Transvaal  territory,  as  to  whe- 
ther the  Colonial  Office  had  received  any 
information  to  the  effect  that  dynamite 
had  been  used  by  the  Boers  against  the 
Natives.  The  Earl  of  Derby  replied 
that,  as  a  faot,  he  had  no  ofiicial  infor- 
mation of  dynamite  having  been  used ; 
but  he  added  that  it  was  his  own  opinion 
that  when  they  camo  to  elements  and 
implements  used  in  destruction,  whether 
they  employed  dynamite  or  gunpowder 
seemed  to  him  a  matter  of  indifference. 
Th  e  inference  that  the  Boers  v  ere  thereby 
held  to  be  justified  in  using  dynamite  in 
any  other  way  than  aa  a  legitimato  ex- 
plosive for  purposes  of  war  was  au  in- 
ference he  (Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley)  entirely 
denied.  Hewouldpointouttothehon.and 
learned  Member  that  the  Government, 
under  the  Convention,  had  no  authority 
whatever  to  interfere  with  the  conduct 
by  the  Transvaal  Government  of  wars 
carried  on  within  their  Border.  There 
seemed  to  be  great  confusion  in  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member's  mind  as  to  the 
power  or  right  of  interference  of  the 
Government.  However  much  they  might 
deplore  any  imaginary  or  real  acts  of 
atrocity  against  the  Boers,  this,  at  any 
rato,  was  clear — that  the  war  was  one 
carried  on  by  the  recognized  authorities 
of  the  Transvaal  Stato  against  their  re- 
bellious subjects  who  had  refused  to  pay 
a  tax,  and  had  refused  to  allow  the 
Location  Commission  to  proceed  with 
the  duties  devolving  upon  it.  As  to  the 
other  question  put  to  him  —  namely, 
about  the  embargo  on  the  supply  of 
gunpowder,  Her  Majesty's  Government 
had  represented  to  the  Cape  authorities 
that  it  was  hard  that  the  Bedtuanas 
should  be  deprived  of  the  power  of 
purchasing  ammunition,  whilst  their 
enemies  had  every  facility  of  that  kind 
they  required.  Though  the  Cape  au- 
thorities had  desired  not  to  depart  from 
■tnot  neutrality,  as  soon  as  they  ascer- 
tained that  peace  had  been  declared  be- 

Mr.  Evelyn  AthU^ 


tween  the  two  Chiefs  who  had  been  at 
war  with  each  other,  they  took  o£E  the 
embargo.  As  to  the  guns*  he  knew  ae 
more  than  had  been  already  stated. 
They  had  only  been  supplied  for  this  in- 
ternal war.  Then,  with  regard  to  the 
money  they  would  have  to  ask  for  ia 
the  future,  the  only  provision  the; 
would  probably  have  to  request  would 
be  the  amount  of  the  salary  of  the  Bri- 
tish Besident.  He  hoped  hon.  Members 
would  not  think  him  disrespectful  if  he 
declined  to  go  into  the  larger  questioa 
of  their  relations  with  the  Transvaal 
Government,  because  the  question  was 
so  large  tiiat  it  would  be  dom^  injusfice 
to  it  to  attempt  to  go  fully  into  it  st 

present.   

LoBD  EANDOLPH  CHTTECHILL 
said,  he  thought  the  Committee  had 
great  right  to  complain  of  the  attitude 
taken  up  by  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies.  As  a  matter  of 
Parliamentary  practice — and  he  was 
certoin  he  should  be  supported  by  those 
who  had  had  a  considerable  experience 
of  the  House — there  was  no  opportunity 
of  bringing  the  Government  policy  on 
any  point  before  the  House  more  favour- 
able than  Committee  of  Supply.  When 
the  Government  came  to  Parliament  and 
asked  for  money  for  a  particular  pur- 
pose, it  was  the  right  of  hon.  Memben 
not  only  to  ruse  questions  on  any  point 
regarding^  that  expenditure  where  they 
might  tbink  the  Government  to  blame, 
but  to  demand  from  the  Govemmwt  an 
explanation.  By  raising  the  question 
on  consideration  of  the  voto  which  the 
Government  demanded,  was  the  proper 
and  Constitutional  method  for  an  Eng- 
lish Member  of  Parliament  to  obtain  eX' 
planatious  from  the  Government.  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Coloniee 
said  he  could  not  go  into  the  question, 
because  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst)  had  a 
Motion  down  for  Tuesday,  and  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  East  Gloucestorsmre 
(Sir  Michael  Hick^-Beach)  had  another 
down  for  a  period  not  yet  fixed.  But 
the  hon.  Member  had  taken  care  to 
inform  the  Oommittoe  that  there  was 
not  the  remotest  chance  of  the  Uo- 
Uon  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Chatham,  coming  on,  and 
that  there  was  no  day  fixed  for  the 
Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
East  Glottcesterahire.  Therefore,  with 
this  Liberal  XTnder  Secretary  of  State 
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for  the  Colonies — this  humanitarian 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
— [Cn«o/"  Oh!  "1  Oh!  then  the  hon. 
Member  was  not  "humanitarian.  He 
Tould  withdraw  the  epithet,  and  re- 
cognize from  his  speech  that  night  that 
the  hon.  Member  was  not  a  humani- 
tarian or  a  philanthropist.  This  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Oolonies  was 
willing  to  postpone  the  intwests  of  these 
wretched  Katires  to  the  chances  of  the 
Ballot  Box  m  the  House  of  Commons. 
The  hon.  Member  declined  to  go  into  the 
matter  because  it  was  too  large.  Why 
was  it  too  large  ?   It  was  only  half- 

fast  10  o'clock.  The  Committee  would 
ave  been  glad,  he  was  sure,  to  hare 
had  an  explanation  of  the  extraordinary 
events  that  were  taking  place  in  the 
Transvaal.  He  very  much  doubted, 
however  well  satisfied  the  supporters  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  might  have 
been  with  the  hon.  Member's  statement, 
whether  the  country  would  feel  satisfied 
with  it.  There  was  another  example  of 
the  philanthropic  and  humanitarian 
tendencies  of  the  Government  on  the 
part  of  its  latest  valuable  acquisition. 
The  yery  first  contribution  this  valu- 
able  acquisition  had  made  to  the  stock 
of  pubfio  information,  was  as  to  the 
Boers  in  the  Transvaal.  He  had  said 
that  the  use  of  dynamite  in  conducting 
operations  against  the  Natives  was 
quite  as  much  to  be  expected,  and  no 
more  to  be  blamed,  than  the  use  of  gun- 
powder. The  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
T)erby)  dtdnot  attach  so  much  importance 
to  the  use  of  dynamite  as  some  people 
did.  Perhaps  he  would  not  attach  much 
importance  to  the  use  of  Greek  fire,  ex- 
plosive bullets,  or  any  other  torture  to 
compel  the  Natives  of  the  Transvaal  to 
allegiance  to  the  Boers.  The  noble  Earl 
did  not  attach  much  importance  to  this 
matter,  for  he  had  said  it  might  or 
might  not  be  important  to  use  dynamite 
in  military  operations  against  these 
wretched  savages,  but  if  muitary  opera- 
tions were  carried  on,  he  did  not  see 
that  there  was  necessarily  more  blame 
attaching  to  the  employment  of  dynamite 
than  to  the  employment  of  gunpowder. 
He  (liord  Bandolph  Churchill)  com- 
mended that  statement  from  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Colonies  to  the  Nonconform- 
ing supporters  of  the  Government,  who 
were  the  cause  of  their  obtaining  their 
large  majority  at  the  last  Election,  and 
ysUo  w^re  so  horrified  at  the  2ulu  War. 


He  must  confess  he  did  not  think  Her 
Majesty's  Government  were  coming  out 
in  a  good  light  in  this  matter.  This 
Committee  had  been  very  useful  that 
night,  for  it  had  brought  to  light  the 
Fort  Said  scandal ;  it  had  elicited  the 
disclosures  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Dun- 
earvan  (Mr.  O'Donnell),  and  now  it  had 
Drought  out  that  the  Government  saw 
no  hum  in  iha  use  of  dynamite  agsanst 
savages.  The  Under  Seoretaiy  of  State 
said  the  Boers  might  make  use  of  slow 
fire— any  weapon  or  instrument — and 
the  Government  had  no  right  to  inter- 
fere so  long  as  the  war  was  carried  on 
within  their  own  Border.  Had  they  no 
right  to  interfere  on  the  ground  of  com- 
mon humanity  ?  Had  they  never  inter- 
fered anywhere  else  on  the  ground  of 
common  humanity  ?  On  what  grounds, 
pray,  had  the  Prime  Minister  denounced 
the  atrocities  in  Bulgaria  ?  And  yet  the 
Under  Secretai?  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  got  up  mat  night,  in  his  place, 
and  said  that  no  matter  what  barbari- 
ties the  Boers  committed  towards  the 
Native  Tribes,  the  Government  were  not 
rei^nsible.  [Mr.  Etelth  Ashiay  :  I 
nevOT  said  any  such  thing.]  The  hon. 
Member  would  have  an  opportunity  of 
explaining  his  language  later  on. 
Whilst  the  political  opponents  of  the 
present  Government  were  in  power, 
common  humanity  came  to  the  iront, 
and  any  interference  was  not  only  justi- 
fied, but  absolutely  demanded  by  the 
circumstances  of  uie  case.  But  then 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Oolonies,  after  saying  that  they  had  no 
right  to  interfere  in  a  war  carried  on 
within  the  Borders  of  the  Transvaal 
State,  fortified  the  statement  by  ^iviug 
the  Committee  to  understand  that,  m  any 
case,  whether  they  had  a  right  to  inter- 
fere or  not,  Mapoch  was  a  rebellious 
subject.  Against  whom  was  he  re- 
bemouB,  pray  ?  Aninst  the  Boer  Go- 
vernment ;  but  had  he  ever  given,  in 
his  allegiance,  to  the  Boer  Qoremment? 
Had  he  not  warned  them — he  and  his 
brother  Chiefs— that  he  did  not  owe 
allegiance  to  the  Boers,  but  claimed  to 
be  subjects  of  Queen  Victoria?  Mapoch, 
unfortunate  as  he  was,  behind  the  age 
as  he  was,  savage,  uncivilized  as  ho 
was,  could  not  change  his  loyalty  quite 
as  quickly  as  some  political  Parties 
in  the  House.  He  (Lord  Bandolph 
Churchill)  wished  to  aak  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  and 
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Her  Majesty's  6oTemment  this — bad 
they  reoeWed  any  information  at  the 
Oolonial  Olfice  of  the  fact  that  a  certain 
Dutchman,  of  the  name  of  Jorssen,  had 
left  the  Transvaal,  and  was  now  in 
Enrobe,  deputed  by  his  Gtoremment  to 
n^iotiate  with  the  Powera  the  independ- 
ence  of  theTransTaal  from  theSnzerainty 
of  the  Queen?  He  (Lonl  BandoI|)h 
Churchill),  at  any  rate,  had  very  certain 
information  about  it.  The  matter  was 
an  important  one,  and  he  should  be  glad 
if  Her  Majesty's  Government  would 
vouchsafe  him  some  reply  with  reference 
to  it. 

Mb.  BYLANDS  said,  that  before  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Co- 
lonies replied,  he  should  like  to  say  a 
word  or  two  in  reference  to  certain  state- 
ments made  in  the  course  of  the  diecus- 
pion.  It  was  true  that  in  Committee  of 
Supply  it  was  perfectly  legitimate  on  the 
Vote  for  the  Transvaal  to  raise  the  whole 
question  of  the  Transvaal  annexation 
and  grant  of  independenooi  and  it  must 
be  remembered  that  the  New  Bnles  of 
Prooedure  materially  circumscribed  the 
opportunities  of  debate  on  going  into 
Committee  of  Supply.  It  might  be  fairly 
expected,  therefore,  that  in  Committee  of 
Supply  hon.  Members  would  enter  into 
detail  upon  matters  which  came  under 
the  Votes.  He  would  not  deprecate  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  (Mr.  Gorst) 
raising  an  important  discussion  on  this 
Yote;  but,  as  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber had  himself  stated,  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  East  Gloucentersnire  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  had  given  Notice 
of  a  Motion  on  the  subject,  and  there 
would  be  a  general  disouanon  on  it,  no 
doubt.  His  (Mr.  Bylands')  object  in 
rising,  however,  waste  say  this— that 
they  were,  probably,  on  the  eve  of  hav- 
ing their  feelings  ooiutantly  appealed  to 
in  re^rd  to  the  sufferings  of  the  Native 
inhabitants  of  the  IVansvaal.  He  had 
no  donbt  the  object  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  was  to  induce  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  recognize  that 
they  were,  in  some  sort,  responsible  for 
seeing  that  the  Natives  of  the  Transvaal 
were  treated  in  a  humane  manner.  They 
had  over  and  over  again  interfered  in 
Africa,  no  doubt  under  impulses  of  a 
very  humane  character.  They  had  gone 
to  war  with  Native  Races  with  a  view  to 
promote  what  they  had  supposed  to  be  the 
rights  of  these  countries,  and  he  did  not 
hesitate  to  say  that  for  one  cruel  injustice 
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committed  without  the  presence  of  the 
British  Army  there  had  been  100  in- 
stances of  death,  cruelty,  and  injustice 
with  its  presence.  ["  No,  no !"]  Takethe 
Zulu  War,  for  instance.  The  policy  of 
the  late  Government  had  led  to  a  la^^ 
destruction  of  life  than  bad  ever  at  uiy 
time  taken  place  before  in  that  coantiy 
through  the  instramentalily  of  Euro- 
peauB.  Speaking  inOommitteeof  Supply, 
he  would  venture  to  remind  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen that  their  policy  of  intervention 
in  attempting  to  settle  matters  between 
contending  parties,  and  in  preventing  a 
rough  people  on  the  &inge  of  oivilisataon 
from  doing  injustice  to  &e  Natives,  had 
involved  them  in  wars  that  had  cost  them 
millions  of  money.  What  had  been  the 
result  ?  Had  they  secured  independence 
for  the  Natives  ?  Certainly  not.  They 
had  carried  their  arms  over  a  large  part 
of  South  Africa,  and  if  they  were  to  le- 
tain  possession  of  that  country,  or  ac- 
tively render  assistance  whenever  H  was 
asked  for,  they  would  have  cast  upon 
tikem  a  responsibility  and  an  amount  <rf 
diflSoulty  which  no  Gbvenunent  would 
be  likely  to  accept.  They  were  told  that 
they  ought  now  to  interfere  in  Ibe 
affairs  of  South  Africa.  How  interfere  ? 
Tbey  were  all  at  one  so  far  as  mere 
moral  influence  might  be  used  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  If  they  had  any 
reason  to  believe  that  there  were  any 
cruelties  being  practised  in  the  Trans- 
vaal they  should  use  their  moral  in- 
fluence to  put  a  stop  to  them.  Hon. 
Members  might  smile ;  but  what  he  said 
they  would  not  be  justified  in  doing  was 
using  the  influence  of  force.  If  the 
Transvaal  Government  within  its  own 
Borders  aoted  in  a  manner  they  did  not 
approve  of,  and  Her  Majesty's  Gtnvm- 
ment  were  to  go  there  with  an  Army  and 
put  down  the  Transvaal  Government 
they  would  be  taking  on  themselves  a 
responsibility  with  which  they  ought  to 
have  nothing  to  do.  They  had  respon- 
sibilitiea  enough,  in  all  conscience,  with- 
out taking  upon  themselves  fresh  ones 
in  regard  to  the  Transvaal.  Therefore, 
while  he  thought  it  would  be  more  ocD' 
venient  to  discuss  the  attitude  of  tite 
Boers  towards  the  Native  Tribes  on  a 
future  occasion,  he  simply  entered  his 
protest  that  on  account  of  certain  humane 
feelings  which  he  honoured  they  were  to 
be  called  on  again  to  undertake  a  new 
omsade  on  behalf  of  the  Native  Baoes— 
a  omsade  which  would  be  liJcel;jr  to  do 
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more  hann  than  was  Buffloient  to  conn- 
terbalance  any  good  that  might  arise 
out  of  it. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB  said,  he  was 
i^aid  the  Transvaal  Natirea  would  find 
Hie  use  of  dynamite  a  far  more  powerful 
agent  against  their  interests  than  they 
wonld  find  moral  influence  powerful  to 
protect  their  interests.  He  nnderstood 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  to  say  that 
they  had  no  right  to  interfere  in  the 
Transraal,  and  he  understood  the  hon. 
Genileroan  opposite  (Mr.  BylandB)to  say 
that  even  if  they  had  a  right,  it  was  not 
a  right  they  ought  to  exerdae.  He  (Mr. 
Balfour)  rose  for  the  purpose  of  eliciting 
from  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  whe- 
ther he  adhered  categorically  to  the 
statement  which  he  was  xmderstood  to 
hare  made  f  He  reoolleoted  that  when 
the  Government  decided  that  it  was  im- 
moral to  retun  their  Sovereignty  over  the 
Transvaal,  one  of  the  arguments  moat 
used  hy  hon.  G-entlemen  who  impugned 
the  condnct  of  the  Government  was  the 
injury  that  would  be  done  by  their  re- 
treating from  the  Transvaal  to  the  inte- 
rests of  the  Native  races.  The  Conser- 
vative Party  had  a  right  to  suppose  that 
the  humanitarian  considerations  which 
the  present  Government  had  never  been 
slow  to  urge,  with  an  appearance  of 
mncere  belief,  when  they  were  in  Oppo- 
mtion,  would  have  induced  them  to  re- 
consider their  position.  But  how  were 
the  Opposition  met  ?  They  were  told, 
-when  this  Oonvention  was  objected  to, 
that  the  Biranganents  which  the  GoTom- 
memt  had  ccnne  to,  or  would  come  to,  be- 
fam  the  final  settlement  with  the  Boer 
Oovemment,  would  be  adequate  to  pro- 
teot  the  vast  Native  majority  in  those 
districts.  Now,  however,  the  Committee 
lieard  from  an  independent  Member 
sitting  on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the 
House  that  this  country  ought  never  to 
interfere;  and  they  were  told  by  a 
Member  of  the  Government  that  they 
had  no  Treaty  right  to  interfere;  and 
that  even  if  they  did  interfere,  they  could 
exercise  nothing  more  than  a  mere 
shadowy  moral  influence,  unless  the 
Government  was  prepared  to  break  the 
Oonvention,  which,  they  were  assured  at 
the  time  it  was  entered  into,  was  fully 
adequate  to  protect  the  interests  of  the 
Native  majority.  ' Hd  wished  to  impress 
upon  the  Under  Secreta^  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  the  du^  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  l9t  the  Committee  know  dearly 


the  position  in  which  tJiie  Government 
stood  in  regard  to  this  qaestion ;  for  if 
it  was  tme  that  the  Boers  might  do  any- 
thing they  chose,  as  for  as  Ute  Natives 
were  concerned,  and  theGovernment  had 
no  right  to  interfere  with  them,  it  was 
clear,  to  his  mind,  that  the  Committee 
had  not  been  adequately  informed  as  to 
the  position  which  the  Government  in- 
tended to  take  up  in  regard  to  the  pro- 
tection of  the  Native  majority. 

Mk.  GLADSTONE  said,  there  could 
be  no  doubt  as  to  the  right  of  the  hon. 
Member  who  bad  just  sat  down,  or  of 
any  other  hon.  Member,  to  raise  the 
subject  of  the  policy  of  the  GJovemment 
with  regard  to  the  Transvaal  on  a  Vote 
in  Supply.  But  the  demand  just  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Hertford  for  in- 
formation, and  the  objection  to  his  de- 
nmnd  was  that  all  the  facts  and  infor- 
mation on  the  subject  at  prMent  in 
possession  of  the  Government  were  al- 
ready in  the  bands  of  hon.  Members. 
The  matter  was  one  of  great  complica- 
tion ;  and  although  full  information  was 
not  yet  in  the  hands  of  hon.  Members, 
further  Papers  were  on  the  point  of 
being  laid  before  Parliament  in  regard 
to  this  important  subject.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Hertford  ridiculed  the  doc- 
trine of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  that  it 
was  better  to  trust  to  moral  influence 
than  to  compulsory  powers  of  inter- 
ference. He  must,  in  passing,  advert 
to  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord  Bandolph 
OhnrchiU),  who  was  pleased  to  refer, 
with  very  greiU;  inacouracy— ^an  inao- 
curacy  whion  he  would  do  well  to  devote 
hu  talents  to  correcting — to  what  he 
called  the  doctrine  of  interference  set  np 
by  the  Government  on  other  occasions. 
The  ailment  set  up  by  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  was  to  this  efifect— that  under 
the  Convention  which  bound  them  with 
the  Boers  they  had  no  right  to  interfere 
with  this  case.  "  Then,"  said  the  noble 
Lord,  "how  monstrously  inconsistent 
you  are  to  uige  interference  in  the  case 
of  certain  Provinces  in  the  Turkish  Em- 
pire.'* The  answer  to  this  was  that  in 
the  oases  referred  to  by  the  noble  I/ird 
the  moral  obligation  to  interfere  arose 
out  of  certain  Conventions  to  which  Her 
Majesty's  Government  was  a  parly.  In 
the  present  case  the  argament  of  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Under  Secretary  of 
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State  was  that  the  terms  of  the  Coavea- 
tion  with  the  Boera  not  only  did  not 
authorize,  but  tended  to  exclude  any 
interference  beyond  the  exercise  of  moral 
influence. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
I  only  said  that  the  Qovemment  must 
hare  a  right  to  interfere  in  the  Trans- 
TBal,  on  the  ground  of  common  humanity, 
against  the  use  of  dynamite  and  other 
explosive  substances,  or  against  any 
other  barbarities  of  the  kind. 

Hk.  GLADSTONE:  The  noble  Lord 
said  that  the  Government  must  have  a 
right  to  interfere,  in  certain  circum- 
staoces,  on  the  ground  of  common  hu- 
manity. On  that  point  he  woiild  not 
express  an  opinion  until  he  was  in  pos- 
session of  the  facts.  But  there  was 
another  and  a  fundamental  difference 
between  the  case  before  the  Committee 
and  that  to  which  the  noble  Lord  had 
referred.  The  noble  Lord  koew,  or 
ought  to  know,  that  none  of  the  inter- 
ference which  he  so  much  blamed  in  the 
case  of  the  Turkish  Provinces  was  re- 
commended at  all  until  the  facts  had 
been  fully  certified  upon  official  autho- 
rity ;  and  now,  because  facts  and  alle- 
gations of  the  gravest  and  most  painful 
character  were  stated  upon  authority 
which  waa  not  offioial^  but  was  anony- 
mous, and  must  therefore  be  subjected 
to  sifting,  the  noble  Lord  declared  that 
the  cases  were  perfectly  parallel,  and 
brought  forward  cnarges  of  inconsistency 
against  the  Government.  He  sincerely 
hoped  the  noble  Lord  would  give  more 
attention  to  some  effort,  or,  at  least, 
some  elementary  effort,  towards  an  ap- 
proach to  accuracy  in  the  matter  of 
comparisons  and  contrasts  when  he  chose 
to  draw  them.  There  were  one  or  two 
points  on  which  he  wished  to  say  a  few 
words,  not  so  much  for  the  purpose  of 
settlement  as  of  elucidation.  The  allega- 
tions  which  had  been  brought  forward 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Gorst]  were  of  the  ^avest  and 
most  painful  oharacto:,  and  it  was  to  be 
hoped  that  he  would,  in  some  way  or 
other,  give  to  the  Government  a  means 
of  examining  as  to  their  accuracy.  He 
had  stated  what  might  be  perfectly 
true,  and  he  could  not  be  blfuned  for 
so  stating,  that  he  could  not  give  openly 
in  the  House  the  names  of  the  persons 
on  whose  authority  those  charges  rested ; 
but  it  was  to  be  hoped  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  would  give  the  Go- 
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vemment  some  assistance  in  iuTOstigat- 
ing  the  cases. 

Me.  gorst  said,  he  would  show  the 
letter  to  any  Member  of  the  Government 
— to  the  Prime  Minister  himself. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  suggested  that  the 
letter  should  be  shown  to  ms  hon.  Friend 
the  Under  Secretair  of  State  as  the  Ee- 
preseotative  of  the  Colonial  Department. 
The  Government  wotild  use  the  best 
efforts  in  their  power  to  Mcertfun  the 
exact  state  of  facts,  in  which  case  it 
was,  perhaps,  more  than  posuble  that 
they  would  be  able  to  trace  out  tJl  the 
circumstances.  There  might,  perhaps, 
be  some  truth  in  the  charges ;  but  it 
was  also  possible  that  there  might  be 
considerable  inaccuracy.  He  had  not  yet 
read  a  report  of  the  words  used  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (the 
Earl  of  Derby),  to  which  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  so  much,  ob- 
jected— the  words  in  which  his  noble 
Friend  referred  to  the  use  of  dynamite. 
The  noble  Lord  quoted  certain  words, 
and  he  must  say  that,  in  his  view,  the 
wordsdid  notjustify  the  comments  which 
were  passed  upon  them.  His  noble 
Friend  said  that,  in  his  opinion,  the  use 
of  dynamite  was  not  necessarily  cul- 
pable, and  upon  this  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Woodstock  based  the  state- 
ment that,  in  the  opinion  of  the  noUe 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Derby),  there  was  a 
justification  for  the  use  of  dynamite  in 
all  cases  instead  of  gunpowder.  But 
what  the  noble  Earl  said  was  that  the 
use  of  dynamite  was  not  necessarily  cul- 
pable ;  and  he  woiild  ask  the  noble 
Lord  whether  he  had  never  heard  of 
dynamite  being  used  by  British  Com- 
manders and  British  troops  7 

LoHD  RANDOLPH  CmUECHILL: 
Never  against  human  beings,  I  have 
no  knowledge  of  it. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Was  the  noble 
Lord  prepared  to  assert  that  dynamite 
was  never  used  in  South  A£rica  before 
by  British  Commanders  and  troops  ? 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
repeated  that  he  had  no  knowledge  on 
the  subject.  He  did  not  know  what  was 
done  by  the  Generals  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  Egypt. 

Me.  GLADSTONE  :  The  noble  Lord 
said  he  had  no  knowledge  ;  but  he  had 
better  have  some  knowledge  of  the  rules 
practised  by  British  Commanders  before 
he  indulged  in  these  vehement  and  de- 
clamatory denunciations.  It  appeared  to 
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liim  ihat  tiie  meaning  of  the  words  used 
by  the  noble  Earl  (flio  Earl  of  Derby) 
iras  that  it  was  not  possible  to  lay  down 
an  abstract  proposition  that  dynamite 
should  never  in  any  circumstances  be 
used  in  military  operations,  but  that  a 
judgment  should  be  formed  according* 
to  the  peculiar  circumstances  of  each 
individual  case.  He  must  admit  that 
the  doctrine  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Burnley  (Mr.  Eylands)  was  one 
which  evidently  had  very  much  to  be 
urged  in  its  behalf.  It  had  been  his 
fate,  in  a  veiy  early  period  of  his  Par- 
liamentary life,  to  give  much  attention 
to  these  Native  Wars  in  South  Africa  ; 
and  although  he  did  not  doubt  that 
there  might  be  cases  in  which  good 
might  be  done  by  British  interference, 
he  must  confess  that  it  had  always  ap- 
peared to  him^  over  a  period  now  as  far 
oack  as  45  years,  to  be  a  matter  of  the 
greatest  uncertainty  whether,  upon  the 
vhole,  the  balance  of  evil  and  the 
balance  of  mischief,  cruelty,  and  suffer- 
ing to  the  Natives  themselves  did  not 
arise  out  of  our  attempts  at  forcible 
interference.  And  although  they  were 
sensible  that  many  honourable  and 
generous  impulses  might,  perhaps,  dic- 
tate a  different  course,  and  though  the 
uestion  did  not  admit  of  being  treated 
ogmatically,  it  was  important,  before 
this  country  undertook  to  use  the  influ- 
ence such  as  was  contemplated  under 
the  Convention  which  had  been  long  on 
the  Table  of  the  House,  that  there 
should  be  a  very  careful  examination  of 
what  had  taken  place  in  former  times, 
and  into  the  very  simous  allegations 
that  were  loudly  made,  in  the  interests 
of  humanity  as  well  as  of  justice,  against 
a  system  of  forcible  interference  such  as 
appeared  to  him  to  be  recommended. 
He  only  made  these  observations  as  in- 
terlocutory. He  should  be  sorry  if  diflS- 
culties,  owing  to  the  state  of  Business, 
should  arise  to  prevent  the  House  from 
giving  an  adequate  discussion  to  this 
important  subject.  He  most  fully  recog- 
nized the  duty  of  the  Government  to 
obtain  without  delay  the  fullest  infor- 
mation upon  all  matters  affecting  the 
interests  of  the  Natives  within  the 
Borders  of  the  Transvaal;  and  he  should 
feel  that  they  were  imder  obligations  to 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Ohat- 
ham,  or  anyone  else  who  would  give  to 
the  Gov»nment  the  means  of  obtaining 
information  in  an  aoomate  form,  and  of 


at  least  trying,  to  test  the  influence  they 
possessed  for  the  purpose  of  recommend- 
ing that  Systran  of  humanity  and  mode- 
ration in  the  relations  between  the  Boers 
and  the  Natives,  which  certainly,  in  the 
long  run,  would  not  be  a  bit  more  in 
the  interest  of  the  Natives  than  of  the 
Boers  themselves. 

Lord  GEOEGE  HAMILTON  said, 
he  should  not  have  interfered  in  this 
debate  but  for  the  speech  in  which  the 
Prime  Minister  had,  at  last,  admitted 
the  real  nature  of  the  Convention  upon 
which  the  Boers  had  insisted,  and  had 
admitted,  further,  that  there  was  a  great 
difference  between  that  Convention  and 
the  one  which  had  reference  to  their 
dealings  with  the  Turkish  Provinces. 
The  great  objection  which  the  Conser- 
vative Party,  firom  the  Erst,  took  to  the 
Convention  with  the  Boers  was  that  it 
would  not  enable  this  oountiy  to  protect 
the  Native  Races.  Anyone  who  had 
looked  upon  the  trouUes- in  South  Africa 
must  know  that  the  difficulties  had 
mainly  arisen  from  the  cruelty  with 
which  the  Boers  had  treated  the  Native 
Eaces.  Now,  however,  they  found  the 
Prime  Minister  admitting  that  the  Con- 
vention which  his  Government  signed 
with  the  Government  of  the  Transvaal 
was  in  exact  reverse  to  that  which  existed 
between  the  British  and  Turkish  Go- 
vernments in  regard  to  the  Provinces  of 
Turkey,  to  which  reference  had  been 
made.  Then  the  Prime  Minister  went 
on  to  say  that  the  Government  ought 
not  to  make  statements  or  to  take  action 
upon  any  information  other  than  that 
which  was  supplied  to  them  by  officials ; 
but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed 
to  forget  that  the  only  official  in  the 
Transvaal — a  country  as  large  as  France 
—was  a  Besident,  who  had  no  force  at 
his  command  with  which  to  enforce  his 
opinions,  and  who  had  neitbor  railroads 
nor  telegraphs  which  he  could  use,  but 
without  information  from  whom  the 
Government  could  take  no  notice  of  the 
action  of  the  Boers.  That  was  not  the 
way  in  which  the  Government  acted 
when  a  correspondent  of  The  Daily  Newt 
supplied  them  with  information  con- 
cerning the  Bulgarian  atrocities.  The 
fact  was  that  the  Government,  by  its 
Convention  with  the  Boers,  practically 
surrendered  everjrthing  for  which  it  had 
previously  fought.  The  right  hon.  Qen- 
tleman  had  stated  that  tue  influences 
which  the  Qovemment  intended  to  use 
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in  Bouth  Africa  were  motal  influences ; 
and  it  was  important  to  take  the  policy 
of  the  right  faon.  Gentleman  in  this  re- 
spect as  a  whole,  for  the  0OTemment, 
he  supposed,  had  a  policy  not  only  in  the 
Transvaal,  but  in  Zululand.  As  far  as 
Zululand  was  concerned,  he  found  that 
it  was  proposed  to  take,  under  a  Supple- 
mentary Estimate — which  could  not  now 
be  discussed,  but  only  attended  to  —  a  sum 
of  £C00,  for  the  purpose  of  remunerating 
Cetewayo's  wives.  Thus,  the  House  was 
to  be  called  on  to  give  an  expression  of 
approval  to  the  practice  of  polygamy. 
Cetewayo  was  a  Monarch  who,  if  he 
had  more  wives,  had  also  a  larger  num- 
ber of  cattle  than  any  other  reigning 
Sovereign  in  South  Africa ;  and  thus  it 
came  about  that  in  the  Estimates  there 
figured  a  sum  of  £386  for  the  sale  of 
his  flock  and  herds,  which  the  Govern- 
ment  would  be  able  to  set  off  against 
the  £600,  which  they  proposed  to  devote 
to  the  remuneration  of  his  many  wives. 
This  he  mentioned  as  an  illustration  of 
the  moral  influence  which  the  Govern- 
ment proposed  to  bring  to  bear  in  South 
African  affairs.  He  hoped,  therefore, 
that  the  Government  would  give  some 
explanation  of  their  reasons  for,  on  the 
one  hand,  handing  over  the  Natives  out- 
side Zululand  to  the  Boers  to  do  what 
they  liked  with;  and,  on  the  other,  call- 
ing upon  the  British  taxpayers  to  provide 
fhem  with  the  wherewithal  to  remune- 
rate Cetewayo's  wives. 

SiE  HENET  HOLLAND  said,  he 
was  grievously  disappointed,  not  to  say 
dismayed,  at  the  speech  just  d^vered 
by  the  Prime  Minister.  He  did  not 
intend  to  discuss  the  question  of  the 
Turkish  Provinces,  nor  the  question  as 
to  the  use  of  dynamite,  though  he  must 
say  that  the  Prime  Minister,  when  ask- 
ing the  noble  Lord  the  Ifember  for 
Woodstock  (Lord  Eandolph  Churchill), 
in  somewhat  indignant  tone,  whether 
the  noble  Lord  was  prepared  to  say  that 
dynamite  had  never  been  used  by  British 
troops,  did  not  g^ve  any  instance  in  which 
it  had  been  so  used  ;  and  he  (Sir  Henry 
Holland)  ventured  to  doubt  whether,  as 
a  matter  of  fact,  it  had  ever  been  used 
by  English  troops  in  the  way  in  which 
it  was  alWed  to  have  been  used  by  the 
Boers.  The  question  before  the  Com- 
mittee was  not  only  wheUier  tiiey  had 
a  right,  but  wheUier  they  were  not  in 
honour  bound  to  interfere,  if  Nattves, 
whom  they  took  under  their  protection 
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when  this  country  annexed  the  Trans- 
vaal, were  attacked  by  the  Boers.  The 
Prime  Minister  seemed  now  to  question 
both  the  right  and  the  obligation,  and 
warned  them  against  interference.  But 
it  was  just  because  they  were  afraid  this 
would  happen  that  they  opposed  the 
peace  and  Convention  with  the  Boers. 
They  objected  that  the  Natives  were 
not  really  defended  from  the  Boers,  and 
that  the  terms  of  the  Convention- — terms 
against  which  the  Boers  all  along  pro- 
tested— would  prove  to  be  as  illusory 
and  useless  to  the  Natives  as  the  re- 
monstrances of  the  British  Resident  un- 
supported by  any  force.  And  so  it  had 
proved,  if  they  might  judge  from  the 
newspapers,  thou^  the  Papers  to  be 
presented  to  the  House  might  alter  the 
caee.  But  the  ink  on  the  Treaty  was 
hardly  dry  before  the  Boers  began  to 
attack  the  Natives,  and,  doubtless,  Na- 
tive land  would  soon  be  annexed.  He 
(Sir  Henry  Holland)  had  trusted  to  hear 
the  Prime  Minister  state  that  if  it  was 
proved  that  loyal  Natives,  who  had  been 
formerly  recognized  as  British  subjects, 
had  been  attacked,  the  terms  of  the 
Convention  should  be  enforced.  The 
difBculties  of  managing  affairs  in  South 
Africa  were  great  enough,  but  they  would 
be  increased  a  hundredfold  if  the  Na- 
tives once  learnt  to  distrust  English 
loyalty  and  honour.  That,  however,  he 
feared  would  be  the  result  of  the  con- 
duct of  Her  Majesty's  Government  in 
the  Transvaal  and  Zululand ;  and  should 
such  be  the  case  the  country  would  hold 
the  Government  re^Kmsible. 

Mb.  salt  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
two  questions  which  were,  he  thought, 
kindred  to  the  Vote  which  the  Com- 
mittee had  under  consideration.  He 
wished  to  know  whether  the  Besident 
in  the  Transvaal  had  any  power  of  re- 
porting to  the  English  Government  any 
cases  of  ill-treatment  of  Natives  which 
might  come  under  his  notice;  also  whe- 
ther, in  case  of  complaint  of  such  ill- 
treatment,  the  relations  of  the  Govern- 
ment with  the  Besident  were  such  that 
they  could  apply  to  him  for  information? 
These  were,  to  his  mind,  very  important 
questions ;  but,  in  addition  to  these,  if 
answered  in  the  affirmative,  he  would 
ask  if  the  Qoverament  would  make  in- 
quiries from  the  Besident  oonoeming  the 
matters  stated  in  the  House?  Next, 
he  wished  to  ask  the  Seoretaiy  to  Uie 
Treasury  (Mr.  Oourbiey),  who,  with  his 
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usual  capacity  and  sagacity,  was  trying 
to  slip  out  of  this  troublesome  business, 
wheuer,  in  the  Estimates  which  would 
he  presented  fbr  1883-4,  there  would  be 
contained  a  spemfio  Yote  for  the  salary 
of  the  Besident  ?— because,  if  that  were 
BO,  a  disoussiou  of  this  important  question 
might  then  be  raised.  If  that  were  not 
the  case,  he  thought  it  absolutely  neces- 
sary, for  the  credit  of  the  House  and  the 
country,  that  the  discussion  should  be 
there  and  then  continued.  It  was  most 
important  that  the  country  should  know 
at  the  earliest  possible  moment  what 
the  result  of  the  TransTaal  arrangement 
really  was,  especially  in  so  far  as  the 
protection  of  the  Natives  was  concerned. 
He  also  wished  to  have  some  explana- 
tion from  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
as  to  the  details  of  the  Vote,  which,  aa 
it  stood,  was,  to  say  the  least  of  it,  ex- 
ceedingly misty.  He  hoped  this  was 
the  last  Vote  of  the  kind  the  House  in 
Committee  would  be  asked  to  pass. 

Mb.  COTTBTNEY  said,  he  hoped  this 
-would  be  the  last  Vote  of  the  kind  they 
would  have  to  ask  the  Committee  to 
sanction.  As  to  the  expenses  of  the 
Resident,  they  formed  a  separate  item, 
and  they  could  bo  challenged  or  dis- 
cussed when  the  Estiniates  for  the  year 
were  brought  on. 

Mb.  QOHST  said,  that,  in  consequence 
of  what  the  Prime  Minister  had  said,  he 
would  be  most  happy  to  place  the  letter 
from  which  he  quoted  in  the  hands  of 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  upon  the  distinct  understand- 
ing that  he  would  take  great  care  that 
the  identity  of  the  writer  was  not  be- 
trayed to  the  authoritiea  of  the  Trans- 
vaal. The  Oorernment  would  from 
the  terms  of  the  letter  tiliat  the  writer 
was  extremely  apprehenslTO  of  being 
known. 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  said,  he 
must  answer  all  the  questions  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Stafford  (Mr.  Salt)  in 
the  affirmative.  The  Besident  had  power 
to  report,  and  he  was  constantly  report- 
ing. The  Qovernment  would  make  in- 
quiries concerning  the  points  which  had 
been  raised ;  and  if  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (Mr.  Gorst)  would  give  him  the 
letter,  extracts  from  which  ho  had  read, 
he  (Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley)  would  make 
the  inquiries  with  all  the  safeguards 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  desired. 
He  would  like  to  say  one  word  as  to 
what  fell  from  the  hon.  Baronet  the 


Member  for  Midhurst  (Sir  Henry  Hol- 
land). The  position  the  hon.  Baronet 
had  taken  up  in  this  matter  was  not 
quite  fair.  H  hon.  Members  would  look 
at  the  Blue  Books  already  delivered  and 
to  be  delivered  to-morrow,  they  would 
see  that  the  Government  had  persist- 
ently, within  the  terras  of  the  Conven- 
tion, done  all  they  possibly  could  to 
protect  the  Natives  within  and  without 
the  Transvaal  Borders.  The  Govern- 
ment could  not  go  beyond  the  terms 
of  the  Convention,  but  within  the  terms 
they  had  done  their  best.  Whether 
they  were  to  go  beyond  the  terms  of 
the  Convention,  whether,  as  it  had  not 
been  indistinctly  urged,  they  were  to 
go  back  to  force,  he  did  not  think  it 
would  be  dignified  or  right  they  should 
discuss  on  an  ocoaaion  lu:e  Hie  present. 
Some  hon.  Members  seemed  to  think 
that  the  Natives  were  in  a  state  of  pro- 
tection from  anj  violence  or  any  dispute 
when  H«r  Majestr's  Government  took 
over  the  Transvaal,  and  that  when  they 
gave  it  up  all  liiese  things  happened. 
Why,  the  disputes  between  the  Boers 
and  the  Natives  had  been  going  on 
for  the  last  25  years.  There  was,  no 
doubt,  a  little  interlude  during  the  time 
we  occupied  the  place.  What  he  wanted 
to  point  out  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Midhurst  was  that,  so  far  as  Mapoch 
was  concerned,  whose  case  had  been 
brought  up  that  night,  he  never  gave  in 
allogianoe  to  the  English  Government. 
He  promised  to  pay  taxes,  but  that 
promise  was  never  carried  out.  He  had 
never  been  a  subject  of  the  British 
Crown,  and  he  had  never  given  alle- 
giance to  the  Boers  nnce  we  withdrew. 
The  hop.  Member  for  Midhurst,  who 
was  ^nerally  so  fair,  had  left  an  im- 
pression that  the  Government  had  not 
done  their  best  to  protect  the  Natives 
as  far  as  they  were  entitled  under  the 
terms  arrived  at  with  the  Boers.  The 
Blue  Book  would  show  that  that  asser- 
tion was  not  justifiable. 

Mb.  W.  FOWLEB  said,  he  felt  some 
disappointment  at  the  reply  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  He  thought  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Mid- 
hurst had  not  been  understood.  What 
the  hon.  Baronet  said  was,  not  that  the 
Government  had  not  done  all  they  could 
under  the  Convention,  but  that  the 
powers  reserved  to  them  under  the  Con- 
vention were  so  insufficient  that  they 
could  not  do  what  was  required.  Hjo 
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was  most  anxious  that  whatever  was 
necessary  should  be  done  to  prevent  the 
unfortunate  Natives  being  handed  over 
body  and  soul  to  the  cruel  Boars. 

Mb.  GIBSON  eaid,  he  had  listened 
with  great  attention  to  the  speech  of  the 
Prime  Minister,  and  he  was  bound  to 
say  he  did  not  think  it  was  satisfaetory 
as  far  as  the  Natives  were  ooucerned. 
If  possible,  be  had  listened  to  the  speech 
of  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  with  more  apprehension .  The 
words  he  used  were  8igni6cant  and  pain- 
ful.  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  indi- 
cated, after  listening  to  the  statement 
which  the  Prime  Minister  admitted  was 
one  which  required  investigation  and 
attention,  the  statement  made  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chatham 
(Mr.  Gorst^  as  to  the  painful  and  revolt- 
ing cruelties  practised  on  humui  beings 
who,  a  couple  of  years  ago,  were,  like 
ourselves,  subjects  of  the  Queen — ^tho 
hon.  Gentlemaa  indicated  that  the  pre- 
sent was  a  state  of  facts  which  had  been 
going  on  for  20,  25,  or  30  years.  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  therefore,  kuew 
when  they  entered  into  the  Convention 
what  they  had  to  guard  against ;  and 
the  cool  words  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  was  that 
the  revolting  stato  of  alternate  cruelty 
and  barbarism  was  checked  or  had  an 
interlude  during  the  time  that  the  Na- 
tives enjoyed  the  protection  of  the  Eng- 
lish Crown  and  were  Her  Majesty's 
subjects.  The  Convention  which  had 
been  entered  into  had  been  either 
efficacious  or  worthless  in  respect  to  the 
protection  of  the  Natives.  If  it  was 
efficacious  it  must  be  something  capable 
of  being  appealed  to  to  prevent  the  ill- 
treatment  of  the  Natives ;  if  it  was 
worttiless,  it  was  only  another  instance 
of  the  mischievous  policy  of  the  Prime 
Minister  and  his  Government  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  said  the  Go- 
vernment or  the  Sesident  would  do  what 
they  oould  or  were  able  to  do  within  the 
limits  of  the  law.  That  was  all  very 
good  if  the  law  was  good ;  but  the  law 
was  the  deliberate  act  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  and  the  law  was  the  Con- 
Tention.  What  he  wanted  to  know  was, 
what  power  there  was  within  the  law 
for  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  insist 
that  the  Natives  should  not  be  ill- 
treated,  but  should  be  treated  as  human 
beings  ?  They  had  got  a  Resident  there 
with  moral  power.    What  did  they 
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mean  by  that?  If  they  were  satisOed 
to-morrow,  when  they  were  given  the 
letter  from  which  the  hon.  ana  learned 
Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst)  had 
quoted  that  the  things  alleged  had  gone 
on,  what  could  they  do  P  Under  the 
terms  of  their  existing  law,  what  oould 
the  Government  doP  What  did  they 
intend  to  do  if  they  were  satisfied  that 
these  cruelties  had  actually  happened  ? 
It  was  impossible  to  disregard  the 
charges  that  had  been  made  that  night, 
for  they  had  been  supported  by  extracts 
from  letters,  the  reading  of  wluoh,  at  all 
events,  had  satisfied  those  who  heard 
them  ^at  a  primd  facie  case  had  beea 
made  out  for  inquiry.  It  was  impossiblfl 
to  have  listened  to  the  reading  of  the 
letters  without  grave  misgivings.  The 
Convention  was  made  in  spite  of  protesta- 
tions. What  could  they  do  but  morally 
protest  if  they  were  satisfied  that  Uie 
chaises  were  well-founded  P  The  Com- 
mittee might,  he  presumed,  venture  to 
look  forward  to  this— that  the  Govern- 
ment would,  now  tliat  this  debate  had  oo- 
curred,  take  the-earliest  possible  meaas, 
by  telegraph  and  otherwise,  of  ascertain- 
ing what  foundation,  if  any,  there  was 
for  the  charges;  and  that  they  would,  if 
there  was  any  foundation  for  them,  take 
oare  that  such  a  disgraoeful  state  of 
facts  should  cease  as  soon  aa  possible. 
The  Prime  Minister  used  words  they 
had  heard  often  during  the  last  two 
years—"  Wait  for  Papers ;  the  matter  is 
not  yet  ripe."  Whenever  a  charge  had 
been  brought  forward  in  that  House 
during  thelast  two  years  they  had  been 
told — "Wait  for  Papers;  ^e  matter  is 
not  yet  ripe."  And  when  Papers  were 
presented  the  Opposition  were  told  that 
the  matters  to  which  they  related  wen 
ancient  history.  That  happened  veiy 
much,  if  he  remembered  ri^t,  when  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Menu>er  for  East 
Qloucestershire  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach),  day  after  day,  and  month  after 
month,  asked  for  a  day  to  discuss  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Transvaal  War.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  put  off  until  a  day 
at  the  end  of  the  Session,  wh&a  the  Go- 
vernment thought  that  public  opinion  in 
regard  to  the  matter  had  cooled  down. 
Letthemnowbeplain.  They  were  tokl  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Financial  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  (Sir.  Oourtney]that 
on  the  Vote  for  the  salary  and  expenses 
of  the  Besident  the  Committee  would 
have  an  opportunity  of  diBcuswog  the 
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ftffaira  of  the  Transvaal.  They  would 
hare  an  opportunity,  of  which  they  would 
avail  themselves,  of  diacuesingwhat  they 
then  thought  ripe ;  but  they  did  not  mean 
to  foe  put  ofif  in  regard  to  this  subject 
until  a  later  period  than  they  considered 
proper.  They  hoped  the  Papers  would 
be  given  on  an  early  date,  and  that  the 
matter  would  be  made  ripe  for  discussion. 
He  trusted  the  Government  would  make 
investigations  into  the  charges  which 
had  been  made,  and  that  they  would 
soon  be  in  a  condition  to  inform  the 
House  that  there  was  either  no  founda- 
tion &r  the  charges,  or  else,  there  being 
some  foundation  for  them,  the  GK)vem- 
ment  would  make  representationa  to 
prevent  a  reoarrenoe  of  the  proceedings. 

Mk.  W.  H.  BMITH  said,  that  before 
the  Vote  was  put  there  should  be  some 
answer  given  to  the  appeal  which  had 
been  made  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Mr.  GKbson).  His  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  desired  that  an  op- 
portunity should  be  given  by  the  Govern- 
ment, when  the  Papers  were  produced, 
for  the  consideration  of  the  grave  ques- 
tions raised  in  the  present  debate.  It 
was  alleged  that  some  hundreds  of  tbou- 
Bandaof  men,  who  were  British  subjects 
a  few  months  ago,  were  now  subjected 
to  great  cruelty,  by  reason  of  the  fact 
that  the  Government  failed  in  the  ar- 
Mngements  they  made  with  the  Trans- 
Taaf  Government  to  secure  means  by 
which  the  Natives  should  be  protected. 
Whether  that  allegation  was  true  or  not, 
it  was  so  grave  an  allegation  that  the 
Government  could  not  fail,  he  appre- 
hended, to  meet  it  in  a  fair  and  straight- 
forward way.  They  were  told  they  could 
not  refuse  to  vote  the  money  asked,  be- 
cause they  had  not  information  before 
them.  Information  was  to  be  laid  be- 
fore them  to-morrow.  But  then  the  Vote 
would  have  been  passed,  and  there  would 
be  no  opportunity  fordiscussing  the  ques- 
tion. Before  the  Vote  was  taken  there 
should  be  a  distinct  understandiug  that 
the  Government  would  give  an  oppor- 
tunity for  the  consideration  of  the  ques- 
tion of  which  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  East  Gloucestershire 
(Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  had  g^ven 
Notice.  The  Opposition  desired  to  raise 
this  questiun,  tms  grave  question  affect- 
ing the  honour  and  humanity  of  this 
country.  It  must  be  remembered  that 
the  Committee  yearly  voted  large  sums 
of  mon^,  and  they  were  glad  and  proud 


to  vote  them,  for,  the  protection  and  de- 
liverance of  daves  on  the  West  Ooast  of 

Africa.  They  deliberately  exposed  their 
sailors  to  the  influences  of  a  pestiferous 
climate,  and  they  lost  many  annually  in 
the  protection  of  Natives  in  Africa  who 
never  were  British  subjects;  and  now 
when  men,  who  only  a  few  months  ago 
were  British  subjects,  were  subjected  to 
great  cruelties,  the  Committee  had  a 
right  to  ask  the  Gk)vernment  to  give 
them  an  opportunity  of  discussing  the 
matter. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  ho  did  not 
quite  understand  the  appeal  that  was 
made  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Gibson).  Was  it  that 
on  the  g^und  of  the  allegations  made 
that  night,  which  the  Gorernment  had 
undertEiken,  to  the  best  of  their  power, 
to  sift,  and  in  anticipation  of  the  infor- 
mation to  foe  so  obtained,  the  Govern- 
ment should  promise  to  give  up  one  or 
more  Government  nights,  which  alone 
were  at  their  disposal,  for  the  discussion 
of  this  question  ?  Such  an  appeal  was 
entirely  premature,  and  with  due  regard 
to  the  obligations  of  the  Government 
and  to  the  transaction  of  Public  Business 
it  could  not  be  acceded  to.  What  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  Courtney)  had  pointed  out  was  that 
there  must  be  upon  the  Estimates  of  the 
coming  year  a  vote  proposed  for  the 
salary  of  the  Resident,  and  that  in  that 
shape  the  Government  must  itself  sub- 
mit the  urrangements  made  in  the  Trans- 
vaal for  the  consideration  of  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Sib  E.  ASSHETON  OEOSS  said,  the 
appeal  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Univer- 
sity of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson)  had  been 
met  in  a  spirit  in  which  it  ought  not  to 
have  been  met.  It  was  asked  whether 
there  would  be  an  opportunity  afforded 
for  discussing  the  particular  question 
which  had  been  raised  that  night.  The 
Prime  Minister  said  certainly.  But  they 
wanted  to  know  when,  for  they  feared 
that  it  might  be  probably  about  the  end 
of  August.  Thatwasthetimeatwhiohthe 
Estimates  for  these  sort  of  things  would 
naturally  be  brought  forward.  They 
were  told  there  were  Papers  to  he  laid 
on  the  Table,  and  they  were  asking  the 
G^ovemment  not  to  take  this  Vote  before 
bon.  Members  could  see  these  Papers. 
No  Member  of  the  Government  had  risen 
to  answer  the  forcible  speech  of  the  right 
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kon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gib- 
Bon).  Certainly,  unless  some  answer  was 
nven  which  would  be  sBtiBfaotory  to  the 
Committee,  he  (8ir  £.  Aseheton  Cross) 
should  rise  again  in  order  to  propose 
that  the  Vote  be  eithw  postponed,  or 
that  the  debate  be  adjourned.  Until  the 
Papers  were  laid  before  the  Committee, 
he  thought  that  was  a  reasonable  course 
to  puTBue. 

Mr.  monk  said,  he  was  sarprised 
tiiat  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Westminster  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith), 
who  had  been  a  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury himself,  should  not  have  remem- 
bered that  there  was  another  occasion  on 
which  the  matter  could  be  discussed— 
namely,  the  stage  of  Report.  If  the 
Vote  wajH  passed  now  it  would  not  be 
taken  on  Keport  until  after  the  Papers 
were  in  the  hands  of  Members.  If 
necessary,  the  matter  could  be  fully  die- 
oasssd  on  the  Eeport  stage. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Monk)  seemed  to  for- 

get  that  it  was  one  of  the  duties  of  the 
Bcretary  to  the  Treasury  noTer  to  bring 
on  Keport  until  it  was  impossible  to  dis- 
cuss it. 

Sib  E,  ASSHETON  CEOSS  said,  that, 
as  no  one  had  risen  to  answer  the  appeal 
made  to  the  Treasury  Bench,  he  should 
take  a  division  on  the  Vote.  He  would 
more  that  the  Chairman  do  now  report 
Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put, "  That 
the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and 
<uk  leare  to  sit  again." — {Sir  It.  Atthelon 

CrossS) 

The  Committee  divided :  —  Ayes  96 ; 
Noes  128:  Majority  32.— (Div.  List, 
No.  17.) 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  wished 
to  obriata  a  misapprehension  which  he 
thought  had  arisen,  and  to  point  out  to 
hon.  Gentlemen  that  there  must  be  a 
full  opportunity  afforded  by  the  Gototu- 
ment  for  the  discussion  on  the  Vote 
which  woidd  have  to  be  proposed  for 
the  salary  of  the  Resident  in  the  Traus- 
Taal.  It  was  hoped  that  that  Vote  might 
be  taken  at  a  comparatively  early  period, 
and  it  had  never  been  at  all  within  his 
intention  that  it  should  be  moved  so  late 
in  the  Session  as  the  month  of  August, 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
(Sir  B.  Assheton  Cross)  seemed  to  sup- 
pose would  be  the  case.  The  Govem- 
ment  had  made  the  best  arrangements 

Sir  R,  Auheton  Crott 


they  could  to  get  on  with  Supply  ;  and 
as  to  the  question  now  before  tiie  Com- 
mittee, he  had  no  difficulty  whatever  in 
saying  that  the  Vote  for  we  Resident's 
sfJary  should  be  taken  at  a  convenient 
period  of  the  evening.  He  did  not  say 
that  it  should  be  taken  out  of  its  regular 
course,  because  it  might  so  happen  that 
it  would  come  on  in  regular  order  at  a 
convenient  period  of  the  evening ;  but, 
if  it  should  prove  to  be  neoessary,  be 
would  promise  that  it  should  be  taken 
out  of  its  regular  course. 

81E  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said, 
that  if  the  explanation  of  the  I^me 
Minister  had  been  given  before  the  divi- 
sion was  taken,  he  should  not  have 
thought  it  necessary  to  put  the  Com- 
mittee to  the  trouble  of  dividing.  But 
he  had  thought  it  absolutely  eeeentiel  to 
make  a  protest  against  the  way  in  which 
the  Government  had  chosen  to  treat  the 
observations  that  had  been  made. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agrted  Is. 

OIYIL  SKRVICES  AND  BEVENUE  SE. 
PARTUENTS  (SUPPLEHENTABY 

ESTIMATES),  1882-3. 
CiASB  I. — Public  Works  AHnBuiLnnirGS. 

(4.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"That  a  Supplemeatary  Bum,  not  exceeding 
£2,400,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray 
the  Cbsi^  which  will  come  in  course  of  pay- 
ment during  the  year  endinr  on  tlie  Slst  day  of 
March  1883,  for  tiu  Royal  Parks  and  Fleaama 
Gardeufi." 

LoED  EANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  ho  wished  to  ask  the  Government 
whether,  at  that  hour  of  the  night— a 
quarter  to  12  o'dock — ^it  was  not  right 
to  report  Prcwress  ?  Feriiaps  the  Serae- 
tary  to  the  ^easury  was  not  aware  of 
the  fact ;  but  he  wished  to  remind  the 
Head  of  the  Government  of  the  pledge 
into  which  that  rig^t  hon.  Gentleman 
entered  during  the  debates  on  the  Pro- 
cedure Rules  last  year.  On  that  oooasion 
this  important  question  of  discussions  in 
Committee  of  Supply  was  carefully  gone 
into  ;  and  the  Prime  Minister  expressed 
a  strong  opinion  that  when  the  Speakec 
left  the  Chair  on  Mondays  and  Thurs- 
days, without  the  intervention  of  any 
preliminary  discussions,  it  was  not  un- 
reasonable that  Progress  should  be  re- 
ported at  midnight.  He  was  sure  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  agree 
that  there  was  a  distinct  understancung 
to  that  effect;  and  it  was  underetooa 


Digitized  by 


l5Sl    Supply— Cwil  Seivieet       (ilABOH  5,  1883)  ^c.  Fstimaiet.  1638 


that  one  of  the  great  advantages  vhioh 
the  House  was  to  draive  from  the  New 
Sulee  was  that  thej  were  not  to  con- 
tinue these  Votes  in  Supply  long  after 
midnight.  That  was  a  distinct  and  dear 
understanding,  and  it  was  one  of  the 
terms  on  which  the  House  agreed  to 
allow  the  Speaker  to  leare  the  Cludr  on 
Mondays  and  Thursdajs  without  any 
other  Question  being  put.  Considering 
that  they  had  now  been  engaged  in  the 
discussion  of  Supplementary  Estimates 
ranging  over  almost  every  variety  of 
subject  since  5  o'clock,  he  did  not  think 
it  was  unreasonable  that  those  who  had 
been  sitting  there  for  so  many  hours 
should  ask  the  Government  to  report 
Progress.  Therefore,  without  the  least 
intention  of  obstructing  Business,  he 
moved  that  Progress  be  reported. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposedt 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — (LordBan- 
dolph  ChtrehiU.) 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  it  was 
impossible  for  him  to  accede  to  the 
Motion  of  the  noble  Lord.  They  had 
now  been  engaged  in  Committee  of 
Supply  since  6  o'clock.  The  under- 
standing to  which  the  noble  Lord  re- 
ferred amounted  to  this.  It  used  to  be  a 
common  thing  to  go  on  with  Supply 
until  1  or  2  o'clock  in  the  morning,  and 
they  were  very  glad  to  get  rid  of  the 
neoeseity  for  those  late  hours.  But,  to- 
night, they  had  had  nearly  an  honr  cut 
off  at  the  beginning  of  their  proceedings, 
and  the  noble  Lord  now  proposed  to  oat 
off  another  quartn-  at  the  end,  and  that 
double  prooess  of  the  reduction  of  time 
would  be  Tery  ineonrenient  indeed. 
Another  ipMial  conridemtion  whieh 
ought  to  be  brane  in  mind  was  this, 
that  these  were  not  ordinary  Estimates, 
but  Sapplementary  Estimates,  which 
must  be  passed  before  the  olose  of  the 
financial  year.  If  the  Government 
acceded  to  propositions  of  this  kind  at 
this  stage,  they  would  be  compeUed  to 
ask  the  House  to  adopt  other  measures 
which  would  entail  much  greater  incon- 
venieuce  upon  hon.  Members  in  order 
to  meet  the  requirements  of  the  law. 

Lord  HANDOLPH  CHUECHILL 
said,  that  a1^  this  explanation  he  would 
withdiraw  his  Motion. 

MotioDi  by  leave,  tnthdrawn. 

Originid  Question  again  proposed. 

VOL.  CGLXXyi.   [miBD  sBBi£s.] 


Sm  GEOBGE  CAMPBELL  said,  this 
was  a  Yote  to  pay  the  expense  of  pro- 
viding sooommodation  for  the  apeot^m 
on  the  occasion  of  the  H<^al  Boriew  of 
the  Poroes  that  had  returned  from  Egypt 
—the  Beview  whioh  took  plaoe  in  at. 
James's  Park.  He  did  not  mean  actually 
to  oppose  tills  Yote,  though  he  believed 
that  it  would  have  been  better  if  the 
troops  had  been  kept  at  home,  fiat  to 
show  the  troops  to  the  people  of  this 
country  in  this  way  when  they  came 
back  was  really  making  a  military  glori- 
fication of  the  Expedition.  He  bad 
been  given  to  understand  that  the 
honours  awarded  for  this  Egyption  Ex- 
pedition  were  a  good  deal  more  numerous 
and  far  greater  than  those  whioh  were 
awarded  for  the  Waterloo  Campaign— a 
campaign  of  far  greater  importance. 
No  doubt,  enormous  credit  was  due  to 
Lord  Wolseley  and  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government  for  oanying  this  Egyptian 
Campaign  through  so  bloodlee^y  and 
witii  so  moderate  an  expense  to  its  ter- 
mination ;  but  it  was  not  necessary  to 
make  a  point  of  military  vapouring 
about  honour  and  gloiy. 

Original  Question  pat,  and  agreed  io. 

(5.)  £5,200,  Houses  of  Parliament. 

Captain  ATLHEB  wanted  an  ex- 
planation on  a  matter  whioh  was  not  at 
all  clear.  A  sum  of  £S,000  was  charged 
for  the  House  of  Commons  during  the 
Autumn  Session.  He  would  not  go  into 
the  question  as  to  whether  the  country 
did  or  did  not  get  value  for  that  Autumn 
Session,  but  there  was  one  item  under 
Sub-head  E— an  item  of  £1,275  for 
Aimiture— whioh  he  wished  to  call 
attention  to.  Of  that  sum  £600  was 
charged  for  fninitnre  of  the  rooms  for 
the  Grand  Committees,  and  that  was  not 
unreasonable ;  but  the  remainder  of  the 
excess  was  occasioned  by  the  Autumn 
Session.  He  could  understand  the  other 
items  put  down  for  the  Autumn  Session, 
such  as  salaries,  ventilating,  warming, 
lighting,  and  the  reet ;  but  he  oould  not 
understand  how  the  supply  and  repair 
of  furniture  oould  reach  to  that  extent. 
He  thought  the  Setnvtary  to  the  Trea- 
sury would  have  some  difficulty  in  offer- 
ing a  satisfactory  explanation  on  the 
pomt.   

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVBE  said,  he 
oonid  only  point  out  that  the  ordhuuy 
chaise  for  the  su^Iy  and  repair  of  for- 
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niture  for  the  HoueeB  of  Parliament 
amounted  to  £6,000  a-year,  and  that 
included  a  great  deal  ol  wear  and  tear 
and  repairing. 

Earl  PBEOT  wanted  to  know  what 
was  the  meaning  of  the  very  large  sum 
which  was  charged  for  supplying  addi- 
tional pressee  for  Members  of  the  Houbs 
in  one  of  the  Gonidors?  The  item 
amounted  to  £S40  for  additional  presses. 
He  had  examined  these  presses  that 
afternoon,  and  he  believed  there  were 
60  new  ones,  and  he  submitted  that 
£340  for  50  new  lockers  was  an  exces- 
sively large  Estimate.  This  Vote  was 
increasing  year  by  year.  Only  three 
years  ago  the  whole  sum  voted  for  the 
Houses  of  Parliament  was  £33,000.  It 
was  now  increased  in  three  years  to 
£42,000,  and  the  excess  was  by  no 
means  covered  by  the  £3,000  put  down 
as  chiefly  owing  to  the  Autumn  Session. 
He  thought  that  if  the  House  of  Com- 
mons was  intended  to  check  the  Expen- 
diture of  the  country,  it  would  do  well 
to  put  some  check  upon  the  outlay  upon 
this  Vote. 

Mr.  salt  said,  he  hoped  that  an- 
other year  his  right  faon.  Friend  would 
say  at  once  what  he  wanted  when  the 
ordinary  Estimates  came  up  for  con- 
sideration. These  Supplementary  Esti- 
mates were  most  unsatisfactory.  In 
some  cases  they  were,  perhaps,  inevit- 
able; but  in  matters  of  ordinary  an- 
nual expenditure  each  Department  ought 
to  know  what  it  wanted.  It  was  most 
unsatisfactory  that  these  Supplementary 
Estimates  should  be  continually  coming 
in  after  the  ordinary  Votes  were  passed  ; 
and,  under  such  an  arrangement,  it  was 
abaolntely  impossible  for  Her  Majesty's 
Qovemment  to  obtain  a  proper  control 
over  the  Expenditure.  If  the  National 
Expenditure  was  to  be  kept  down  to  t^e 
point  at  which  it  ought  to  be  kept  down, 
it  must  be  done  by  nnall  eoonomies — by 
looking  after  every  £6  that  was  spent. 
If  they  continued  to  have  ordinary  Esti- 
mates in  April,  then  Snp^ementary 
Estimatesin  July,  and  then  Supplemen- 
tary Estimates  again  in  February,  it 
was  absolutely  impossible  for  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  or  the  House  of 
Commons,  to  preserve  that  proper  con- 
trol over  economical  expenditure  for 
which  the  constituencies  of  the  coun- 
try very  properly  looked.  He  did 
hope  that  when  his  right  hon.  Friend 
produced  his  ordinary  Estimates,  after 
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Easter,  he  would  produce  Estimates  on 
which  they  might  oe  able  to  rely,  for  it 
was  very  much  better  to  vote  a  little  too 
much  at  first  than  to  have  these  Supple- 
mentary Estimates  continually  recurring. 
One  word  about  the  Autumn  Session 
which  applied  to  one  or  two  of  these 
Votes.  He  had  a  very  strong  feeling  in 
his  mind  of  which  he  would  like  to 
relieve  himself,  and  that  was,  that  the 
Vote  for  the  Autumn  Session  ought  to 
have  been  taken  at  the  commencement 
of  the  Autumn  Sesuon.  It  was  a  ne- 
cessary expenditure,  and  he  felt  very 
strongly  that  an  Estimate  for  that  neces- 
sary expenditure  ought  to  have  been 
placed  before  the  House  when  they 
were  launched,  at  great  inconvenience, 
upou  the  Autumn  Session.  Instead  of 
that  having  been  done,  Supplementary 
Estimates  were  now  produced  in  the 
month  of  March,  when  the  House  could 
not  refuse  to  pass  them.  An  enormous 
amount  of  money  had  now  to  be  spent 
over  an  Autumn  Session  which  it  would 
have  been  much  better  fur  them  to  have 
done  without. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVBE  explained 
that,  with  the  single  exception  of  the 
presses,  thwe  was  not  one  item  in  the 
Account  which,  oould  possibly  have  been 
foreseen.  He  need  hardly  remind  hon. 
Members  that  the  Grand  Committee* 
were  not  talked  about  at  the  commence- 
ment of  the  Autumn  Session. 

Mr.  MONTAGUE  GUEST  said,  he 
thought  the  sum  of  £340  for  SO  presses 
was  most  enormous,  and  he  wished  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
he  got  an  estimate  for  them  ?  If  him. 
Members  were  putting  up  such  presses 
in  their  own  houses,  they  would  be  very 
careful  to  find  out  what  they  would  ooat 
before  they  had  them  put  up. 

Eabl  PEBOY  said,  the  item  for  the 
supply  and  repair  of  furniture  during 
the  Autumn  Session  was  £675.  He 
wished  to  know  how  the  Autumn  Ses- 
sion made  it  necessary  to  supply  new 
furniture  and  to  arrange  for  repairs  at 
such  a  cost  ? 

Sm  H.  BBUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
hethoughtan  answer  ought  tobe  given  to 
this  question.  He  wanted  to  know  why 
so  much  was  spent  for  repair  of  fund- 
turo  during  the  Autumn  Session  ? 

Me.  SHAW  LEFEVBE  said,  he  had 
already  explained  that  the  total  cost  was 
£6,000  for  the  whole  of  the  Session,  and 
that  the  excess  for  the  Autumn  Scosion 
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was£675.  The  ordinary  wear  and  tear  of 
the  House  was  very  heavy  indeed. 

YiBooTiNT  EULYN  said,  he  thought 
that  on  both  aides  of  the  House  there 
was  disaatisfjoctaion  vith  the  insufficiency 
of  the  explanation  that  had  been  given. 
The  right  hon.  Qeutleman  had  been 
asked  as  to  the  additional  presses  for 
Members,  whether  the  amount  of  £340 
was  not  excessive,  and  his  answer  was 
merely  that  he  had  been  pressed  fur  50 
presses  and  he  had  supplied  them.  He 
(  Viscount  Emlyn)  did  not  know  whether 
that  was  an  official  reply,  or  whether  it 
wfisacourtoous  one  ;  but  the  Committee 
was  entitled  to  have  an  answer  to  the 
(question,  and  if  it  were  not  to  be  given 
it  appeared  to  him  that  the  Committee 
might  save  itself  the  trouble  of  any 
eriticism  upon  the  Votes  at  all.  He 
moved  the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by 
£340. 

Amendment  proposed,  "TbattheVote 
be  reduced  by  the  sum  of  £340."—(  Vis- 
eount  Emli/%.) 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVBB  said,  he  was 
sorry  he  oould  not  give  any  Auther  in- 
formation, but  he  promised  to  make  far- 
ther inquiries,  and  if  the  noble  Viscount 
would  renew  the  question  on  a  future 
occasion,  he  would  endeavour  to  au- 
sver  it. 

Me.  HTLANDS  said,  he  thought 
that,  at  the  same  time,  his  right  hon. 
Friend  might  give  them  some  more 
information  with  i*egflrd  to  the  excess 
under  Sub-head  E,  for  that  was  a  matter 
which  was  perfectly  inexplicable  as  it 
stood,  and  the  information  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  given  had 
really  not  been  satisfactory. 

Viscount  EMLYN  expressed  his 
readiness  to  wiUidraw  the  Motion  for 
the  zfidootiiHi  of  the  Vote. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  toOkdraton, 

Vote  agrni  to. 

(6.)  £1,700,  County  Court  Buildings. 

(7.)  £350,  Harbours,  &c.,  under  the 
Board  of  Trade. 

(8.)  £6,700,  Bates  on  Qovemmeut 
Property. 

Sib  B.  ASSHETON  OBOSS  said,  he 
thought  there  ought  to  be  some  expla- 
nation of  this  Vote,  as  he  did  not  see 
how  it  was  that  the  OoTemment  did  not 


know  what  rates  would  be  imposed  when 
the  Estimates  were  presented. 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  pointed  out  that 
there  was  some  discrepancy  in  the 
figures,  as  there  was  an  original  Esti- 
mate given  of  £161,500,  and  another 
original  Estimate  of  £201,088. 
^  Mr.  COUETNEY  said,  the  explana- 
tion on  this  last  point  was  very  simple. 
The  smaller  original  Estimate  referred 
only  to  Sub-hoad  C,  the  larger  one  to  all 
the  sub-heads.  As  to  the  question  raised 
by  tho  right  hon.  Member  for  South- 
West  Lancashire,  there  were  certain 
items  of  taxation  which  could  not  bo 
settled  when  the  original  Estimate  was 
prepared.  The  original  Estimate  in- 
cluded all  the  then  outstanding  items. 

Mb.  H.  H.  fowler  wished  to  know, 
with  reference  to  the  item  of  £3,150, 
under  Sub-head  C,  for  the  rates  for  Pub- 
lic Buildings,  I^aw  Courts,  Parks,  Polico 
Courts,  &c.,  how  mnoh  of  the  sum  was 
for  Parks  and  Folicn  Courts,  as  he  pro- 
posed to  move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote 
by  that  amount. 

Mb.  COURTNEY  was  unable  to  say, 
but  he  would  promise  to  inquire  into  the 
matter,  and  there  would  be  many  oppor- 
tunities of  raising  the  question. 

Sir  B.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  ho 
was  not  quite  satisfied  as  to  the  item  for 
Prisons,  amounting  to  £660.  The  Go- 
vernment must  have  known  perfectly 
well  what  the  rateable  value  of  those^ 
prisons  were,  for  they  had  had  them  in 
their  hands  for  a  long  time. 

Mr.  COTJBTNEY  said,  tlie  matter 
was  one  between  the  Treasury  and  the 
local  authorities.  The  local  authorities 
sent  in  their  Betnms,  uid  the  Treasury 
could  only  accept  them. 

Vote  agntd  to. 

(9.)  £4,741,  Shannon  Navigation. 

Me.  SCLATER  -  BOOTH  said,  he 
thought  it  would  he  well  for  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  to  explain  how  it  was 
that  so  large  an  excess  as  one-third  of 
the  whole  Vote  was  not  anticipated  when 
the  Estimates  were  framed.  This  wonld 
seem  to  be  an  expenditure  that  might 
well  have  been  allowed  to  stand  over 
for  another  year ;  but,  assuming  it  to  be 
a  proper  expenditure,  how  was  it  that 
a  sum  of  £4,741  was  now  asked  for, 
when  they  were  told  that  there  would 
be  a  set-off  of  £1,000?  A  mle  had 
been  laid  down  that  these  extra  reoeipts 
were  not  to  be  paid  into  the  Exchequer, 
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but  were  to  be  taken  in  diminution  of 
the  Vote.  Was  that  sum  of  £1,000  to 
be  paid  into  the  Exchequer  in  contra- 
vention of  the  rule,  or  how  was  it  to  be 
accounted  for  hereafter  ?  This  wao  one 
of  many  Votes  which,  to  his  mind,  illus- 
trated the  objectionable  practice  which 
had  i^own  up  in  the  Treasury  of  bring- 
ing forward  these  paltry  excesses  in  the 
form  of  Supplementaiy  Estimates,  and 
calling  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
them  in  that  form,  so  as  to  sorden  the 
Departments.  These  were  matters  which 
should  be  sabjected  to  proper  audit,  fbr 
what  was  the  use  of  the  Auditor  (Jeneral 
if  a  Beputment  was  to  be  screened  in 
this  way  from  his  oritioisms  ?  The  pro- 
per Bepresentatire  of  the  Department 
should  be  called  before  the  Committee 
on  Public  Accounts,  and  made  to  explain 
why  the  Vote  had  been  exceeded.  This 
was  not  an  Estimate  at  all,  but  the  con- 
firmation of  an  excess  already  incurred. 
He  wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  this 
point,  as  it  was  likely  to  lead  to  a  gross 

Me*.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
had  just  sat  down  was  under  some  very 
strange  misapprehension  with  regard  to 
the  arrangement  at  present  in  use  con- 
cerning these  Exchequer  extra  receipts. 
He  (Mr.  O'Connor)  looked  upon  it  aa  a 
very  dangerous  sprstem  for  sums  snoh  as 
this  to  be  taken  in  aid  of  Votes,  and  if 
such  a  system  became  general  it  would 
do  much  to  conntoract  the  healthy  and 
proper  control  which  the  House  had 
over  the  Public  Expenditure.  But  with 
regard  to  this  particular  sum — a  very 
small  sum  for  the  floods  of  the  Shannon 
— it  was  very  strange  that  this  was  the 
first  time  it  had  been  seriously  carped 
at.  A  Vote  of  £2,400  had  just  been 
passed  for  a  Military  Keview  in  St. 
James's  Park,  which  was  of  no  earthly 
use  to  anyone;  and  now  this  sum,  which 
was  absolutely  necessair  to  carry  on  im- 
portant works  in  the  Shannon — ^worka 
which  were  essential  to  relieve  hundreds 
of  thousands  of  acres  from  periodical 
floods— was  objected  to.  He  wished  to 
know  from  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury whether  this  was  a  final  charge  in 
regard  to  the  Shannon  navigation  ?  The 
sum  originally  asked  for  was  £37,000, 
but  that  sum  had  been  exceeded.  In 
J  879-80,  £5,000  was  granted ;  in  1880-1, 
£20,000  was  granted;  and  in  1881-2, 

2lr.  Sthter-Bootk 


£24,000  was  granted.  But  of  the 
£20,000  voted  in  1880-1,  no  less  than 
£5,875  was  never  expended,  so  that  tlie 
extra  Vote  now  granted  did  not  even 
make  up  the  sum  which  was  voted  two 
years  ago  by  the  House  of  Commons, 
but  which  never  left  the  Treasury.  That 
being  so,  he  hoped  the  Secretaiy  to  the 
Treasury  would  inform  the  Committee 
whether  all  the  works  were  now  in  per- 
fect working  order,  and  whether  the 
weirs  which  were  now  in  use  would 
enable  the  floods  to  be  draiaed  off. 

Mr.  OOUBTNEY  replied  that,  aooord- 
ing  tothe  latest  information  he  had,  the 
works  would  be  in  perfect  order  by  the 
end  of  this  month.  ¥he  increase  -  had 
attracted  the  attention  of  the  Treaeury, 
and  on  inquiry  they  had  found  that  the 
work  had  been  very  much  impeded  by 
the  extremely  inclement  weather  in  Ire- 
land, which  had  caused  damage  t^ihe 
work  in  progress.  With  the  exception 
of  a  sum  of  £700,  this  was  the  fant 
amount  required  to  complete  the  charge. 
The  channel  was  now  practically  com- 
pleted. 

Mr.  T.  a.  DICKSON  inquired  whe- 
ther the  whole  cost  of  this  work,  amount- 
ing to  £50,000  or  £60,000,  had  been  de- 
frayed by  the  Treasury,  or  whether  uy 
portion  of  it  came  upon  the  rates  ?  He 
also  wished  to  knew  whether  the  FEaaa- 
cial  Secretary  would  direct  a  Bi^pott  on 
the  working  of  the  Shannen  Sluiees  to 
be  furnished  to  the  House?  These 
sluices  were  merely  an  experiment,  and 
they  were  the  first  in  connection  with 
any  Irish  river ;  and  as  the  hon.  Qentle- 
man  had  stated  that  the  work  would  be 
completed  by  the  end  of  the  montSt,  it 
was  desirable  to  have  a  Hepott  from  tiba 
engineer  as  to  the  e£Bect  and  results  of 
these  sluices  without  delay. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  said,  he  would  at 
once  admit  the  importance  of  wntdnng 
the  working  of  this  experiment ;  but  he 
thought  some  time  mast  dapse  before  a 
RepOTt  could  be  called  for.  The  mm  of 
£700  was  not  really  oonneoted  witli  this 
work,  but  was  for  oontinning  aomeo^OT 
improvements.  So  fkr  as  Iw  was  ftWe 
the  whole  of  this  expense  was  borne  by 
the  Treasury. 

Vote  agrttd  to* 

(10.)  £1,000,  Boyal  Umvereity,  Ire- 
land, Buildings. 

Mr.  FAKNELL  said,  he  wished  to 
know  how  far  these  buildings  had  tad- 
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▼anced,  and  what  was  their  state  of 
eompletion  ? 

He.  GOUBTNET  replied,  that  what 
Mmained  to  be  done  waa  the  aUeration 
of  certain  rooms  aa  o£Boea. 

'  Vote  agrMd  to. 

(II.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"That  a  Supjdemotttaxy fom, not ezMeding 
£2,000,  be  Bianted  to  Her  l^esty,  to  defray 
the  Charge  which  will  come  iu  course  of  pny- 
mcnt  during:  the  year  endine  on  the  Slat  day 
of  March  186S,  for  Diplomaptao  and  Consnlar 
Boildisgs,  laalndliQg  Rratsand  Farnitore,  and 
for  the  rotintaDanoa  of  certain  Cemetexies 
atroad." 

S»  H.  DEUMMONB  WOLFF  said, 
he  -viahed  to  call  attention  to  the  re- 
markable derelopmeDt  of  this  ^timate. 
.  As  the  bon.  Hember  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Labouekere)  had  pointed  out,  tiie 
QoTemment  had  got  into  a  habit  of 
bringing  forward  Supplementary  Esti- 
natefl  in  an  extraorunary  way.  The 
total  original  Kstimate  iu  this  case  was 
£3fi,76d  ;  then  there  was  a  Supplemen- 
tary Estimate  of  £6,000  last  Session; 
and  now  there  was  a  further  sum  of 
£2^000— making  altogether  an  in<n«a8e 
of  SS  per  cent  npon  toe  first  Estimate. 
There  mttst  be  some  explanation  of  this, 
for  the  first  Estimate  was  supposed  to 
be  the  Estimate  for  the  whole  year.  The 
Goremment  had  probably  taken  credit 
to  thsnwelree  for  naving  proposed  only 
£26,000,  and  yet  they  required  £8,000 
mere  before  the  year  was  out.  He 
would  like  to  know  something  about  Uie 
item  for  sanitary  works  at  the  Washing- 
ton Embassy.  Why  had  tJiese  been 
carried  out  sinoe  the  Estimate  was  first 
proposed  ?  The  CtoTerament  must  have 
known  when  they  introduced  the  Esti- 
mate that  these  works  were  required ; 
and  he  wished  to  know  why  there  was 
this  additional  Tote,  when  the  Govern- 
ment knew  there  was  a  strong  feeling 
in  t^e  House  against  spending  money  ? 
Then  with  regard  to  the  graves  of  sol- 
diers in  the  Transvaal,  were  they  under 
the  superintendenoe  of  an  Ambassador 
or  a  Oonsul  ?  Had  they  a  Consul  out 
then? 

Mr.  COUETNET:  There  is  a  Besi- 
dent. 

Sm  H.  DHUMMONB  WOLFF :  He 
is  xkot  trader  tiie  Foreign  Office.  He 
communicates  with  the  Colonial  Office. 

Mb.  C!0UBTNET  :  This  is  not  a  Fo- 
rd^ 0^  iDatter> 


Sib  H.  DEUMMONB  WOLFF  aaid, 
he  could  not  understand  why  this  matter 
was  put  under  the  Foreign  Office.  He 
thought  there  was  some  meaning  in  it. 
Why  the  cemeteries  in  the  Transvaal, 
which  had  nothing  to  do  with  Diplomatic 
business,  should  be  put  in  this  Vote  was 
more  than  aa  outsider  like  himself  could 
understand.  He  would  aak  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  to  explain  why  an 
Estimate  was  not  originally  taken  for 
the  sanitary  works  at  Washington,  for 
the  Consular  offices  at  Bankok,  and  for 
these  graves  in  the  Transvaal  ? 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  said,  if  the 
Treasury  had  known  of  these  sanitary 
works  at  Washington  thej  would  haTO 
included  them  in  the  origmal  Estimate ; 
but,  in  point  of  fact,  aftw  the  Estimate 
was  made  up,  .a  telegram  was  receired 
stating  that  the  Embassy  buildings  were 
iu  an  unhealthy  condition,  and  that  it 
was  absolutely  necessary  to  do  some- 
thiug  at  once.  The  Treasury  therefore 
SMit  out  a  surveyor,  and  he  found  that 
the  buildings  were  in  an  extremely  dan- 
gerous condition,  and  that  improvements 
were  absolutely  necessary.  With  regard 
to  the  Consular  buildings  at  Bank(^,  it 
was  originally  intended  to  spread  that 
work  over  two  years,  but  they  had  re- 
ceived an  intimation  that  the  work  would 
be  completed  shortly,  because  it  was  im- 
possible to  carry  on  building  work  in 
that  conntnr  at  any  other  penod  of  the 
year,  and  utey  had  therefore  thought  it 
better  to  spend  £800  more  at  once  than 
to  throw  the  work  later  in  the  year. 
With  respect  to  the  soldiere'  graves  in 
the  Transvaal,  the  hon.  Member  ap- 
peared to  be  unaware  that  the  original 
Vote  contained  an  item  for  the  graves  of 
soldiers  in  the  Crimea.  The  charge  was 
only  £200,  and  he  was  sure  the  Com- 
mittee would  not  object  to  grant  that. 

Sib  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
he  had  no  objection  to  the  Vote  in  itself, 
but  there  was  no  analog  between  the 
OTaves  in  the  Crimea  end  those  in  the 
Transvaal,  because  the  former  were 
under  a  Consul,  whereas  the  latter  were 
not,  and  therefore  they  ought  not  to  be 
put  into  this  Vote.   

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVBE  said,  he  had 
no  doabt  that  the  Treasniy  thought 
that  the  same  Office  should  have  charge 
of  all tbegraree. 

Mb.  ElKlANDS  said,  he  thought  the 
explanation  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
entirely  nnsatLsfhotory.  The  Oommittee 
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must  be  aware  that  if  the  Oovemment 
were  allowed  without  difficulty  to  carry 
Supplementary  Estimates,  they  would 
engage  in  new  works  without  the  pre- 
vious knowledge  of  the  House.  The 
right  hon.  GenUoman  stated  with  regard 
to  the  works  at  Washington  that  at 
some  time  last  year  the  buildings  were 
reported  to  be  in  an  insanitary  condition; 
but  what  did  he  do  f  He  actually  sent 
over  a  surveyor  from  this  country  to 
make  a  Report  as  to  what  should  be 
done  in  the  matter.  Ho  objected  to  this 
waste  of  public  money  in  sending  over 
a  surveyor,  instead  of  placing  the  matter 
in  the  hands  of  someone  at  Washing- 
ton ;  and  he  should  like  to  know  what 
class  of  work  was  done.  Then  with  re- 
gard to  the  Consular  offices  at  Bankok, 
the  Treasury  had  gone  to  expense  with- 
out thinking  it  necessary  to  take  the 
opinion  of  the  House  of  Commons  upon 
it }  and  they  ^ave  no  satisfactory  reason 
for  not  including  this  item  in  the  original 
Estimate.  There  was  no  justification 
for  this,  and  be  therefore  would  moTe  to 
reduce  tbe  Tote  by  £600. 

Uotion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceeding 
£l,fiOO,  be  granted  to  Her  Mairsty,  to  defray 
the  Charge  which  will  come  ia  coarse  of  pay- 
ment danng  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of 
Uarch  18S3,  for  Diplomatic  and  Consular 
BaUdingB,  including  Bents  and  Furniture,  and 
for  the  maintenance  of  certain  Cemeteries 
abroad."— (Jfr.  RyUnii.) 

Mr.  MONTAGUE  GUEST  asked 
wbat  proportion  the  expenses  of  the  sur- 
veyor bore  to  the  amount  now  charged  f 
It  struck  him  as  an  extraordinary  thing 
to  send  a  surveyor  from  this  country  to 
Washington  for  a  small  matter  which 
could  have  been  dealt  with  by  people  on 
&e  spot 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVBE  said,  the 
bon.  Uember  seemed  to  be  unaware 
that  there  was  a  Government  surveyor, 
whose  duty  it  was  to  survey  Diplomatic 
buildings.  That  was  the  only  way  in 
which  they  could  control  expenditure. 
Expenditure  to  a  large  amount  was 
constantly  pressed  upon  them  from  all 
arts  of  the  world,  and  it  was  only 
y  sending  a  man  from  head-quarters 
to  make  special  investigations  that 
they  were  able  to  control  this  kind 
of  expenditure,  and  he  ventured  to 
think  that  this  s^tem  had  been  very 
effeoUve  in  diminishing  expenditure  in 
a  variety  of  ways.   But  for  sutdi  oon- 

Jfr.  liylav^H 


trol  these  Estimates  would  be  far  greater 
than  they  had  been.  When  the  Trea- 
sury heard  from,  the  Miniater  to  the 
United  States  tliat  the  Embassy  was  in  a 
bad  state,  they  thought  the  most  eco- 
nomical way  of  ascertaining  the  facts 
and  controUing  expenditure  was  to 
send  this  surveyor  out  to  inquire  into 
the  matter,  and  the  total  expense  wss 
not  £40.  He  did  not  think  this  was  an 
unwise  course,  having  r^ard  to  all  the 
oiroumstaDcea ;  and  but  for  this  ^atem 
the  expenditure  would  very  easily  grow 
into  a  much  greater  amount. 

Mr.  LABOUCHEEE  said,  bethought 
there  was  certainly  some  reason  in  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said,  and 
that  in  the  case  of  Oonstentinople  it  was 
wise  to  send  out  a  special  surveyor,  be- 
cause there  there  were  a  laige  numbn 
of  buildings,  and  there  was  a  cosstairt 
desire  to  spend  money.    But  with,  re* 

fard  to  Washington,  he  thought  a  fee  of 
10  to  a  Sanitery  Inspector  oa  the  «ffQi 
would  have  supjuied  the  Treasury  with 
what  they  wished  to  know.  He  did  not 
object  to  the  Yote  itself;  but  there  was 
always  something  going  on  at  these 
places,  and  he  thought  the  Committee 
oup;ht  to  protest  gainst  these  items 
being  put  in  the  Supplementary  Esti- 
mates. For  that  reason  be  should  vote 
for  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  DILLWYN  asked  what  was  the 
limit  of  expenditure  on  works  upon 
which  this  surveyor  was  sent  to  all  parts 
of  the  world  ? 
Ma.  GIBSON  asked  wiiether,  as  the 
rinciple  was  that  this  surveyor  should 
e  sent  out  to  all  parte  of  the  world,  he 
was  sent  to  Bankok ;  and,  as  several 
hon.  Members  had  some  donbt  as  to 
were  Bankok  was,  the  rigbt  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  oscertein  from  the  Foreign 
Office,  or  elsewhere? 

Captaim  AYLMER  said,  he  could  not 
help  thinking  these  Estimates  were 
made  up  in  a  very  slipshod  fashion. 
With  reference  to  Bankok,  it  had  been 
originally  proposed  that  one-fourth  of 
the  building  should  be  done  in  the  year; 
but  now  it  seemed  that  three-fourths 
bad  been  done.  In  regard  to  this  sur- 
veyor, did  he  receive  an  annual  salary, 
or  was  he  only  employed  for  each  oc- 
casion separately?  If  he  received  a 
salary,  how  was  he  employed  Then  not 

travelling?   

Mb.  SHAW  LEFETBE  replied,  that 
the  surveyor  was  only  sent  out  in  ce- 

Digitized  by  Google 


1549   Supply-^  Civil  Serviees      (March  5,  188.1) 


^e.  TdvnaUi.  1550 


ferenoe  to  important  works.  He  was  a 
salaried  ofiBcer,  and  when  not  employed 
in  that  way  he  was  engaged  in  advis- 
ing' the  authorities  at  home,  fie  was 
not  sent  to  Backok.  The  original  in- 
tention was  to  commenre  the  building 
at  Bankok  between  the  present  Bnaneial 
year  and  the  next,  and  to  spread  the 
payment  over  the  two  years ;  but  after 
that  had  been  determined  upon  the 
Treasury  learnt  that  the  building  season 
was  a  short  one,  and  it  was  necessary  to 
proceed  with  the  work  at  once. 

Sib  JAMES  M'GAEEL-HOGG  said, 
he  thought  that  any  hon.  Member  who 
had  any  knowledge  of  drainage  work 
would  be  glad  to  get  it  done  at  once ; 
and  it  appeared  to  him  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  done  all  that  was 
in  hia  power. 

Sib  H.  BEUMMOND  "WOLFF 
wished  to  know  how  much  of  this  £  1 ,000 
was  spent  on  the  journey  of  the  sur- 
veyor ?  Were  his  expenses  included  in 
the  £1,000?  [Mr.  Shaw  Lbfetee  :  No.] 
These  sanitary  works,  therefore,  cost 
£  1 ,000,  plus  the  expenses  of  the  journey. 
Surely  it  would  have  been  easy  to  ob- 
tain a  satisfactory  Keport  from  someone 
in  Washington,  which  might  have  been 
checked  by  this  distinguished  surveyor. 
He  should  support  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bumlev(Mr.  Kylands),  seeing  that  the 
original  llstimate  had  been  increased  by 
33  per  cent. 

ThbOHANOEIiLOB  optheEXOHE- 
QUiilk  (Mr.  Obildbrb)  said,  his  right 
lion.  Friend  had  already  explained  that 
the  total  cost  of  sending  out  this  salaried 
officer  had  been  about  £40.  He  doubted 
very  much  whether  any  economy  would 
have  resulted  from  employing  someone 
at  Washington,  for  he  knew  something 
about  that  city,  and  he  should  not  he 
content  to  trust  to  surveyors  at  Wash- 
ington, where  the  question  of  drainage 
was  one  of  peculiar  difficulty. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  59; 
Noes  92:  Majority  33.— (D.List,  No.  18.J 

Me.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  wished 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whe^er  there  had  not  been,  under  this 
Vote,  a  saTine  in  two  items — namely, 
"  A  "  and  "  C,  which  almost  amounted 
to  tiie  extra  sum  now  asked  for,  and 
whether  there  had  not  been  every  year 
a  small  saving  almost  sufficient  to  cover 
tiie  Supplementary  Estimates  ? 


Mb.  SHAW  LEFIIVRE  said,  he  was 
not  aware  of  any  saving  at  present. 
When  the  Estimate  was  brought  for- 
ward, they  might  be  aware  of  such  a 

thing ;  but  they  could  not  propose  a 
small  sum  now  on  the  mere  chance  of 
there  eventually  being  a  saving  of 
which  they  now  knew  nothing. 

Original  Question  .put,  and  aurt^  to. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
he  thought  that  now,  at  five  minutes  to 
I  o'clock,  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exi;hequer  could  have 
no  objection  ti)  reporting  Progress. 
They  had  been  discussing  the  Estimates 
since  a  little  before  6  o'clock.  He  there- 
fore begged  to  move  that  the  Chairman 
do  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — 
{Sir  Walter  B,  BartUlot.) 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childees)  said,  that  the 
Committee  surely  would  not  adjourn 
the  discussion  of  the  Estimates  before  1 
o'clock,  when  it  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary that  the  whole  of  the  Vote  should 
be  got  through  that  day.  If  the  whole 
of  the  Estimates  were  not  got  through 
at  the  next  Sitting,  ^ey  would  have  to 
sit  either  on  Saturaay  next  or  the  Thurs- 
day in  Holy  Week.  He  would  now 
suggest  to  the  Committee  that  they 
should  sit  another  half-hour,  so  as  to 
improve  the  chance  of  getting  through 
the  whole  of  the  Yotes  at  the  next  Sit- 

'°Mr.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
had  no  objection  to  going  on  with  Sup- 
ply for  another  half -hour ;  but  he  would 
respectfully  ask  some  authority  on  the 
Treasury  Bench  to  explain  to  the  Com- 
mittee how  and  why  it  was  absolutely 
necessary  to  have  these  Votes  taken  by 
a  particular  date.  They  were  told  at 
the  last  Sitting  that  it  was  absolutely 
necessary  to  t&e  the  Army  Estimates 
to-day.  They  had  not  been  t^en  to- 
day, and  yet  the  Constitution  would  go 
on  without  any  disastrous  consequences. 
Why  was  it  that  the  Government  were 
constantly  telling  them  it  was  absolutely 
necessary  to  take  ^urtioular  Yotes  on  a 
partiouliff  day  ?  He  had  made  aa  care- 
ful a  calculation  as  he  could,  but  for  the 
life  of  him  he  oould  not  make  out  why 
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it  was  BO  necessary  that  more  of  these 
Votes  diould  be  finished  to-day. 

TmiOHAlTOEUiOB  of  the  EXOHE- 
OTTER  (Mr.  Ohiij>bbb)  said,  liie  Oom- 
mittee  was  aware  that  this  year  E»- 
ter  fen  nuusnally  early.  The  resnlt 
of  that  was  that  they  must  get  through 
not  only  the  whole  of  the  Supplemen- 
tary Totes,  but  also  the  first  Votes, 
the  Army  and  Navy  Estimates,  and 
must  pass  the  Ways  and  Means  Bill 
through  both  Houses,  so  as  to  get  the 
Eoyai  Assent,  and  take  the  first  Tote  on 
Account  for  Oivil  Serrice  before  Easter. 
Easter  was  on  the  25tb.  and  they  would 
hare  no  time  between  that  and  the  29th, 
which  was  positiTely  the  last  day  on 
which  Treasury  operations  could  be  con- 
ducted. It  was  necessary  tbat  they 
should  take  all  these  Totes  he  had  re- 
ferred to,  and  get  the  Ways  and  Means 
Act  assented  to  by  Her  Majesty  before 
Good  Friday.  He  presumed  the  House 
would  not  sit  on  Ghwd  Friday,  and  that 
would  take  them  at  least  to  the  22nd  of 
this  month.  If  hon.  Members  would 
consider  how  many  days  it  would  take 
to  pass  the  Ways  and  Means  Act,  not 
only  through  this  House,  but  also 
through  the  House  of  Lords — although 
in  that  CShamber  they  could  take  two  or 
three  stages  together — th^  would  see 
that  if  the  GK>Temment  did  not  get  the 
Totes  which  were  necessary  on  Thurs- 
day and  Monday  and  Thursday  week, 
they  would  have  to  sit  on  those  days  be- 
fore Easter  that,  at  any  rate,  they  had 
not  been  accustomed  to  edt  on— on  Good 
Friday  and  the  day  after,  or  meet  i^^n 
on  Euter  Tuesday. 

Sib  B.  ASSHETON  OB08S  asked 
whether  it  was  understood  that  if  they 
did  not  get  through  on  Thursday  And 
Monday  they  would  have  to  sit  on 
Thursday  in  Passion  Week  ? 

The  CHANCELTX)E  op  theEXOHE- 
QTJEB  (Mr.  Childbbs)  replied,  that  if 
they  concluded  the  Supplementary  Esti- 
mates on  Thursday,  and  took  the  follow- 
ing Monday  for  the  Army  Estimates, 
and  the  following  Thursday  for  the  Navy 
Estimates,  they  might  just  get  through. 

SiE  R.  AS8HET0N  CROSS :  When 
does  the  Qoremment  contemplate  rising 
for  the  Easter  Recess  ? 

Tini  CHANCELLOR  or  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childbrs)  :  I  cannot  say; 
but  we  shall  not  be  able  to  rise  bofore 
the  Thursday  unless  wa  get  these  Totes 
and  pass  the  Ways  and  Means  KIl. 

Mr.  4rthur  O'Connor 


Sir  R.  ASSHETON  OBOSS:  If  ve 
get  throuffh,  will  the  Easter  Hidida^ 
DM^n  on  we  Tuesday  ?   

Trk  chancellor  of  xhb  EXCHB- 
QUEBTMr.OHiLDBRs):  They  might. 

Sib  WALTEB  B.  BABTTmiOT  nud, 
he  was  in,  tite  hands  of  the  Committee. 
If  the  Committee  were  anzkms  to  ^vo- 
ceed  he  would  withdraw  hie  Motion. 
He  would,  however,  point  out  that  if 
they  allowed  the  Estimates  to  be  taken 
as  they  had  been  taken  that  night,  Ustir 
New  Rules  would  be  of  no  avail.  They 
ought  not  to  pass  Totes  in  this  per- 
functory manner,  for  on  Tharsday  th^e 
Speaker  would  at  once  leave  the  OhAU. 

Motion,  by  leave,  teiihdrawn. 

Class  11.— Salakies  avd  Ezpensss  of 

Civil  DEPAETiiEKTS. 

(12.)  £6,300,  Foreign  Office. 

Mb.  BOUBKB  sud,  they  oonld  not  be 
expected  to  pass  UiisTote  without  makinK 
one  or  two  remarks  upon  it.  It  involvea 
a  large  additional  sum  for  telegrams 
sent  to  and  from  the  Foreign  Ofice, 
which  wero  referred  to  as  consequent  on 
the  state  of  things  on  the  Continent. 
That  was  dearly  a  mis-statement  or 
euphemism.  The  telegrams  had  not 
been  sent  in  consequence  pf  the  state 
of  things  on  the  Continent,  but  in  con- 
sequence of  the  state  of  things  in  Egypt. 
As  he  objected  altogether  to  the^fhqy 
of  Her  Majesty's  Qovemment  in  Egypt, 
he  naturally  objected  to  this  very  lai^ 
addition  for  telegrams.  It  had  oftoa 
been  said  that  the  Expenditure  of  the 
country  xnnst  depend  upon  the  foragn 
polioy  of  the  GOTentment,  and  this  wbs 
an  instance  of  the  foreign  policy  of  the 
Government  leading  to  a  very  large  ex- 
penditure. There  was  not  only  a  sum 
of  £6,000,  but  later  on  in  the  Estimate 
there  was  one  of  £16,000  in  addition  ; 
80  that,  in  fact,  the  policy  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty' Government,  in  regard  to  Egypt 
had  imposed  on  the  country,  in  the 
single  item  of  telegrams  to  and  from  the 
Foreign  Office,  the  sum  of  £23,000,  in 
addition  to  the  ordinary  Estimate  He 
could  not  part  with  this  question  witit- 
out  some  protest  ^g^ainst  this  additional 
sum  and  against  this  expenditure  having 
become  neoeseaiy  on  account  of  the 
polioy  of  Her  Majesty's  GoTemmentin 

ToM)  EDMOND  FITZHATTBICE 
said,  he  did  not  oom^hdn  of  hie  ri^ht 
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hoD.  Friend's  criticism— in  foct,  he  had 
antio^ted^t  it  wotdd  be  neoessaiy  to 
explain  to  the  Oomnittee  the  ^xt^  ad- 
ditional Bum  that  was  asked  fbr.  One 
part  qH  his  rieht  hon/Friend^B  criticism 
he  admitted  £e  justice  of— namely^  that 
in  whioh  he  had  said  it  would  have  been 
better  if  some  other  word  had  been  used 
than  '*  Continent,"  or  some  farther  word 
added,  because,  no  doubt,  the  expendi- 
ture under  this  head  had  been  oaused 
by  the  telegrams  which  had  be^  sent 
in  regard  to  affairs  in  Egypt.  No  doubt, 
in  common  parlance,  the  word  "  Oon> 
tmeut"  was  rather  a  mistake.  Hei 
might  be  allowed  to  say  to  the  Oommit- 
tee  that,  perha^H  indirectly,  some  little 
good  might  anse  out  of  what  he  ad- 
mitted to  bo  a  heavy  and  unusual  item 
for  telegrams  in  the  Supplementary 
Estimate  and  in  the  total  Estimate  for : 
the  present  finanoial  year.  The  large 
item  had  naturally  oaused  the  Secretary 
of  State  to  devote  his  attention  to  the 
Bubjaot  of  telegrams  to  and  from  the 
Foreign  Office.  A  close  examination 
had  been  made  of  the  subject,  and  he 
was  in  hopes — although  he  could  not 
pledge  himself  on  the  matter — that  it 
would  be  found  possible  to  bring  about 
a  considerable  redaction  in  ^ture  years 
—a  reduction  below  what  might  be 
called  the  ordinary  Estimates.  With 
this  explanation  he  sinoerely  hoped  the 
Oommitbee  would  grant  the  sum  asked 
for. 

But  HENBT  HOLLAND  said,  it  was 
satiafaotorj  to  hear  tiiat  the  Foreign 
Office  were  looking  into  this  matter,  as 
they  had  promised  to  do  so  for  several 
years.  But  the  noble  Lord  had  not 
dealt  with  a  point  on  which  he  (Sir 
Henry  Holland)  and  othera  entertained 
a  strong  feeling.  The  Foreign  Office 
went  on  patting  down  as  an  original  Es- 
timate an  amount  which  they  knew,  from 
the  experience  of  past  years,  must  be 
far  below  the  sum  which  would  be  re- 
quired for  telegraphic  expenses.  The  Es- 
timate was  £7,000,  and  the  Supplemen- 
tary sum  was  £6,000 ;  and  if  they  looked 
at  the  Di[^omfttie  Department,  they 
would  find  the  original  Estimate  for 
tel^aphtng  £5,000,  and  the  Supple- 
mentary Estimate  £16,500.  He  had 
found  fault  with  the  Estimate  on  these 
grounds  last  year.  Granting  that  the 
Fweign  Office  had  every  desire  to  re- 
dace  the  expenditure  on  telegrams,  he 
oltonld  not  m  satisfied  nutil  the  original 


Estimate  bore  some  pro|K)rtion  to  the 
expense  likely  to  be  inoorred  during  the 
year. 

Mb.  H.  8.  NOBTHOOTE  wished  to 
make  a  practical  suggestion.  Would  it 
not  be  poBuble  to  reduce  the  expendi- 
ture by  somewhat  curtailing  the  prac- 
tice of  repeating  telegrams  that  they 
received  to  their  Ambassadors  abroad  ? 
The  practice  used  to  be  that  when  a 
telegram  came  from  a  particular  Em- 
bassy to  repeat  it  to  all  the  others.  That 
was  a  system  whioh  had  been  started, 
and,  to  his  mind,  had  been  considerably 
abused,  and  he  thought  a  considerable 
amount  of  saving  might  be  effected  in 
that  direction. 

SinH.DEUMMOND  WOLFF  wished 
to  know  how  it  was  that  there  was  suoh 
a  disorepanoy  between  the  original  Esti- 
mate and  the  amount  to  be  voted? 
There  was  no  reason  why  all  these  items 
in  the  original  Estimate  should  not  be 
considerably  nearer  the  mark. 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMATTRICE 
said,  he  did  not  know  whether  it  would 
be  regular  for  him  on  this  Vote  to  dis- 
cuss the  Vote  referred  to ;  but,  if  the 
Committee  would  accord  him  permission 
to  do  so,  it  might,  perhaps,  save  time. 
There  could  be  no  doubt  that  the  chief 
field  for  reduction  lay  in  the  telegrams 
sent  to  the  Foreign  Office  rather  than  in 
those  sent  from  it ;  and  the  Secretary  of 
State,  in  order  to  bring  about  a  reduc- 
tion in  the  expenditure  in  a  quarter 
where  he  believed  it  could  be  reduced, 
was  keeping  a  much  closer  watoh  than 
used  to  be  kept  on  tite  telenama  sent 
fxom  our  Agents  abroad.  The  Vote  under 
whioh  this  matter  would  come  would  be 
found  lower  down  the  list  of  Votes.  The 
suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Exeter 
Mr.  Northcote)  was  an  exceedingly  use- 
ul  one.  It  was  one  whioh  was  not  alto- 
gether new  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment ;  but  it  was  very  important,  and 
doubly  important  coming,  as  it  did,  from 
one  who  had  a  special  knowledge  of  the 
matter.  He  could  assure  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber that  this  matter,  amongst  otiiers, 
was  receiving  attention. 

Sjb  B.  ASSHETON  OBOSS  said,  the 
noble  Lord  had  not  answered  the  ques- 
tion which  had  been  put  to  him — 
namely,  why,  after  the  experi«ioe  the 
Foreign  Office  had  had  in  former  vears, 
they  ^uld  come  for  sudh  a  ridiouloualy 
small  sum,  knowing  that  th^  would 
have  to  ask  for  twioe  as  much  in  the  end  P. 
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LoBD  EBMOND  FITZMA.URIOE 
admitted  that  was  aqnestion  which  must 
be  answered.  He  thought  had  an- 
swered it,  because  he  had  pointed  out 
that  the  large  exoees  this  year  orer  &e 
Estimate  was  owing  to  ciroumstanoes 
which  were  not  foreseen  when  the 
amount  was  fixed,  those  circumstances 
being  the  eondition  of  affairs  in  Egypt. 
If  it  bad  not  been  for  the  state  of  things 
in  Egypt  he  did  not  think  thoy  would 
have  had  to  come  for  such  a  large  buoi. 
It  was  true  that  a  complaiat  of  this 
kind  had  arisen  iu  former  years ;  but  he 
firmly  believed  that  there  would  not 
have  been  ground  forit  this  year  but  for 
the  Egyptian  complications. 

Mr.  BOIJHKE  said,  that,  in  justice 
to  the  permanent  officials  of  the  Foreign 
Office  who  prepared  these  Estimates,  it 
must  be  said  that  the  Estimates  origin- 
ally framed  were  as  nearly  correct  as 
possible,  and  the  additional  amount  was 
entirely  due  to  the  ^lioy  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Goremment  in  Egypt.  As  to 
telegrams  in  general,  he  Deiieved  diat 
th'e  more  there  were  received  and  sent 
within  a  certain  degree  of  rearonable- 
ness  the  better  and  the  safer  for  the 
country,  for  he  believed  it  was  highly 
desirable  that  Her  Majesty's  Qovem- 
ment  should  be  well  informed,  generally 
speaking,  as  to  the  condition  of  affairs 
abroad.  He  did  not  complain  of  the 
general  Estimate,  but  of  the  excess, 
which  was  entirely  owing  to  the  policy 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  in  £^;ypt. 

£.iRL  PEROT  said,  the  amount  alto- 
gether was  greater,  with  one  exception, 
than  it  had  been  for  many  years  past. 

Tote  agreed  to. 

(13.)  £8,500,  Board  of  Trade. 

Oaftain  AYLMER  said,  some  ex- 
planation of  this  Vote  was  necessary, 
and  if  it  was  not  satisfactory,  he  should 
feel  it  his  duty  to  move  a  reduction  of 
the  Vote  by  £3,300.  It  was  stated 
that  "the  excess  is  caused  maioly  by 
the  increase  in  the  number  of  inquiries. 
That  was  vexy  Tagne  ai^  required  ex* 
planation. 

Mb.  J.  HOLMS  admitted  that  the 
explanation  was  very  vague.  Inquiries 
had  increased  in  reference  to  load  lines 
and  Uke  points.  He  thought  the  Oom- 
mittee  would  allow  that  suoh  inquiries 
were  "tmt  neceBS^y. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SHTFH  said,  he  thought 
he  was  correot  in  saying  that  the  Board 


of  Trade  had  a  paid  solidtor  and  a 
solicitor's  staff.  Was  it  to  be  nnderstood 
that  the  charge  of  £21,600  for  Law 
Charges  was  a  chaise  outside  the  cost 
of  the  regular  staff  of  officials  which, 
no  doubt,  advised  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  and  conducted  all 
prosecutions  and,  he  presumed,  all  in- 
quiries ?  If  it  was  a  chai^  apart  from 
the.regnlar  staff,  it  certainly  represented 
a  large  charge  indeed  for  additional 
assistance. 

Mb.  J.  HOLMS  said,  the  inquiries 
were  from  time  to  time  increasing  in 
number,  and  the  ordinary  staff  coiild 
not  carry  out  all  of  them. 

Ma,  AV.  H.  SMITH  asked  if  he  was 
to  understand  that  iho  ordinary  staff 
was  paid  for  making  inquiries  ?  It  did 
seem  extraordinary  there  should  be  a 
chai^  of  £21,600  for  Law  Charges 
which  were  altogether  independent  of 
the  stoff  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 

Mb.  ABTHUB  O'OONNOB  said,  he 
did  not  think  it  would  be  found,  on  in- 
vestigation, that  this  excess  was  caused 
mainly  b^  the  increase  in  the  number 
of  iaqiitnes.  He  imagined  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Accounts  would  find, 
under  the  Sub-head  I,  that  there  were 
a  number  of  things  which  could  hardly 
be  classed  as  inquiries.  Last  year  the 
Comptroller  and  Auditor  (General  re- 
marked upon  the  excess  of  this  par- 
ticular item,  and,  amongst  other  things, 
he  said — 

' '  There  is,  as  far  as  I  am  a  vaie,  no  ParliMuen- 
tary  authority  for  sanctioning  these  Votes.** 

He  (Mr.  A.  O'Connor)  made  no  doubt 
there  was  in  the  item  of  £3,300  pro- 
vision made  for  matter  whidi  had  never 
been  set  in  the  Estimates  of  the  House, 
and  which,  in  due  time,  would  be  no- 
ticed by  the  Comptroller  and  Auditor 
Qeneru  in  his  Beport.  As  to  the  Board 
of  Trade,  he  wished  to  point  out  that  it 
was  incumbent  on  the  Board,  under 
several  Acts  of  Parliament,  to  furnish 
a  number  of  Betums  with  regard  to 
piers  and  so  forth.  None  of  such  He- 
turns  had  been  famished  as  yet ;  in  fact, 
every  Return  which  ought  to  have  been 
furnished  this  year  was  now  in  arrear. 
Last  year  this  arrear  was  more  notice- 
able in  the  Department  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  than  in  any  other.  Now,  when 
the  Board  of  Trade  was  coming  forward 
asking  the  House  to  give  it  increased 
powers  with  regard  to  trade  and  bank- 
ruptcy, there  seemed  little  chance  of  the 
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BusinefiS  being  got  through  unless  a 
Teiy  Btiingent  hold  of  the  Department 
vas  kept  bj  the  House.  He  would  ask 
-wheUier  any  steps  had  beea  taken  to 
est  rid  of  the  arreftTS  in  n^ard  to 
Beturns  ? 

Mb.  J.  HOLMS  said,  he  had  placed 
a  number  of  Papers  on  the  Table  of  the 
House  in  regard  to  Fishery  Harbours 
and  Piers.  Some  of  them  were  of  a 
local  character. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  was  sure 
the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  J.  Holms) 
would  uaderatand  he  did  not  wish  to 

grass  him  unduly  or  improperly  when 
e  said  thut  if  there  was  a  professional 
Btaff  belonging  to  a  Department,  that 
professional  staff  ought  to  discharge  the 
duties  of  the  Department.  Snrely  the 
legal  staff  of  the  Board  of  Trade  was 
laxge  enough  to  be  able  to  conduct  the 
b«une88  without  coming  to  Parliament 
for  a  Yote  of  anoh  an  enormous  amount 
as  £21,600  f<ff  aasistance. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
HxKBY  Jaues),  remarked  that  these 
duties  only  fell  on  the  permanent  staff 
to  a  very  small  degree.  Many  local  in- 
quiries bad  been  lately  held,  and  muoh 
expense  outside  the  Office  neoMsarily  in- 
curred. 

Mb.  W,  H.  SMITH  said,  that  a  Judge 
had  to  go  down  into  the  country  from 
London.  If  that  was  so,  ho  oould  not 
see  why  an  official  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  should  not. 

Tote  agreed  to. 

{14.)  £2,053,  Charity  Oommission. 

Mb.  monk  said,  he  hoped  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treaauxy  could  give  some 
explanation  of  this  Yote.  He  thought 
there  had  been  a  Resolution  passed  in 
the  House  to  the  effect  that  the  Charity 
Oommission  was  to  pay  its  own  expenses. 
The  Resolution  was  not  passed  in  the 
present  Parliament,  but  it  was  under- 
stood the  subject  would  bo  considered 
by  this  Government.  It  seemed  strange 
that  this  Yote  should  come  up  now  on 
the  Supplementary  Estimates,  at  a  time 
at  which  they  could  not  discuss  the 
principle  involved. 

Mb.  COURTNEY  said,  tho  Yote  re- 
lated to  a  particular  branch  of  endowed 
schools,  and  it  was  to  provide  for  three 
numths*  salaries  of  the  officers. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked, 
what  was  the  intention  of  the  Gorent. 
ment  with  regard  to  the  power  of  the 


Charity  Commissioners  as  Endowed 
Schools  Commissioners  ? 

Mb.  COURTNEY  said,  he  was  afnid 
that  was  a  question  the  Committee 
would  not  wii^  to  eater  upon  now. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked  if 
it  was  intended  to  introduce  a  Bill  on 
the  subject  this  Session? 

Mb.  COURTNEY  could  not  say. 

Yote  agreed  to. 

(15.)  £465,  Civil  Service  Commisnon* 
Sib  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  he 
thouglit  it  might  be  very  properly  asked 
why  all  these  salaries  and  expenses  were 
not  thought  of  before  the  original  Esti- 
mate was  made?  This  Yote  was  for 
salaries,  and  allowances,  and  incidental 

gersonal  expenses,  all  of  which  must 
ave  been  perfectly  well  known  at  the 
time  the  original  Estimate  was  pro- 
duced. 

Mb.  COURTNEY  said,  the  Yote  was 
due  to  an  autonutio  increase  in  the 
number  of  candidates.  If  there  was  an 
increased  number  of  candidates,  pro- 
vision must  be  made  for  them. 

SiE  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
whether  competitive  examination  had 
been  introduced  in  the  Foreign  Office 
and  Diplomatic  Service,  or  whether  it 
was  still  close  ? 

LoED  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE 
replied,  that  vacancies,  both  in  the  Fo- 
reign Office  and  Diplomatic  Service, 
were  now  filled  up  after  competitiou 
among  candidates  nominated  by  the  Se- 
cretary of  State.  As  a  generu  rule,  it 
mi^ht  be  sud  that  there  were  six  oom- 
petitors  for  each,  vacancy. 

Yote  agreed  to. 

Sot  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
it  was  half -past  1,  and  he,  therefore, 

moved  to  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
' '  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  i^fun.  — {Sir  Walter 
B.  Sartttht.) 

TheCHANCELLOR  of  thsEXOHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Cuildbbs)  said,  he 
would  not  raise  any  opposition  to  the 

Motion. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  asked  when  the 
Estimates  would  be  printed  and  circu- 
lated ?  He  did  not  think  it  reasonable 
they  should  be  asked  to  consider  the 
Eetimatw  immediately  ^ej  were  put  in 
their  hands.   There  was  a  great  delay 
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in  th«  prodnotion  of  Papere,  and  there- 
fore they  phonid  reoeire  the  Estimates 
some  days  before  they  vere  oalled  upon 
to  vote  diem. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Besdutions  to  be  reported  T<h-morr9w, 
Committee  to  sit  again  upon  Weimadtif. 

MUNICIPAL  COBPORATIONS  (UKEE- 

FOBUED)  BILL.~[Buj:.  6.] 
{Sir  Ck»rh$  JHlke,  Stortiary  Sir  WiUittm  Hsr, 
eeurt,  Mr.  HundeU*,  Mr.  Siibert.) 
SECOim  nSABIKO. 

Order  for  Second  Keading  read. 

Sir  OHAELES  W.  DILKE  moved 
that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time,  on 
the  understanding  that  the  Committee 
stage  should  not  be  taken  until  after 
£aster.  The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Woodstock  (Lord  Bandolph  Churohill), 
vho  had  given  Notice  of  opposition  to 
the  Bill,  had  consented  to  that  course. 

Motion  made,  and  Uaestion  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  road  a  second 
time,"— (5iV  CharUa  W.  JDiUe.) 

Sn  R.  A8BHBT0N  CROSS  said,  he 
hop«d  the  Kll  would  be  brought  forward 
at  a  time  when  it  oonld  be  properly  and 
reasonably  discussed. 

Sir  0HABLE8  W.  DILKE:  Cer- 
tainly. 

Mb.  B.  N.  fowler  inquired  if  the 
Bill  was  to  go  before  one  of  the  Grand 
Committees  ? 

Sib  CHABLES  W.  DILKE :  No. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Monde^  19th  March. 

SEED  ADVANCES  (SCOTLAND)  (No.  2) 
BILL.— [Bill  108.] 
{Br,  Cawuron,  Mr,  C^nm-Patrieb,  Mr. 
ML»rtn,  Mr.  MMkintt$A.) 

SBCOHD  BBADIBO. 

Order  for  Sooond  Beading  read. 

Dr.  CAMERON,  in  moving  that  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said, 
be  would  be  very  much  disintdined  to 
trouble  the  House  at  that  hour  of  the 
morning  (t  .85),  were  it  not  that  the  Bill 
related  to  a  matter  of  extreme  urgency. 
At  tlie  present  moment  a  lamentable 
amonnt  of  destitution  prevailed  in  the 
Highlands  and  Islands  of  Sootlaad,  and 
that  destilntion  had  been  brought  about 

Jfr.  W.  U,  Smith 


by  an  extraordinary  concnrrenee  of 
oalamities.    Last  year,  not  only  did  the 
potato  crop,  on  which  the  crofter  popa- 
lation  largely  depended,  fail,  but  a  stoarm 
ravaged  a  number  of  districis  and  de- 
stroyed the  oat  crop.   To  add  to  that, 
many  of  the  fishing  boats  were  destroyed 
by  stonus,  and,  generally,  fishing  in  the 
sea  was  a  failure.   Under  tlieee  cscettia- 
stanees,  a  movement  was  set  on  foot  for 
the  relief  of  the  peo^e,  paitienlarly  flf 
the  Island  <rf  Lewis.  SubMoriptioiui  v«re 
collected,  not  only  in  the  distoiots  thent- 
selves,  but  an  appeal  was  made  to  the 
Cities  of  Edinburgh  and  Qlasgow  and 
elsewhere.    It  was  asserted,  by  a  depa- 
tation  from  Lewis,  that  the  amount  of 
destitution  there  was  much  greaterthan 
could  be  met  by  charitable  relief ;  and  tlie 
Committee  appointed  to  collect  subserip- 
tions  in  Olasgow  at  the  beginning  of 
the  year,  found  from  the  ap^ioaiioos 
made  to  it  from  all  parts  of  we  Higk- 
lands  that  it  -was  so  hopeless  to  cope 
with  tiie  distress  by  means  of  ptivate 
chaiitj,  that  it  addressed  a  Memorial  to 
the  Gtoveroment  for  extraordinazy  relief. 
Inthat  Mflmoiialtho  Qlasgow  Ouniuttee 
asserted  what  waa  corroborated  by  testi- 
mony from  all  parts  of  the  deetituto  dis- 
triots— that  the  distress  was  uneqaalled 
by  anything  wfai(^  had  occurred  since 
1846.   There  was  great  destitution,  not 
merely  in  Lewis,  in  Skye,  and  other 
Islands,  but,  to  a  certain  extent,  on  the 
mainland — in  Inverness,  Sutherland,  and 
Boss-shire.   The  destitution  had,  up  to 
the  present,  assumed  an  acute  phase  in 
certain  places  only ;  but  from  every  place 
there  oame  a  great  demand  for  seed.  The 
potato  crop  last  yearwas  a  total  failure^or 
almost  a  total  failure,  and  what  potatoes 
the  inhabitants  had  not  been  obliged  to 
oonsame  for  food  were  of  such  a  diasased 
character  as  to  be  of  no  use  fbr  seed. 
The  oat  crop  was  also  a  failure;  and  the 
object  with  which  he  inteoduced  the  ffiU 
was  to  iQoet  a  Tery  sad  emergmuij — an 
emei^ency  which  had  not  been  equalled 
in  the  history  of  the  Highlands  during 
the  last  40  years.    When,  a  few  years 
1^0,  great  destitution  prevailed  in  Ire- 
land, the  Conservative  Qovemment  of 
the  day  passed  an  Act  enabling  loans  to 
be  made  to  the  destitute  tenants,  in  order 
Uiat  they  would  be  able  to  procure  seed. 
They  knew  that  the  results  of  that  Act 
had  not  been  very  encouraging;  hut 
this  Bill,  while  baaed  on  the  same 
general  principle^  was  Tssy  diffiBiMit 
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in  detail.  They  proposed  that  under 
this  Bill  interest  should  bo  (barged, 
vhile  the  loans  in  the  case  of  Ire- 
land were  made  witliout  interest.  In 
the  present  caae  the  advance  was  limited 
in  extont,  and  it  was  proposed  that  it 
shoold  be  made  to  the  parish  on  security 
which  was  absolutely  undoubted.  He 
thought  he  was  perfectly  safe  in  eayinv 
that  any  loan  made  under  this  Bill  would 
be  absolutely  certain  of  repayment.  The 
^Mistanoe  proposed  to  be  given  was  in 
the  shape  of  loan.  It  was  to  be  given 
to  the  parish  on  the  application  of  the 
Parochial  Board,  and  with  the  sanction 
of  the  Board  of  Saperrieion.  The  Paro- 
chial Boards  were  to  have  the  power  of 
givioff  small  loane  not  excee^ng  £6, 
and  we  loans  were  to  be  limited  to  the 
case  of  tenants  under  £15.  There  had 
been  one  or  two  hon.  MMnbers  who 
took  objeotion  to  this  proposal — his  hon. 
JTriend  the  Member  for  Falkirk  (Ur. 
IBamsay),  for  aample,  who  appamntly 
held  that  the  assisiaiioe  should  oe  rather 
by  way  of  gift.  That  was  a  proposal  to 
whioh,  however,  he  was  a&aid  that  Go- 
vernment would  not  agree.  It  might  be 
said  that  the  sum  of  money  was  so  small 
that  it  might  easily  be  borrowed  from 
private  Companies.  He  quite  admitted 
that  such  machinery  might  be  put  in 
force  if  there  were  time.  It  was  now  the 
6th  of  March,  and  seed-time  was  just 
upon  them.  It  might  be  said  that  the 
landowners  might  make  the  necessary 
advances.  It  must  be  remembered  that 
the  proprietors  were  often  life-renters, 
and  that  they  could  not  safely  make  such 
advances  witliout  special  legislation.  It 
seemed  to  him  &at  there  could  be  no  pos- 
sible objeotion  on  principle  to  making 
advances  to  tenants  for  the  purpose  ol 
enabling  them  to  tide  over  an  extraordi- 
nary crista.  It  appeared  to  him  there  was 
no  difference  in  principle  between  the 
advances  he  recommended  and  advances 
to  a  landowner  for  the  purpose  of  em- 
abling  him  to  effect  improvements,  or 
to  a  munidpality  or  school  board  for 
educational  and  sanitary  purposes.  The 
object  was  quite  as  laudable  in  the 
one  case  as  in  the  other,  ["  Divide !  "] 
He  should  not  have  trespassed  upon  the 
House  where  it  not  for  the  extr«ne 
xa^tmey  of  the  matter.  There  were  but 
few  days  during  which  any  relief  coald 
be  given ;  and  what  be  was  afraid  of  was 
that  unless  reUef  be  given  immediatol;^, 
unless  these  men  be  enabled  to  plant  their 


^ound,  the  same  thing  would  happen 
as  happened  in  ltt46 ;  they  would  find 
themselves,  at  the  end  of  this  season, 
drifting  into  a  state  of  ohronio  paupaxiam» 
such  as  existed  formerly  for  five  years, 
and  which  would  neoessitato  an  expendi- 
ture of  paUio  money  much  move  Ibrmt- 
dabld  in  amount  turn  that  now  asked 
for.  The  amount  asked  to  be  advanced 
was  a  mere  bagatelle  contrasted  with  the 
amount  which  that  Houee  wasted  upon 
infinitely  less  important  objects.  He 
would  repeat  that  his  object  was  to 
prevent  the  Highlands  drifting  into  the 
state  into  which  they  drifted  in  1846, 
and  he  believed  that  might  be  done  by 
making  small  advances  promptly.  He 
thought  the  principle  upon  which  this 
proposal  was  based  had  been  admitted 
on  both  sides  of  the  Honaa  in  1880,  and 
he  ther^ore  moved  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Dr.  Cameron,) 

8iB  B.  ASSHETON  OBOSS  said,  be 
did  not  propose  to  enter  into  the  merite 
of  this  Bill  now,  for  it  was  one  whioh  it 
was  quite  impossible  to  discuss  at  that 
lime  of  night  (l.'ld).  He  entirely  sym- 
pathized with  the  object  of  the  hon. 
Member ;  but  he  felt  bound  to  say, 
speaking  from  his  knowledge  of  their 
oharactor,  that  the  Scotch  people  were 
quite  able  to  take  care  of  themaeLves. 
But,  however  that  might  be,  Uie  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill  would  require  very 
grave'  consideration,  and  he  begged  to 
move  that  the  debate  be  adjoumM. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed. 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned.*' 
—{8*r£.  Auhtton  Creu.) 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QITEB  (Mr.  Childbbs)  said,  he  hoped 
the  hon.  Member  (Dr.  Cameron)  would 
consent  to  the  Motion,  as  he  thought  the 
Bill  could  not  be  adequately  discussed 
at  that  hour. 

8iB  EDWAED  COLBBBOOKE  said, 
he  was  not  so  much  concerned  for  the 
amount  involved  as  for  the  principle  of 
the  Bill,  for  it  proposed  mat  money 
should  be  advanced  without  any  security, 
and  probably,  in  man^  cases,  without 
any  prospect  of  its  being  repaid.  He 
reganted  this  as  a  very  snious  qnestion, 
and  he  was  anxions  to  have  toe  debate 
adjourned  in  order  that  the  Uoremment 
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might  lay  before  the  House  any  infor- 
mation they  possessed  which  would  jne- 
iify  a  Bill  of  this  kind.  Such  a  measure 
ought  to  be  a  Ministerial  measure,  and 
Bhoald  not  be  brought  in  by  a  private 
Member  without  any  assurance  irom  the 
Government  that  they  would  help  the 
Bill  through. 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  thought 
this  so  important  a  matter— not  as  far 
as  the  amount  of  money  iuTolved  was 
oonoemed  as  in  regard  to  the  principle 
— that  if  the  Government  favoured  the 
proposal,  as  he  understood  they  did, 
they  ought  to  introduce  aBill  themselves. 

The  OHANOELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  OaiLBEBs)  snid.  the  Go- 
vernment were  usually  guided  in  such 
matters  as  this  by  precedent.  The  Seed 
Loans  Bill  for  Iruand  was  not  brought 
in  by  the  Government,  but  by  a  private 
Member ;  and  the  present  Bill  was  for 
a  very  much  smaller  amount,  upon 
totally  different  security.  He  did  not 
think  it  would  be  possible  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  adopt  the  hoit.  Member's 
suggestion ;  but  me  question  should  be 
considered  in  the  light  of  experience. 

Db.  OAMERON  said,  that,  in  view  of 
the  appeal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
it  would  bo  absurd  for  him  to  attempt 
to  press  the  Bill  now  ;  but  he  wished  to 
urge  the  necessity  for  whatever  was  to 
bo  done  being  done  at  onco.  If  nothing 
was  to  be  done  in  the  next  few  dajs,  it 
would  bo  better  to  reject  the  Bill  at 
once,  and  so  let  the  country  know  ex* 
actly  how  the  matter  stood. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 


PUBLIC  HOUSE  UOENSINO  OOMMITTBES 

Oq  Motion  of  Mr.  Daksas,  Bill  to  remove 
the  disabilities  of  Magistrate!  who  are  ^?iiare- 
holders  in  Bailways  from  sitting  on  Public 
House  Liceiuiiig  Committeis,  ordtrei  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Barrax,  Mr.  Hbket  H. 
Fowler,  and  Mr.  Jacksow. 

Bill  jwMM(0ri,and  road  thofirat  time.  [  Bill  1 1 0.  ] 

OLEBICiX  DISABtUTIES  (HOUSS  OF 
OOUMONS)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Roundell,  Bill  to  remove 
the  disabilities  affecting  the  eligibility  of  per- 
sons in  Holy  Orders  to  sit  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  ordtred  to  bo  brought  in  by  Mr. 
BowDiLL,  Mr.  Ltox  Platpair,  Sir  Gabribl 
GouixET,  Ur.  Thorold  Roobrb,  and  Mr. 
Grboort. 

BiIlj)rM«iM,andread  the  flxBt  time.  {Billlll.] 
House  adjourned  at  Two  o*dook. 
Sii  Kdward  Coubrooka 


HOUSE    OF  L0KD8, 
TuMday,        Martht  1883. 


MIXUTES.]— SsLBCi  CoMUiTTEE  ttppoinied— 

Land  Law  (Ireland). 
PuBuo  Bills — FirU  JI«Mljiy  —  Ooasdidated 

Fond,  &0.  (Permanent  Charges  Bcdemption) 

Act  (I87S)  Amoodment*  (18). 
Second  Rending — Payment  of  Wages  in  Pablic-' 

houses  Prohibition  (1). 

SOUTH  AFRICA— THE  TRANSVAAJ^ 

QUESTIOir. 

Lord  BEABOUENE,  iu  calling  at- 
tention to  tiie  Answer  (j^ven  by  the 
noble  Earl  the  Seoretary  of  State  for 
the  Oolonies  the  other  night  to  a  Ques- 
tion respecting  the  employment  of  dyna- 
mite in  the  Transvaal,  asked  whether 
the  territory  of  tho  Chief  Mapoeh,  in- 
stead of  being  in  the  interior  of  the 
Transvaal,  as  stated  by  the  noble  Carl, 
was  one  of  the  neai-est,  if  not  the  nearest, 
territory  to  the  civilized  part  of  that 
country  ;  whether,  with  reference  to  the 
I'efusal  of  Mnpoch  to  pay  taxes,  it  was  not 
the  fact  that  none  of  the  Kaffir  Chiefs 
paid  their  taxes  until  the  end  of  the 
war,  whereas  Mapoch  had  always  ex- 
pressed his  readiness  to  pay  any  tax 
that  might  be  imposed  upon  him  by  the 
British  Government;  and  whether,  eo 
far  from  being  unfriendly  to  the  British 
Government,  he  had  not  sent  a  large 
contingent  to  help  in  the  British  expedi- 
tion against  Secocoeni? 

The  Eahl  of  DEEBT,  in  reply,  said, 
that  he  had  accurately  answered  the 
Question  put  to  him  by  the  noble  Lord 
the  other  night,  when  he  referred  to  tho 
situation  of  the  territory  of  tho  Chiof 
Mapoch  in  tho  Transvaal,  and  when  he 
stated  that  Mapoch  refused  to  pay  taxes 
to  tho  British  Government.  It  was 
quite  true — though  ho  was  not  aware  of 
the  fact  the  other  night — that  this  Chief 
at  an  earlier  period,  when  the  expedi- 
tion was  undertaken  aeainst  Secocoeni, 
had  helped  the  British  Forces  with  a 
contingent  of  hi?  own,  and  that  he  was 
BO  far  friendly.  But  he  beUeved  there 
was  no  doubt  as  to  the  refused  to  pay 
taxes.  He  could  not  say  what  the  ouer 
Chiefs  had  dtme. 
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PATMEKT  OF  WAGES  IN  PUBLIC. 
HOUSES  PEOHIBITION  BILL.-(No.  1.) 
{Thi  Earl  Stanhope.) 
SEOOND  BEADIKO. 

Order  of  the  Bay  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

Eabl  stanhope,  in  moTing  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said, 
that  it  was  a  custom  among  persons  en- 
gaged in  bnckyards,  dockyards,  ship- 
building yards,  and  duatyards,  to  have 
their  wages  paid  in  public-houses.  This 
w^as  a  most  pernicious  custom,  and  one 
that  ought  to  be  prohibited.  It  seemed 
rery  natural  that  if  wages  were  paid  over 
a  bar-counter  the  men  should  spend  the 
money  they  received  in  drink.  They 
were  induced  to  do  so  in  treating  their 
companions;  and  they  were  driven  to 
do  so,  as  it  was  called,  for  the  good  of 
the  house.  One  glass  led  to  another, 
and  another,  and  thus  both  health  and 
vagea  were  frittered  away,  and  no  monepr 
was  taken  home  to  their  wives  and  fami- 
lies. In  the  poorer  parts  of  London 
women  were  frequently  seen  waiting 
outside  the  gin-pafaces  to  take  their  hus- 
bands home,  and  to  get  thein  away  with 
sufficient  money  to  keep  a  roof  over  their 
heads,  and  to  save  their  families  from 
starvation.  Yet  it  was  said  that  this 
Bill  was  not  based  upon  the  observation 
of  facts,  and  that  the  inherent  liberty  of 
the  subject  was  interfered  with  by  it. 
Compulsory  vaccination,  which  prevented 
the  spread  of  small-pox,  and  the  oom- 
pulsoty  registration  of  births  and  deaths, 
which  was  highly  conducive  to  the  pre- 
servation of  infant  life,  were  in  one 
sense  an  interference  with  the  liberty  of 
the  sabject.  Again,  the  more  recently 
sanctioned  Education  Act  for  the  pur- 
pose of  providing  education  for  the 
children  of  the  poor  in  England,  in  order 
that  this  countiy  might  not  be  behind 
Germany,  and  other  States,  was  in  the 
same  sense  an  interference  with  personal 
liberty.  Besides  the  temptation  offered 
to  drink  by  the  payment  of  wages  in 
public-houses,  many  instances  had  been 
brought  to  his  notice  of  the  quantity  of 
money  actually  thrown  away  on  such 
occasions  in  public-houses.  Indeed,  he 
had  heard  of  as  much  as  £7  or  £6  being 

Kicked  up  on  the  closing  of  a  public- 
0U86,  the  men  having  become  unable, 
through  drink,  to  discriminate  between 
gold  and  copper.    Many  of  tho  poorj 


people  also  got  bo  intoxicated  on  the 
Saturday  night  that  they  were  unable 
to  leave  the  public-house,  and  remained 
shut  up  there  daring  &e  whole  of 
Sunday.  There  was  another  argument 
urged  agunst  the  Bill,  which  was  that 
there  was  no  necessity  for  it,  inasmuoh 
as  the  Trades  Unions  did  not  more  in 
the  matter,  which  they  would  do  if  the 
people  desired  it.  If  they  did,  the 
power  of  combination  among  the  work- 
ing classes  was  so  strong  that  it  could 
secure  the  object  in  view  without  the 
necessity  of  legislation.  But  the  multi" 
plicity  of  employments  and  trades  ren- 
dered that  impossible.  He  would  venture 
to  say,  however,  that  if  a  pUbUeite  of 
the  wives  of  the  working  classes  could 
be  taken  they  would  all  vote  against  the 
payment  of  wages  in  public-houses,  and 
a  great  many  of  their  husbands  would 
do  the  same.  The  noble  and  learned 
Lord  who  had  given  Notice  of  opposition 
to  the  Bill  made  a  clever  and  amusing 
speech  at  the  Westminster  Palace  Hotel, 
on  the  29th  November  last,  at  a  meeting 
of  the  liberty  and  Property  Defence 
League.   He  used  these  words — 

"The next  thing — koA  apoD  niy  word  thoy 
ought  to  ho  ashamed  to  brine  this  forward— la 
that  wages  are  not  to  he  paid  ia  public-housoa. 
He  ftlt  inclined  to  propose  as  an  aaditional  pro- 
Tision  that  if  thore  are  any  small  boya  who  re- 
ceive wapids  they  should  not  be  paid  in  oakeshopa 
because,  he  supposed,  the  object  of  this  prortsion 
was  that  the  men  would  he  tempted  to  speod  their 
wages  in  a  puhlic-hoose,  and  umilar  reasooiog 
wiU  apply  to  the  small  hoys." 

That,  no  doubt,  might  be  a  strictly  legal 
analogy,  but  it  was  not  a  practical  ana- 
logy, as  the  result  of  the  two  practices 
was  so  different.  He  had  heard  that 
when  a  pastrycook  took  an  apprentice, 
the  first  thing  he  did  was  to  givo  him  a 
surfeit  of  buns  and  tarts,  of  which  he  got 
so  heartily  tired  that  ever  after  he  had  a 
lively  dreadof  confectionery  and  refrained 
from  touching  the  stock-in-trade ;  but  it 
was  quite  different  with  respect  to  the 
use  of  alcoholic  beverages,  inasmuch  as 
one  drink,  instead  of  creating  a  nausea, 
rather  stimulated  the  appetite  for  moro, 
and  the  appetite  grew  until  it  became  an 
intolerable  evil  that  could  not  be  ro- 
pressed.  The  Committee  of  their  Lord- 
ships' House  on  Intemperance  in  1878 
and  1879,  reported  that— 

**  Almost  all  the  witneeeea  concurred  in  ex- 
prcssiog  their  belief  that  by  far  tho  greatest 
amount  of  drialdiig  and  of  drunkenness  oc- 
cnrrcd  on  Saturday  nights,  that  being  the  day 
on  which  wages  are  usually  paid." 
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An  argumenli  used  against  the  Bill  was 
that  it  was  anew  proposal ;  but,  in  fact, 
it  was  only  an  elargement  of  the  exist- 
ing law.  The  Mines  Begulation  Act 
prohibited  the  payment  of  miners*  wages 
in  public-houses,  and  in  Ireland  nobody 
ooiud,  under  a  Statute  of  Geoi^e  III., 
be  paid  in  any  public-house.  That  was 
a  most  beneficial  provision.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  recently  sanc- 
tt<med  the  same  principle  by  prohibiting 
the  payment  of  Army  pensioners  in 
public-houses.  It  was  also  contrary  to 
the  Militia  Acts  to  pay  mtlittamen  in 
publio-houses.  His  noble  Belatire  who 
represented  the  Home  Office  (the  Earl 
of  Bosebery)  had  expressed  his  oonoar- 
renoe  with  the  principle  of  the  Bill ;  but 
he  hoped  that  he  would  this  year  go 
further  and  give  it  his  support.  The 
noble  Earl  concluded  by  moving  the 
second  reading  of  the  BiU. 

Mated,  "ThattheBillbenovieadS'." 
— (714«  JSarl  Stanhope.) 

Lord  BKAMWELL,  in  moving  that 
the  BiU  be  read  a  second  time  tlwt  day 
six  months,  said,  it  was  with  great  re- 
luotance  he  vose  to  address  their  Lord- 
Bhi|i8.  If  this  was  a  question  of  law, 
their  Lordships  might  listen  to  him  in 
the  belief  that  he  ought  at  least  to  know 
something  about  it.  He  was  afraid, 
however,  there  was  a  disposition  to  think 
that  he  who  had  a  sort  of  title  to  speak 
on  one  subject  ought  to  be  silent  on 
all  others.  He  wished,  notwithstanding, 
to  express  his  opinion  that  this  was  a 
most  mischievous  proposal.  He  asked 
the  House  to  consider  what  it  was. 
It  was  this—that  no  matter  how  con- 
venient it  might  be  to  the  man  who 
paid  and  the  man  who  received  that 
wages  should  be  paid  in  a  public-house, 
and  no  matter  how  inconvenient  it  might 
be  that  wages  should  be  paid  elsewhere, 
their  Lfwdships  were  called  upon  to 
enact  under  a  penalty  that  they  should 
not  be  paid  thore.  There  was  in  this 
proposal  no  means  of  getting  rid  of  that 
penalty.  They  were  asked  to  lay  down 
the  hard  line  that  the  thing  should  not  be 
done,  and  that  too  without  giving  any 
power  to  anyone  in  any  case  to  permit 
such  payment.  Now,  before  they  took 
that  course,  he  would  ask  if  the  House 
bad  before  it  the  materials  on  which  it 
could  base  an  alteration  of  the  law  in 
the  way  proposed?  It  was  said  that 
when  wages  wen  paid  in  pnbUc'houses 

Earl  Sttmhope 


great  inconvenienoes  took  plaoe.  That 
might  be  so ;  but  did  they  know  that 
they  were  not  counter-balanced  by  the 
inconveniences  which  would  resnlt  from 
such  a  law  as  that  proposed?  When 
men  received  their  wages  in  the  pnblio- 
house,  they  were  at  least  under  snelter ; 
but  enact  this  law,  and  they  would  have  to 
stand  outside  a  shed,  whoever  the  rain, 
hail,  sleet,  or  snow.  At  present,  they  and 
the  persons  who  paid  tnsmooidd  go  into 
the  pnblio-house,  which  was  coavMient 
to  all.  If  the  question  before  the  House 
were,  as  the  noble  Earl  p«t  it,  vheUier 
the  practice  of  paying  wages  in  pubUe- 
houses  was  a  good  one,  then  there  oonld 
be  no  two  opinions  on  the  subjeot.  It 
must  be  admitted  by  evearyone  thai  some 
misdiief  would  result.     He  believed 
that  no  considerate  master  would  desire 
to  pay  wages  in  a  public-house,  and  no 
prudent  workman  would  desire  to  re- 
oetve  them  therein.  He  was  quite  willing 
to  go  that  length ;  but  the  question  be- 
fore their  Lorcbhipswas  not  as  to  whether 
the  practice  was  a  good  one.  What  tbej 
had  to  consider  was  whether  it  would  be 
convenient,  or  whether  it  would  be  in- 
convenient, that  there  should  be  a  posi- 
tive prohibition  of  wages  being  paid  in 
a  publio-hoose ;  or,  rather,  whether 
Uiey  had  the  materials  for  forming  an 
opinion  thereon  ?  No  one  was  better 
quainted  than  he  was  with  the  misohiefo 
that  arose  through  drink ;  he  had  noticed 
in  the  calendars  Uiat  twice  the  number 
of  crimes,  exclusive  of  oases  of  fraud, 
in  which  there  was  no  element  of  vio- 
lence, were  committed  on  Saturday,  the 
day  on  which  the  wages  were  paid  and 
spent,  as  upon  any  other  day  in  tJic 
week.    Nay,  he  believed  that  if  they 
took  away  the  charges  into  whkh  drank- 
enness  did  not  enter  as  an  element, 
the  number  of  offences  committed  on 
Saturday  were  thrice  as  many  as  co 
any  other  day  in  the  week ;  so  that  he 
had  formulated  his  experience  tbns— 
Saturday,  wages  day ;  drink  day ;  crime 
day.    He  was  fully  sennble  of  that,  but 
that  was  not  the  question  before  the 
House.   AVhat  they  had  to  consider  was 
whether  they  would  lay  down  a  rule  in 
the  way  they  were  invited  to  do,  and 
with  no  more  materials  than  had  been 
o£fered  to  them.    He  asked  their  Lord- 
ships not  to  do  that  ?  But,  further, 
what  was  the  object  of  the  Bill  ?  Was 
it  to  tempt  the  men  to  keep  away 
from  the  public-house,  to  protect  grown 
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np  men  as  if  they  were  children  from 
themselves  ?  He  could  not  but  ex- 
press some  surprise  at  what  had  fallen 
nom  the  noble  Earl.  He  said  that 
oompulBory  Taooination,  which  was  an 
interference  with  the  liberty  of  the 
subject,  was,  nererthelesa,  sanctioned 
by  the  State  beoeuiBe  of  the  good  it  did 
in  {preventing  the  spread  ox  unall-pox, 
as  if  that  justified  the  interference  of 
the  State  in  the  manner  in  which  a  man 
arriTed  at  full  years  of  diacretion  made 
uee  of  his  time  and  money.  There  was 
no  analogy  between  the  two  eases.  If 
there  was  one  exception  to  a  rule  which 
worked  well,  that  was  no  reason  they 
should  create  a  second  exception  to  it. 
Such  an  argument  as  that  would  seem 
to  show  that  rules  were  made  for  the  pur- 
pose of  having  exception  taken  to  them. 
This  country  was  me  most  prosperous 
in  the  world.  The  people  bad.  more 
wealth,  more  comfort,  and  more  happi- 
ness than  tiie  people  of  any  other  coun- 
try he  knew.  If  he  were  asked  how 
that  had  been  brought  about,  he  would 
aay  that  it  was  beoftuse  the  people  had 
been  left  to  themselves  and  had  not  been 
'worried  by  Qovemment,  and  he  objected 
to  that  state  of  things  being  altered.  It 
was  true,  the  Trades  Union  Oongresshad 
approved  the  Bill,  and  the  opinion  of 
that  body  was  entitled  to  great  respect ; 
but  it  should  be  remembered  that  it  re- 
presented skilled  labour,  while  the  people 
who  were  paid  in  pubUc-houses  were 
unskilled  labourers,  a  class  who  were 
not  represented  on  the  Congress.  At 
the  same  gathering,  by-the-bye,  the  na- 
tionalization of  the  land  was  recom- 
mended. He  wondered  whether  the 
noble  Earl  would  some  day  bring  that 
recommendation  before  their  Lordships. 
To  pass  the  Bill  would  be  to  take  nnneoes- 
fliurily  a  step  in  the  dark,  and  he  there- 
fore begged  to  move  that  the  measure  be 
read  a  second  time  that  day  six  months. 

Amendm  en t  moMf?,  to  leave  out  (  "  no w" ) 
and  add  at  the  end  of  the  Motion  ("  this 
day  six  montJia.") — (Tkf  Lord  Bramwell.) 

Thb  Eakl  or  SHAFTESBTJEY  said, 
that  he  was  in  some  measure  the  author 
of  the  Bill  before  their  Lordships,  for  in 
1842,  when  dealing  with  the  subject  of 
the  employment  of  women  and  children 
in  mines  and  collieries,  he  proposed  that 
no  wages  should  be  paid  in  places  where 
intoxioatbig  drinks  were  sold,  and  the 
proposal  waaoarried  through  both  Houses 

YOL-  OOLXXVI,  [thibd  seeibs.] 


by  acclamation.  The  hostility  shown  to 
the  present  Bill  was  due  to  the  move- 
ment of  a  new  society,  called  "  The 
liberty  and  Property  Defence  League." 
He  now  looked  upon  the  action  of  diat 
society  with  much  alarm ;  and  he  felt 
convinced  that  if  their  Lo^sbips  shoidd 
reject  the  measure  they  would  be  taking 
the  first  step  in  a  career  which  would 
result  in  a  reversal  of  that  policy  which, 
during  the  last  50  years,  had  done  so 
much  for  the  amelioration  of  the  condi- 
tion of  the  working  classes.  The  noble 
and  learned  Lord  had  spoken  as  if  that 
was  the  first  time  that  such  a  measure 
as  the  one  now  before  them  had  been 
proposed.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
principle  <rf  the  Bill  had  been  before 
the  public  for  40  years,  and  had  been 
affirmed  by  Parliament  in  1842  and  1872. 
That  being  so,  it  was  now  far  too  late 
for  their  Lordships  to  question  the  prin- 
oiple.  They  must  adduce  facts.  But  the 
various  Inspectors  of  general  industries 
who  had  seen  the  principle  enforced  de- 
sired to  see  it  applied  through  the  length 
and  breadth  of  the  land.  There  were 
thousands  of  people  who  were  just  as 
incapable  as  children  of  defending  them- 
selves against  the  dangers  attending  the 

Eresont  practice  of  paying  wages  in  pub- 
o-houses.  The  Missionaries  of  the  City 
of  London  Mission — and  the^  could  have 
no  better  authority— gave  it  as  their 
opinion  that  the  practice  was  hurtful  in 
every  way,  and  led  to  drunkenness  and 
every  form  of  crime  that  followed  in  the 
train  of  drunkenness.  Many  foremen,  it 
should  be  remembered,  were  part-owners 
of  public-houses,  and  themen  under  them 
were  compelled  to  choose  between  ac- 
cepting payment  in  a  public-house  and 
being  sent  to  the  rightabout.  He  did 
not  speak  of  the  lu^e  employers  of 
labour;  they  had  seen  the  duty  and 
benefit  of  saving  their  people  from  such 
temptation.  lAbonrers  in  dockyards— 
not  Her  Majesty's  Dockyards,  but  those 
yards  where  mercantile  ships  were  laden 
and  nnladen—were  oftra  subjected  to 
pressure  of  thai  kind.  These  were  a  very 
numerous  class,  and  their  employment 
was  precarious,  depending  on  the  arrival 
of  ships  and  the  weather.  When  the 
demand  was  brisk,  they  got  or  30<. 
a  week.  When  trade  was  not  brisk, 
when  no  ships  were  coming  in,  or  when 
the  weather  was  adverse,  they  made 
nothing  at  all.  A  clergyman,  a  uiend  of 
his,  who  had  the  la^st  number  of  this 
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class  under  his  ohai^  of  anj  clergyman 
in  London,  told  him  that  their  average 
earnings  throughout  the  year  were  not 
more  uian  9*.  a  week.  "Was  he  to  be 
told  that  these  men,  when  so  many 
others  were  ready  to  take  their  places, 
could  for  a  moment  refuse  to  go  into  a 
public-house  to  receive  their  wages,  in 
which  publio-house  they  were  oftentimes 
made  to  drink  during  many  hours  before 
wages  were  paid  ?  It  was  in  defence 
of  these  men  that  he  begged  their  Lord- 
ships to  read  this  Bill  a  second  time. 
The  principle  of  the  l^slation  of  the 
last  Half-oentury  was  that  of  defending 
the  weak  against  the  strong ;  and  he  im- 
plored their  Lordships  not  to  depart  now 
from  that  principle,  which  had  been  pro- 
ductive of  flo  much  good,  and  which  had 
done  so  much  honour  to  the  nation.  They 
were  told  that  they  were  constantly  in- 
terfering with  the  liberty  of  tibe  subject. 
Well,  if  they  did  interfere,  it  was  no 
longer  matter  of  experiment,  but  a 
proof  that  it  was  to  the  benefit  of  the 
nation.  The  noble  Lord,  in  bis  speech 
at  the  Westminster  Hotel,  thought  he 
had  found  an  admirable  illustration  in 
the  case  of  the  payment  of  the  wages  of 
boys  in  sweetmeat  shops.  If  they  could 
prove  that  that  practice  had  led  to  such 
evils  asthose  which  this  Bill  was  intended 
to  meet,  he  would  support  a  measure  to 
put  it  down.  Tolmti  nen  Jit  injuria.  If  this 
was  an  interference  with  the  liberty  of 
the  working  man,  it  was  one  which  the 
working  man  would  heartily  welcome.  If 
they  took  a  walk  through  the  distriots 
which  these  people  inhabited  they  would 
find  tiiat  seren-tenths  of  the  men  and 
every  one  of  the  women  would  cry  out  in 
the  name  of  GtoA  to  give  them  this  legis- 
lation. He  was  certain  it  would  confer 
an  inestimable  benefit  upon  them.  If 
the  House  of  Lords  were  to  throw  out  a 
measure  of  this  kind,  which  these  people 
considered  necessary  for  their  happiness, 
the  country  would  deeply  regret  it.  He 
hoped  their  Lordships  would  give  a 
second  reading  to  this  Bill,  which,  in  his 
conscience,  he  believed  to  be  demanded 
alike  by  the  law  of  God  and  the  welfare 
of  the  people. 

Thb  Marquess  of  LAN8D0WNE 
&aid,  it  was  impossible  to  listen  to  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Earl  who  had  just 
sat  down  without  bein^  impressed  with 
his  earnestness  and  without  approving 
the  object  he  had  in  view.  But  the  ob- 
ject of  the  noble  Earl  was  one  thing, 

The  £arl  of  Shafteihw^ 


and  the  means  by  which  he  wished  to 
carry  out  that  object  was  another.  This 
Bill  was  a  sample  of  a  kind  of  legida- 
tion  of  which  th^  had  had  of  late 
years  a  good  deal,  but  which  Parliament 
should  view  with  feelings  of  the  greatest 
distrust.  They  were  asked  to  protect 
people  perfecUy  well  able  to  protect 
themselves.  Some  members  of  a  par- 
ticular class  were  in  the  habit  of  taking 
advantage  of  the  payment  of  wages  in 
public-houses  on  Saturday  afternoons  in 
order  to  prove  themselves  thriftless  and 
intemperate;  and,  therefore,  the  noble 
Earl  proposed  to  put  the  whole  of  that 
dass  into  leadi^-strings.  They  were 
described  in  the  Bill  as  "  working  men, 
labourers,  journeymen  artificers,  handi- 
craftsmen,'* and  BO  on.  Why,  these  were 
the  persons  who  at  present  had  the  Pbj> 
liamentaiy  franchise  in  boroughs,  and  in 
a  short  time,  he  joresumed,  would  have 
it  in  counties.  They  were  the  men  to 
whose  arbitrament  the  control  of  our 
national  finanoes,  as  well  as  questions  of 
peace  and  war  and  other  great  issues, 
would  be  entrusted ;  and  yet  the  noble 
Earl  (Earl  Stanhope!  told  their  Lord- 
ships that  they  were  not  to  be  trusted 
witliin  sight  of  a  quart  pot,  or  within 
earshot  of  a  beer  engine.  No  doubt  this 
kind  of  interference  with  personal  liberty 
was  sometimes  unavoidable.  The  noble 
Earl  gave  two  instances,  unfortunately 
chosen — those  of  national  education  and 
vaccination.  But  surely  the  case  for  in- 
terference in  respect  of  these  stood  upon 
very  different  ground.  If  there  were  no 
such  interference  in  tiie  case  of  educa- 
tion, we  should  have  had  a  whole  gene- 
ration growing  up  in  ignoranoe ;  and  if 
there  were  no  interference  with  regard  to 
vaccination,  it  would  be  a  matter  of  cer- 
tainty that  small-pox  would  spread  over 
the  commuDity.  Such  interference  pro- 
perly took  place  where  the  physical 
health  or  moral  welfare  of  the  great 
mass  of  the  community  was  conoemed ; 
but  that  had  not  been  shown  to  be  the 
case  in  the  present  instance.  In  his  opi- 
nion, there  were  three  conditions  which 
ought  to  be  fulfilled  before  interferenoe 
of  this  kind  was  resorted  to.  The  first 
condition  was  that  it  should  be  demon- 
strated that  there  was  an  OTenrhehning 
necessity  for  interference;  the  secono, 
that  the  interference  would  be  efi^setoal ; 
and  the  third,  that  the  inconvemence 
occasioned  by  it  should  not  outweigh  the 
advantages  whieh  mig^  reenlt  His 
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noble  Friend  h&d  dearly  &Ued  to  make 
out  that  in  this  case  those  conditions 
were  fiilfilled.  He  had  given  their  Lord- 
ships* House  some  Tagne  sti^eiiients  as 
to  Saturday  afternoon  drinkiiig ;  but  it 
did  not  follow  that  the  Bill  would  stop 
Saturday  afternoon  driiiking.  What  was 
to  present  men  going  to  drink  at  public- 
houses  after  they  had  received  their 
wages  in  some  other  buildings — very 
likely  next  door  to,  or,  at  any  rate*  in 
the  seme  street  as,  the  public-house  ? 
It  was  possible  that  a  small  increase 
of  sobriety  might  result  irom  the  pass- 
ing of  the  BiU ;  but  it  was  notorious 
tlMt  a  great  number  of  persons  would 
be  put  to  the  greatest  possible  inoon- 
Temenoe,  as  publio-houses  often  were 
the  <»ily  places  where  the  men  oould  rest 
and  get  refireshment  after  their  week's 
work.  He  hoped  that  it  would  not  be 
supposed  (hat  he  was  not  in  favour  of 
temperance.  On  the  contrary,  he  be- 
lieved the  great  temperance  movement 
now  abroad  in  the  country  was  produc- 
ing a  large  amount  of  good  ;  but  he  dis- 
believed in  these  Acts  of  grandmotherly 
solicitude  intended  to  make  people  do 
what  they  ought  to  do  for  themselves. 
It  was  not  by  such  legislation  they  would 
make  persons  thrifty  or  temperate.  He 
should  hope  a  great  deal  more  from  the 
effects  of  education,  &om  affording  the 
working  classes  opportunities  for  invest- 
ing their  savings,  and,  above  all,  from 
providing  for  them  cheerful  amusements 
not  at  present  within  their  reach.  He 
should  regret  any  legislation  which 
would  strengthen  the  impresuon  that  it 
was  the  business  of  Farhament  to  do  for 
the  peo|de  what  the  people  ought  to  do 
for  tiiemselves. 

Loan  STANLEY  op  ALDiattLEY 
said,  the  noble  Marquees  who  had  just 
sat  down  said  that  under  this  Bill  work- 
men who  had  been  paid  their  wages 
could  still  go  into  a  neighbouring  pabHo- 
house.  In  that  case,  however,  it  would 
be  a  voluntary  act,  and  we,  tho  sup- 
p(»teirB  of  this  Bill,  wanted  liberty,  and 
that  no  man  should  be  compelled  to 
^  into  a  public-house.  If,  as  had 
Been  said,  it  rained  or  snoweii  outside^ 
and  the  publican  provided  a  warm 
room  for  the  workmen  whilst  they 
were  waiting  for  tlwir  wages,  it  was 
human  nature  that  tiiey  should  feel 
bound  to  make  a  ntnm  for  this  hos- 
pitalitpf,  and  order  something  for  the 
good  of  the  house.  Thore  was  anothor 


cause  which  led  to  the  workmen  having 
to  wait  a  long  time  while  tiieir  wages 
were  being  paid,  and  that  was  that  tiie 
Department  of  tho  Oovemment  which 
looked  after  the  Mint  did  not  take  care 
to  provide  a  suffident  supply  of  small 
silver  coinage.  The  noble  and  learned 
Lord  (Lord  Bramwell),  who  opposed  the 
Bill,  liad  referred  to  the  amount  of 
drunkenness  and  crime  which  accom- 
panied Saturday  pay  days  ;  and  he  had 
said  that  this  Bill  only  provided  for 
navvies  and  such  like  labourers,  who 
did  not  belong  to  trade  unions.  Well, 
those  were  the  very  men  who  most  re- 
quired the  protection  which  this  Bill 
would  give  them ;  and  a  Circular  had 
been  sent  round  to  their  Lordships  by 
the  opponents  of  the  Bill,  to  the  effect 
that  it  showed  distrust  of  the  wage- 
winners;  but  their  own  wives  knew 
them  best,  and  all  of  them  would  ask 
their  Lordships  to  pass  this  BiU. 

Lord  BBAB0UBN£  observed,  that, 
whatever  abstract  reasons  there  might 
be  in  favour  of  the  measure,  the  prac- 
tical inconvenience  of  abolishing  the 
custom  of  paying  wages  in  public- houses 
ought  to  be  considered.  In  his  opinion, 
there  was  something  of  a  mehuicholy 
character  in  the  speech  which  the  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Shaftesbury)  had  made, 
because  it  meant  that  after  the  many 
years  spent  by  the  Legislature  in  pro- 
moting education  and  other  means  to 
improve  the  masses,  they  were  still  in 
such  a  miserable  and  hopeless  condition 
that  they  were  unable  to  protect  th«u- 
selves  f^fain•t  the  tyranny  of  foremen 
or  the  deogns  of  publicans.  This  Bill 
mi^ht  be  alittle  step ;  but  if  they  went 
on  m  the  direction  indicated  by  its  pro- 
visions, the  end  would  he  that  all  uieir 
liberties  would  be  gone,  and  that  no 
one  could  make  a  bargain  without  being 
watohed  by  a  Government  Inspector. 
Such  legislation  was  quite  foreign  to  all 
old-fashioned  ideas  of  English  liberty; 
and,  as  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Lansdowne)  had  pointed  out, 
this  Bill  would  not  be  effectual.  If  there 
were  foremen  who  obliged  the  men  under 
them  to  spend  their  wages  in  particular 
public-houses  in  which  they  had  an  in- 
terest, what  was  to  prevent  them  exer- 
cising their  authority  in  the  same  way, 
even  though  the  wages  were  not  paid  in 
the  public-house  itself?  They  miglU 
simply  pay  the  wages  in  the  open  air,  or 
in  some  room  near  to  the  panlio-hoose, 
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unless,  indeed,  u  a  consequence  of  this 
Bill,  they  summoned  the  men  to  some 

Slace  conTenient  to  themselves,  but  at  a 
istance  from  the  men's  own  homes, 
trhere  the  temptation  might  still  be  at 
hand.  It  was  impossible  to  prevent 
people  from  carrying  oat  their  business 
in  a  manner  most  convenient  to  them- 
selves. They  prayed  daily  that  they 
should  not  be  led  into  temptation ;  but 
some  people  in  these  modem  days  wished 
to  do  away  with  temptation  altogether, 
instead  of  elevating  the  moral  condition 
of  man  so  as  to  enable  him  to  resist  it. 
This  was  an  impossibility,  and  those 
attempts  at  what  had  been  well  called 
grandmotherly  legislation  would  be 
found  not  only  inconvenient,  but  unpa- 
latable  to  the  very  people  for  whom  it 
was  intended. 

LoBD  GOTTESIiOS  said,  that  many 
murbinj^men  altogether  declined  to  enter 
a  pubho-faoose  except  when  the  master 
compelled  them  to  do  so  in  order  to  re- 
ceive their  wages.  That  was  a  most 
arbitrary  act  on  the  part  of  the  master, 
and  he  doubted  whether  it  was  strictly 
legal.  He  hoped  the  Bill  would  be  read 
a  second  time,  as  its  principle  was  sound 
and  good ;  but  its  provisions,  if  too 
stringent,  might  be  altered  in  Com- 
mittee. He  gave  Notice  of  his  intention 
to  move  an  Amendment  in  Oommittee  in 
order  to  allow  publicans  to  pay  their 
own  servants  in  their  own  houses. 

The  Easl  of  E08EBERT  said,  he 
found  himself  in  a  difficult  position  with 
regard  to  this  measure;  but  if  there  was  no 
one  who  took  a  more  unfavourable  view 
of  this  Bill  than  he  did,  it  would  not  be 
in  much  dai^er.  An  appml  had  been 
made  to  the  Government  for  more  sup- 
port Uian  they  had  been  able  to  give  to 
the  Bill  last  year.  As  far  as  he  knew, 
the  Government  had  not  changed  their 
attitude  towards  the  principle  of  the 
Bill  since  it  was  before  the  House  a 
year  ago.  They  always  regarded  mea- 
sures of  this  character,  and  this  par- 
ticular measure,  as  being  useful,  if  not 
very  extended  in  their  scope ;  but  they 
had  not  thought  it  their  duty  to  become 
the  promoters  of  the  Bill,  or  to  take  an 
active  part  in  pushing  it  through.  His 
noble  Relative  (Earl  Stanhope)  had  re- 
ferred to  the  few  observations  which  he 
(the  Earl  of  Eosebery)  had  made  last 
year  with  regard  to  this  Bill;  and  he 
was  not  disposed  to  qu^i^  them,  or  to 
express  any  diflferent  opimon,  notwith- 

Zord  Srahourn* 


standing  all  the  philosophical  speedies 
they  had  heard  this  evening.   The  pros- 

Eeots  of  his  noble  Eelative's  Bill  were 
etter  than  might  be  expected,  although 
the  occasion  had  been  taken  advanti^ge 
of  for  the  purpose  of  fleshing  Uie  maiden 
sword  of  the  Liberty  andProperty  Defence 
League,  and  for  displaying  the  prowess 
of  *£at  body.  He  really  did  not  see,  in 
spite  of  that  attack,  and  of  all  the  argu- 
ments they  had  heard  on  this  occasion, 
what  had  occurred  particularly  to  alter 
the  attitude  of  this  House  with  respect 
to  this  Bill  since  last  year.  "What  oc- 
curred last  year?  His  noble  Eelative 
had  given  ample  opportunity  to  this 
House  to  discuss  and  consider  this  BilL 
It  had  passed  this  House  without  a  dis- 
sentient voice.  So  imanimously  had  it 
passed,  that  one  little  mild  sentence  of  cri- 
ticism and  regret  whidi  had  fallen  from 
himself  was  tne  only  sound  which  broke 
the  general  niurmur  of  approval  in  this 
House.  If  there  was  one  thin^  on  which 
he  thought  their  LOTdships  might  justly 
pride  themselves,  it  was  that  this  House 
was  not  a  changeable  Assembly.  It  was 
not  an  Assembly  that  might  be  opposed 
to  one  set  of  principles  one  year  and  to 
another  set  another ;  and,  therefore,  this 
was  an  opportunity  of  preserving  a  con- 
sistency of  feeling  and  action  which  was 
denied  to  what  was  euphemistically 
called  "  another  place."  He  wanted  to 
ask  what  would  be  the  attitude  of  this 
House  if,  having  passed  this  Bill  with- 
out a  single  comment,  with  the  one 
trifling  exception  to  which  he  had 
alluded,  they  were  to  change  their  opi- 
nion and  reject  the  Bill  upon  which 
they  had  not  even  bestowed  criticaam 
last  year?  There  was  only  one  thing 
which  had  occurred  to  change  the  atti- 
tude of  this  House  since  the  Bill  was 
passed  last  year.  That  was  the  forma- 
tion of  the  Liberty  and  Property  Defence 
League,  and  he  could  not  honestly  think 
that  that  was  a  sufficiently  serious  reason 
for  depriving  the  promoters  of  the  BUI 
and  the  working  classes  of  the  benefits 
which  it  would  confer.  He  confessed 
that  his  sympathy  with  his  noble  Eela- 
tive in  regard  to  this  measure  was  not 
quite  so  strong  as  perhaps  it  ought  to 
be.  He  sympathized  very  much  with 
what  had  fallen  from  his  noble  Friend 
(Lord  Brabourne),  when  he  said  that 
after  all  they  had  done  to  raise  the  social 
condition  of  working  men,  it  did  seem  a 
little  humiliating  Aathis  noble  Belatire 
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should  hare  come  for\7ard  with  measures 
of  this  kind  to  secure  the  working  men 
from  the  temptations  of  tbepublic-houee. 
It  was  quite  true  that  the  working  men 
should  be  superior  to  those  temptations, 
and  it  had  been  observed  bj  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  (Lord  Bramwell) 
that  the  trade  unions  ought  to  have 
power  to  suppress  this  trafiBc.  Well, 
they  had  power  as  regarded  skilled  arti- 
zans,  but  this  Bill  was  not  in  defence  of 
skilled artizans.  Thatwaswheretheargu- 
ment  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  and 
those  who  had  supported  him  was  wrong. 
It  was  not  the  skilled  artizans  that  the 
Bill  was  intended  to  help;  it  was  the 
humble  classes  of  unskilled  labourers 
who  had  no  trade  unions.  He  had 
been  delighted  to  hear  the  speeches 
that  had  been  made  ;  but  it  would  have 
given  him  gi'eater  pleasure  if  they  had 
had  somewhat  more  definite  and  de- 
tailed information.   

Tee  Marqubsb  oi-  SALISBUBT: 
Hear,  hear ! 

Thb  Eabl  op  KOSEBERY,  continu- 
ing, said,  he  was  glad  to  hear  that  cheer 
from  the  noble  Marquess,  and  he  could 
assure  him  that  any  oontributions  of 
statistics  from  him  would  be  welcome  to 
the  Qoremment.  He  would  now  bring 
his  little  contribution  of  information  to 
the  House,  and  that,  he  ventured  to  say, 
was  worth  all  the  philosophical  argu- 
ments of  the  noble  Xord.  He  had  re- 
ceived a  letter  from  a  labourer  near  Sit- 
tin^boume  describing  the  manner  in 
which  brickmakers  werepaid  their  wages. 
The  letter  was  vouched  for  by  a  Member 
of  Parliament  in  whom  he  had  the 
fullest  confidence.  Itstated  that  thebrick- 
makers  worked  in  gangs  of  from  four  to 
ten.  One  received  the  orders  from  the 
foreman,  and  kept  account  of  the  work 
done  by  his  gang  during  the  week. 
When  Saturday  came,  one  man  went  to 
the  office  and  took  the  whole  of  the 
money  to  his  gang,  sometimes  receiving  ; 
it  in  gold  and  silver,  and  sometimes  in 
notes,  and  it  was  taken  to  the  public- 
house  for  the  purpose  of  paying  the 
wages.  The  first  thing  was  to  get 
change,  and,  of  course,  every  man  was 
expected  to  drink  something,  and  some 
of  them  had  as  much  as  three  pints  while 
the  change^^was  being  obtained;  and, 
having  reached  the  "don't  care  mood," 
many  of  them  got  drunk  before  they 
left  the  house.  In  other  cases,  the 
pablioan  kept  a  record  of  the  drink 


supplied  to  the  men  during  week, 
and  deducted  the  amount  before  the 
wages  were  paid,  the  wages  being  thus 
hypothecated  to  pay  for  drink.  Facts 
like  these,  relating  to  men  who  had  no 
power  of  combination,  and  who  worked 
in  comparative  isolation,  were  worth  all 
the  highly  strung  phrases  they  had 
heard  that  night.  He  would  now  give 
them  another  piece  of  practical  informa- 
tion. When  this  Bill  passed  their  Lord- 
ship's House  last  year,  it  went  down  to 
the  other  House,  and  was  taken  charge 
of  by  Mr.  Broadhurst,  whom  he  con- 
sidered quite  as  good  a  Bepresentativeof 
the  feelings  of  his  class  as  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  opposite.  Mr.  Broad- 
hurst received  a  letter,  not  from  a  work- 
ing man,  but  from  the  Chief  Constable  of 
a  Northern  ci^,  who  wrote — 

"  Pray  press  on  your  BUI  and  pasa  it  aa  soon 
as  possible.  No  greator  boon  could  be  given  to 
the  public  than  thia  Bill.  Its  effect  would  be 
to  suppress  a  number  of  public-houBeB,  which 
practically  live  on  the  system  which  this  Bill 
oondemna." 

These  and  other  facts,  although  not  so 
extended  as  he  might  wish  them  to  be, 
pointed  most  overwhelmingly  in  fkvour 
of  the  x>ftssing  of  this  Bill;  and  he 
thought  that  unless  facts  of  a  weightier 
character  than  mere  abstract  aivuments 
were  brought  forward  against  &e  Bill, 
Her  Majesty's  Qovemment  had  a  right 
to  preserve  the  attitude  of  benevolent 
neutrality,  which  was  in  accordance  with 
their  declarations  last  year. 

Thb  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  said, 
the  difference,  as  it  appeared  to  him,  be- 
tween their  situation  last  year  and  this 
year  was,  that  last  year  the  question  was 
not  debated  at  all,  while  this  year  an 
interesting  and  instructive  debate  had 
taken  place  upon  it ;  and  he  confessed 
the  impression  on  his  mind  was  that 
the  House  was  not  sufficiently  informed 
to  proceed  with  legislation  upon  this 
subject.  The  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  ' 
Eosebery)  had  spoken  of  the  attitude 
of  the  Government  as  one  of  benevolent 
neutrality ;  but  he  would  rather  call  the 
noble  Earl's  oritidsm  a.  drench  of  iced 
water,  and  that  was  all  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  been  able  to 
contribute  towards  the  discussion  of  this 
Bill.  This  did  not  seem  to  him  a  very 
suitable  mode  of  dealing  with  a  subject 
of  great  importance.  Either  the  Govern- 
ment must  have  some  strong  reason  for 
passing  this  BiU,  or  the^  ought  not  to 
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paBB  it.  In  support  of  the  Bill,  the  noble 
Earl  had  said  that  a  great  number  of 
public-houses  would  be  suppressed  — 
that  was  to  say,  that  a  considerable 
number  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects  would 
be  deprived  of  the  livelihood  that  they 
now  gained ;  but  they  were  the  persons 
probably  who  would  be  least  inconve- 
nienced by  the  vieasure.  It  was  ad- 
mitted that  the  large  employers  of 
labour  would  not  be  affected  by  the  Bill. 
It  was  the  small  employers  of  labour 
who  could  not  provide  pay  offices,  and 
who  could  not  conveniently  pay  their 
men  anywhere  else  than  in  the  public- 
house,  who  would  be  affected  by  it.  Had 
they  a  right  to  inflict  a  great  loss  and 
inconvenience  upon  unknown  numbers 
of  people  in  various  parts  of  the  country, 
and  in  various  trades,  without  having 
made  any  inquiry  whatever  to  ascertain 
what  was  the  precise  nature  of  the  opera- 
tion which  they  were  performing,  and 
what  was  the  precise  extent  of  the  in- 
convenience which  they  would  cause  ? 
This  seemed  to  him  exceedingly  rash 
and  hasty  legislation.  The  noble  Earl 
(the  Earl  of  Bosebery)  had  read  a  letter 
from  Sittingboume,  upon  which  his  case 
was  apparently  based ;  but  that  letter 
showed  the  kind  of  random  statistics  on 
which  they  were  proceeding,  for  the 
letter,  if  he  understood  it  right,  referred 
to  a  case  where  wages  were  not  paid  in 
the  public-house  at  all,  but  at  a  place 
near  the  public-house.  Supposing  the 
evil  was  as  great  as  the  supporters  of 
the  Bill  said  it  was — supposing  it  was 
an  evil  calling  for  legidative  interfer- 
ence, should  they  not  ta^e  sufficient  mea- 
sures of  inquiry  to  ascertain  whether  the 
provisions  of  this  Bill  would  meet  the 
evil  in  the  right  way  ?  Were  they  sure 
that  the  measure  would  have  any  effec- 
tive or  beneficial  operation  at  all  ?  Was 
it  founded  upon  a  sufficient  knowledge 
of  the  facts  ?  Had  they  a  right  to  strike 
in  upon  an  unknown  number  of  persons 
and  trades,  and  inflict  an  amount  of  in- 
jury which  they  were  wholly  unable  to 
calculate  without  having  some  official  in- 
Tostigation  into  the  facts  upon  which  their 
legiuAtion  was  to  be  baaed  ?  Upon  that 
ground  alone  he  should  certainly  be 
unable  to  assent  to  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill.  But  he  was  not  so  entirely 
indifferent  to  the  abstract  arguments 
upon  which  the  noble  Earl  had  poured 
his  contempt.  It  was  said  that  the  priu- 
ciple  involved  was  known  to  the  law. 


They  had  interfered  on  other  occamons 
with  the  liberty  of  the  subject ;  and, 
therefore,  because  they  had  done  it  by 
way  of  exception  in  the  past,  they  were 
never  to  plead  the  liberty  of  the  sub- 
ject as  a  thing  which  Parliament  ought 
to  consider.  They  had,  he  dared  say, 
rightly  interfered  in  the  past,  on  grave 
cause  being  shown,  with  the  liberty 
of  the  subject ;  but  tiiat  was  not  the 
slightest  j  ustification  for  interfering  now, 
unless  there  was  a  proved  case,  and  a 
proved  benefit  to  be  obtained  thereby. 
Undoubtedly,  they  might  carry  to  bigotiy 
the  dogmas  which  the  Liberty  and  Pro- 
perty Defence  League  was  iiutitotod  to 
defend,  lliey  might  lay  down  the  rule 
too  absolutely  that  they  must  never  in- 
terfere with  the  liberty  of  the  subject; 
but  that  did  not  diminish  the  importance 
of  the  great  principle  of  allowing  every 
man  to  take  care  of  himself,  so  long  ai 
he  did  not  interfere  with  the  welfare  of 
his  neighbour.  Language  of  the  most 
exaggerated  character  had  been  used  in 
this  debate.  The  case  of  these  men  had 
been  talked  of  as  a  thraldom.  It  was  a 
thraldom  to  the  extent  that  they  were 
put  within  sight  of  beer,  and  it  was  left  to 
them  whether  they  should  drink  it  or  not. 
He  should  be  sorry  to  believe  that  it  had 
come  to  this — that  they  had  to  interfere 
by  Parliamentary  action  to  prevnt 
grown  men  from  yielding  to  the  tempta- 
tion to  get  drunk.  But  if  they  were 
resolved  to  do  this— if  it  appeared  neces- 
sary that  for  high  considerations  of  the 
public  we^  they  ought  to  disr^ard  those 
essential  principles  of  liberty  on  which 
their  whole  polity  and  prosperity  were 
founded,  at  all  events  they  ought  to  doit 
after  careful,  deliberate,  and  snfficaetit 
inquiry. 

Eabl  GRANVILLE  said,  that  all  his 
sympathies  were  with  the  general  prin- 
ciples laid  down  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  (Lord  Bramwell)  who  opposed  the 
Bill ;  and  he  was  not  disposed  to  sneer 
at  what  had  been  called  the  philosophic 
character  of  his  remarks.  He  agreed 
with  the  general  principle  that  there 
ought  not  to  be  undue  interference  with 
t^e  liberty  of  individuals  capable  of  pro- 
tecting themselves.  Tkey  wwe  warned 
— ana  it  was  often  a  wise  waming^not 
to  take  tibe  first  step ;  and  Uie  nolue  and 
learned  Lord  seemed  to  regard  this  as  ■ 
first  step.  But  it  was  rather  late  in  tiie 
day  to  talk  of  first  steps— it  appeared  to 
him  the  first  st^  had  been  taken  long 
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ago.  Taednation  and  education  were 
spoken  of;  but  all  these  were  questions 
of  degree.  Ab  it  had  been  statedj  with 
regard  to  mines,  employers  were  pre- 
vented from  paying  the  wages  of  miners 
in  publio-houses.  Parliament,  in  amend- 
ing the  truck  syatom,  had  soriouely  in- 
terred with  liberty  of  contract  between 
grown-up  persona;  and  it  had  rightly 
done  this  on  account  of  the  abuses  which 
grew  up  in  a  system  capable,  if  properly 
conducted,  of  conferring  great  benefits 
on  working  people,  by  securing  them  a 
better  quantity  of  goods  at  cheaper  rates 
than  were  otherwise  obtainable.  There 
was  no  such  advantage  in  the  payment  of 
wages  at  publio-houses;  and  the  case 
against  it  waa  very  much  stronger.  It 
was  a  most  extraordinary  warning  that 
they  ought  not  to  be  rash  on  the  present 
occasion.  The  Bill  passed  the  second 
reading  last  year ;  and  if  it  were  not  rabh 
to  pass  it  then,  how  could  it  be  more 
rash  for  their  Lordships  now,  after  a 
year's  reflection,  to  take  the  same 
course  ?  For  his  own  part,  he  con- 
fessed he  was  not  violently  in  love 
with  the  measure ;  but  still  its  advan- 
tages appeared  obvious,  and  it  was  a 
very  strong  point  that  it  was  desired  by 
the  labouring  olaases,  to  whom  it  parti- 
cularly applied,  that  it  should  pass. 

said,  he  was  unwill- 
ing to  give  a  silent  vote  on  this  measure. 
In  tiie  first  place,  he  agreed  with  the 
noble  Earl  opposite  that  ttiat  House  was 
free  to  take  what  course  it  pleased  this 
year,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  last 
year  the  Bill  passed  almost  tub  nlentio. 
He  did  not  like  the  Bill  last  year,  and 
he  did  not  like  it  this  year  ;  but  still,  on 
reflection,  it  appeared  to  him  that  it 
would  be  a  matter  of  regret  if  it  were 
rejected  on  the  second  reading.  He  dis- 
liked, as  much  as  any  of  their  Lord- 
ships could,  leg^lation  which  went  to 
reatrain  freedom  of  contract,  or  any  ar- 
rangements which  employers  and  em- 
ployed might  make  with  each  other. 
He  looked  with  much  jealousy  on  a 
meeaure  of  this  kind,  and  his  first  im- 
pulae  waa  to  oppose  it ;  but  it  should  be 
borne  in  mind  that  they  were  asked  to 
deal  with  ^acea  which  stood  in  an  ex- 
ceptional pontion.  Fublic-houses  were 
licensed  by  the  State,  and  they  could 
not  exist  without  the  licence  of  the 
State.  This  was  part  of  the  legislation 
of  the  country ;  and,  therefore,  he  held 
the  ^tiatQ  hfid  «  perfect  rie;ht  W 


that  the  places  which  it  licensed  for  the 
sale  of  intoxicating  liquors,  were  properly 
used  for  legitimate  purposes,  and  that 
they  wer«  not  used  for  purposes  which 
could  lead  to  any  public  injury  or  dis- 
advantage. He  thought  this  was  part 
and  parcel  of  the  conditions  under  which 
houses  of  this  kind  received  a  licence 
from  the  State.  Therefore,  if  their  Lord- 
ships found  a  public-house  was  used  for 
a  purpose  which  was  not  legitimately  a 
purpose  for  which  the  place  was  licensed, 
and  which,  in  itself,  caused  a  publio 
evil,  he  maintained  that  they  had  a  per- 
fect right  to  say  that  a  public-house 
should  not  be  used  for  such  a  purpose. 
For  instance,  there  was  the  question  as 
to  how  far  public-houses  were  to  be  used 
for  particular  purposes  at  election  times. 
He  did  not  wish  to  prejudge  the  ques- 
tion ;  but  no  one  disputed  that  it  was  a 
legitimate  subject  for  legislation  if  an 
evil  were  seen  to  arise.  As  to  this  par- 
ticular measure,  he  said  it  was  clear 
that  the  humble  class  of  labourers  to 
whom  it  applied  were  bound  hand  and 
foot,  and  that  they  must,  under  the  ex- 
isting system,  go  to  the  public- house  to 
receive  their  wages.  He  agreed  that 
working  men  ought  not  to  be  placed  in 
that  position.  The  wages  should  be  paid 
elsewhere,  and  the  public-house  should 
not  be  used  for  the  purpose.  It  had 
been  urged  that,  although  the  men  went 
to  a  public-house,  the^  might,  neverthe- 
lesB,  abstain  from  taking  liquor.  "Well, 
a  great  deal  of  the  virtues  of  many  of 
themselves  depended  on  the  absence  of 
temptation  ;  and  if  they  mechanically 
brought  people  face  to  face  with  temp- 
tation, they  were  doing  a  thing  which 
waa  wrong,  and  which  ought,  if  pos- 
sible, to  be  avoided.  He  thought  the 
Bill  would  do  a  great  deal  of  good  by 
preventing  the  continuance  of  the  pre- 
sent system.  He  was  aware  of  the 
danger  of  legislation  of  this  kind ;  but 
still,  speaking  for  himself,  he  thought 
the  arguments  in  favour  of  the  second 
reading  were  stronger  than  the  argu- 
ments against  it. 

On  Question,  That  ("now")  stand  part 
of  the  Motion  ?  Their  Lordships  divided : 
—Contents  58;  Not-Contents  20:  Ma- 
jority 38, 
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Bill  read  2*  aocordinglr,  and  eommiiUi 
to  a  Oommittee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
Tuetday  next. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND). 
UOTION  FOB  A  8BLECT  OOHlflTTEE. 

Thz  Eabl  of  DONOUQHUOBE,  in 
rising  to  moTe — 

"  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed,  to 
continue  the  inquiiy,  commenced  by  the  Select 
Committee  of  last  Session,  into  the  working  of 
recent  legislation  in  reference  to  land  in  Ire- 
land and  its  effect  upon  the  condition  of  the 
coontr^/* 


said,  he  did  not  thhik  it  would  be  necet- 
suy  for  him  to  trouble  their  LozdshipB 
\rith  manj  remarks  in  reference  to  the 
Motion,  as  it  was  simply  to  reriTO  the 
Committee  of  last  Session.  The  Com* 
mittee  had  already  published  two  Be- 
porta  of  a  considerable  quantity  of  evi- 
deace ;  but  the  subject  was  a  very  wide 
one,  and  the  Beports  coold  hardly  at  the 
present  moment  be  called  complete,  aa 
there  were  statements  made  about  pro- 
perty daring  the  last  Sitting  of  Ute 
Committee,  which  could,  perhaps,  be  re- 
futed by  other  statements.  Hewas  bound 
to  confess  that  it  was  a  matter  of  sur- 
prise to  him  that  there  should  be  any 
opposition  to  the  re-constitution  of  diis 
Committee  on  the  part  of  the  Goram- 
ment,  because  last  year,  when  Her  XCsr 
jesty's  Government  opposed  the  Ooai- 
mittee,  they  said  it  was  not  opposed  on 
the  grounds  of  its  constitution,  but  be- 
cause it  was  inopportune.  The  worlc  of 
the  Committee,  so  far  as  he  knew,  was 
Tery  satisfactory,  and  enoomiums  had 
been  passed  upon  it,  he  b^eved,  by 
certain  Members  of  the  GoTemmeat. 
The  Beport  had  also  been  of  great  ser- 
rice  to  them  in  that  House,  since  it  had 
enabled  noble  Lords  opposite  to  meet 
the  arguments  of  their  opponents.  He 
would,  therefore,  move  that  it  be  re- 
appointed. 

Moved,  "Hat  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  continue  the  inqtuiy,  commenced  by 
the  Select  Committee  of  last  Session,  into  Um 
working  of  recent  legislation  in  reference  to 
land  in  Ireland  and  its  effect  upon  the  condition 
of  the  country," — {The  Earl  of  Donoughmort.) 

LoBD  OABUNGFOBD  (Lobo  Pbttt 
Seal)  said,  the  noble  Lord  was  quite 
right  as  to  the  position  which  the  Govern- 
ment took  in  Uiis  matter.  If  his  noble 
Friend  had  used  formidable  arguments 
in  favour  of  his  Motion  he  did  not  know 
tiiat  he  should  have  felt  himself  bound 
to  answer  them,  because  the  GoTemment 
treated  the  Motion  as  littie  more  than 
a  matter  of  form.  His  only  ohjeot  in 
rising  was  to  say  that  the  Government 
maintained  the  same  position  on  the 
matter  as  they  took  last  year — that  they 
were  not  convinced  of  tiie  necesei^,  or 
the  utility,  or  the  public  advantage  of 
this  Oommittee.  But  the  matter  had  al- 
ready been  decided  against  the  Gorem- 
ment,  and  they  oflfered  no  oppoaitioa  to 
the  renewal  of  &oee  inquiries  now,  joat 
as  they  were  renewed  last  year  after  an 
adjournment  of  the  Bonae.  Iherefiue^ 
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on  behalf  of  tbe  Oorernment,  he  wished 
to  say  that  they  were  no  ptuiies  to  the 
Oommittee,  though  they  did  nofe  wish  to 
divide  the  Houee  upon  it. 

Lord  DENMAN  said,  he  could  not 
eee  any  use  in  again  appointing  this 
Oommittee,  because  their  Lordsbipa' 
House  had  already  before  them  all  the 
evidence  that  was  necessary  in  order  to 
oome  to  a  proper  decision  on  the  working 
of  the  Land  Act.  It  was  quite  evident, 
from  die  eridence  of  Colonel  £ing-Har- 
znan  before  the  Select  Oommittee,  which 
lie  had  been  privileged  to  hear,  that 
the  poor  Irish  people  supposed  that  they 
ahonld  be  the  owners  of  the  land,  and 
should  pay  no  rent ;  therefore,  he  did  not 
see  the  use  of  going  into  tfae  matter  fur- 
ther. It  was  said  that  the  poor  people 
"kaew  no  better  ;  but  it  was  the  duty  of 
their  Lordships'  House  to  set  them  right 
on  the  point,  because  they  knew  that  if 
peasants  became  proprietors  of  land, 
they  would  expect  all  the  privileges  as 
to  rent,  in  case  of  non-occupation,  which 
landlords  were  legally  invested  with.  He, 
for  one,  could  not  see  the  use  of  allowing 
people  to  believe  that  they  could  borrow 
money  from  Parliament  to  buy  the  land 
when  they  had  no  capital  to  work  the 
land.  He  considered  the  opposition  in 
"  another  place  "  to  the  appointment  of 
the  Select  Committee  of  1682  an  entire 
waste  of  time;  because,  in  1839,  the 
Besoltttions  passed  by  this  House  by  the 
attack  of  Lord  Brougham,  although  car- 
ried by  a  large  majority,  made  no  im- 
ression  whatever  on  Viscount  Mel- 
onme,  the  Prime  Uinister,  nor  on  the 
House  of  Commons. 

Moticm  agregd  to. 

BEPRESEKTATIVE  PEERS  (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 

QUESTION.  OBSERVATIONS. 

The  Eabl  of  GALLOWAY  asked  the 
Lord  COianoellor  whether  he  would  post- 
pone the  second  reading  of  the  Bepre- 
amtative  Peers  (Scotland)  Bill  until  the 
middle  of  Apil,  for  die  oonvenienoe  of 
the  Sootcb  Peers  gtmendly  f  The  noble 
Earl  said,  he  did  not  think  tiie  request 
at  all  an  nnreaBonaUe  one,  as  a  number 
of  Scotch  Peers  could  not  conveniently 
be  here  until  after  Easter.  They  in 
Scotland  should  like  some  time  to  con- 
sider a  subject  of  this  kind,  and  there- 
five  he  hoped  the  noble  and  learned 
Sod  woqld  not  brin^  on  the  aaeond 


reading  of  this  Bill  sooner  tiian  Tues- 
day,  the  17th  April,  and  would  also,  in 
that  case,  give  an  assurance  that  the 
Committee  would  not  be  taken  sooner 
than  the  first  week  in  May.  The  Scotch 
Peers  generally  would  thank  the  noUe 
and  learned  £arl  very  much  if  he 
followed  that  course. 

The  LOBDCHANOELLOE  said,  that 
nobody  could  be  more  desirous  than  he 
was  to  consult  the  convenience  of  all 
their  Lcnrdships,  and  certainly  of  the 
Scotch  Peers  as  much  as  other  Members 
of  their  Lordships'  House,  on  a  subjeofe 
in  which  they  were  especially  interested. 
He  could  not,  however,  entirely  assent 
to  the  proposal  of  his  noble  Friend,  as 
to  taking  the  second  reading  on  the  17th 
April,  or  as  to  the  time  he  suggested 
for  the  Oommittee ;  but  it  appeared  to 
him  he  would  meet  the  views  of  his 
noble  Friend  if  he  said  he  would  not 
move  the  second  reading  until  after  Eas- 
ter. He  thought  it  would  be  reason- 
able that  he  should  move  it  on  an  early 
day  after  their  Lordships  met  again 
after  Easter,  which  date  he  did  not  at 
present  exactly  know;  and  if  Scottish 
Peers  did  not  think  it  worth  while  to 
oome  up  for  the  second  reading,  they 
would  have  an  opportunity  of  consider- 
ing the  measure  in  Oommittee,  which  he 
should  fix  at  a  reasonable  interval  after 
the  Booond  reading. 

Hoiue  adjourned  at  Seven  o'clock, 
to  Thuiflday  nex^  a  quarter 
pait  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE  OF  OOUUOKS, 
Tunday^  %ih  liwrehj  1883. 


MINUTES.]— PerpATB  Bills  (iy  Order)— Se. 
cond  Rtading^AMoA,  Dunfermline,  and  Kirk- 
caldy  Kailway,  debate  further  adjourned;  Bany 
Dock  and  Bailwaya,  dtbate  further  a^foumed  ; 
Exeter,  Teign  VaUey,  and  Chagford  Rail- 
way, ittatt  further  atf/ourned;  Hnll  and 
Lincohi  BaUmy,  debate  further  m^'eurHed; 
Oxford,  Ayleebtuy,  and  Metropolitan  Junc- 
tion .  Railway,  d^te  further  adjourned; 
SeaGeld  Dock  and  Railway,  debate  further 
mdfoumed;  Windsor,  Aaoot,  and  Aldershot 
Railway,  d^te  fivrthtr  a^jourtui. 


Digitized  by  Google 


mi   JUoa,2hmfsrmiinf,and      {OOIOCONS}    Xvietidjf  Mtukfa^  Hill.  1588 


— ^e«— 

ALLOA,  DUNFERMLINE,  AND  KIRK- 
CALDY RAILWAY  BILL  (iy  Ordn-). 

fiECOND  BEADING.     [aDJOTJBNED  DEBATE.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to  Ques- 
tion [27th  February],  "  That  the  Bill 
be  notr  read  a  second  time," 

And  which  Amendment  was,  to  leave 
out  the  word  "now,"  and  at  the  end  of 
the  Qneetiion  to  add  the  words  "  upon 
this  day  six  montha."~(  Jfr.  Cki^lin.) 

Question  again  proposed,  "That  the 
word  *  now  '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Debate  ntunud, 

Mb.  CHAMBEELAIN  said,  it  would 
be  in  the  recollection  of  the  House 
that  on  the  occasion  when  this  and  other 
Bills  were  last  before  the  House  the 
debate  was  adjourned  for  a  week ;  and 
he  was  asked,  on  behalf  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  after  opinion  whicli  had  been 
pretty  generally  expressed  in  the  House, 
if  he  would  see  whether  he  could  not 
make  some  proposal  in  the  matter  which 
should  be  fiatisfaotory  to  the  House. 
This  was  one  of  a  class  of  Bills  to  which 
objecHon  was  taken  on  the  ground  that 
it '  increased  the  rates  chaiged  upon 
certain  classes  of  agricultural  manures. 
On  the  merits  of  that  question  a  good 
deal  might  be  said  upon  both  sides ; 
but  he  did  not  propose  to  discuss  the 
matter  now.  Upon  one  point  there 
appeared  to  be  a  general  agreement — 
namely,  that  in  future  Bills  of  this 
kind,  proposing  an  alteration  of  rates, 
should  not,  as  in  the  past,  per  ineuriam, 
be  allowed  to  be  passed  without  the 
special  attention  of  the  Committee  to 
which  they  were  referred  being  directed 
to  them.  He  was  now  about  to  propose 
that  all  the  Bills  which  dealt  in  this  way 
with  agricultural  manures  should  be 
postponed  for  another  week;  and  he' did 
BO  in  order  that  the  House,  in  the  mean- 
time, might  have  an  opportunity  of  dis- 
cussing and  disposing  of  the  Motion 
which  stood  in  the  name  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  North 
Hants  (Mr.  Sclater-Booth)  for  a  new 
Standing  Order,  which  it  seemed  to  him 
(Mr.  Chamberlain)  would,  to  a  la^e 
extent,  meet  the  desire  generally  ex- 
pressed on  the  last  occasion  by  the 
Bonse~namely,  that — 


"In  tlL6  case  of  any  Bill  relating  to  a  Rail- 
way, Canal,  Dock,  Harbour,  Navigation,  Pier, 
or  Fort,  the  Committee  on  the  Bill  shall  conrider 
and  specially  report  on  any  Clansea  giving 
power  to  levy  tolls,  ratea,  or  duties  in  ezcM  m. 
thoae  already  authcoiaed  for  that  imdeitaking, 
or  usually  authorized  for  like  undertakings." 

Of  course,  it  would  be  impossiUe  to 
make  an  alteration  unless  the  attention 
of  the  Oranmittee  were  specially  directed 
to  the  matter.  But  he  thought  it  oon- 
renient  and  desirable,  while  he  accepted 
the  principle  of  this  proposal,  that  h» 
should  go  a  little  further.  On  the  last 
occasion,  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Sussex  (Mr.  Gregory)  suggested  that  the 
Board  of  Trade  should  be  instructed  to 
make  a  Beport.  He  (Mr.  Chamberlain) 
pointed  out  that,  at  one  time,  that  had 
been  the  practice;  but  it  had  been  al- 
lowed to  fall  into  desuetude,  because  so 
little  attention  was  paid  to  the  Reports 
when  they  were  made.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Sclater-Booth)  would 
propose  a  new  Standing  Order  in  the 
terms  in  which  he  originally  placed  it 
on  the  Paper,  and  by  which  he  provided 
that  the  Committee  should  make  a  Re- 
port to  the  House  stating  whether  any 
Report  relating  to  the  Bill  had  been 
referred  to  the  Committee,  and,  if  so,  in 
what  way  any  alteration  or  recommen- 
dation contained  in  such  Report  had 
been  dealt  with  by  the  Committee,  he 
(Mr.  Chamberlain)  would  undertake  that 
the  Board  of  Trade  should  make  a  Re- 
port in  each  case,  and  he  thought  that 
this  would  provide  a  satisfactory  solution 
of  the  difficulty.  It  would  be  perfectly 
useless  to  provide  that  any  Report  fur- 
nished by  the  Board  of  Trade  should  be 
dealt  with  by  the  Committee,  without 
insuring  that  after  it  had  been  dealt 
with  there  should  be  a  special  Report 
to  the  House.  Ho  should  support  the 
Standing  Order  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman ;  and  he  hoped  it  would  be 
accepted  by  the  House,  with  this  addi- 
tion— 

"That  no  Bill  by  or  under  which  power  it 
Bought  to  increase  or  vary  tolla  or  rates  already 
antborized,  or  to  be  aathoiiEod,  higbw  than 
those  sanctioned  by  previoos  legialation  shall 
be  read  a  seoond  time  until  a  Report  from  the 
Board  of  Trade  haa  been  laid  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House." 

If  the  House  were  pleased  to  aooept  the 
Standing  Order  with  that  addition,  he 
thought  they  might  then  very  well  allow 
these  Bills  to  go  to  a  seoond  reading, 
and  berefsned  tosOommittee  upataiin^ 
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accompftnied  by  that  InBtrnction.  In 
order  that  the  matter  might  be  properly 
discussed,  he  proposed  to  move  now  that 
the  adjourned  debate  upon  these  Bills 
be  farther  adjourned  until  that  day 
week. 

Motion  made*  and  Qaestion  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  further  adjourned 
till  Tuesday  next.  "—(Ifr.  Chimhrlain.) 

TisooDMT  FOLKESTONE  said,  that 
he  had  put  his  name  down  upon  the 
Paper  in  opposition  to  the  second  read- 
ing of  that  and  other  Bills  for  reasons 
wmch  he  had  mentioned  the  other  day. 
He  trusted  the  House  would  therefore 
permit  hitn  to  say  that  he  was  perfectly 
satisfied  with  the  propositions  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  ; 
but  he  should  hold  himself  permitted  to 
retain  his  Notice  of  Opposition  to  these 
Bills  upon  the  Paper  until  the  q^uestion 
of  the  new  Standing  Order,  about  to  be 
proposed  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  North  Hants  (Mr.  Sclater- 
Booth),  had  been  fully  discussed  by  the 
House ;  because  it  might  be  that,  after 
the  House  had  disouswd  that  question, 
the  provisions  of  the  Standing  Order 
might  not  be  altogether,  although  ho 
Loped  Uiey  wouhl  be,  satisfactory  to  the 
agricultural  community.  He  thwefore 
wished  to  Bay  that  he  was  perfectly 
aatiafied  with  the  proposition  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  that  the  discussion  upon 
these  Bills  should  be  postponed  for  a 
weelc.  He  understood  from  the  right 
hon.  GenUemau  that  he  did  not  propose 
that  these  Bills  should  now  be  read  a 
second  time,  but  that  they  should  be 
deferred  untU  a  future  date,  pending 
the  debate  upon  the  Standing  Order 
about  to  be  proposed  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  North  Hants. 

Mh.  JAMES  HOWAUD  said,  he  had 
listened  with  great  satisfaction  to  tiie 
concluding  remarks  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  (Mr.  Chamberlain) ;  but  he  wanted 
to  know  why  the  course  now  proposed 
was  not  adopted  by  the  Board  of  Trade 
last  year?  The  Board  of  Trade  was  sup- 
posed to  be  the  guardians  of  the  publio 
interests,  and  not  the  guardians  of  the 
interests  of  the  Bailway  Companies.  No 
leas  than  11  Bills  passed  through  the 
House  last  year,  containing  clauses  of  a 
eimilor  obj  eiNiopaUe  ohftraoter  with  those 


now  proposed.  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  stated,  last  week,  that 
there  was  no  precedent  for  opposing 
these  Bills ;  but  he  failed  to  show  the 
House  that,  although  there  might  have 
been  no  precedent,  there  was  no  reason 
for  opposing  them  ;  it  was  certainly  not 
in  the  interests  of  the  publio  that  such 
Bills  should  be  passed.  There  was  no 
doubt  that  the  Bills  introduced  last 
year  slipped  through  the  House  without 
the  agricultural  interest  beioff  folly  in- 
formed of  their  nature.  Thwe  was, 
however,  one  Bill  which  waa  oppoMd,  and 
that  was  the  Great  North  of  Scotland 
Bailway  Bill.  Ho  had  taken  it  on  him- 
self to  move  the  rejection  of  that  mea- 
sure, but  be  failed  to  carry  the  House 
with  him  on  that  occasion  ;  and,  as  far 
as  he  was  personally  ooncemed,  he  was 
very  thankful  that  the  Bill  had  to  bo 
referred  to  the  judgment  of  "  another 
place."  There  could  bo  no  question 
that  these  objeoticmable  dauses,  when 
introduced  by  a  new  Company,  wore 
backed  up  by  the  big  Bailway  Com- 
auies ;  otherwise,  how  was  the  fact  to 
e  accounted  for  that  tiie  Lobbies  of  the 
House  of  Commons  were  swarming  last 
week  with  persons  connected  with  the 
lar^a  Bailway  Companies,  if  they  had 
no  interest  in  that  question  ?  Certainly, 
if  the  House  eave  its  consent  to  the 
enactment  of  uese  exceptional  powers 
in  the  case  of  new  Companies,  he  failed 
to  see  what  arguments  could  be  ad- 
duced for  rejecting  similar  provisions 
when  the  old  Companies  came  to  the 
House  and  asked  for  increased  powers. 

Mr.  SCLATEE- BOOTH  said,  he 
thought  the  House  was  greatly  indebted 
to  the  right  hon .  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Chamber- 
lain) for  the  readiness  he  had  displayed 
in  meeting  the  feeling  so  generally  ex- 
pressed last  week.  He  did  not  propose 
to  enter  upon  the  subject-matter  of  the 
debate,  because  he  considered  that  hon. 
Members  on  botii  aides  of  the  House 
were  now  agreed  that  something  ou^ht 
to  be  done  to  safeguard  the  puulic  in- 
terests in  relation  to  this  important 
matter.  But  he  thought  that  the  hon. 
MemberforBedfordshire  (Mr.  J.Howard) 
had  been  alittle  too  hard  upon  the  Board 
of  Trade,  because  the  House  itself  must 
accept  the  blame  and  responsibility  for 
not  having  hitherto  directed  its  legisla- 
tion in  the  channel  in  which  it  waa  now 
considered  desirable  to  see  it  directed. 
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Hitherto  Private  Bill  Committees  had 
been  in  Trant  of  special  directions,  and 
had  been  in  the  habit  of  taking  account 
only  of  the  cases  submitted  to  them  for 
decision  by  the  promoters  of  a  Bill  on 
the  one  side,  and  by  the  opponents  on 
the  other.  They  had  not  been  specially 
charged  by  the  House,  as  he  thought 
they  ought  to  be,  with  the  duty  of  having 
regard  to  the  public  interests  apart  itom 
any  case  which  might  be  submitted  to 
them  for  their  deoieion  from  any  par- 
ticular side.  It  was  in  order  to  core 
that  evil  that  he  had  proposed  that  the 
House  should  pass  a  Standing  Order, 
on  the  analogy  of  the  Standing  Order 
pasBod  at  his  instance  last  year,  with 
respect  to  Bills  and  sanitary  regula- 
tions. His  right  hon.  Friend  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade  now  pro- 
posed that  the  Bills  standiog  on  the 
Paper  should  be  deferred  for  a  week, 
in  order  that  that  Standing  Order  might 
be  discussed ;  and  his  right  hon.  Friend 
had  suggested  some  modification  and 
enlargement  of  the  Standing  Order  as 
he  (Mr.  Sclater-Booth)  had  placed  it  on 
the  Paper.  As  he  understood  his  right 
hon.  Friend's  Amendment,  it  would  fit 
in  better  with  the  form  of  the  Standing 
Order  as  he  (M.t.  Sclater-Booth)  had 
originally  proposed  it.  Personally,  he 
preferred  the  Order  as  it  tbs  origmally 
proposed,  and  he  had  modified  it  only 
on  xke  advice  of  the  Speaker's  Counsel, 
vho  thought  that  a  shorter  and  more 
condensed  form  of  words  would  answer 
the  purpose  better.  If  his  right  hon. 
Friend  would  allow  him,  he  would  place 
the  Standing  Order  on  the  Paper  as  he 
intended  to  move  it  on  Thursday.  He 
hoped  it  would  meet  the  difficulty,  and 
that  no  mischief  or  prejudice  would 
happen  to  tiie  promoters  of  these  Bills. 
Nobody  wanted  to  interfere  with  them, 
except  in  regard  to  this  particular  point. 
They  would  not  be  prejudiced  by  the 
delay,  and  when  the  question  came  on 
again  upon  that  day  week,  it  would  be 
found  that  the  matter  had  been  settled 
by  the  new  Standing  Order. 

Sib  GKOBOE  CAMPBELL  said,  that, 
whatever  might  be  the  result,  they  were 
all  glad  that  a  definite  mode  of  dealing 
with  this  important  matter  had  now 
been  arrived  at.  There  was,  however, 
one  objection  to  the  course  proposed, 
which  he  would  point  out  to  the  House. 
The  noble  Viscount  opposite  (Viscount 
Folkestone)  had  assented  to  the  proposed 

ifr.  Sclaltr-Beoih 


adjournment  of  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill,  in  order  that  the  question  in- 
volved in  the  Standing  Order  might  be 
discussed ;  but  the  noble  Viscount  in- 
timated that  he  would  not  withdraw  his 
opposition  unless  the  mode  to  be  decided 
upon  on  Thursday  for  dealing  with  the 
matter  was  satisfactory  to  himself.  If 
it  were  satisfactory,  then  the  noble 
Viscount  would  abstain  from  further  op- 
position, and  would  allow  these  Bills  to 
pass.  He  (Sir  George  Campbell)  conld 
only  say  that  the  Kirkcaldy  Bill  was  an 
import»it  Bill  in  the  interests  of  agri- 
culture in  that  part  of  the  oonntrj,  and 
he  was  sorry  it  was  to  be  delayed  for 
another  week  if  the  opposition  were 
then  to  be  renewed.  Of  course,  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  insisted  upon  a  fur- 
ther adjournment,  it  would  be  futile  to 
oppose  him. 

Viscount  FOLKESTONE  said,  he 
wished  to  be  allowed  to  explain.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Kirk- 
caldy (Sir  George  Campbell)  had  mis- 
understood bis  meaning.  He  had  under- 
stood the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Cham- 
berlain) exactly  as  the  hon.  Member  did 
himself;  and  all  he  (Viscount  Folke- 
stone) had  stated  was  that  he  should  not 
oppose  these  Bills,  if  the  proposition  of 
hiB  right  hon.  Friend  on  the  front  Oppo- 
sition Bench  (Mr.  Sclater-Booth)  was 
satisfactory  to  the  agricultural  com- 
munity. At  the  same  time,  he  proposed 
to  keep  his  Amendment  upon  the  Paper, 
until  he  knew  what  course  would  be 
taken  with  regard  to  his  right  hon. 
Friend's  propo^. 

Me.  J:  W.  BARCLAY  said,  he 
thought  the  proposal  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  was  a  step  in 
the  right  direction.  It  carried  out,  so  far, 
the  recommendation  of  the  Committee 
on  Railway  Rates,  &o.,  which  sat  last 
year,  and  which  called  the  attention  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  to  the  subject,  sug- 
gesting that  in  respect  of  Bills  of  that 
nature  the  Government  should  make 
some  Report  to  the  House.  He  wished 
to  remind  the  House  that  the  question 
was  not  only  one  of  rates,  but  also  of 
policy.  Down  to  last  year,  the  policy 
adopted  in  all  Railway  Bills  was  that 
all  kinds  of  manures  should  be  carried 
at  the  lowest  rates.  Now,  the  real  essence 
of  the  proposal  befora  the  House  in  tiit 
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Bills  o^ected  to  was  that  certain  kiiLds 
of  artificial  manure  should  be  raised 
from  the  first  to  the  third  class,  and 
charged  accordingly.  The  effect  of  that 
would  be  to  raise  the  rates  for  the 
carriage  of  manures  veiy  seriously ;  and 
it  was,  therefore,  an  important  matter 
not  only  for  the  farmer,  but  to  all  who 
were  interested  in  land.  The  ques- 
tion, as  he  had  said,  was  not  entirely 
one  of  rates,  but  of  policy.  He  wisbed 
to  know  whether  the  Standing  Order 
proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  North  Hants  (Mr. 
Sclater- Booth)  would  apply  to  unop- 
posed as  well  as  to  opposed  Bills  7  Op- 
posed Bills  were  fought  out  in  a  Com- 
mittee upstairs ;  but  when  a  Bill  was 
unopposed  it  was  not  the  duty  of  any- 
one to  take  cognizance  of  it.  He  thought 
the  House  ought  to  express  a  clear  opi- 
nion on  the  matter  of  policy  altogether 
independent  of  tiie  Standing  Order  \  and 
he  should  reserre  to  himself  the  right  of 
opposing  these  Bills,  when  they  came 
forward  again,  and  of  taking  the  opinion 
of  the  House  on  the  question  of  policy. 
It  was  most  important  to  know  whether 
the  policy  was  going  to  be  reversed, 
which,  had  hitherto  been  adopted,  of 
charging  the  rates  on  all  kinds  of  ma- 
nures on  the  lowest  scale.  Farmers 
looked  to  the  Members  of  that  House 
to  protect  their  interests.  Practically, 
they  had  been  giving  power  to  the 
Sailway  Oompanies  to  make  their  own 
charges,  and  the  Hailway  Companies 
were  now  showing  a  disposition  to  in- 
crease their  rates.  The  Great  North  of 
Scotland  Railway  Company  had,  two 
years  ago,  made  an  attempt  to  increase 
their  chaises  for  manures,  and  that 
attempt  had  resulted  in  the  question 
beingbrought  before  the  House.  It  was 
afterwards  referred  to  a  Committee,  and 
the  Bill  was  subsequently  thrown  out  by 
the  House  of  Lords. 

SiE  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  rose  to 
Order.  He  wished  to  know  whether 
the  Question  before  the  House  was  not 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate ;  and 
whether,  in  that  case,  it  was  com- 
petent for  the  hon.  Member  to  discuss 
the  merits  of  the  Bill  on  that  Ques- 
tion? 

Mb.  J.  W.  BABOLAY  said,  he  ap- 
ehended  that  the  Question  before  the 
(Hise  was  the  policy  of  the  Bill. 
Hb.  aPEAKEB :  The  hon.  Member 
ie  not  mtttled,  upon  the  Question  of  the 


adjournment  of  the  debate,  to  go  into 
Ulo  merits  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  J.  W.  BABOLAY  said,  he  had 
not  proposed  to  discuss  the  general 
merits  of  the  Bill ;  but  he  was  simply 
giving  reasons  why  tiie  House  should 
consider  the  question  of  policy  before 
adopting  the  Standing  Order. 

Sib  BALDWYN  LEIGHTON  said, 
he  must  presume  that  the  object  of  post- 
poning the  consideration  of  these  Bills 
for  a  week  was  to  enable  the  proposed 
Standing  Order  to  be  discussed  in  the 
meantime.  He  believed  that,  in  some 
instances,  the  promoters  had  agreed  to 
alter  their  rates,  and  the  delay  of  a  week 
might  seriously  inconvenience  them.  He 
would,  therefore,  appeal  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  to  put  the  Bills 
down  for  on  earlier  day  than  that  day 
week.  He  also  wished  to  point  out  that 
the  whole  of  these  Bills  did  not  hang 
together.  Some  of  the  schemes  were 
opposed  on  a  different  ground  altogether 
from  that  of  an  increase  in  the  charges 
for  the  carriage  of  agricultural  manures. 
He  thought,  therefore,  that  such  Bills 
might  be  discussed,  and  that  the  House 
should  not  take  the  whole  of  them  to- 
gether. He  might  inform  the  House 
that,  in  some  cases,  the  agents  had  al- 
ready intimated  their  intention  of  alter- 
ing the  Schedules  attached  to  the  Bills ; 
and  he  presumed  that,  in  that  case,  the 
opposition  would  be  withdrawn. 

Ma.  CHAMBERLAIN  said,  that,  al- 
though he  had  already  addressed  the 
House,  he  hoped  he  would  be  allowed  to 
answer  the  question  which  had  been  put 
to  him.  He  did  not  think  it  would  be 
possible  to  take  these  Bills  on  an  earlier 
day  than  that  day  week,  because  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
North  Hants  (Mr.  Sclater-Booth)  would 
not  propose  the  alteration  of  the  Stand- 
ing Order  until  Thursday ;  and,  there- 
fore, the  adjourned  debate  on  the  post- 
poned Bills  could  not  be  conveniently 
taken  on  an  earlier  day  than  Tuesday 
next.  In  regard  to  Bills  which  did  not 
contain  provisionfor  increasing  the  rates, 
be  saw  no  reason  why  they  should  not  bo 
taken  earlier,  as  they  were,  practically, 
unopposed  Bills. 

Mb.  HIOKS  said,  he  wished  to  point 
out  that,  in  drawing  up  the  new  Standing 
Order,  care  should  be  taken  that  no 
words  should  be  used  vfaidh  by  any  pos- 
sibility could  be  construed  into  (Jlowing 
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the  legislation  of  last  year  to  be  a  pre- 
cedent for  the  future.  He  eav  in  one  of 
the  Bills  objected  to  that  there  wasa^ro- 
Tision  enabling  the  Company,  from  time 
to  time,  to  demand  ana  claim  for  the 
railway  authorized  in  the  Act  such  tolls 
as  were  authorized  in  any  Act  passed  in 
1882.  He  thought  they  should  take  care, 
in  framing  this  Standing  Order,  that  the 
rates  and  classification  to  which  the 
Standing  Order  referred^should  be  those 
which  had  boon  in  geoeral  use  for  a 
considerable  time,  and  not  those  which 
might  hare  been  hurriedly  allowed,  and 
passed  without  obserration  or  remark  in 
that  House,  in  the  last  year  or  two. 

Mr.  E.  H.  PAGET  thought  there 
ought  to  be  a  clear  understanding  on 
the  matter ;  that  the  Beport  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  should  not  deal  only  with  the 
proposed  Bills.  If  that  wore  done,  it 
would  only  be  a  hf^f  cure.  What  was 
wanted  was  a  Report  from  the  Board  of 
Trade  upon  the  clauses  of  any  Bill  which 
would  hare  the  effect  of  imposing  rates 
in  excess  of  l^iose  preriously  scheduled. 
He  was  very  glad  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  forNorui  Hants 
(Mr.  Sclator-Booth)  had  accepted  the 
proposition  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr. 
Chamberlain)  in  regard  to  the  alteration 
of  the  Standing  Order;  becauae  that  Stand- 
ing Order,  as  it  was  down  on  the  Paper, 
would  not,  in  his  (Mr.  B.  H.  Paget'a) 
judgment,  have  been  sufficient  to  meet 
the  oiroumstances  of  the  case,  and  he 
should  himself  have  been  prepared  to 
more  an  Amendment  to  it,  rery  much  in 
the  sense  he  understood  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  had  now  himself  sug- 
gested to  the  House.  There  was  one 
other  question  to  which  he  wished  to 
draw  the  attention  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  it  was  this — would  he 
undertake,  on  behalf  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  not  only  that  there  should  be  a 
special  Report  laid  before  Committees  on 
Railway  Bills,  but  that  there  should  be 
an  officer  of  the  Board  of  Trade  ready 
to  attend  before  such  Committees,  and 
give  such  information  aa  might  be  de- 
sired ?  He  laid  particular  stress  on  this 
for  sereral reasons.  Those  whohadhad 
to  deal  with  Railway  Committees  would 
be  aware  that  the  earlier  clauses  of  a 
Bill  were  those  which  were  chiefly  fought 
out  between  the  two  opposing  parties. 
They  were  somtinised  word  for  word, 
and  there  was  rery  littlo  ohanoe  of  any- 
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thing  being  allowed  to  creep  into  them 
nnobeerred ;  but  the  moment  the  Com- 
mittee came  to  deal  with  the  rating 
clauses  of  a  Railway  Bill  all  the  oppo- 
sition of  rival  lines  ceased.  All  Bail- 
way  Companies,  howerer  much  they  op- 
posed one  another  upon  other  pointo, 
were  only  too  ready  to  support  eaoh 
other  in  obtaining  the  biggest  rates 
they  could  get  in  these  BUls.  If  the 
object  of  amending  the  Standing  Order 
was  to  protect  the  interests  of  the  pub- 
lic from  the  imposition  of  new  rates 
by  Railway  Companies,  he  maintained 
that,  in  order  to  afford  the  public  foil 
protection,  there  ought  to  be  not  only 
a  Beport  of  the  Board  of  Trade*  but 
that  the  Committees  should  hare  power 
to  examine  an  officer  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  so  as  to  obtain  full  infionnation 
in  regard  to  these  rates. 

Mb.  SP£AKEB  :  I  mast  intecrapt 
the  hon.  GtentleBUui,  and  call  his  at- 
tention to  the  fact  that  the  Qaestion 
before  the  House  is  the  adjoanmuiit 
of  tiie  debate.  The  observations  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  will  be  more  in 
Order  when  the  propoaiticoi  of  the  ri^t 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  £ca  North 
Hants  (Mr.  Solater-fiooth)  is  befbn  tlie 
House. 

Mn.  B.  H.  PAGET  said,  he  fuUy 
accepted  the  ruling  of  the  Speaker.  He 
had  hoped,  however,  that  his  remarks 
would  have  been  germane  to  the  Ques- 
tion before  the  House,  as  showing  whe- 
ther it  was  not  desirable  that  the  poet- 
ponement  of  these  Bills  should  take 
place  until  such  time  as  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  could  oonsent 
to  a  step  which  ha  (Mr.  Paget)  tJioiuU 
necessary  for  ther  protection  of  the  paUic 
interests. 

Sir  JOSEPH  PBASE  said,  he  had 
no  denre  to  continue  the  debate,  be- 
cause he  thought  they  were  nearly  all 
agreed  upon  the  course  which  oo^t  to 
be  pursued.  But  he  wished  to  point  out 
that  it  was  not  merely  a  question  of  tolls 
upon  manures  which  was  involved  in  the 
Standing  Order  of  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Norm  Hants  (Mr. 
Sclater-Booth),  but  a  general  rerisioa  of 
tolls  in  all  Bills  which  might  be  intro- 
duced ;  and,  therefore,  we  BtaiuUng 
Order  would  apply  to  other  chaises  and 
tolls  besides  those  upon  manures,  whidi 
might  be  equally  as  objectionable  as  any 
increased  tolls  upon  manores.  He  then- 
fore  thought  that  other  BiUs  on  tha  Fi^er 
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would  hare  to  be  pos^oned  in  the  same 
way  as  tboee  whion  dealt  with  the  ques- 
tion of  agricultural  manures,  in  order 
Uuit  the  Standing  Order  might  be  applied 
to  every  Bill  which  contained  a  Sche- 
dule of  Tolls.  He  thought  that  every 
Bill  brought  before  the  House,  before  it 
became  an  Act  of  Parliament,  should 
undergo  a  thorough  scrutiny  at  the 
hands  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  of  the 
House. 

Ua.  GBEOOBY  said,  that  the  Select 
Committee  which  sat  last  year,  and  the 
year  before,  on  the  question  of  Bail  way 
Bates  and  Tolls,  went  folly  into  this 
matter,  and  recommended  an  alteration 
<kF  the  Standing  Orders  now  in  force,  so 
as  to  give  all  parties  interested,  includ- 
ing the  general  public,  a  ioeui  standi 
bnore  a  Oommif^e  upon  a  Bailwa; 
"BUI,  wherever  it  was  proposed  to  in- 
ereass  the  ntes  and  charges.  It  was 
faaoA  now  that  it  was  often  an  exceed- 
ingly difficult  matter  to  get  the  locus 
standi  of  an  intended  opponent  recog- 
nized. He  thought  it  might  be  desir- 
able that  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
should  consult  the  Ofi&cers  of  the  House 
upon  this  question,  and  see  whether  any 
alteration  was  necessary,  in  order  to 
enable  a  Committee  to  take  into  con- 
sideraUon  points  which  it  might  be  de- 
sirable to  raise  in  the  interests  of  the 
public. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  said,  there  was 
one  other  matter  which  had  not  been 
referred  to,  and  he  did  not  know  whe- 
ther it  could  properly  be  brought  within 
the  Standing  Order  of  the  House.  It 
was,  however,  an  important  matter  which 
ought  to  be  brought  under  the  notice  of 
Parliamsnt.  In  the  Beport  of  the  Oom- 
mittee  on  Bailway  Bates,  they  made  re- 
commendations not  only  in  reference  to 
new  Bailway  Bills  and  to  those  which 
proposed  an  increase  in  the  scale  of  rates 
already  imposed,  but  they  also  recom- 
mended the  consideration  of  the  existing 
rates  of  existing  Companies.  It  might 
not  be  known  by  every  Member  of  the 
House,  but  it  was  a  fact  that  the  scale 
of  rates  often'  differed  materially  as  be- 
tween different  parts  of  the  undertaking 
of  the  same  Baiiway  Company.  In  1878, 
a  Beport  was  presented  to  the  House  of 
liords,  showing  the  difference  in  these 
rates.  In  that  Beport,  for  instance, 
the  various  different  rates  and  chafes 
imposed  by  the  Great  Western  Bailway 
Chmipany  covered  20  pages. 
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Mb.  SP£AK£B:  The  hon.  Member 
is  not  in  Order  in  going  into  these 
details. 

Mr.  TOMLINSOX  accepted  the  cor^ 
rection  of  the  Speaker.  He  had  thought 
it  desirable  that,  in  considering  the  terms 
of  the  Standing  Order,  attention  should 
be  drawn  to  the  existing  rates  of  exist- 
ing Companies. 

Motion  lyrwd  to. 

Debate  furtJur  adjourned  till  Tussday 
next. 

BARHT  DOCK  AND  HAILWAYH 
BILL  {by  Order). 

SECOND  BEADIHO.     [aDJOTTBITED  DEBATE.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [37th  February], 
"  TiiKt  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 

time." 

Question  again  proposed. 
Debate  retumtd. 

Motion  mode,  and  Question,  "That 
the  Debate  be  farther  adjourned  till 
Tuesday  next," — (Jfr.  Chamhorlain,) — 
pat,  and  agrwd  to. 

EXETER,  TEIGN  VALLEY,  AND  CHAG- 
FORD  RAILWAY  BILL  {by  Onkr). 

SECOND  BEADING.     [ADJOURNED  DEBATE.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [S7th  Fehruaryl 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  seoona 

time." 

Question  again  proposed. 
Debate  rttumed. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
the  Debate  be  further  adjourned  till 
Tuesday  next," — {Mr.  Chanieriain,) — 
put,  and  agreed  to. 

HULL  AND  LINCOLN  RAILWAY 
BILL  (V  Order). 

SECOND  BEADING.     [aDJOUBNED  DEBATE.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [27th  February], 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  seoond 
time." 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  r«ium«d. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  "  now,^'  and  at  the  and  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words,  "  upon  Uiis 
day  six  months."*— (16*.  Cnj/^.) 
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Queetion  proposed;  "That  the  word 
'  now '  fltana  put  of  the  ^estion." 

Mr.  chamberlain,  in  moTing, 
as  a  further  Amendment,  "  That  the 
Debate  be  further  adjourned  until  Tues- 
day next,"  said,  he  would  suggest  to 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  lor  York 
(Kt.  Oreyke)  that  that  would  be  the 
best  oourse  to  take.  He  was  aware 
that  the  Bill  was  opposed  on  another 
ground  than  that  of  an  alteration  of 
rates  —  namely,  on  the  ground  of  in- 
terference with  the  navigation  of  the 
Humber ;  but  as  it  was  one  of  the  Bills 
which  contained  a  proposal  for  an  alte- 
ration of  rates  on  agricultural  manures, 
it  would  be  fbr  the  convenience  of  the 
House  that  the  second  reading  should 
be  pOB^oned  until  that  day  week,  when 
the  ejection  raised  to  the  Bill  by  his 
hon.  friend  on  the  other  point  could  be 
taken  at  the  same  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  further  adjourned 
till  Tuesday  next."— (JTr.  ChambM-laitu) 

Mr.  CREYKE  said,  he  fully  assented 
to  the  course  proposed  by  "the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  would  withdraw 
his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Question  put,  and  agrttd  to. 

Debate  furthtr  adjowrnei  till  Ttutday 
next. 

OXFORD.  AYLESBURY,  AND  METRO- 
POLITAN  JUNCTION  KAILWAY 
BILL  (fty  Ord&r). 

8EC0WD  REAMHO,     [aDJOTJBITED  DEBATE.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [27th  February], 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  returned. 

MoU<m  made,  and  Question,  "  That 
the  Debate  be  further  adjourned  till 
Tuesday  next," — (J/r.  Chan^erUin,) — 
put,  and  agreed  h, 

SBAFIELD  DOCK  AND  RAILWAY 
BILL  (Ay  Order). 

SECOND  BEADING.     [aDJOURNXD  DEBATE.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [^27th  Febroaryl, 


"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
the  Debate  be  further  adjourned  till 
Tuesday  next,"— (ifr.  CkamierUin,)— 
put,  and  agreed  to. 

WINDSOR,   ASCOT,  AND  ALDER8H0T 
RAILWAY  BILL  (Ay  Ordtr). 

BECOHD  BEADING.     [ADJOTTKNED  DXBATE.'] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [27th  February  J, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  saoond 
time." 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  re»um4d. 

Motion  made,  and  Quwtion,  "That 
the  Debate  he  farther  adjourned  till 
Tuesday  next," — {Mr.  Chftmherlaint) — 

put,  and  agreed  to. 

MIDLAND,    BIRMINGHAM,  WOLVEB- 
HAMPTON,  AND  MILFORD  JTTNC- 
TION  RAILWAY  BILL  (4y  Order). 

SECOND  BEADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 

time."— (^r.  Dodds.) 

SiE  BAIiDWYN  LEIGHTON  urgod 
that  the  Bill  might  be  read  a  second 
time,  as  the  opposition  to  it  was  on 
account  of  the  Comnxone  Preservation 
Society,  in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Uem- 
ber  for  the  Tower  Hamlets. 

Mb.  chamberlain  asked  if  this 
was  one  of  the  Bills  which  contained 
provisions  for  an  alteration  of  rates  ? 

An  hon.  TtfumtF* :  Yea. 

Motion  made,  and  Quertion,  "Th^ 
the  Second  Beading  be  deferred  till 
Tuesday  n0xt,"-~(i/r.  CJUmhtrUin,)— 
put,  and  agreed  to. 


SPAIN  —  INTERNATIONAL  LAW  —  STTR- 
RENDER  OF  CUBAN  BEFCaEES— 

THE  PAPERS. 

Sir  E.  ASSHETON  CBOSS  said,  that 
the  Government  had  promised  to  lay  on 
the  Table  of  the  House  some  Papers  re- 
lating to  the  Cuban  refugees.  The^ 
had  not  yet  been  furnished  to  the  House, 
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and  unless  they  were  in  tiie  hands  of 
Members  by  Monday  next,  he  would 
make  a  Motion  on  Uie  sabjeot. 

QVEaTIONS, 


POST  OFFICE  -  CONTRACTS  —  THE 
MAIL  SERVICE  BETWEEN  LONDON 
A^D  DUBLIN. 

Mr.  GIBSON  asked  the  Financial  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury,  "Whether,  before 
taking  the  Contract  for  the  carnage  of 
the  Irish  Mails  from  an  Irish  Company, 
the  Goremment  provided  tbat  the  Lon- 
don and  North  Western  Railway  Oom- 
pany  would  carry  the  Mails  between 
Holyhead  and  Dublin  in  vessels  equal 
to  the  existing  Mail  Packets  in  Bize, 
power,  and  draught  of  water  ;  and,  whe- 
ther any  and  what  provision  was  made 
with  the  London  and  North  Western 
Bailway  Company  as  to  the  size  of  the 
Mail  Packets  they  would  use  in  the  ser- 
vice, and  the  convenience  of  passen- 
gers, so  as  to  ensure  that  the  accommo- 
dation would  not  be  lessened,  and  the 
charges  would  not  be  increased  ? 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  Sir,  in  con- 
nection with  this  Question,  I  would  like 
to  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  whether  it 
is  true  that  the  smallest  mail  boat  at 
present  in  use  is  343  feet  in  length,  and 
1,467  tons  register,  while  the  Lilt/  and 
the  Violet,  which  are  of  the  same  class 
as  those  about  to  be  substituted,  are 
only  230  feet  long  and  1,031  tons 
register? 

Mb.  OOITETNEY:  It  Is  quite  im- 
possible for  me  to  answer  that  Question 
without  having  Notice.  I  am  not  ftir- 
nished  with  the  dimensions  of  the  par- 
ticular ships  about  to  be  furnished. 
["Oh,  oh!"]  Isayit  isimpossible  for 
me  to  know  the  exact  size  of  the  vessels. 
With  respect  to  the  Question  of  my  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend,  I  have  to  say 
that  the  fbrai  of  tender  for  the  mail 
service  referred  to  is  in  the  usual  terms, 
that  a  sufficient  number  of  steam  vessels 
of  adequate  power,  and  in  all  respects 
suited  for  the  service,  shotdd  be  sup- 
plied ;  and  that,  before  they  are  sup- 
plied under  the  contract,  they  should  be 
submitted  for  approval  to  the  Postmaster 
General.  If  I  understand  his  Question 
rightly,  my  right  hon.  and  learned 
Fnend  seems  to  think  the  contract  ^ould 
oontain  regulations  for  the  passenger 
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service.  I  must  point  out  that  that  ia 
not  the  primary  object  of  the  contract. 

Mb.  GIBSON:  Was  any  provisioii 
whatever  made  for  the  accommodation 
of  passengers  ? 

Mr.  COUBTNET  :  The  usual  provi- 
sion. The  terms  of  the  contract  are 
that  the  vessels  should  be  adequate  in 
all  respects  for  the  service. 

Mb.  GIBSON:  Has  any  arrangement 
whatever  been  made  to  prevent  the 
London  and  North  Western  Bailway 
giving  infer'or  accommodation,  and  in- 
creasing their  prices  after  they  had  ob- 
tained the  contract? 

Ma.  DAWSON :  Is  not  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman awaro  that  it  is  the  intention  of 
the  London  and  North  Western  Bail- 
way,  expressed  with  the  assent  of  the 
Government,  to  change  the  port  of  entry 
from  Kingstown  to  Dublin ;  and  is  he 
not  also  perfectly  well  aware  that 
steamers  of  a  sufficient  tonnage  and  size, 
such  as  are  required  for  the  mail  and 
passenger  service,  cannot  be  used  in  the 
river  transit  of  Dublin,  which  is  already 
subject  to  several  collisions  even  at  the 
present  time? 

Mb.  COITBXNEY :  I  must  say  that 
it  is  not  the  fact  that  the  vessels  are  in- 
tended to  go  to  the  North  Wall.  The 
contract  requires  that  the  vessels  shall 
run  to  Kingstown  or  North  Wall  as  the 
Government  may  direct ;  and  I  may  say 
that,  from  the  information  in  the  hands 
of  the  Government  at  present,  they  think 
the  North  Wall  is  totall;^  out  of  the 
question.  In  reply  to  my  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  opposite  (Mr.  Gibson),  I 
must  repeat  that  the  contract  referred  to 
the  postal  service,  and  required  that  the 
vessels  should  be  of  sufficient  dimensions 
to  meet  the  requirements  of  the  service 
adequately,  and  diat  they  should  first 
of  all  be  approved  by  the  Postmaster 
General. 

Mb.  PABNELL  :  May  I  ask  the  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  it  is  the  intention 
of  the  Department  to  insist  that  the 
vessels  for  the  mail  service  shall  be 
equal  in  size,  tonnage,  and  seaworthy 
capacity  to  those  which  have  been  per- 
forming the  service  since  1659 ;  or  whe- 
ther the  Department  intends  to  permit 
an  inferior  CU8B  of  vessels  to  those  which 
ran  23  years  ago  to  be  put  on  this  im- 
portant service  ? 

Mb.  COUBTNEY  :  I  think  the  Ques- 
tion IB  already  answered  in  the  answer  I 
have  already  given.    The  object  of  the 
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TreaauTy  and  of  the  Post  Office  is  to 
obtain  the  dne  carrii^  of  the  mails, 
and  we  have  nsdeitaken  a  oontoaot  for 
the  Oraipany  to  seenre  that  the  Teasels 
shall  be  adequate  and  in  all  lespecto 
sufficient  for  the  aerrioe.  No  vaasels 
would  be  put  on  the  service  that  are  not 
previouBly  approved  by  the  Postmaster 
General.  The  carriage  of  passengers  is 
not  the  primary  part  of  the  Gorem- 
ment's  duties.    ["  0^,  oh!  "] 

Mb.  GIBSON:  Is  it  any  part,  pri- 
mary or  secondary  ? 

Mb.  GOUBTNEY  :  I  do  not  think  it 
is  the  duty  of  the  Goremment  to  provide 
for  the  earrmge  of  passengers.  I "  Oh, 
ohi"] 

Mb.  O'DONNELL:  In  consequence 
of  the  declaration  of  the  Guvemment 
that  do  not  intend  to  consult  the 
cenrenienoe  of  Irish  Members  obliged 
to  attend  in  this  Honse,  I  beg  to  give 
Notice  that  I  will  raise  this  question 
when  the  salary  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Beoretary  to  the  Treasury  comes  op 
for  consideration,  and  also  that  legisla- 
tion promoted  by  the  London  and  North 
'Western  Bailway  Company  will  obtain 
the  attention  of  Irish  Members  for  the 
future. 

FAO-SmiLES  OF  IRISH  UANTTSCRTPTS. 

Mb.  STUART- WORTLET  asked  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
How  many  plates  have  appeared  in 
each  of  the  volumes  of  the  facsimiles  of 
Irish  MS8. ;  whether  the  preface  and 
appendix  in  the  last  volume  do  not  far 
exceed  in  length  those  which  have  ap- 
peared in  previous  volumes;  whether 
this  additional  length  of  mere  printed 
matter  has  lai^ely  tended  to  increase 
the  price ;  and,  whether  the  next  volume 
will  conaplete  the  series  f 

Mb.  OOURTNEY  :  Sir,  the  number 
of  volumes  is  four,  and  the  numbers  of 
the  plates  in  the  Tolnmea  published  are 
45,  49,  70,  and  47 ;  but  mere  numbers 
are  no  criterion  of  coat,  as  those  in  the 
last  volume  are  in  divers  colours,  and 
very  much  more  elaborate  than  the 
others,  some  two  or  three  of  them  in- 
volviug,  I  am  told,  upwards  of  20  print- 
ings. The  preface  and  appendix  to  the 
new  volume  are  much  longer  than  in 
former  cases ;  but  the  two  together  pro- 
bably did  not  make  10*.  differenee  in  the 
price.  The  next  Tolume  will  complete 
the  series. 

i^.  Courtney 


POST  OFFICE  (SAVINGS  BANK 
DEPARTMENT). 

Mr.  KENNARD  asked  the  Poet- 
master  Gennsl,  Whetiur  the  Oommis' 
sion  of  Inquiry  on  the  Post  Offioo 
Savinea  Banka  in  1875  condemned  sys- 
tematic extra  work  as  prejudicual'to  me 
health  of  the  clerks,  and  opposed  to  the 
true  interests  of  the  Department ;  whe- 
ther the  extra  work  performed  in  the 
office  has  steadily  increased  from  100,000 
hours  in  1874  to  190,000  hours  in  18S3; 
whether  the  office  is  still  kept  open  from 
8  a.m.  to  9  p.m. ;  and  whether  t^ie  Post- 
master General  will  state  his  reasons  for 
so  long  restricting  the  staff  to  a  num- 
ber far  below  the  requirements  of  the 
Department ;  whetiier  the  building  in 
Queen  Victoria  Street  has  proved  totally 
inadequate  in  point  of  size,  and  wk^ 
ther  portions  of  the  male  staff  have  been 
removed  to  other  premiseB  in  order  to 
make  room  for  additional  female  clerks ; 
whe^er  more  thu  SOO  female  clerks 
have  been  appelated  to  the  Savings 
Banks  Department  since  1 875,  and  whe- 
ther the  Postmaster  General  will  restore 
the  relative  proportions  of  the  upper 
and  lower  clasaes  as  recommended  by 
the  Commission  of  1875,  seeing  that 
the  neglect  of  this  recommendation  has 
destroyed  all  flow  of  promotion  among 
the  male  staff;  and,  wbethw  it  is  true 
that  the  Postoiaater's  Accounts  for  Jan- 
uary 148U  were  not  checked  by  the  books 
of  the  Department  till  August  last ;  whe- 
ther those  of  June  last  were  only  com- 
menced to  be  checked  in  December  last; 
whether  they  are  yet  completed ;  and 
whether,  in  consequence  of  this  irregu* 
larity,  a  fraud  of  considerable  magnt- 
tude  might  not  have  remained  undis- 
covered for  a  lengthened  period  ? 

Mb.  FAWOETT  :  Sir,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber asks  me  ten  Qaestaons  in  one.  I 
will  endeaTonr  to  answer  them  as  briefly 
as  I  can.  Within  the  last  two  or  three 
years  the  number  of  depositors  in  the 
Post  Office  Savings'  Bank  has  increased 
by  more  than  400,000  a-year,  and  the 
annual  addition  to  the  aggregate  de- 
posits has  increased  by  more  than 
£3,000,000.  I  think  it  will  be  obvious 
to  the  House  that  it  would  have  been 
impossible  to  have  provided  for  so  re- 
markable an  increase  of  business  with- 
out a  considerable  amount  of  overtime. 
It  was  necessary,  for  instance,  to  ascer- 
tain whether  this  large  uid  sudden 
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growth  of  buBiness  was  only  temporary, 
or  whether  it  was  likely  to  continue. 
Gare  will  continue  to  be  taken  to  prevent 
the  amount  of  overtime  from  being  un- 
duly large,  and  with  this  object  as 
many  additional  clerks  were  appointed 
as  room  could  be  found  for.  The  new 
premises  in  Queen  Ttotoria  Street,  al- 
though they  have  been.  <^ned  little 
more  than  two  years — and  it  was  then 
thought  tJiey  would  provide  ample  ac- 
commodation —  have  been  found  too 
small.  Ae  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Worlu  (BCr.  Shaw 
liefevre)  stated  the  other  day,  the  diffi- 
culties which  prevented  the  aoquisidon 
of  fresh  accommodation  have  now  been 
removed,  and  the  new  premises  will  be 
r«ady  for  occupation  next  month.  The 
number  of  superior  appointments  is 
regulated  by  the  requirements  of  the 
service.  Although  I  think  the  House 
would  not  wish  me  to  trouble  them  with 
unneoessary  details,  I  may  state  that  in 
tbe  last  two  years  l^e  number  of  prinoi- 
pal  clerks  has  been  increased  in  the 
male  branch  from  three  to  eight,  and  in 
the  female  branch  by  two.  I  believe 
that  greai  advantage  has  resulted  from 
the  employment  of  female  clerks,  aud 
the  nummr  employed  in  the  Savings 
Bask  has  been  increased  within  the  last 
two  years  by  91 .  As  the  hon.  Member 
suggests  the  possibility  of  fraud,  I  can, 
in  eonehudon,  assure  him  that  there  has 
been  no  fraud,  and  that,  in  my  opinion, 
the  method  of  keeping  &e  accounts  of 
the  Savings  Bank  is  entirely  satis- 
factory. 

NAVY— CASE  OF  WILLIAM  BOWLES 

AND  G.  MUNBEN. 

Sib  JOHK  HAY  asked  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty,  Whether  any 
legislation  will  be  undertaken  to  as- 
sure to  William  Bowles  and  G.  Munden 
the  pension  to  which  they  may  be  en- 
titled, as  Bu^ested  in  letter  F  4,  page 
HI,  of  the  Beport  of  the  Comptroller 
and  Auditor  Genered,  or  what  other  steps 
will  be  taken  to  prevent  these  men  from 
suffering  prospective  injustice  from  no 
fault  of  their  own  ? 

Mb,  CAMPBELL -BANNEBMAK: 
Sir,  the  Correspondence  appended  to  the 
Beport  of  the  Comptroller  and  Audits 
General  shows  that,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  Admiralty,  the  two  men  named  by 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Admiral  are 


placed,  through  no  fault  of  their  own, 
in  a  most  unfortunate  position.  There 
are  very  serious  objections  to  legislation 
OD  behalf  of  individuals  ,*  but  we  have 
reason  to  believe  that  these  men  will 
not  ultimately  be  made  to  buffer  on  ac- 
count of  the  omisuon  that  has  bem  made 
iu  their  case. 

ABM7— BSTABliISHlIBNTOPMILITAET 
RAILWAY  CORPS. 

VisoodNT  NEWPORT  asked  the  Se- 
cretary  of  State  for  "War,  Whether,  after 
the  recent  experiences  in  Egypt,  the  Go- 
vernment intend  to  establish  a  Military 
Railway  Corps  ? 

The  Maeqttisss  of  HARTINGTON  : 
Yes,  Sir ;  arrangements  are  being  made, 
and  I  hope  wiU  shortly  be  completed,  for 
the  formation  and  training  of  a  Military 
Railway  Corps. 

ARMY— VA(X!INATION  OF  RECRUITS. 

Mb.  p.  a.  TAYLOR  asked  the  Secre- 
tary erf  State  for  War,  Whether  every 
recruit  on  entering  the  Army  is  com- 
pelled to  be  vaccinated,  without  reference 
to  any  objection  he  may  entertain  to  the 
operation,  to  the  fact  of  his  having  been 
previously  vaccinated,  or  to  his  having 
had  the  small-pox ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
recruiting  ofiQcers  have  orders  to  explain 
this  fact  before  enlistment  ? 

The  MAEQTJEas  of  HARTINGTON : 
Sir,  every  recruit  without  exception  is 
vaccinated  on  entering  the  Army.  No 
orders  are  given  to  recruiting  officers  to 
explain  the  regulations  as  to  vaccina- 
tion before  enlistment ;  but  no  case  of 
objection  has  ever  been  brought  to 
notice. 

BaYPT  (INDIAN  CONnNOEKT)— 
EXPENSES. 

Sib  HENRY  FLETCHER  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If  it  is  a 
fact  that  the  men  of  the  Anglo-Indian 
regiments,  sent  from  Lidia  to  Egypt  last 
year,  retained  their  Indian  pay  and  al- 
lowances till  October  lO.th  1882,  whereas 
the  officers  were  put  on  English  pay, 
&o.,  on  landing  in  Egypt  ? 

Thb  Mabquess  of  HARTINGTON : 
Sir,  it  appears  from  the  pay  liste  of 
British  r^ments  sent  from  India  to 
Egypt  that  both  officers  and  men  were 
put  upon  British  rates  from  the  day  of 
landing  in  Egypt. 

8  F  2  n  \ 
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POOE  LAW— VACCINATION  OF  PATTPEE 
CHILDREN. 

Me.  HOPWOOD  asked  the  President 
of  the  Local  Qorernment  Board,  Whe* 
ther  tiie  Order  of  the  Local  Ch)Tomment 
Board  of  Jaanary  27th,  addrened  to 
Boards  of  Guardians,  does  not  rente, 
vith  approval,  that — 

"Some  Boards  of  Guardians  hav«  pused  a 
rewtlatun  reqiiiringthe  medical  (^er,Babject 
to  the  ezerdse  of  nis  judgment  aa  to  maKing 
exoeption  in  particular  cas^s,  to  secure  the  vac< 
oinaiioii  of  aU  children  bom  in  the  irorlchoiue 
as  «XH1  ai  poflBible  after  birtii ;  " 

whether  the  Local  Government  Board 
place  any  and  what  limit  of  age  before 
which  a  newly  bom  ehild  shall  not  be 
vaooinated ;  and,  whether  the  Depart- 
ment is  aware  that  its  orders  or  direc- 
tions form  no  defence  in  point  of  Law 
to  the  vaccinating  officer  on  a  <^rge  of 
manslaughter  by  reason  of  too  early 
vaccination  ? 

8iE  OHABLES  "W.  DILKE :  Sir,  I 
presume  the  hon.  Member  refers  to  a 
Circular  letter  of  January  27,  1882,  as 
there  is  no  Order  under  that  date  in  the 
present  year.  The  practice  is  as  stated  by 
tbe  hon.  Member  in  the  first  paragraph 
of  tbe  Question.  The  Local  Government 
Board  had  nevw  fixed  any  limit  of  age 
before  which  a  newly-born  child  shoiud 
not  be  vaccinated,  and  they  are  aware 
that  its  Orders  ibrm  no  defence  in  point 
of  law  to  the  vaccinating  ^&oer  on  a 
charge  of  manslaughter.  There  has 
never  been  any  charge,  except  the  one 
which  recently  ocourred. 

TJNITED  STATES— THE  NEW  TAEIFP. 

Mb.  M'LAHEN  asked  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  If  he  can  give  to 
the  House  any  exact  information  by  way 
of  a  printed  precis  or  other  Btatement, 
in  a  form  of  which  the  public  can  avail 
themeelves,  of  the  effect  of  the  new  Tariff 
Law  in  the  United  States,  comparing 
the  old  and  present  Duties  on  each  class 
of  goods  ? 

Me.  CHAMBEELAIN:  Sir,  I  have 
not  yet  received  any  official  information 
on  this  subject;  but  as  soon  as  I  get 
the  Betnms  I  will  see  in  what  way  the 
object  of  the  hon.  Member  can  be  at- 
tained. 

EGYPT— THE  NEW  EGYPTIAN  INDEM- 

  NETT  LOAN. 

SxB  "WILPEID  LAWSON  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Poreign 
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Afl^,  Whether  it  is  true,  as  stated  in 
the  "Standard"  of  the  5th  instant,  that 
funds  for  the  New  Egyptian  Indemnity 
Loan  are  to  to  be  provided  by  retrench- 
ing the  amounts  now  arailable  far  ih9 
internal  administration  of  Ihn  Connlry, 
a  step  which  ia  said  to  be  exciting  the 
"  liveliest  indignation ; "  and,  whether, 
under  these  circumstances,  Her  Maj«wty*e 
Government  will  support  the  Egyptian 
Government  in  altering  their  decree 
known  as  "  The  Law  of  Liquidation," 
so  as  to  provide  for  the  indemnity  from 
the  revenues  assigned  for  the  payment 
of  tbe  bondholders? 

Lord  EDMOND  FiTZMAUBIGfH : 
Sir,  it  is  the  object  of  the  Egyptian  Go- 
vernment to  introduce  economy  into  the 
different  Departments  of  the  Public  Ser- 
vice of  that  country,  so  as,  if  posuble, 
to  meet  the  demands  upon  it  without 
imposing  fresh  taxation.  The  Issues 
raised  by  the  second  portion  of  the 
Question  are,  I  fear,  of  too  great  import- 
ance to  be  answered  wiHiin  the  limits  of 
an  answer  to  a  Question. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON :  le  the 
money  to  be  taken  firom  the  unasugned 
revenue  ? 

LoED  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE: 
That  is  a  fresh  Question,  of  which,  I 
must  have  Notice. 
Sia  WILFBID  LAWSON :  No,  no. 

POST  OFFICE  (SAVINGS  BANK 
DErARTMENT). 
Mb,  AETHUE  O'CONNOB  asked 
the  Postmaster  General,  Whether  it  is  a 
faot  that  many  male  clerks  in  the  Savings 
Bank  of  from  ten  to  fourteen  years*  ser- 
vice are  still  on  the  lowest  class  of  the 
establishment,  withveryremote  prospects 
of  promotion ;  whether  any  scheme  for 
the  amelioration  of  their  condition  is 
included  in  the  "beneficial  changes" 
said  to  have  been  determined  upon; 
and,  whether  he  will  state  the  number 
of  appointments  respectively  to  the  male 
and  female  establishments  of  the  Post 
Office  Savings  Bank  since  the  let  day  of 
January,  1876,  together  with  the  num- 
ber of  superior  appointments  created 
since  that  date  in  each  case  ? 

Mk.  FAWCETT  :  Sir,  I  am  not  in  a 
position  to  state  what  will  he  the  effect 
of  the  changes  to  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber refers.  It  ia  the  case  that  there  are 
clerks  in  the  third  class  of  10  to  14 
years*  service.  Their  chances  of  pro- 
motion in  the  future  depend  upon  the 
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seqninments  of  the  Department  and 
their  indindiud  ^dency  and  oonduot. 
The  number  of  appointments  made 
sinoe  the  Ut  of  January,  1876,  haa 
been  15ft  on  the  male  staff  with  13 
superior  appaiatmentB,  and  166  on  the 
female  staff  with  16  auperioi  appoint- 
ments. I  may  add,  however,  that  the 
•alary  allotted  to  a  superior  appoiut- 
nent  on  the  female  staff  is  about  one- 
third  of  that  allotted  to  an  appointment 
of  the  same  rank  on  the  male  staff. 

Mh.  O'DONNELL  asked,  whether 
Domplunts  had  reached  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  on  the  part  of  the  female 
clerks,  that  they  were  required  to  do 
the  work  oi  mole  clerks  for  Twy  much 
leas  ikaa.  the  remuDeration  of  male 
elerkaf 

Mb..  FAWGETT,  in  reply,  said,  he 
had  no  doubt  that  female  olerks  would 
be  extremely  glad  to  have  an  increase 
of  salary ;  but  he  might  say  that  the 
ffflnsle  establislunent  at  the  Post  Office 
vas  in  a  vetj  satisfactory  position,  and 
lie  bad  no  difficult  in  nnding  most 
eligible  persons  to  fill  the  appointments. 

CHANNEL  TUNNEL  SCHEME. 

Sift  !R.  ASSHfrrOK  OBOSS  asked  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  with 
reference  to  a  Notice  of  Motion  on  this 
subject  standing  in  his  name,  Whether 
it  would  be  brought  on  that  night  ? 

Mr.  chamberlain,  in  reply,  said, 
he  felt  it  would  probably  be  inconvenient 
that  a  matter  of  so  much  importance 
should  be  left  uncertain,  and  he  would 
undertake  that  it  should  not  be  brought 
forward  that  night. 

CRIME  AND  OUTBAaE  (IBELAND}- 
REFOBTED  aftTBDEB  OF  LORD 

ABDILAUN'S  BAILIFF. 

Mb.  lea  asked  Mr.  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland,  If  he  had  any  information  as 
to  the  reported  assault  on  Flynn,  Lord 
Ardilaun  s  bailiff,  one  day  last  week, 
by  which  be  received  such  injuries  that 
be  bad  since  died  ? 

The  ATTOENET  GENERAL  foe 
lEELANB  (Mr.  Poktee),  in  reply, 
eaid,  he  was  happy  to  state  that,  so  far 
as  tiie  deatii  of  uie  man  was  concerned, 
the  report  was  antirdy  devoid  of  foun- 
dation. There  was  an  oxdinny  ttmaX 
assault  oommitted  upon  Flynn  some 
time  ago ;  bat  he  was  informed  hy  the 
Jl^ab-Inspectorof  Police  that  he  saw  Flynn 
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yesterday  at  a  distance  of  10  miles  from 
his  own  residence  in  perfectly  good 
health. 

THE  CtVIL  SERVICE  AND  NAVY 
ESTIMATES. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith, 
Mr.  COUBTNET  said,  that  the  WvU 
Service  Estimates  were  in  the  hands  of 
the  printers,  and  he  hoped  a  few  copies 
would  be  ready  on  Thursday,  though 
they  could  not  be  generally  distributed 
till  Mond^.  He  could  not  say  when 
the  Navy  Estimates  vouldibe  ready. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  trusted 
the  Government  was  aware  that  it  was 
not  reasonable  even  to  ask  for  a  Vote 
on  Account  until  hon.  Members  had 
been  afforded  an  opportunity  of  exa- 
mining  tiieee  Estimates. 

ARMY  RETURNS. 
CoLoiTEL  ALEXANDER  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Why  the 
Report  of  the  Inspector  General  of  Be- 
oruiting,  which  had  been  promised  for 
that  day,  and  whiofa,  aecording  to  The 
:?VmM  <a  that  morning,  had  just  been 
issued,  was  not  in  the  hands  of  Mem- 
bers ;  also,  when  the  Tel-el-Kebir  Re- 
turn, ordered  on  the  6th  of  November, 
1883.  would  be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 
House? 

ThkMarqubssof  HARTINGTON,  in 
reply,  said,  that  he  had  been  assured 
that  the  Report  of  the  Inspector  General 
of  Recruiting  would  have  been  in  the 
hands  of  Members  that  day;  but  he  had 
not  yet  ascertained  the  cause  of  the 
delay.  He  could  oot  reply  as  to  the 
Tel-al-Eebir  Return. 

ABMY  ESTIMATES— THE  UIUIIA 
VOTE. 

In  reply  to  Earl  Fbbot, 

The  MABQtnss  of  HAETINQTON 
said,  that  be  thought  the  Government 
could  not  hope  to  have  more  than  one 
night  for  the  Army  Estimates  before 
Easter,  and  he  feared  there  was  no 
poBsibUity  of  taking  the  Militia  Tote 
on  that  night. 

SEED  ADVANCES  (SCOTLAND)  (No.  2] 
BILL. 

LoBD  OOUN  OAMFBELL:  I  wish 
to  ask  &e  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
What  is  tiie  oourse  the  GoT«imient 
intend  to  take  with  regard  to  tiie  Seed 
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Advances  (Scotland)  Bill,  the  debate  on 
irhicli  was  adjonmed  at  an  early  hour 
this  morning  ?  Either  that  Bill  ia  an 
urgent  measure,  or  it  is  not.  If  it  is 
ui^ont,  I  think  the  House  will  be  curi- 
ous to  know— I  Cries  of  "  Order  !  "]  

Me.  SPEAKER;  The  noble  Lord  can 
put  a  Question,  but  he  cannot  enter 
into  debate. 

TheOHANOELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr,  Chiujehs):  My  noble  Friend 
has  not  eiren  me  any  Notice  on  the  sub- 
ject, and  I  can  only  now  repeat  what  I 
said  last  night.  The  Bill  is  proposed 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  (Dr. 
Cameron),  and  I  concurred  last  night  in 
the  solicitation  to  adjourn  it  until  it 
could  be  debated.  When  it  is  debated, 
I  will  state  to  the  House  the  views  of 
the  Gfovemment  upon  it. 

LOHD  OOLIN  CAMPBELL:  My 
Question  to  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
is,  Whether  the  Government  would  give 
the  Hou6e  an  opportunity  of  discussing 
the  Bill  on  an  early  day  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Chiij)kes)  :  No,  Sir ;  the 
urgent  Business  of  the  Government 
is  such  that  we  could  not  possibly  do 
that;  but  we  certainly  shoiAd  widL  to 
have  the  Bill  discussed,  and  at  a  reason- 
able hour. 

THE  SUPPLEMENTARY  ESTIMATES. 
In  reply  to  Mr.  Gobst, 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  CntLDBBs)  said,  that  it 
would  be  necessary  to  obtain  the  Sup- 
plementary Estimates  on  Thursday,  so 
that  the  Appropriation  BUI  might  be 
passed  before  the  end  of  tiie  financial 
year. 

MOTION. 

PARLIAMENT— PRITATE  BILL  LEGIS- 
LATION.-RESOLUTIONS. 

Ma.  CRAIG-SELLAB,  in  rising  to 
call  attention  to  the  system  of  Private 
Bill  Lenslation ;  and  to  move  the  fol- 
lowing Resolutions  : — 

"  1.  Tbat,  in  the  opiiiiw  of  this  Houbo,  the 
Byatem  of  Private  Bill  I^egiBlatioo  calla  for  Uie 
attention  of  Parliament,  and  of  Her  Majesty's 
GoTemment,  and  requires  reform. 

*'  2.  That  in  place  of  Private  Bills  which 
have  passed  a  Second  Heading  in  either  House 
of  Parliament  being  referred  to  Committeea  as 
heretofore,  they  should  he  referred  for  consi- 
deration and  report  to  Commiauous  to  he  estab. 
Uihed  tat  England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland. 

ZW  CoUn  CamphfU 


*'  3.  That  if  any  party  -who  shall  haro  ap- 
peared hefore  the  ComnuBaon  should  appMil 
against  the  report  theoreof ,  the  appeal,  together 
with  the  caae,  notes  of  evidence,  and  report, 
with  the  reasons  therefor,  should  be  referred  to 
a  Parliamentary  tribunal,  composed  (in  the 
manner  recommended  in  1869  by  the  Joint 
Committee  of  the  Honee  of  Lords  and  tha 
House  of  Commons  on  the  Despatch  of  Boai- 
no8s)  of  Members  of  both  Houses,  with  power 
to  award  costs," 

said :  In  moving  these  Resolutions  on 
Private  Bill  Legislation,  of  which  I 
have  given  Notice,  I  think  it  right  that 
I  shomd  offer  an  apology  to  the  Hoase 
for  having  ventared,  as  a  young  Mem- 
ber— one  of  its  youngest  Members — to 
introduce  a  subject  of  such  great  import- 
ance, bearing,  as  it  does,  so  closely  on 
the  Business  of  the  House  and  the  juris- 
diction of  Parliament,  when  there  are 
so  many  hon.  MembersL  both  older  [and 
of  much  greater  knowledge  and  expe- 
rience on  this  subject  than  I  can  boast 
of,  who  could  have  discharged  the  duty 
80  much  more  adequately  and  with 
much  greater  effect.  I  feel  that  I  shall 
speak  at  a  disadvantage  in  presence  of 
many  hon.  Members  who  have  spent 
years  in  this  House,  and  who  have  eeen 
and  watched  both  the  good  and  the  bad 
points  in  connection  with  Private  Bill 
Legislation  ;  and  I  can  only  express  the 
hope  that  in  the  course  of  this  discus* 
sion  we  shall  have  the  benefit  of  the 
knowledge  and  experience  of  those  hon. 
Gentlemen.  I  would  venture  to  inform 
the  House  why  it  was  that  I  turned  my 
attention  to  this  subieot,  and  have  ob- 
truded it  upon,  the  House,  and  I  will  do 
so  in  a  few  words.  Knowing  Scotland 
and  the  opinions  of  the  people  and  the 
constituencies  of  Scotland  very  well — as 
well,  perhaps,  as  any  hon.  Member  in 
this  House — I  am  aware  that  there  is  a 
great  feeling  of  dissatisfaction,  from  one 
end  of  the  country  to  the  other,  with  the 
manner  in  which  the  present  system  of 
Private  Bill  Legislation  is  conducted. 
I  would  appeal  to  my  hon.  Friends  and 
Colleagues  from  Scotland  whether  it  is 
not  the  case  that  the  enormous  expense, 
the  increasing  uncertainty  in  the  deci- 
sions of  Committees  of  both  Houses  of 
Parliament,  and  the  fact  that  the  evi- 
dence with  regard  to  local  affairs  is 
taken  up  here  in  London,  and  not  in 
the  locuity  affected  by  the  Bills,  are 
matters  of  serious  grievance  and  disad- 
vantage to  Scotland,  and  matters  which 
require  refbrm.   Fasmng  from  Scotland, 
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and  looking  across  to  Ireland,  I  find 
that  the  same  complaintB  are  heard  from 
that  conntry.  Year  after  year  Bills 
have  been  introduced  by  Irish  Members 
dealing  with  this  matter,  and  asking 
that  &e  people  of  Ireland  may  be 
allowed  to  legislate  for  themselves,  or, 
at  least,  to  conduot  their  local  in- 
quiries before  Commissioners  in  Ire- 
land, relating  to  matters  now  dealt 
with  by  Private  Bill  Legislation,  such 
as  railways,  canals,  gas  and  water 
■works.  When  I  come  to  examine  the 
matter  in  the  lieht  of  the  discussions  in 
jparliament,  and  of  the  Beports  of  Select 
Committees,  I  find  that  the  dissatisfac- 
tion is  not  confined  to  Scotland  and 
Ireland.  Since  1824  there  had  been 
crumbling  almost  from  one  end  of  Eng- 
&nd  to  the  other.  Tear  after  year  Com* 
nittees  of  this  House,  and  of  the  other 
House  of  Parliament,  have  sat  and  taken 
evidence  upon  this  matter.  I  think  there 
have  been  at  least  15  Committees  or 
Commissions,  during  the  last  50  years, 
appointed  by  Parliament  to  investigate 
the  reasons  of  the  unsatisfactory  man- 
ner in  which  Private  Bills  have  been 
dealt  with ;  and  while  the  recommenda- 
tions of  those  Bodies  have  been  hesi- 
tating and  irresolute,  the  evidence  of  the 
I  witnesses  has  not  infrequently  been 

I  pronounced  and  decided  enough  against 

the  present  system.  In  the  words  of 
the  Committee  of  1863,  the  witnesses 
seemed  to  hold  that  "the  present  sys- 
tem on  which  Private  Bill  Legislation  is 
founded  is  not  satisfactory,"  and  I  may 
add  that  it  cannot  be  made  satisfactory 
without  some  drastic  change.  My  original 
intention  was  to  confine  my  proposals  to 
Scotland,  where  I  felt  sure  of  my 
ground.  I  had  intended  to  propose  that 
a  permanent  Commission  should  be  ap- 
pointed for  Scotland,  before  whom  the 
evidence  on  Private  Bills  should  be 
taken ;  but  I  found  that  what  was  bad 
for  Scotland  was  bad  for  Ireland,  and 
\vhat  was  bad  for  Ireland  and  Scotland 
could  not  be  good  for  England.  I  felt, 
also,  that  if  I  limited  my  proposal  to 
one  part  of  tJde  country,  I  should  be  met 
with  the  ready  answer  that  it  was  im- 
possible to  legislate  on  an  important 
matter  of  the  Kind  for  one  part  of  the 
country  only.  That  was  the  answer 
which  was  giv^by  the  noble  Marquess 
the  Secretw;  of  State  for  War  (the 
Marquess  of  Hortington)  in  1871  on 
the  liocal  Legislation  (Ireland)  Bill. 


The  noble  Marquess,  who  was  then 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  stated  that  he  considered  Pri- 
vate Bill  Legislation,  as  regarded  Eng- 
land and  Scouand,  required  amendment; 
and  in  1880  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  Forster), 
who  was  then  Chief  Secretaiy,  admitted 
that  Private  Bill  Legislation  was  incon- 
venient for  Ireland,  and  still  more  in- 
convenient  for  England  and  Scotland, 
and  that  he  looked  forward  to  the  time 
when  the  Three  Kingdoms  should  have  a 
tribunal  to  conduct  these  inquiries  which, 
should  ultimately  defer  to  the  House  of 
Commons.  On  these  grounds,  therefore, 
I  determined  to  extend  my  proposal  to 
the  Three  Kingdoms.  Havingmade  this 
explanation,  lliope  that  the  House  will 
acquit  me  of  presumption,  and  will  bear 
with  me  while,  in  the  words  of  my  1st 
Besolution,  I  atten^t  to  {vove  that  the 
system  of  Private  Bill  Legislation  calls 
for  the  attention  of  Pariiament  and  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  requires 
reform. 

What  are  the  main  objections  to 
the  present  syst^n  ?  They  are  three 
in  number — the  expense,  the  uncertainty 
of  the  decisions  of  the  Committees,  and 
the  unprofitable  waste  of  public  time. 
It  is  nniversally  admitted  that  there  is 
no  more  expensive  tribunal  in  the  world 
than  that  which  de^s  with  evidence  on 
which  our  private  le^^atiou  is  founded. 
It  is  impossible  to  give  anything  like  an 
accurate  account  of  the  cost  of  any  indi- 
vidual Private  Bill ;  but  I  shall  mention 
two  or  three  of  the  more  conspicuous 
cases  whieh  hare  come  under  my  notice. 
In  1862,  at  an  important  meeting  of  the 
Social  Science  Confess  in  Iiondon,  some 
papers  on  Private  Bill  Legislation  were 
read,  in  which  several  cases  were  dted, 
and  from  those  the  following  instances 
of  the  expense  of  the  present  system  are 
taken : — Before  the'cnsis  of  the  railway 
mania,  it  was  calculated  that  the  lines 
then  existing  had  been  taxed  for  law 
and  Parliamentary  expenses  £1,800  per 
mile;  and  that  up  to  the  year  1867  the 
Great  Western  Itailway  Company  had 
spent  no  less  than  £760,000  to  get  the 
sanction  of  Parliament  to  their  under- 
takmg.  The  Ghreat  Northern  Kailway 
had  spent  £420,620  in  Parliamentary 
expensee  before  a  spade  was  put  into  the 
ground.  It  was  also  stated  before  a 
Committee  in  1863  that  a  railway  was 
planned  £rom  Oswestry  to  Ohxistchnrch, 
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a  diitanee  of  18  miles,  and  the  expenses 
in  that  case  with  refwenoe  to  the  Farlia- 
mentary  contest  amounted  to  between 
£60,000  and  £80,000  for  the  prelimi* 
nary  powers  only.  [Hiere  were  several 
oases  where  as  mnch  as  16  per  cent,  and 
even  1 7  per  cent,  of  the  capital  of  small 
and  inBignificant  Companies  was  eaten 
np  by  Parliamentary  expenses;  and  it 
was  not  the  Bailway  Companies  only 
who  suffered  in  thia  way,  for  the  Gas 
and  Water  Companies  fared  no  better, 
they  being  mnkted  in  a  similar  manner. 
The  Carliue  Gas  Company's  Parliamen- 
tary bill  amounted  to  £1,372,  or  8  per 
cent  of  its  capitaL  It  cost  Devonport 
£1,611  to  secure  their  original  Act,  and 
£699  more  for  power  to  inoreaee  their 
of^tal;  tiie  Blackburn  Gas  Company 
spent  5  per  cent  of  its  capital,  the 
Ckmbridge  Company  12  per  oent,  and 
tiie  Filey  Company  15  per  oent  of  their 
capital ;  and  the  Clifton  Suspension 
Bnd^  across  the  Avon  cost  £1,257  for 
Parliam entary  expenses,  although  the 
Bill  was  unopposed.  It  may  m  said 
that  these  figures  aie  unofficiaL   I  will 

five  one  or  two  results  taken  from  other 
gures,  which  cannot  be  gainsaid.  In 
1862,  Colonel  Wilson -Patten,  now  Lord 
Winmarleigh — than  whom  no  man  is  a 
higher  authority  on  such  matters — pro- 
cured a  Eetum  through  the  Board  of 
Trade  of  the  expenses  incurred  by  Bail- 
way,  0as,  and  Water  Companies  in  pro- 
moting or  opposing  Private  Bills  from 
1855tol861.  Betumswere reoeived from 
270  Bailway  Companies,  37  Gas  Compa- 
nies, uid  50  Water  Companies.  The  total 
amount  spent  in  these  years  by  the  Bail- 
way  Companies  was  £1,812,669  ;  by  the 
Gas  Companies,  £90,125;  and  by  the 
WaterCompanies,  £101,000.  The  whole 
amount  spent  by  Uiese  Companies  in 
these  years  in  promoting  Bills  in  Parlia- 
ment was  rather  more  than  £2,000,000, 
not  induding  the  fees  of  the  two  Houses 
of  Pariiament.  Bnt  these  figures,  it  may 
truly  be  said,  refer  to  20  years  ago, 
and  perhaps  we  have  grown  wiser  since, 
and  do  not  spend  our  money  bo  reck- 
lessly. But  is  that  the  case?  The 
system  remains  unchanged.  The  main 
cause  of  these  expenses  is  the  profes- 
sional charges,  and  these  remain  the 
same  as  they  were  20  or  40  years 
^i;o.  If  anything,  they  have  increased. 
Thirty  guineas  a-day  is  the  least  fee 
that  even  a  junior  counsel  can  take  for 
his  first  day  in  Committee ;  and  though 
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the  minimum  is  fixed,  the  maximum  u 
not,  and  what  it  may  be  no  one  can 
say.  It  is  not  an  unheard-of  thing  for 
senior  counsel  to  get  500  or  even  1 ,000 
guineas  for  their  brief  fise,  aoA  the 
usual  "refreshers"  and  oonsuHatieB  fisea 
for  every  di^  in  which  they  appear  in 
Cmnmittee.  These  fees  you  may  midtiply 
five  or  BIZ  times,  because  there  are 
always  five  or  six  counsel  on  each  Bill, 
it  being  the  practice,  under  the  existing 
system,  which  drives  the  work  into  a 
few  months  in  each  year,  when  several 
Committees  are  sitting  at  the  same  time, 
to  employ  more  counsel  than  are  abso- 
lutely necessary;  and,  accordingly,  if  you 
multiply  by  five  or  six,  and  add  the  fees 
paid  to  this  House  aad  to  the  other 
House  of  Parliament,  the  fees  of  the 
Parliamentary  agents  and  local  solici- 
tors, the  remuneration  of  engineers,  sur- 
veyors, and  skilled  witaie8seB>  which  is 
always  heavy,  and,  finally,  the  allow- 
anoes  to  (wdininxy  witnessee,  you  -will  ar- 
rive at  a  total  which  aooounts  for  tits 
fact  that  Cnapaniea  spend  a  large  pro- 
portion of  th^  capital  in  order  to  ob- 
tain  powers  to  make  a  proper  use  of  the 
balance.  As  we  find  that  the  profes- 
sional charges  have  not  diminished,  so 
we  find  that  the  time  during  whloh  Bilk 
are  kept  lingering  in  Committee  is  not 
shortened,  but,  if  anything,  is  extended. 
Only  two  years  ago  the  Hull  and  Barns- 
ley  Bailway  Bill  was  kept  before  the 
Committee  for  24  days,  and  the  expense 
was  so  lavish  as  to  be  almost  inooneetv- 
able.  Again,  last  year,  the  Southamp- 
ton Brandi  of  the  Didcot,  Newbury, 
and  Sonthampton  Junction  Bailway  had 
to  spend  £l,0U0  per  mile  in  d^endiag 
themselves  against  the  South- Westant 
Bailway  Company  before  a  sod  was 
cut.  This  year  the  ICanohester  Ship 
Canal  is  one  of  the  biggest  ooDoems 
before  the  Committees ;  and  it  appears 
that  a  Provisional  Committee  has  called 
for  subscriptionB  and  assistance  to  raise 
a  fund  of  £100,000  to  defray  the  ex- 
pense of  an  apj^cation  to  Pariiament 
to  carry  out  the  scheme.  I  think  I 
have  now  said  enough  to  show  that  this 
is  the  most  expensive  tribunal  that 
exists  anywhere.  In  1867  a  Boyal  Com- 
mission was  appointed,  and  before  that 
Commission  much  valuable  and  im- 
portant evidence  was  taken.  Among 
other  witnesses  examined  was  a  w^- 
known  gentleman,  who  had  been  at  one 
time  a  CommisMonw  of  W<nt»  in  Ire- 
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land.  He  afterwarda  went  to  Bnuaia, 
vhere  he  had  a  good  deal  to  do  vith 
the  snperintendence  of  the  construction 
of  the  FniBrian  railways.  He  was  asked 
ahout  the  difference  between  the  ex- 
penses there  and  in  this  country,  and  he 
stated  that  the  system  of  legislation  in 
Prussia  was  totally  different  from  ours. 
The  preliminaxy  expenses  there,  he  said, 
were  Tety  small  indeed ;  and  he  also 
eaid— 

"1 1)611670  I  am  right  In  saying  that  the 
▼ariooa  erpenses  accompanying  the  passing  of 
JUilway  BiUs  In  this  country  through  Parlia- 
xnsnt  before  a  aod  vaa  dog  vould  amount  to 
something  rery  nearly  like  the  cost  of  ths  whole 
Proa^n  syatem." 

This  costUnesB  ia  dne  to  the  system 
which  now  exists.  Great  Companies, 
with  boundless  parses,  come  to  this 
House  and  to  the  other  House ;  and  they 
are,  perhaps  unconaoiously,  not  un- 
willing to  expend  enormous  sums,  and 
to  protract  discuesion  as  long  as  they 
can  with  decency  protract  it,  in  order 
to  drive  off  the  smaller  Oomponiee,  with 
smaller  capital,  who  might  wish  to  in- 
terfere with  the  monopoly  of  the  greater 
Companies.  It  is  the  interest  of  those 
great  Companies  to  lengthen  the  pro- 
ceedings, and  the  system  plays  into 
their  hands.  Parliament  sits  only  half 
the  year,  and  the  Committees  sit  only 
for  a  few  hours  in  the  week ;  and  that 
fact,  coupled  with  the  fact  that  the  pro- 
fessional men  and  agents  engaged  are  not 
anxioQS  to  hurry  the  proceedings,  causes 
gtetA  delay.  I  do  not  for  a  moment  say 
that  eiUier  the  Farliamentaiy  oounsel  or 
tiie  solicitors  desire  to  spin  out  those  in- 
quiries to  an  inordinate  length.  It  would 
be  unworthy  of  me  to  make  such  a  sug- 
gestion. Neither  do  I  suppose  that  the 
municipal  officials — the  town  clerks  and 
the  great  deputations  of  town  coun- 
cillors who  come  up  to  London — are  not 
in  a  hurry  to  go  home  again,  but  wish 
to  stay  in  London  at  the  public  expense 
longer  than  is  absolutely  necessary.  I 
do  not  make  those  charges  against  any 
of  these  professional  men  and  official 
gentlemen ;  but  I  do  say  that  the  pro- 
nssional  gentlemen,  knowing  that  their 
principals,  the  great  and  wealthy  Com- 
panies, wish  delay,  it  would  hardly 
be  in  human  nature  for  them  to  baulk 
their  prinoipals  of  their  desire.  Then, 
again,  the  hours  are  short.  In  one 
hearing  of  eight  hours,  you  oould  do 
more  ^BD  0011M  be  dtme  in  twoda^of 
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fbnr  hours  each ;  and,  therefore,  whea 
the  Session  is  so  short,  and  the  hours 
are  so  short,  and  the  tribunal  inexpe- 
rienced, the  difficulty  which  counsel  feel 
is  to  know  when  to  stop.  Naturally, 
they  think  it  advisable  to  go  on  calling 
eridence  until  the  tribunal  stops  them, 
and  so  the  matter  lingers  on  needlessly 
in  one  House,  to  be  followed  by  similar 
tactics,  similar  delay,  and  similar  ex- 
pense in  the  other  House. 

This  brings  me  to  my  second  objec- 
tion to  the  present  system,  and  that  is 
the  uncertainty  in  the  decisions  at  which 
the  Committees  in  this  House  and  the 
Committees  in  the  othw  House  arrive. 
I  will  not  say  one  word  in  ravjudioe  of 
the  penomul  of  the  present  Oommitteefl. 
Members  of  Committees  in  both  Houses 
hare  shown  great  induatrv,  sometimes 
very  great  ability,  always  hig^  honour, 
and  they  hare  rendered  service  in  these 
difficult  and  delicate  investigations,  for 
which  they  have  received  inadequate 
credit,  both  from  the  House  and  &om  the 
public.  Sut  the  system  is  one  that  will 
not  bear  investigation.  In  the  first 
place,  how  is  the  tribunal  constituted  ? 
Members  of  the  present  and  leading 
Members  of  the  late  Administration 
rarely  serve  on  Private  Bill  Commit- 
tees. Hon.  Genttemen  in  large  profes- 
sional practice,  and  who  have  great 
businesses  to  conduct,  are,  as  a  rule,  ex- 
empt; and  yon  have  also  to  exempt  those 
who  are  connected  with  property  urough 
which  the  Hues  will  pass,  or  who  have 
peonniary  interests  in  the  localities  af- 
fected by  the  Private  BiU.  You  have 
further  to  eliminate  the  Directors  and 
Chairmen  of  other  Railway  Companies, 
and  who  number  in  this  present  House 
of  Commons  about  113.  So  that,  by 
this  process,  you  practically  exclude 
from  the  service  of  these  Committees 
the  very  pick  of  the  business  faculty  in 
the  House.  The  Committee  of  Selection 
have  got  to  select  the  Chairmen,  and 
their  choice  is  always  good ;  but  each 
year,  we  are  told,  it  is  more  and  more 
difficult  to  man  the  Chairmen's  Panel ; 
and  yet  the  whole  system  really  turns 
on  the  selection  of  Chairmen,  because, 
where  only  the  inexperienced  are  left  to 
fill  the  Committees,  the  whole  burden 
really  falls  upon  the  shoulders  of  the 
Chairmen.  If  it  was  difficult  to  man 
those  Committees  pnmerly  before,  it  will 
be  much  more  diffioutt  now,  for  it  will 
be  remembered  tAoA  it  was  decided  last 
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year  that  160  picked  Members  of  the 
House  should  be  drafted  off  to  serve  on 
Standing*  Committees.  I  am  aware  it  is 
supposed  these  will  represent  a  micro- 
cosm of  the  House ;  but  if  these  Stand- 
ing Committees  are  to  he  snocessful — 
and  it  is  believed  they  will  be— more  of 
tJiem  will  be  appointed,  and  it  will  come 
to  be  regarded  as  a  considerable  honour 
to  serve  on  them,  and  an  honour  sought 
after  by  the  best  of  the  non-official  Mem- 
bers of  the  House.  If  that  be  ao,  you  will 
find  it  almost  impossible  to  man  your 
Private  Bill  Committees,  except  by  those 
yiha  hare  not  the  ambition  to  serve  on , 
the  Standing  Committees.  The  tribunal 
will  become  weaker  and  weaker;  it  will 
not  be  a  quration  of  abolishing  the  tri- 
bunal ;  but  the  difficulty  will  become  so 
great  that  itwill  be  impossible  to  continue 
the  system.  This  difficulty  of  manning 
the  Committees  is  not  confined  to  the 
House  of  Commons.  So  long  as  20 
years  ago,  a  similar  difficulty  was  ex- 
perienced in  the  House  of  Lords ;  and 
Lord  Bedesdale  stated  that  he  was 
not  able  to  take  more  than  a  cer- 
tain number  of  Private  Bills  for  ori- 

E' nation  in  the  House  of  Lords.  Mr. 
assey,  who  was  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees at  that  time,  was  examined 
before  the  Select  Committee  that  sat  in 
1 868  upon  this  very  question.  He  was 
asked  whether  it  was  not  his  duty  to 
meet  the  Chairman  of  the  House  of 
Lords'  Committee,  and  to  decide  what 
Bills  should  originate  with  the  House  of 
Lords,  and  what  with  the  House  of 
Commons ;  and  the  answer  to  that  was, 
that  the  Bills  wore  selected  by  the  Chair- 
men of  the  Committees  of  the  two 
Bouses.  In  answer  to  another  ques- 
tion, he  said  there  was  considerable 
difficulty  with  respect  to  the  selection  of 
the  Bills  for  Committee  in  each  House, 
because  the  namber  of  cases  Lord  Bedes- 
dale would  undertake  was  very  small  in 
comparison  with  the  number  that  must 
commence  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
That  year  they  had  nearly  400  Private 
Billa,  some  of  which  went  off;  but  of 
those  Lord  Bedesdale  would  only  oonsent 
to  take  82.  Well,  Sir,  has  that  difficulty 
been  overcome?  This  year  there  are 
276  Private  Bills  introduced  into  Parlia- 
ment, the  Chairmen  have  met,  and  Lord 
Bedesdale  has  found  it  impossible  to 
take  more  than  85,  Last  year,  out  of 
320  Bills  the  House  of  Lords  accepted 
only  96;  and  in  1881,  out  of  231  BilU 
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the  House  of  Lords  accepted  only  65. 
In  both  Houses,  therefore,  there  is  danger 
of  a  dead-lock,  and  this  year  there  is 
greater  danger  than  ever  there  has  been 
in  the  history  of  Private  Bill  Legislation 
owing  to  the  appointment  of  Standing 
Committees.  Such  is  the  tribunal  which 
thisexpensive  system  creates.  Ithasbeea 
called— I  am  not  using  my  own  words — 
"  a  weak  jury  without  a  Judge  to  mode- 
rate between  the  jury  and  the  Beir." 
The  Parliamentary  Bar  is,  perhaps,  the 
strongest  andmost  experienced  of  any  Bu 
in  this  country;  and  what  possible  chance 
has  the  Committee,  or  the  jury,  as  it  has 
been  called,  against  such  a  Bar  as  that  ? 
And  it  is  not  one  jury,  it  is  two  juries, 
two  Courts  of  original  and  co-ordinate 
jnrisdiction,  which  is  an  anomaly  in  it- 
self, and  it  is  incumbent  upon  the  par- 
ties to  establish  their  case  before  these 
two  Courts,  to  whom  are  entrusted  some 
of  the  most  difficult  and  delicate  duties 
that  can  be  entrusted  to  any  tribunaL 
And  what  is  the  consequence  ?  The  con- 
sequence is  that  the  decisions  of  these 
Committees  come  to  be  regarded  almost 
as  lotteries,  in  which  the  longest  purse 
is  apt  to  draw  the  prize,  owing  to  its 
pertinacity.  That  is  the  opinion  of  a 
noble  Lord  whose  experience  is  very 
great  upon  this  question  (Lord  Bedes- 
dale), who,  of  all  men,  is  not  Ukely  to 
underrate  the  excellence  of  those  in- 
stitutions to  which  he  has  been  occus* 
tomed.    He  says — 

"  My  opioion  is  Uiat  both  the  large  Companies 
and  the  small  Companies  would  equallj'  gaia 
by  being  brought  before  experienced  tribnnals, 
and  one  reason  'whr  there  is  such  great  expensft 
is  that  there  is  a  fottery  about  th«  deciiion  vS. 
a  Committee,  which  they  rely  upon,  in  a  grat 
degree,  as  inducing  them  to  carry  on  an  op- 
position. I  think  if  they  knew  that  the 
inquiry  would  be  brought  before  persona  who 
understood  the  whole  qneataon,  all  the  littls 
trumpery  matters  which  they  now  brin^  ia 
for  the  purpose  of  misleading  the  Committee 
would  be  left  out,  and  they  would  not  tbink  it 
advisable  to  continoe  the  oppontion  if  it  was 
not  well  foonded." 

Mr.  Hope  Soott,  a  well-known  Parlia- 
mentary barrister,  saya  in  referenoe  to 
the  same  matter — 

"It  is  a  lottery,  and  whichever  ude  oomM 
before  me,  I  say  yon  may  win,  or  you  may 
lose ;  I  caimot  tul  you  which." 

And  it  is  in  the  experience  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers that  there  is  always  that  uncw- 
tainty  about  Parliamentary  Committees. 
In  the  ordinary  affairs  of  life,  if  yea  go 
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to  a  lawyer,  he  tells  you  either  that  your 
case  is  a  good  one,  or  that  it  is  a  bad 
one.  But  if  you  go  to  your  Parlia- 
mentary lawyer,  he  will  be  unable  to 
aay  whether  you  have  a  winning  case, 
fie  will  give  the  answer  that  is  always 
given  on  such  occasions;  he  will  tell 
you — "  I  cannot  tell  you  until  I  see 
Ilow  the  Committee  is  constituted ;  when 
I  see  what  the  Committee  is,  I  shall 
be  able  to  give  you  some  opinion." 
If  a  lawyer  were  to  tell  you,  in  an  ordi- 
nary case,  that  ho  eould  not  say  whether 
your  case  was  bad  or  good  until  he  saw 
the  Judge,  the  whole  system  of  juris- 
prudence would  be  discredited,  for  such 
an  answer  would  be  unbearable.  In 
50  years  of  these  contests,  and  after  un- 
told expense  incurred  therein,  scarcely  a 
single  rule  of  practice  or  any  principle 
as  to  the  decisions  given  has  been  arrived 
at.  The  House  does  not  know  the  prin- 
ciples that  actuate  Committees,  and  one 
Committee  does  not  know  the  principles 
tiiat  rule  the  Committee  in  the  adjoin- 
ing room.  The  story  of  contrary  deci- 
aioDB  is  well  known;  but  it  will  bear 
repetition  here.  There  was  a  question 
to  be  tried  before  four  Committees 
iu  this  House,  sitting  in  adjoining 
rooms,  the  question  being  as  to  two 
lines  of  railway — which  slwuld  be  pre- 
ferred, a  short  and  direct  line,  or  a  lone 
and  more  circuitous  line,  which  passed 
through  more  villages,  and  gave  pro- 
mise of  larger  traffic.  The  Commit- 
tees met  to  decide  that  important  ques- 
tion. The  first  decided  in  favour  of 
the  short  line ;  the  second  iu  favour  of 
the  circuitous  line ;  the  third  decided 
that  neither  of  the  lines  would  do,  and 
the  fourth  Committee  decided  in  favour 
of  both.  That  may  be  an  exaggeration  ; 
but  it  illustrates  the  statement  that  it  is 
impossible  for  Committees,  however  just 
individually  th^  may  be,  to  carry  out 
any  uniform  principle  of  legislation. 
Viscount  Sherbrooke,  who  sat  upon  the 
Committee  of  1863  as  Mr.  Lowe,  took 
the  SEune  objection,  because  he  says— 

**  The  rtmlt  is  an  Tmcertainty,  which  is  not 
only  cmel  to  those  who  undertake  these  enter- 
jffizeB,  but  tends  to  an  increase  of  litigation. 
Ko  ene'8  case  is  so  good  that  he  can  have  confi- 
dence in  it,  and  no  one's  is  bo  bad  that  he  need 
despair.  No  one  can  say  who  is  right  or  who 
is  wiQDg,  fox  right  and  wrong  pre-suppose 
a  standard ;  and  althongh  £30,000,000  or 
£40,000,000  havB  been  spent  in  railway  liti- 
that  staadanl  has  never  bsea  eitab- 


So  much  for  the  two  principal  objections 
that  I  have  to  urge.  The  third  objection 
I  have  to  the  existing  system  relates 
to  the  unwarrantable  and  unprofitable 
waste  of  public  time  it  involves.  I  shall 
not  lay  myself  open  to  the  charge  of 
wasting  time  nnprofitably  by  dwelling 
on  this,  because  it  is  admitted  that 
Parliament  has  too  much  to  do,  and 
that  it  is  necessary  for  us  to  do  some- 
thing to  eoonomize  our  reeoorees  and 
the  time  and  labour  of  pnUio  men. 
The  labour  of  the  last  Autumn  Session 
was  a  confession  of  that.  The  labour,  the 
irksomeness  of  the  work,  and  the  hours 
spent  by  Members  of  this  House  on  Bail- 
way  and  Private  Bill  Committees  are  as 
extravagant  of  Parliamentary  energy  as 
the  expenses  connected  with  these  Bills 
are  extravagant  of  public  wealth.  A 
scheme  of  local  inqmries  such  as  I  sug- 
gest would  greatly  economize  the  pubUc 
time,  and  save  the  labour  of  Members 
of  Parliament.  Neither  shall  I  dwell 
upon  the  objections  in  detail,  suoh  as 
the  overwork  of  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees, or  the  scanty  scrutiny  which  is 
given  to  the  unopposed  clauses  in  Bills, 
or  tfae  hasty  manner  in  which  the  clauses 
are  conBidered,  though,  to  my  mind,  the 
House  had  a  curious  iUostration  of  €taA 
last  nighty  when  the  bon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Truro  (Sir  James  M'Garel- 
Hogg)  gave  such  a  feeling  account  of 
the  sufferings  which  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  experienced  at  the 
hands  of  the  Metropolitan  District  Rail- 
way in  the  matter  of  the  ventilators  on 
the  Embankment.  These  objections  will, 
no  doubt,  be  stated  with  Qiore  force  by 
other  Members  who  are  more  experi- 
enced than  I  am  upon  the  subject.  There 
is  one  short  a^ument,  however,  which 
I  may  urge  upon  the  House,  and  which, 
I  think,  wiU  have  ^eat  weight  with  it, 
in  favour  of  the  1st  Resolution ;  and  <bat 
is,  that  10  years  ago — in  1872— upon 
the  Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Duohy  of  Lancaster 
(Mr.  Dodson),  this  Besolution  was  carried 
in  the  identical  terms  in  vhioh  it  stands 
upon  the  Paper  now.  Nothing,  however, 
has  been  done  since  1872  to  carry  out 
that  Hesolution.  The  Session  of  1873  was 
a  troubled  Session;  the  oommenoemont 
of  1874  was  not  leas  troubled  ;  and  since 
then  there  have  been  six  years  during 
which  the  attention  of  Parliament  and 
the  country  has  been  directed  rather  to 
external  than  to  internal  affairs,  and 
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tiie  BeBoIntion  daring  that  time  has  re- 
mained a  dead  letter.  But  nov.  Sir,  we 
have  come  hack  home  again.  We  have 
entered,  it  is  said,  upon  an  era  of  domes- 
tic legislatiou,  and  have  already  begun  to 
set  our  house  in  order.  Last  year  some- 
thing was  done  in  this  direction ;  but 
there  is  still  great  room  for  more,  and 
what  is  to  be  done  must  be  done  by  dele- 
gation of  the  Business  of  the  House  to 
external  tribunals.  There  is  no  novelty 
about  this  proposal.  In  18^6  Enclosure 
Bills  were  delegated  to  the  Enclosure 
Commissioners;  in  1846  Estate  Bills 
were  delegated  to  the  Oourt  of  Ohancery ; 
in  1857  divorce  cases  were  delegated  to 
the  Divorce  Court ;  and  in  1868  Election 
Petitions  were  delegated  to  the  Election 
Judges. 

But  I  have  now  detained  the  House 
80  long  upon  these  matters  tliat  I  must 
shorten  as  much  as  loui  the  few  remarks 
I  wish  to  make  upon  the  remedies  that 
I  venture  to  propose  to  the  House.  Many 
proposals  have  been  made  in  the  direo* 
tionof  improvement  of  Private  Bill  Le^s- 
lation.  Lord  Bedesdale  has  proposed  to 
appoint  a  Committee,  consisting  of  one 
Peer  and  two  Members  of  Parliament, 
which  should  sit  tn  pertnamence  during 
the  autumn  and  winter  months,  and  in- 
quire into  the  schemes  which  were  to  be 
brought  into  Parliament  in  the  following 
Session ;  Earl  Grey  proposed  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  tribunal  in  connection 
with  the  Board  of  Trade,  whose  de- 
cisions should  be  embodied  in  Pro- 
visional Orders;  Colonel  Wilson-Patten 

froposed  the  appointment  of  an  extra 
'artiamentary  tribunal  to  inquire  into 
the  iiacts  of  each  ease ;  Sir  Erskine  May 
proposed,  and  has  repeatedly  ^^oposed, 
that  a  pennanent  tribunal  of  high  posi- 
tion and  high  repute  should  be  appointed 
specially  constituted  to  investigate  the 
merits  of  Private  Bills ;  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster  proposed,  as  I  before 
observed,  in  1872,  an  extended  system 
of  Provisional  Orders,  and  a  permanent 
tribunal  to  take  evidence.  Another 
proposal  which  is  influentially  urged  is 
the  appointment  of  a  Government  De- 
partment in  which  the  powers  now  pos- 
sessed by  different  Departments  with 
regard  to  Provisional  Orders  should  be 
vested,  and  all  matters  dealt  with  by 
Private  Bills  should  be  dealt  with  by  this 
Department.  That  proposal  has  many 
supporters,  and,  undoubtedly,  there  is 
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much  to  be  sold  in  ite  favtniT*  fleoBff 
that  it  would  materially  diminidi  the 
expense,  invest  the  decisions  of  the  tri- 
bunals with  oertainty,  and  save  the  time 
of  the  House.  But  there  is  one  great 
objection  to  the  proposal,  which  to  many 
minds  is  almost  fatal  to  it ;  and  that  Is 
the  jealousy  which,  whether  rightly  or 
wrongly,  exists  to  some  extent  in  this 
House  and  this  country,  and  to  an  enor- 
mous extent  in  Scotland,  against  Go- 
vernment Departments.  They  say  ia 
Scotland,  and  I  believe  in  great  many 
parts  of  England  there  are  many  of  us 
who  consider,  that  centralization  has 
gone  to  its  utmost  limits ;  the  cry  is  now 
for  decentralization,  and  the  evoking 
of  t^e  work  and  the  faculties  of  the 
localities.  To  my  mind,  the  objdcti<Ma  ni 
increased  centralization  is  insnp^able 
against  this  proposal.  Another  pro- 
posal is  made  whu^  goea  in  the  oppo- 
site direotion.  It  is  said  that  a  great 
deal  of  work  in  connection  with,  this 
Private  BUI  Legislation  might  be  done 
by  local  authorities,  by  municipal  bodies, 
or  by  County  Boards,  when  we  have 
them,  assisted  by  assessors  sent  down 
by  a  Government  Department  or  ap- 
pointed by  Parliament.  Personally,  I 
incline  to  this  view.  These  Municipal 
Councils  and  County  Boards  might  do 
a  great  deal  in  the  investigatioa  of 
the  smaller  maUers  of  Private  Bills; 
but  the  scheme  which,  in  conjundiott 
with  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Ohristohuieh  (Mr.  Horaea 
Davey)  and  others,  I  have  attempted 
to  present  goes  haU-way  between  tha 
sidieme  of  oentralizatioii  and  the  scheme 
of  deoentralization.  We  do  not  pK^osB 
to  give  the  management  of  evidence  nov 
taken  by  Private  Bill  Committees  ecX' 
olnsively  to  Government  Departments, 
nor  exclusively  to  local  authorities.  I 
should  be  glad  if  the  whole  system  of 
Private  Bills  could  be  delegated  to  per- 
manent tribunals.  Parliament  retaining 
nothing  more  than  powers  of  confirma- 
tion. I  believe  the  work  would  be  better 
done,  and  Parliament  would  be  greatly 
r^ieved ;  but  I  am  well  aware  that  Par- 
liament would  never  listen  to  ench  a  pro- 
posal coming  from  a  private  Membra; 
therefore  I  should  be  only  too  glad  if 
even  the  limited  scheme  I  am  going  to 
mention  could  be  f^iproved.  The  aolmiis 
we  propose  would  work  in  this  way. 
Private  Bills  would  ^  through  all  tl« 
prrfiminary  stages,  juat  w  at  pnsMUi 
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and  the  first  and  the  second  nading 
vould  be  taken  as  at  present.  After 
that  they  would  go  before  Commissions 
for  inTeatigation — English  Bills  before 
an  Bnglish  Commission,  Scotch  Bills  be- 
fore a  Scotch  Commission,  and  Irish  Bills 
before  an  Irish  Commission.  The  con- 
Btitntion  of  these  Commisuons  should  be 
on  a  large  and  liberal  scale,  so  that  the 
serrices  of  the  best  men  could  be  secured. 
It  would  be  necessary  that  the  Oommis- 
aionars  should  be  remunerated  on  such  a 
■«ile  as  would  raisA  them  abore  ail  sus- 
pidon.  They  should  consist  of,  perhaps, 
three  Members  for  each  Commission ;  and 
upon  these  Commissions  the  Farliamen* 
tary  dement,  the  legal  element,  and  the 
lay  dement  vould  be  represented.  I 
ahoald  not  have  Uembers  of  Parliament, 
bat  ex-Membera  of  Faiiiament.  There 
is  no  lack  of  funds  to  mnnnerate  saoh 
Oommissionershandsomely.  The  amount 
of  fees  paid  in  1882  to  this  House 
amounted  to  £46,000,  and  the  amount 
of  fees  paid  to  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament was  £38,000,  and  out  of  that 
fund  ample  means  oould  be  secured  to 
remunerate  these  Oommissiouers.  These 
Commissioners  should  go  on  Circuit,  and 
take  evidence  in  open  Court,  which 
should  be  taken  down  by  official  short- 
hand writers;  tho  counsel  should  ap- 
pear who  are  wanted,  and  there  should 
be  all  the  formalities  attending  a  High 
Court  oi  Justice,  and  they  might  sit 
^ther  nngly  or  in  tvoe  or  threes  ao- 
eording  to  the  importance  of  themeasure 
broDght  before  than.  So  that  there 
might  be  as  many  as  nine  Oommis- 
siqnen  mttiog  at  the  same  time  for  liie 
Three  Kingdoms,  which  is  above  the 
BTerag^  of  Private  Bill  Connnittees  that 
sit  in  this  House,  and  they  would  sit  all 
the  year  round.  If  their  decision  were 
acquiesced  in,  the  Bill  would  return  to 
the  House,  and  would  go  through  the 
remaining  stages  as  at  present.  If  it 
were  not  acquiesced  in,  there  should  be 
an  appeal  to  a  Parliamentary  tribunal, 
composed  of  leading  Members  of  both 
Honees,  upon  the  system  suggested  by 
the  Committee  of  1 869,  and  this  tribu- 
nal should  have  power  to  inflict  oosts 
^on  the  losing  parties  to  the  appeal. 
Q^is  Parliamentary  tribunal  would  take 
tiie  place  of  the  OcHnmittees  of  the 
House.  Their  deeisiona  would  be  final, 
aoid  no  firesh  evidence  would  be  allowed 
to  be  taken  beftne  them.  This  is  the 
scheme  which  Iventnre,  witheome  diffi- 


dence, to  suggest  to  the  House.  I  am 
well  aware—no  man  is  better  aware— 

that  there  must  be  many  imperfections 
in  this  scheme.  It  may  be  that  it  will 
not  be  difficult  for  hen.  Members  of  ex- 
peri«ice  in  these  matters  to  pick  holes  in 
the  scheme,  or  even  to  say  that  it  is  un- 
workable. I  fain  hope  it  will  be  other- 
wise. I  believe  and  hope  that  the 
imperfections  will  turn  out  to  be  imper- 
fections of  detail,  rather  than  of  prin- 
ciple ;  and  I  shall  await  the  oriticisma  of 
experienced  Members  with  much  inte- 
rest and  attention.  Neither  I  nor  my 
hon.  Friend  who  seconds  these  Beso- 
lutions  is  wedded  to  the  details  of  the 
scheme;  but  we  do  attach  importance 
to  the  two  primnplea  contained  in  it 
— the  principles,  namely,  of  local  in- 
quiry, and  of  an  appeal  to  Parlia- 
ment ;  and  our  reason  for  having  pro- 
duoed  this  scheme  is  a  simple  one.  It 
is  that  we  know  that  the  House  does 
not  like  abstract  Besolutions ;  and  we 
have  formulated  a  s^eme,  and  laid  it 
before  the  House,  beoause  we  think  it 
due  to  the  House  that  when  we  have 
attempted  to  destroy  some  portion  of  the 
existing  system,  we  should  at  least  try 
to  build  up  something  in  the  place  of  it. 

Before  I  sit  down  I  hope  the  House 
will  bear  with  ra»  while  I  say  a  few  sea- 
tenoes  upon  the  advantages  which  I  ex- 
pect from  this  scheme.  In  the  first  placa, 
there  would  be  a  g^at  saving  of  ex- 
pense. The  eourcea  of  expanse  are  the 
professional  chai^^,  the  expense  of  wit- 
nesses, atui  Uie  double  inquiry  before 
this  Houae  and  the  House  of  Lords.. 
With  regard  to  professional  charges.  If 
these  Oommissiwers  were  to  go  on  Gi> 
cuit,  no  honuua  being  would  think  of 
taking  leading  Parliamentary  counsel 
over  to  Dublin  and  Belfast,  or  to  various 
places  in  Scotland,  when  they  could  em- 
ploy the  Irish  or  Scotch  Bar ;  and  in 
small  cases  the  local  solicitors  oould  be 
employed.  The  expense  under  that  head 
would  be  largely  dimioiahed.  In  the 
next  place,  the  witnesses  and  deputa- 
tions oomiog  to  London  would  cease ; 
there  would  no  longer  be  reason  for  the 
whole  of  a  Town  Council  to  oome  up  to 
London  in  May,  and  wait  for  months. 
In  the  next  ^ioe,  tbe  double  inquiry 
would  be  done  away  with.  There  is,  I 
am  aware,  the  question  of  appeal  to  the 
Parliwnentary  tribunal,  which  might  be 
said  to  introduce  an  element  of  expense. 
But  there  are  several  considerations  to 
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be  laid  before  the  Honse  on  that  head. 
In  the  first  place,  I  suppose  there  might 
be,  for  the  first  year  or  two,  frequent 
appeals;  hut  if  confidence  were  once 
establiahed  in  the  local  tribunal,  and  if 
the  local  tribunal  were  constituted  of 
able,  conscientious  men,  whose  decisions 
were  well  received,  the  appeals  would  be- 
oome  infrequent,  and  acquiescence  would 
be  the  rule  and  appeals  the  exception. 
Then  there  is  always  the  fact  that  this 
Parliamentary  tribunal  has  power  to 
inflict  coflts,  which,  to  a  certain  extent, 
would  bo  a  deterrent  to  prevent  Com- 
panies who  had  not  a  good  case  from 
appealing  to  the  tribunal.   In  the  third 

Slaoe,  the  element  of  uncertainty  in  the 
edsions  would  be  eliminated,  as  you 
would  have  a  tribunal  going  on  systema- 
tised  rules  of  procedure  in  taking 
evidence,  and  in  other  matters  of  that 
kind.  It  would  diminish  the  uncertainty, 
and  do  away  with  the  haphazard  de- 
cisions which  are  given  at  present.  The 
tribunal  would,  of  course,  be  a  tribunal 
of  the  most  experienced  men  in  the 
House— men  who  would,  under  the  pre- 
sent system,  be  selected  to  the  Chair- 
men's Panel — and  it  is  material  to  re- 
member that  no  fresh  evidence  would  be 
taken  before  this  tribunal.  On  these 
grounds,  I  feel  certain  that  the  expenses 
would  be  greatly  diminished.  But  there 
is  also  this  important  consideration.  The 
local  inquiry  would  ©licit  the  truth  much 
more  accurately  and  simply  than  at  pre- 
sent before  Parliamentary  Committees, 
and  it  would  also  enable  many  to  give 
evidence  who  oonld  not  go  to  London. 
In  the  debate  on  the  teinaference  of 
the  jurisdiction,  in  the  case  of  Election 
Petitions,  from  the  House  of  Commons, 
^  Bobert  Collier  stated  that  local  in- 
quiry was  the  most  potent  agent  to  elicit 
truth.  And  more  than  that,  there  was 
a  Select  Committee  in  1846  to  consider 
the  value  of  local  inquiries.  And  what 
did  that  Committee  say?  It  stated  that 
looil  inquiry  would  l>e  of  incalculable 
advantage  in  diminishing  the  great  ex- 
penses incurred  by  parties  for  the  attend- 
ance of  agents  and  witnesses  in  Lon- 
don, and  in  saving  a  largeportion  of  the 
time  of  Members  of  the  House,  and  in 
supplying  to  the  Committees  on  Bills 
the  locfu  and  trustworthy  information 
which,  under  the  present  system,  appears 
to  be  so  much  wanted.  But  it  is  not 
on  the  ground  of  saving  expense  or 
eliciting  the  truth  only  that  I  would 
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urge  this  matter.  I  would  urge  it  on 
the  ground  that  only  by  local  inquiries 
could  justice  be  done  to  small  places  and 
to  poor  men.  There  are  many  small 
places  in  Ireland  which  are  anxious  to 
have  tramway  schemes,  or  gas  works,  or 
water  works,  or  harbour  works,  and  who 
are  unable  to  carry  out  these  useful  un- 
dertakings, owing  to  the  enormous  ex- 
pense which  would  fall  upon  them  if 
they  were  to  come  to  Parliament.  la 
Scotland  I  know  of  many  instances  where 
small  towns  and  burghs  are  prevented 
from  having  such  appliances  and  under- 
takings ;  and  I  know  others  which  have 
been  almost  ruined  by  being  brought  up 
to  Parliament,  in  order  to  secure  the 
passing  or  to  defeat  the  provisions  of 
some  Private  Bill.  One  of  the  burghs 
which  I  have  the  honour  to  represent 
was  dragged  up  to  Fuliament  in  1863 
to  defend  itself  against  unjust  assess- 
ments which  were  proposed  to  be  levied 
upon  it  by  the  county,  owing  to  some 
Hoad  Bill.  They  came  up,  and  had  the 
objectionable  clauses  modified  in  their 
interest ;  but  at  what  a  cost  ?  It  cost 
them  77  per  cent  of  their  income.  I 
know  of  another  small  burgh  in  Scot- 
land represented  by  the  hoo.  Hember 
for  the  Ayr  Burghs  (Mr.  It.  F.  F,  Camp- 
bell), with  an  income  of  £8,500  a-year, 
and  two  years  ago  it  had  to  spend  no  less 
than  £2,500  in  securing  the  passing  of 
a  Bill  to  provide  it  with  pure  drinking 
water.  The  expenses  in  these  two  cases, 
and  in  many  others  which  could  be  men- 
tioned, would  be  trifling,  if  the  inquiry 
had  been  conducted  in  the  locality.  I 
am  sure  there  are  many  of  my  Cel- 
leagnes  from  Scotland  who,  in  their  own 
experience,  can  give  similar  instances. 
But  if  this  is  true  of  small  places,  how 
muc^  more  important  is  it  when  it  af- 
fects poor  men  *  I  urge  the  importance 
of  these  local  inquiries  on  the  ground  of 
the  injustice  often  inflicted  on  those  who 
are  unable,  from  poverty,  to  defend 
themselves.  I  urge  it  not  in  my  own 
words,  but  ia  the  words  of  a  man  whose 
utterances  were  always  heard  with  at- 
tention, with  satisfaction,  and  with  re- 
spect in  this  House — the  words  of  the 
late  Duke  of  Newcastie,  who,  as  Lord 
Lincoln,  in  introducing  the  Endosuie 
Bill  in  1845,  said  that— 

' '  In  sineteeu  casea  oat  of  twenty,  OonunittMS 
of  thit  House,  uttiag  on  Frivata  KlU,  iMgleeted 
the  rights  of  the  poor.  I  do  not  sav  that  Uti; 
vilfaUy  negleeted  those  rights :  tar  aom  it  i  bnt 
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this  I  affirm,  that  they  vere  neglected  in  con- 
sequence of  the  Committees  being  permitted  to 
remain  in  ignorance  of  the  claims  of  the  poor 
man,  hecatue  by  reaaon  of  his  very  povotty  he  ii 
unable  to  come  op  to  liondtm  to  fee  counsel,  to 
produce  witnesses,  and  to  urge  his  claims  before 
a  Committee  of  this  House.  A  Commission,  I 
think,  may,  therefore,  be  so  constituted  as  to 
afford  to  the  poor  man,  by  examtnatioo  on  the 
spot  and  at  hia  own  door,  more  certain  secu- 
rity than  any  system  of  private  lenalation.'* — 
(3  Satuard,  [So]  25.) 

On  these  grounds,  Sir,  I  urge  the  ne- 
cessity— I  urge  the  justice— of  estab- 
lishing tribunals,  whose  duty  it  shall 
l>e  to  institute  in(^uiries  with  a  view 
to  Private  Bill  Legislation  in  the  locali- 
ties affected  by  &6  Bills.  I  beg  to 
thank  the  House  for  the  attention  I 
have  received. 

Mr.  HOEAGE  DAVEY,  in  seconding 
the  Besolution,  said,  he  thought  the 
House  would  be  inclined  to  congratulate 
his  hon.  Friend  upon  the  indostry  and 
ability  which  he  had  shown  in  bringing 
forward  this  subject.  He  felt  sure  that 
nobody  would  question  the  vndue  of  the 
aenrices  which  were  rendered  by  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  who  served  on  Private 
Bill  Committees.  There  were  many 
Members  who  did  not  take  a  very  active 
part  in  the  debates  of  the  House,  but 
who  yet  rendered  very  valuable  service 
to  the  country;  and  he  could  not  help 
admiring  the  patient  industry  and  intel- 
ligence of  the  men  who,  although  not 
brought  up  with  legal  training,  yet 
showed  (^reat  aptitude  for  legal  and 
other  busmesB  in  the  Private  BUI  Com- 
mittees. But,  although  he  should  bo 
sorry  to  lose  the  services  of  such  men, 
it  was  well  known  that  every  Session 
brought  more  Public  Business  before  the 
House;  that  the  debates  were  longer 
than  they  used  to  be ;  and  that  there  was 
a  greater  strain  put  upon  the  strength 
of  hon.  Members  than  used  to  be  the 
case  formerly.  In  addition  to  this  the 
House  determined  last  autumn  to  tir  the 
experiment  of  having  Standing  Com- 
mittees to  deal  with  certain  classes  of 
Bills.  He  hoped  the  experiment,  if 
successful^  would  be  extended,  and  Uiat 
every  Member  would  find  a  place  on 
one  or  more  of  the  Standing  Committees ; 
but  it  should  be  remembered  that  these 
Standing  Committees  comprised  about 
160  or  more  Members,  and  caused  a 
greater  demand  upon  the  time  and 
stMiMth  of  Members  of  Parliament ; 
fhenwne,  ^is  was  an  additional  reason 
for  considering  the  question  whether  they 
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should  any  longer  continue  the  present 
system  of  Private  Bill  Legislation  ?  la 
the  present  Session  there  were  221 
Private  Bills,  of  which  151  were  Bail- 
way,  35  Tramway,  14  Gas,  and  21 
Water  Bills,  the  capital  involved  amount- 
ing to  about  £95,000,000.  These  were 
interests  of  considerable  magnitude, 
and  deserved  careful  consideration.  Out 
of  that  number  of  Bills  probably  50 
were  opposed,  which  would  occupy  the 
attention  of  about  200  Members.  In 
these  Committees  the  most  important 
element  was  the  choice  of  a  Ctuurman ; 
and  those  Gentlemen  whose  ability  and 
experience  qualified  them  to  serve  as 
Chairmen  of  the  Committees  were  just 
the  sort  of  men  whom  it  was  desirable 
to  place  on  the  Standing  Oommitteet 
proposed  to  be  introduoed.  Uadw  these 
circumstances,  there  was,  he  thought,  a 
feeling  that  the  question  of  Pnv^ 
Bill  Legislation  deserved  the  immediate 
or  early  oonsidwation  of  the  GoTern- 
ment.  What  was  the  romedy  for  the 
existing  state  of  things  and  the  incon- 
veniences of  which  his  hon.  Friend  had 
called  attention?  Down  from  1845  to 
the  present  time  Parliament  had  dele- 
gated functions  which  used  to  be  per- 
formed by  Private  Bill  Committees  to 
other  bodies.  In  1845  the  Enclosure 
Act  was  passed,  which  was  the  first  Act 
which  dealt  with  the  subject  of  Private 
Bills  by  Provisional  Orders,  and  that 
system  was  continued  in  the  Public 
Health  Act  of  1848,  and  in  subsequent 
Acts,  ending  with  the  Eleetrio  Lighting 
Act  of  last  Session.  There  were  sereru 
bodies  which  dealt  with  legislation  by 
means  of  Provisional  Ordws.  For  in- 
stance, there  wwe  the  Xiand  Oommia- 
sion,  Ihe  Local  GoTernment  Board,  the 
Boaid  of  Trade,  and  the  Home  Office, 
which  were  empowered  to  issue  Bro- 
visional  Orders  or  certificates.  In  his 
opinion,  it  would  not  be  satisfactory 
to  the  House  or  the  country  that  ques- 
tions of  the  magnitude  and  import- 
ance which  were  usually  dealt  with  in 
the  class  of  Private  Bills  which  now 
come  before  Parliament  should  be  dealt 
with  in  the  way  of  a  Provisional  Order. 
Nothing  oould  be  more  important  than 
that  the  best  possible  moAb  should  be 
devised  for  dealing  with  questions  of 
that  character.  Considerable  jealousy 
would  be  felt  at  the  entrusting  interests 
of  magnitude  and  importance  to  a  De- 
partment such  as  the  Board  of  Trade, 
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trhich  was  one  of  the  great  Departments 
of  the  Qovernment,  and  was  presided 
over  by  a  Member  of  the  Cabinet,  who 
was  neoessarily  a  Member  of  one  of  the 
great  political  Parties.  In  his  opinion, 
the  remedy  was  to  be  found  in  the 
creation  of  an  impartial  tribunal  or 
Oommisaion,  which  should  report  to  the 
House.  He  considered  it  of  the  greatest 
possible  importance  that  the  House 
should  retain  its  control  over  these 
questions,  and  he,  for  his  part,  would 
be  sorry  to  see  the  House  part  with  its 
control  oTor  Private  Bills ;  but  he  should 
like  to  see  the  House  delegate  its 
functions  of  inquiry  into  facts,  and  into 
the  Preambles  of  Bills  and  the  settlement 
of  clauses,  to  a  tribunal  independent  of 
the  House.  If  they  had  a  Commission 
sitting  permanently  throughout  the 
greater  part  of  the  year,  and  taking  their 
cases  in  order,  they  would  get  that  con- 
sistency of  decision  and  continuity  of 
policy,  the  want  of  which  was  now  so 
much  complained  of.  Having  quoted 
the  opinions  of  Lord  Sherbrooke,  Sir 
Erskine  May,  and  Lord  Sftlisbury  in 
support  of  his  argument,  tlie  hon.  and 
learned  Member  wont  on  to  point  out 
how,  by  means  of  a  Commission  sitting 
the  greater  part  of  the  year,  those 
defects  might  be  corrected.  Another 
adrantage  of  such  a  Commission,  he 
urged,  would  be  that  it  would  be  capable 
of  sitting  either  in  the  locality  to  take 
evidence  that  could  be  best  obtained 
thoro  or  in  London  when  that  was  most 
advisable,  and  they  would  thus  gain 
greater  elasticity  of  procedure  than  was 
possible  in  the  case  of  Parliamentary 
Committees.  But  he  would  like  the 
Commission  to  report  to  the  House 
simply.  It  should  not  exercise  the 
functions  which  were  esercised  by  the 
Board  of  Trade,  or  the  Home  Office,  or 
any  other  public  Department  which 
made  Provisional  Orders ;  but  it  should 
simply  report  to  the  House,  and  on  the 
Eeport  hon.  Members  would  have  the 
same  power  of  calUng  attention  to  the 
points  of  the  Bill  brought  forward 
which  th^  now  exercised;  in  fact, 
the  House  would  have  the  most  free 
and  absolute  control  over  Private  Bills. 
Another  important  consideration  was  the 
degree  in  which  the  public  interests 
were  sometimes  overlooked  in  the  clash 
of  the  mighty  warriors  who  crossed 
swords  before  the  Committee  on  Private 
Bills.   The  questions  there  raised  were 
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often  raised  more  as  between  two  liti- 
gants than  as  concerned  the  general  in- 
terests, and  there  was  nobody  there 
whose  business  it  was  to  protect  the 
public.  It  would,  therefore,  be  wise  to 
give  directions  to  any  Commission  tlist 
&ey  should  go  through  the  Bill  and 
draw  the  attention  of  the  Honse  in  their 
Beport  to  any  clause  that  affected  the 
public — whether  it  had  been  brought 
under  their  notice  by  the  litigant  parties 
or  not.  Sometimes  a  clause  in  a  Frivata 
Bill  exempted  a  Corporation  or  a  Bail- 
way  Company  from  the  operation  of 
some  general  law ;  and  it  was  clear 
that  some  more  efficient  check  upon 
the  promoters  was  necessary  in  re- 
gard to  such  matters.  It  should  be 
part  of  the  duty  of  the  OommiseionerB 
who  might  be  appointed  under  his  hon. 
Friend's  scheme  to  protect  the  public 
interests  in  those  cases.  They  were  told 
there  was  a  danger  of  such  Commis- 
sions becoming  judicial  bodjes,  and  of 
their  decisions  crystallizing  into  prece- 
dents, and  that  the  elasticity  &nd  flexi- 
bility attaching  to  ParUamentary  Com- 
mittees would  be  lost.  No  doubt  it  would 
be  a  misfortune  if  their  policy  as  to  the 
great  Bailway  Bills,  for  example,  were 
not  capable  of  being  adapted,  from  time 
to  time,  to  the  wants  and  requirements 
of  public  opinion.  But  that  could  be 
secured  in  two  ways — first,  by  retaining 
the  control  of  Parliament  as  efficiently 
as  was  done  at  present  over  the  Bills 
when  they  came  back  from  the  Commis- 
sion ;  secondly,  by  giving  an  appeal,  as 
suggested  by  his  hon.  Fnend,  to  a  Joint 
Committee  of  both  Houses  of  Parliament 
from  any  part  of  the  Beport  which 
should  afifect  any  of  the  parties  appear- 
ing before  the  Commissioners.  With 
regard  to  the  expense  of  the  proposed 
system,  he  found  it  stated  that  the  fees 
which  were  paid  by  promoters  of  Private 
Bills  ranged  from  about  £40,000  to 
£130,000  a-year,  leaving  an  ample 
margin  within  which  to  provide  the  ex- 
pense of  such  a  Commission  as  his  hon. 
Friend  had  suggested.  Some  soheme 
might  bo  devised  by  which,  when  the 
Petition  for  a  Private  Bill  was  presented, 
and  when  &  Private  Bill  was  lodged,  it 
should  immediately,  by  the  order  of  the 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means,  be  sent 
for  inquiry  to  such  a  Commission  as  that 
proposed  to  bo  established  by  his  hon. 
Friend .  He  had  much  pleasure  in 
seconding  the  Motion. 


Digitized  by 


i  633     Tarliamnt—PrivaU       f  March 


6,  1883  J         Bill  Ltgulaiion.  1634 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  thii  House,  Uie  sys- 
tem of  Private  Bill  Legislation  calU  for  Uie 
attentioii  of  ParliameDt,  and  of  Her  Hajesty'i 
OoTemment,  and  reqnins  refonn," — (Mr. 

Mr.  BAIKES  said,  that  the  proposal 
of  these  Hesolutions  had  occnaioned  him 
some  surprise,  which  he  thought  must 
be  shared  by  other  Members — first,  be- 
cause it  had  recalled  to  his  recollection 
the  fact  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
had  not  themselves  taken  up  this  ques- 
tion, as  they  might,  not  unreasonably, 
have  been  expected  to  do  after  the 
course  taken  by  them  in  recommending 
the  institution  of  Standing  Committees  ; 
and,  secondly,  that  it  should  have  fallen 
to  an  hon.  Member  who  had  not  been, 
he  thonght,  a  month  in  the  House,  to 
bring  forward  this  particular  Resolu- 
tion. But  having  heard  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member,  he  was  bound  to  say 
that  he  had  acquitted  himself  in  a  man- 
ner which  would  entitle  him  hereafter 
to  speak  with  authority  on  the  subject ; 
and  the  House  would,  therefore,  be  not 
too  hasty  to  take  note  that  he  should 
have  brought  the  matter  forward  at  the 
outset  of  his  Parliamentary  career.  He 
gathered  &om  what  had  fallen  from  the 
Mover  and  Seconder  that  they  did  not 
wish  to  bind  the  House  to  the  precise 
terms  of  the  Motion ;  but  that  they  be- 
lieved it  to  be  their  duty  to  formulate 
some  proposal  as  an  alternative  to  the 
existing  practice.  Those  who  had  sat  in 
that  House  10  or  12  years  would  remem- 
ber that  the  present  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster  (Mr.  Dodson),  who 
was  then  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means, 
had  made  a  very  similar  proposal,  and 
that  it  would  probably  have  been  ac- 
cepted had  it  not  been  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  sought  to  put  on  the 
Government  the  responsibili^  of  taking 
the  matter  np,  while  the  Government 
wished  to  divide  that  responsibility  be- 
tween themaeWeB  and  the  House.  The 
hon.  Member,  not  being  aware  of  this 
probably,  had  fallen  into  a  trap,  and 
allowed  the  very  words  which  frustrated 
the  Motion  at  that  time,  for  the  reason 
he  had  stated,  to  stand  now  in  bisEeso- 
lution.  For  his  own  part,  he  should 
have  thought  it  better  if  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  proposed  to  make  it  in- 
cumbent on  the  Government  to  find  a 
remedy  for  the  evil  of  the  present  system 
of  lUrate  Bill  Legialation.  He  agreed 
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with  almost  all  the  Mover  of  the  Hesolu- 
tion  had  said  with  regard  to  the  evils  of 
the  present  system.  Such  experience  as 
he  had  had  of  the  difficulties  attending 
Private  Bill  Legislation  in  the  House, 
had  entirely  confirmed  him  in  the  opi- 
nion entertained  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Duchy  in  1872.  There  could  be  no 
doubt  that  the  present  practice  was 
dilatory,  oostly,  and  uncertain ;  and  he 
feared— though  he  was  anwilUng  to  be- 
lieve it— that  it  was  rather  losing  that 
prestige  which  used  to  attach  to  it  in 
the  eyes  of  the  public.  He  did  not  mean 
to  say  that  the  Committees  of  the  House 
did  their  duty  with  less  earnestness, 
honour,  and  devotion  than  in  former 
times ;  but,  as  Public  Business  continued 
to  make  greater  inroads  upon  the  time 
of  Members,  it  became  increasingly  diffi- 
cult to  get  Members  of  the  most  useful 
type  to  serve  upon  these  Committees. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chairman  of 
the  Committee  of  Selection  mi^ht  well 
regard  the  prospect  before  him  with, 
terror.  Indeed,  he  (Mr.  Baikes)  did  not 
see  where  the  men  were  to  come  from. 
The  new  institution  of  Standing  Com- 
mittees had  enormously  increased  his 
difficulties.  He  did  not  mean  that  Uem- 
hers  would  on  that  account  be  excused 
from  ^vate  Bill  Committees ;  but  if 
they  happened  to  be  among  the  16U 
Gentlemen  selected  for  the  Standing 
Committees,  it  was  obviously  impossible 
for  them  to  be  engaged  in  the  discus- 
sion of  both  Public  and  Private  Business 
at  the  same  time.  To  those  160  they 
must  add  30  or  40  official  and  ex-official 
Members,  bringing  up  the  total  to  200. 
From  the  remainder  must  also  be  sub- 
tracted practising  barristers,  and  busy 
merchants,  and  the  residue  only,  the 
non-official  G^entlemen,  and  Gentlemen 
not  busily  employed  and  distinguished 
in  any  occupation  would  be  left.  Thus, 
something  like  half  of  the  House  of 
Commons  would  have  some  very  good 
reason  for  not  serving  upon  Private  Bill 
Committees,  and  they  would  be  left  with 
the  half  which,  he  feared,  the  public 
might  cease  to  regard  with  the  admira- 
tion which  in  past  years  was  supposed  to 
have  been  felt  for  the  proceedings  of  the 
Committees  of  that  House ;  indeed,  it 
would  be  impossible  for  them  to  feel  the 
same  confidence  in  the  success  of  their 
deliberations.  He  did  not  think  the 
hon.  Member  had  said  quite  as  much 
OS  he  might  have  done  in  praise  Kd 

3  G  r-^ 

Digitized  by  V-jOOQ 


1635       Parliameni—PrivaU        (COMMoI^S]  iJill  tegiaUHon.  1636 


tbat  very  distiuguiBlLed,  meritorious,  and 
able  body  of  men— the  Parliamentary 
agents— to  whom  the  House  owed  ao 
much  with  regard  to  the  transaction 
of  its  BaeinesB,  and  of  whom  the 
public  out-of-doors  knew  but  little. 
The  principal  objection  to  the  proposed 
change  would  lie  in  the  fact — if  it  were 
a  fact — that  in  future  the  Private  Busi- 
ness of  the  House  would  have  to  be  car- 
ried on  without  the  assistance  of  these 
Qentlemen  ;  but  he  hoped  that  such 
might  not  be  the  case,  and  that  in  any 
scheme  which  might  take  the  place  of 
the  present  system  they  should  endea- 
vour, as  far  as  possible,  so  to  adapt  it 
to  existing  necessities  as  to  secure  the 
continued  assistance  of  these  valuable 
public  servants.  The  present  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  (Mr. 
Bodson),  in  the  proposal  which  he 
made  to  the  House  in  1872,  was  in 
favour  of  a  system  of  Provisional 
Orders;  while  the  hon.  Member  advo- 
cated a  scheme  by  which  a  Bill  was  to 
^o  through  some  of  the  present  stages 
in  the  House,  but  that  the  most  import- 
ant stage  should  be  taken  outside  the 
control  of  Parliament  and  referred  to 
those  Commissioners  whom  it  was  pro- 
posed to  send  about  the  country  who, 
again,  should  refer  the  Bills  back  to 
the  House  forEeport  and  third  reading. 
He  did  not  consider  that  the  most  con- 
venient method  of  reforming  the  pro- 
cedure \  but  expressed  his  preference 
for  the  scheme  which  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Duchy  proposed  in  the  first  instance, 
observing  that  Uie  Provisional  Order 
system  was  the  one  to  which  they  must 
look  in  the  future  for  the  conduct  of 
Private  Bill  Legislation.  One  great  de- 
fect in  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Haddington  Burghs  was  that  it 
would  fail  to  obtain  public  confidence. 
Some  years  ago,  when  he  himself  was  the 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means,  he  had  drafted  a  measure 
which  the  pressure  of  Public  Business 
prevented  his  bringing  before  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House,  but  in  which  he  fol- 
lowed the  lines  laid  down  by  his  right 
hon.  Friend.  That  scheme  comprised 
the  follpwing  points : — If  the  worK  was 
to  be  done  satisfactorily  they  ought  to 
create  a  really  important  tribunal, 
whose  authority  should  be,  if  not  equal 
to  that  of  Parliament,  at  least  equal  to 
that  of  a  Court  of  Law.  For  this  pur- 
pose he  was  anxious  to  institute  a  Cbm- 


misuon  or  Court,  which  should  consist 
of  five  Oommisuoners.  These  Commis- 
sioners should  be  assisted  by,  say,  from 
fire  to  ten  Assistant  OommissionerB,  one 
of  whom  should  act  as  Registrar.  As 
soon  as  a  Petition  was  presented  to  the 
Commissioners  by  the  promoters  of  any 
scheme,  the  Petition  should  bo  referred 
to  an  Assistant  Commissioner,  who 
should  proceed  to  hold  an  inquiry  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  the  locality  to  be 
affected,  or,  if  it  were  thought  desi- 
rable, in  London.  He  should  find  the 
facts  of  the  case,  and  upon  those  facts 
there  should  be  no  appeal.  The  Oom* 
missioners  should  then  draft  an  Order, 
and  should  communicate  its  terms  to 
the  parties  who  had  appeared  in  the 
local  inquiry,  and  should  intimate  to 
them  that  if  there  was  no  appeal  made 
against  it,  it  should  after  a  certain  time 
become  final.  When,  any  appeal  was 
lodged  against  it  the  parties  should  be 
entitled  to  be  heard  by  counsel ;  bnl 
only  argument,  and  not  evidence,  should 
be  heard  upon  the  case  as  stated.  When 
the  Commissioners  had  heard  the  ap- 
peal, they  would  consider  whether  they 
would  modify  or  quash  the  draft  Order. 
Having  finally  settled  the  Order  it 
would  then  be  laid  before  Parliament, 
and  would,  if  it  was  not  challenged,  be- 
come law  within  40  days.  If  the  Order 
was  challenged  in  the  House  it  would 
be  referred  to  a  Standing  Committee 
for  consideration.  That  was  the  out- 
line of  his  scheme ;  and  to  his  mind  it 
would  be  preferable  to  have  a  really  im- 
portant tribunal  for  promoting  the  neces- 
sary inquiry  to  having  that  inquiry  con- 
ducted by  a  body  going  round  the 
country,  such  as  that  suggested 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Haddington 
Burghs.  It  might  be  said  that  his 
scheme  would  be  more  expensive  than 
that  of  the  Mover  of  this  Sesolution. 
He  did  not  deny  that ;  but  he  believed 
that  the  suitors  already  contributed  la 
fees  much  more  than  would  besufiicient 
to  meet  the  expense  of  his  proposal. 
He  hoped  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Dodson),  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment, would  communicate  some  inter- 
esting facts  to  the  House  ;  but  the  even- 
ing would  be  mis-spent  unless  they 
obtained  from  Qoverumont  some  posi- 
tive assurance  that  they  would  take  the 
lead  in  any  change  that  was  made. 
Now,  he  thought,  was  the  time  for  the 
Government  to  take  an  initiative  &r 
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some  refcurm  in  our  Private  BUI  Legis- 
lation, aa  a  special  and  peculiar  diffi- 
culty had  been  created  in  this  matter 
by  the  institution  of  Standing  Commit- 
tees. The  Gh>vernment  might  say — 
"  Wait  until  another  year  and  see  how 
tlie  Standine  Oommittecs  will  work." 
He  did  not  think  that  tliey  could  afford 
to  wait  for  the  experience  of  Standing 
Committees.  It  was  a  question  of  how 
ttey  were  to  provide  arrangements  along- 
side of  Standing  Committees  for  the  due 
and  proper  periormance  of  those  duties 
which  fell  upon  the  House.  The  House 
would  do  better,  for  its  own  credit,  if  it 
did  not  allow  itself  to  be  deterred  by  its 
reluctance  to  recognize  difficulties  of  its 
own  creation  from  parting  with  a  juris- 
diction which  it  could  no  longer  exer- 
cise with  advantage  to  tho  State. 

Sir  JOSEPH  PEASE  thanked  his 
lion.  Friend  for  the  manner  in  which  he 
liad  introduced  an  important  subject  to 
the  House:  but  the  vetyfkct  that  he 
liad  before  mm  the  IReports  of  so  much 
evidence  and  so  much  investigaUon  must 
liave  shown  to  him,  as  to  the  House, 
that  it  was  a  matter  of  very  great  diffi- 
culty, and  one  that  had  puzzled  a  great 
many  clever  men.  He  feared  that  the 
first  difficulty  that  must  occur  to  his 
hon.  Friend  in  his  proposal  was  that  in 
his  proposed  Commission  he  delegated 
the  authority  which  the  House  was 
bound  to  keep  to  itself,  and  that  he  would 
not  retain  that  public  confidence  in  the 
Commission  which  the  public  placed  in 
the  decisions  of  the  House.  It  had 
been  his  lot  to  be  on  both  sides  of  the 
Table  at  one  time  or  another  in  that 
House,  and,  during  an  experience  of  30 
years  or  so,  he  had  seen  a  good  deal  of 
the  promotion  and  opposition  of  Private 
Bills  in  Parliament ;  and  he  had  come 
to  the  conelasion  that,  with  certain  mo- 
difications of  the  present  tribunal,  they 
could  have  a  tribunal  which  would 
accomplish  that  which  was  wanted  with 
less  dilatoriness,  less  espensiveness,  and 
more  uniformity  of  action  than  if  the 
House  delegated  its  authority.  It  had 
been  alleged  by  tho  right  hon.  Member 
for  the  University  of  Cambridge  (Mr. 
Eaikes)  that  the  delegation  of  authority 
to  Commissioners  would  prevent  the 
■working  Members  of  tho  House  being 
taken  away.  He  did  not  think  it  could 
make  any  difference  in  a  House  of  up- 
wards of  500  working  Members.  He 
did  not  see  how  being  Members  of  large 


6,  1883}  Sill  LeguUtion.  1638 

Standing  Committees  was  to  exclude 
Members  altogether  from  serving  on 
Private  Bill  Committees.  He  thought 
the  Resolution  before  the  House  woiHd, 
if  carried,  cause  a  great  deal  more  ex- 
pense than  the  present  system.  Pro- 
moters would  not  be  satisfied  with  local 
counsel,  or  local  engineers,  or  borough 
surveyors,  and  counsel  and  engineers 
would  have  to  go  from  London  to  Aber- 
deen or  Cork  with  very  large  fees.  The 
expense  of  promotion  was  not  in  bring- 
ing up  the  witnesses — that  was  a  small 
oxponso.  It  might  bo  true  that  Corpora- 
tions of  towns  were  very  likely  to  come 
to  town  about  the  end  of  May,  especially 
about  Derby  time.  It  had  been  said 
that  the  larger  and  richer  Companies 
endeavoured  to  starve  out  the  smaller 
Companies ;  hut  the  smaller  Companies 
wore  often  the  aggressors.  The  hon. 
Member  the  Mover  of  the  Besolution 
had  said  that  many  Chairmen  of  Com- 
mittees allowed  counsel  to  run  rampant. 
Now,  he  had  seen  a  good  many  Chair- 
men, and  he  did  not  think  they  came 
within  that  charge.  ITiere  was,  no 
doubt,  a  great  want  of  uniformity  in  the 
decisions  of  Committees  of  that  House  ; 
but  this  want  of  uniformity  was  almost 
necessary,  and  in  nine  cases  out  often  was 
almost  ri^ht.  He  had  often  heard  that 
the  decisions  of  Committees,  however 
disagreeable  to  one  party  or  the  other, 
were  based  upon  sound  common  sense, 
and  had  given  great  satisfaction  to  the 
districts  to  which  they  were  applied. 
Another  point  was  that  there  were  often 
eight  or  ten  Private  Bill  Committees 
sitting  at  once ;  but  how  was  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Baikes)  going  to 
support  eight  or  ten  Committees  with  30 
Commissioners.  A  far  better  and  less 
expensive  plan  would  be  to  create  in 
London  one  tribunal,  composed  of  the 
Lords  and  Commons,  sitting  together  on 
all  Bailway  Bills.  That  would  have  a 
much  more  beneficial  effect  in  the  way 
of  keeping  down  expense  than  any  Com- 
mission or  Committee  which  could  be 
appointed.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  said  that  if  the  House  delegated  its 
authority  it  must  have  ample  controlling 
power  in  the  House.  This  meant  that 
the  party  dissatisfied  would  go  behind 
the  decision  and  say  that  the  whole 
question  must  be  raised  in  the  House 
again,  so  that,  instead  of  saving  time, 
they  would  have  all  these  questions  de- 
bated over  and  over  again. 
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Sift  JOHN  EENNAWAT  said,  it 
would  be  Tell  to  remember  that  Farlia- 
ment  Bad  been  engt^ed  on  this  question 
for  more  than  40  yearB,  that  from  time 
to  time  propoeals  had  been  made,  and 
that  the  difficulties  in  the  way  of  making 
a  cbange  had  been  found  to  be  insuper- 
able.   He  congratulated  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  had  introduced  the  Motion  on 
the  interesting  speech  he  had  made,  and 
the  reception  it  had  met  in  the  House 
was  a  full  justification  to  him  for  bring- 
ing the  question  forward.    The  subject 
was,  doubtless,  one  of  great  importance ; 
the  interests  involTed  were  enormous, 
and  the  jurisdiction  vas  so  peculiar  that 
the  House  was  bound  to  look  into  it 
from  time  to  time,  so  as  to  ascertain 
whether  they  wen  doing  what  was  best 
for  the  countey  in  retaining  it.  The  fees 
now  taken  amounted,  he  believed,  to  no 
less  tban  £140,000,  and  oat  of  tUa  sum 
the  entire  expaises  of  the  House  were 
paid.  The  present  debate  had  proceeded 
on  the  lines  of  that  introduced  1 1  years 
ago,  for  then  the  system  was  stigmatized 
as  lengthy,  costly,  uncertain,  and  un- 
satisfactory.   On  the  other  hand,  they 
had  the  statement  of  the  late  Mr.  Lee- 
man,  a  great  authority  in  railway  mat- 
ters, that  the  system  had,  in  the  long 
run,  worked  out  justice;  and  figures 
ehowed  that  for  10   or  15  years  the 
average  sum  invested  under  that  system 
was  £20,000,000  annually.  Whatever 
the  decisions  were,  the  cost,  where  bo 
much  was  at  stake,  would  be  large ;  and 
as  the  question  was  one  of  policy,  there 
would  always  be  uncertainty.  The  length 
of  lime  occupied  in  cases,  no  doubt,  must 
be  great  imen  the  tribunal  sat  only 
three  full  days  a-week ;  but  this  tribu- 
nal did  not,  he  thought,  bear  nnfavour- 
able  comparison  with  other  Courts  in 
this  respect.    Those  objeotionB,  how- 
ever, were  not  new.    As  long  ago 
as  1846  Parliament  passed  an  Act  that 
a  preliminary  inquiry  should  be  held, 
and  witb  the  result  that  the  expenses 
were  increased  two-fold.    In  1851  that 
Act  was  repealed,  and  Parliament  had 
retained  the  jurisdiction  ever  since. 
Much  had  been  said  about  the  dissatis- 
faction that  existed  among  the  public 
with  the  present  system ;  but  on  what 
evidence  was  the  statement   based  ? 
Board  of  Trade  Hetums  showed  tiiat 
upwards  of  £94,342,000  was  now  pro- 
posed to  be  raised  under  that  system  for 
different  Companies,  and  that  fact  cer- 


tainly did  not  go  to  ptove  fiiat  dissaiu- 
faction  existed  to  the  extent  staged  with 
the  tribunal  to  which  l^e  cases  of  tlioso 
Companies  were  to  be  referred.  It  must 

be  borne  in  mind  that  the  objection  to 
the  transfer  of  jurisdiction  was  based  oa 
Constitutional  principles.    To  confer  ex- 
ceptional powers  beyond  the  law  waa  tbe 
attribute  of  the  Supreme  L^islature; 
and  where  power  was  eought  by  pro- 
moters which  could  not  be  otherwise 
exercised,  there  was  required  a  union  of 
legislative  and-  judicial  functions  which 
no  other  tribunal  but  that  of  Parliammt 
could  afford — and  Uiat  espeoially  the 
case  where  property  was  interfered  with, 
and  Parliament  in  such  cases  must  re- 
main the  supreme  jurisdiction.    As  to 
the  Oommission  of  experts,  to  whom  it 
was  suggested  tliat  the  power  should  be 
Iransf^rad,  he  would  ask  whether  such 
a  body  waB  likely  to  command  confidence 
and  support?   What  he  thought  was 
wanted  in  the  matter  was  a  changing 
body,  who  were  conversant  with  public 
opinion,  who  would  not  give  stereotyped 
decisions,  and  would  adapt  themselves 
to  the  conditions  under  which  they  ware 
placed  with  re^^ard  to  the  questions 
brought  before  them — in  fact,  a  High 
Court  of  Arbitration  with  widest  powers. 
They  must  not  be  afraid  to  delegate 
their  authority  if  they  could  not  be  found 
to  use  it  properly,  or  in  accordance  with 
the  wishes  of  the  country ;  but  too  much 
must  not  be  made  of  the  fact  that  they 
delegated  their  jurisdiction  in  regard  to 
Election  Petitions,  because  these  stood 
on  a  totally  different  footing,  the  issue 
in  them  being  one  of  law  oearing  on 
fact   He  thought  relief  might  be  found 
in  the  extension  of  Provisional  Orders, 
which  had  already  conferred  so  moch. 
benefit  in  a  number  of  cases  where  pro< 
vision  had  been  made  by  the  general 
law  for  parties  who  used  to  have  to  apply 
to  Parliament  for  special  powers  in  each 
case,  or  it  might  be  that  they  would  be 
able  to  delegate  some  powers  to  local 
bodies  which  were  not  at  present  con- 
stituted— in  the  way  of  holding  a  pre- 
liminary inquiry  to  inquire  into  the  facts, 
leaving  the  decision  to  a  Parliamentary 
Committee.   The  whole  question,  how- 
ever, was  one  that  mnst  be  taken  up  iaj 
the  responsible  Government. 

M&.I)ODSON:  I  do  not  intend  to 
address  the  House  at  any  great  length 
upon  the  merits  of  Uiis  question,  which, 
haa  been  so  fully  entered  into,  more  ea- 
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peeiallj  hj  tiie  Mover  and  Seconder  of 
the  Swolution.  I  congratulate  my  hon. 
Friend,  the  Mover  of  the  Besolntion,  on 
the  great  care  and  tliought  he  has  be- 
sfeoved  upon  t^e  snbjeot,  and  the  clear 
aad  interesting  manner  in  which  he 
submitted  it  to  the  House.  It  ie  50 
years  or  more  since  Bentham  inveighed 
a^net  the  system  of  Private  Bill  Legis- 
lation in  Fbrluunent,  and  declared  that  an 
xmpaztia]  spectator  wonld  think  that — 

"He  maxim  of  the  goreniliig  body  vns  the 
minimization  of  tite  time  employed  hi  the  per- 
ionnaaos  of  its  appropriaia  cUitieii,  and  to  msxi- 
mias  tha  vaate  of  it." 

Since  then,  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
has  just  sat  down  has  reminded  the 
House,  a|good  deal  has  been  done  in  the 
direction  which  Bentham  recommended 
— namely,  relieving  the  House  of  some 
functions  for  winch  it  was  ill  adapted. 
Some  of  these  instances  have  been 
mentioiied — Enclosures,  Divorce,  Natn- 
ralication,  and  Election  Petitions.  In 
no  ease,  I  believe,  has  the  House  re- 
pented the  step  that  it  has  taken  in  re* 
lieving  itself  of  inqnirf  into  these  sub- 
jects,  BSid  r^ening  them  in  whole  or  in 
jMKTt  to  external  tribonals.  The  defects 
of  the  existing  system  at  XVivate  BOI 
Lapdalion  have  been  so  fonrfbly  pointed 
cot  to-night  Aat  I  need  not  go  over 
them  again.  It  will  hardly  be  denied 
that  the  system  of  Private  Bill  Legisla- 
tion is  attended  with  evils;  that  it  is 
somewhat  haphazard  in  its  nature,  and 
that  it  is  expensive.  It  is  haphazard  in 
its  nature,  notfrom  any  want  of  industry 
or  even  of  ability  on  the  part  of  the  tribu- 
nals, but  from  the  fluctnating  elements 
of  which  these  tribunals  are  composed, 
their  lack  of  experience  and  training,  and 
the  want  of  one  uniform  spirit  and  soul 
running  through  them.  It  is  expensive, 
for  t&is  reason — that  all  the  inquiries 
are  crowded  into  one  short  part  of  the 
year;  and,  moreover,  from  the  nature  of 
the  funotions  of  Members,  the  daily  sit- 
tings of  the  Committee  must  be  very 
short.  Nominally  it  meets  at  12  o'dock, 
and  sits  tall  a  qnarter  to  4,  when  Mr. 
Speaker  takes  the  Chair.  Virtually  it 
does  not  sit  more  than  3^  hours  a-day. 
It  is  obvious  that  these  short  sittings 
and  frequent  adjonrnments  must  add 
verv  much  to  the  expenses  of  witnesnes 
and  of  counsel,  and  of  all  parties  attend- 
ing before  the  tribanal.  I  think  that 
few  persons  will  be  inclined  to  disagree 
with  the  proposition  which  is  oontained 
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in  the  let  Beeolution  d  the  hon.  Hem- 

ber  for  Haddington— 

"  That  the  lyBtem  of  Frirate  BUI  Legislation 
calls  for  the  attention  of  Parliument,  and  of 
Her  Majn^'s  Government,  and  rsqnires  le- 

fonu." 

Even  those  who  have  most  objected  to 
the  sQggestion  of  external  tribunals  have 
not  been  slow  to  admit  that  the  syBtem 
requires  refwm,  and  oome  have  pointed 
to  a  Joint  Committee  of  the  two  Houses 
as  a  Oonrt  which  might  be  judidously 
substituted  for  the  two  Courts,  which  now 
give  the  opportunities  for  a  double  trial 
in  the  case  of  each  particular  Bill.  The 
House  will  not  be  surprised  to  hear  that, 
so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  am  quite 
disposed  to  agree  with  the  Ist  Besolu- 
tion,  for  it  is  a  Besolutaon  which  I  my- 
self submitted  to  the  House  12  years  t^j^o, 
with  an  Amendment  Bu^^;ested{^by  my 
noble  Friend  the  Lord  Privy  Seal,  which 
I  willingly  accepted,  and  which  was 
agreed  to  by  the  House  unanimously 
in  1873.  As  regards  the  Snd  Beso- 
Intion,  I  am  not  prepared  to  give 
my  assent  to  it,  and  for  this  reason — 
that  it  doee  not  go,  according  to  my  opi- 
nion  of  what  is  needed,  far  enoogli.  It 
retains  the  system  of  Private  Bills. 
They  are  to  be  read  a  second  time  in 
the  House  before  they  go  to  the  new 
tribunal,  and,  therefore,  whatever  dis- 
advantage attaches  to  solicitations  for 
the  second  reading  of  Private  Bills,  to 
taking  up  the  time  of  Members  by  dis- 
cussions on  Private  Business,  and  to 
such  Business  being  confined  to  the 
period  of  the  Sitting  of  Parliament  will 
etill  continue.  Again,  while  establishing 
an  external  tribunal,  it  would  not  get 
rid  of  the  expense  attending  the  main- 
tenance of  Examiners  of  Private  Bills. 
Then,  again,  so  far  as  it  deals  with 
Provisional  Orders,  it  would  retain  what 
appears  to  me  to  be  a  very  cumbrous 
system — namely,  the  passing  of  IVo- 
visional  Ordns  by  embodying  them  in 
Bills  which  would  have  to  go  through 
all  stages  in  both  Houses.  Then  the 
hon.  Member  for  Haddington  proposes 
to  establish  Commissions  for  Eng- 
land, Scotland,  and  Ireland.  He  would 
be  establishing  an  unnecessarily  great 
and  extensive  machinery.  No  doubt,  of 
late  years,  owing  to  bad  trade  and  the 
distressed  state  of  agriculture,  private 
legislation  has  been  somewhat  less  than 
in  the  da;^s  when  people  were  wealthier 
and  making  mim«j  futer.  Bat,  stiUf 
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there  have  been  of  late  years  some  30 
Committees  of  this  House,  on  the  ave- 
rage, to  consider  Private  Bills ;  and  if 
you  reckon  Hybrid  Committees,  and 
Committees  upon  Provisional  Orders, 
there  hare  probably  been  about  40  Com- 
mittees. Therefore,  some  120  or  150 
Members  had  annually  sat  on  these  Bills 
between  300  and  400  days.  But  a  tri- 
bunal consisting  of  experienced  men, 
versed  in  controlling  discursive  counsel 
and  checking  redundant  or  irrelevant 
evidence,  and  sitting  not  three  and  a- 
half  hours,  but  six  hours  a-day,  would 
get  through,  on  the  most  modest  calcu- 
liUaon,  in  one  day,  the  work  that  occu- 
pies  a  Committee  two  days.  The  result 
is  that  one  body  of  Commissioners,  sit- 
ting seven  or  eight  months  in  the  year, 
would  do  Uie  whole  work  of  Private 
Bill  Committees.  Then  I  como  to  the 
proposal  to  have  a  separate  Commission 
for  Scotland  as  well  as  for  England  and 
Ireland.  I  find  that  last  Session  there 
wwe  four  Committees  on  Sootch  Bills, 
who  sat  toother  86  days.  That  would 
have  occupied  a  Commission  18  days. 
There  were  two  or  three  Committees  on 
Irish  BlUs,  and  they  only  sat  nine  days. 
The  Commission  would  have  disposed  of 
Uiat  work  in  four  or  five  days.  There- 
fore, it  is  obrioas  that  there  is  not  work 
enough  for  a  permanent  Commission  in 
the  case  fd  Scotland  or  Ir^nd.  If  you 
are  not  to  appoint  a  Commission  on  pur- 
pose to  perrorm  this  work,  but  simply 
to  employ  annually  a  certain  number  of 
barristers  or  other  gentlemen  to  do  this 
work,  then  it  appears  to  me  that  you 
will  be  landed  in  the  same  evil  of  tri- 
bunals, consisting  of  fluctuating  ele- 
ments, and  I  do  not  think  much  advan- 
tage will  be  gained.  The  3rd  Eesolu- 
tion,  providing  for  an  appeal,  is  good 
for  that  purpose,  but  it  is,  of  course,  de- 
pendent upon  the  2nd ;  and,  therefore, 
if  the  2nd  is  not  adopted,  the  question  of 
the  3rd  will  not  arise.  The  hon.  Baronet 
-who  has  just  sat  down  said  that  we  had 
expeiieaoe  of  external  inquiriesin  regard 
to  Frivate  Bills,  and  that  they  had  been 
a  &Unre  under  the  Proliminary  Inquiry 
Aet.  That  is  true ;  but  that  Act  pro- 
vided for  a  local  inquiry,  which  was  to 
be  hdd  by  an  Inspector,  who  went  down 
and  made  an^inquiry  in  the  locality ; 
and  I  quite  agree  that,  though  such  an 
inquiry  may  suffice  where  the  object 
affects  a  dwnite  locality,  or  where  the 
interests  at  stake  are  comparatively 
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small,  no  parties  would  rest  satisfied 
with  it  in  important  railway  contests 
other  great  cases.  But  this  is  to  he  s 
a  tribunal  which  is  to  hear  witnesses 
and  counsel  in  open  Court,  and,  then- 
fore,  it  will  be  one  which  shonid  oany 
at  least  the  same  weight,  in  my  opisiaa, 
as  a  Committee  of  the  House,  and,  at 
all  events,  the  proceedings  before  it 
would  be  conducted  in  the  same 
On  behalf  of  the  Government,  I  am 
prepared  to  accept  the  let  Besolation 
of  my  hon.  !E^end.  But  I  would 
that  the  House  must  not  expect  tint 
the  Government  will  be  able  to  takean; 
action  upon  it  in  the  present  Sesdon. 
"We  have  got  before  us  a  programme  of 
work  which  is  quite  sufficient.  I  wooM 
like  to  point  out  to  the  House  that  tke 
changes  which  will  have  to  be  made 
in  order  to  give  effect  to  this  Ist  Eoeo- 
lution,  in  whatever  way  it  may  be 
carried  out  in  detail,  must  be  a  natta* 
for  considerable  discussion,  and  vonM 
take  up  a  large  amount  of  time.  I 
said  just  now  that  the  Government  can- 
not be  expected  to  fake  action  Bpm 
this  subject  in  the  present  SeflaoB,iB 
view  of  the  programme  wbic^  we  lum 
already  presented  to  the  House,  vaSm 
the  House  should  be  so  desirous  to  pro- 
ceed with  it  that  l^ey  would  be  pre^nd 
to  repeat  what  was  done  last  year,  aad 
have  an  Autumn  Bitting  forthepni^oM. 
If  the  House  dtould  show  any  extrmi- 
nary  desire  for  that,  Her  Majesty's  Cto- 
vemment  would  be  prepared  to  ^fe 
respectful  consideration  to  the  widi 
I  will  conclude  by  making  this  one 
suggestion  to  my  hon.  Friend  and  bi 
the  House,  which,  I  think,  would  be 
an  improvement  on  his  proposal.  The 
Resolution  he  proposes  to  the  flosaa 
is  in  exactly  the  same  words  as 
agreed  to  nem.  con.  in  1872,  I  think  it 
is  not  very  desirable  that  the  Hoine 
should  simply  repeat  the  Besolotioa  it 
then  recorded,  and  I  venture  to  mg- 
gest  to  my  hon.  Friend  that  he  wonld 
strengthen  his  position  by  a  reference 
to  what  was  done  in  1872.  I  tberefsw 
propose  to  amend  his  Besolutioa  by 
leaving  out  all  the  words  after  "thst," 
and  add  these  words — 

"  This  House  adheres  to  the  BeaoluUoo  opoD 
Private  Legiilation,  agreed  to  on  the  tSnd  « 
March  1873." 

Amendment  proposed. 
To  leave  out  from  the  word  *■  That "  to  ft* 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  fbe  wo"'* 
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Uiis  Honse  adheres  to  the  BeBolation  iQWii 
Private  Legidation,  agreed  to  on  the  22na  of 
Uaroh  1872;'— (■«>■•  Dodton^) 

— inatead  tliereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  pait  of  the 
Question." 

Mr.  CRAJG-SELLAE  expressed  his 
thanks  to  the  House  for  the  extremely 
kind  manner  in  which  hon.  Members 
had  received  his  Kesolution.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  (Mr.  Dodson)  had  stated  in  his 
speech  that  there  would  not  be  work 
enou^  for  separate  Oommissions.  He 
(Mr.  Sellar)  confined  his  remarks  to  the 
work  that  would  be  done  by  the  Ck>m- 
miasian  appointed  for  Scotland.  In 
1881  the  Gonunittees  sat  upon  opposed 
Scotch  Bills  for  £9  days,  and  in  1882 
they  sat  for  64  days  on  opposed  cases ; 
and  when  they  looked  into  the  num- 
ber of  Scotch  Bills  which  came  to  the 
House  from  year  to  year,  though  the 
number  was  not  Tory  great,  it  was  a 
gradually  increasing  number.  The  ac- 
tual amount  of  money  proposed  to  be 
raised  by  these  Scotch  BUls  was  very 
oonaderable,  amounting  for  a  period  of 
four  yearsto  £19,000,000.  Theamount 
for  Ireland  was  smaller ;  but  he  felt  that 
sufficient  work  would  be  found  for  a 
Scotch  Commission  if  it  were  to  be  ap- 
pointed. He  should  gladly  accept  the 
proposed  Amendment  on  the  part  uf  the 
Government,  and  withdraw  ms  2nd  and 
Srd  Kes<^utions. 

Ms.  BOBEETSON  condemned  the 
present  system  of  Private  Bill  Legisla- 
tion ;  and,  speaking  from  an  ample  ex- 
perience, said,  that  the  great  cause  of  the 
dissatisfaction  given  by  the  decisions  of 
Committees  of  Parliament  was  not  their 
partofmilf  nor  their  expense,  but  the  un- 
certainty which  always  prevailed  as  to 
the  reasons  which  led  to  the  success  or 
to  the  failure  of  Bills.  All  they  knew 
was  that  their  Preambles  had  or  had  not 
been  proved.  He  would  suggest,  as 
being  all  that  was  really  necessary,  the 
amendment  of  the  Standing  Orders,  so 
as  to  require  Committees  to  report  to 
the  House  not  only  their  decisions,  but 
the  reasons  for  them. 

Mk.  GB£GK)BY  said,  his  expenence 
of  Fkivate  Legidation  dated  from  1840. 
Daring  the  time  that  had  since  elapsed, 
he  had  seen  great  changes  in  the  practioe 
of  the  .House,  and  ver^  ^at  improve- 


ments in  the  constitution  of  the  Commit- 
tees. But  from  what  he  had  seenin  the 
past,  and  what  went  on  now,  he  YOiy 
greatly  doubted  whether  any  striking 
change  conld  be  advantageously  intro- 
duced. It  would  be  a  very  donbtftil 
policy  to  delegate  to  any  tribunal  oatside 
of  Parliament  the  power  of  over-riding 
existing  Acts,  and  in  many  cases  the 
Common  Law,  as  was  often  proposed  in 
Private  Bills.  No  doubt,  the  constitution 
of  tlie  Committees,  many  years  ago,  was 
anything  but  satisfactory  ;  but  the  new 
constitution  introduced  since  then  had, 
according  to  his  experience,  worked  very 
well,  and  the  result  was  that  they  had 
now  very  competent  and  careful  tribu- 
nals. The  element  of  certainty  was 
embodied  into  their  proceedings  by  die 

Kractice  of  consulting  the  reference, 
[oreover,  the  Bills  were  examined  by 
the  Chairman  of  Committees  in  the 
House  of  Lords,  and  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means  in  that  Honse,  who 
were  both  asnsted  by  counsel.  In  Uiis 
way,  all  Bills  were  subjected  to  a  very 
careful  scrutiny.  The  coansele  had  a 
full  knowledge  of  the  previous  couVse  of 
Private  Bill  Legislation.  They  had  a 
distinct  recollection  of  the  various  ar- 
rangements made  between  parties  to 
Bills,  and  the  connection  between  those 
Bills.  This  knowledge  of  the  past,  and 
its  relation  to  the  present,  was  most  use- 
ful in  dealing  with  Private  Bills ;  but  it 
would  be  wholly  wanting  in  that  new 
scheme  proposed  by  the  Mover  of  the 
Eesolution.  Besides  having  this  know- 
ledge, these  oficials  were  well  acquainted 
with  Parliamentary  drafting.  One  rea- 
son urged  for  removing  I^vate  Bills 
from  the  present  excellent  tribunals  and 
handing  them  over  to  some  external 
body  was  tiiat  thereby  expense  would 
be  saved.  He  doubted  very  mwh  whe- 
ther this  would  be  the  case.  Where 
promoters  had  large  interests  at  stake, 
and  were  possessed  of  heavy  purses, 
there  was  bound  to  be  a  large  expendi- 
ture in  the  promotion  or  defence  of  the 
interests  at  stake.  This  remark  did  not 
apply  merely  to  proceedings  before  Com- 
mittees of  this  House;  it  appHed  to 
Courts  of  Law,  arbitrations,  and  refer- 
ences of  every  kind.  It  must  be  borne 
in  mind  that  the  expensive  i)ersonage8 
in  connection  with  the  inquiries  were 
resident  in  the  Metropolis.  It  was  the 
counsel  and  the  experts  who  were  the 
ex|)ensive  part  of  the  machinery  fA.  VT\r 
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Tate  Bill  Iiegislatiou.  It  would  cost  the 
parties  to  a  FriTate  Bill  a  rery  much 
larger  eum  if  these  genti«neD  bad  to  be 
taken  down  to  the  country  in  order  that 
local  inquiries  might  he  held.  Again,  it 
was  said  that  in  the  localities  the  in- 
quiries might  be  conducted  longer  each 
day ;  but  he  did  not  anticipate  that 
much  greater  progress  would  be  made 
than  was  at  present  the  case. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present^ 

Mr.  GBBaORT  resumed :  With  a 
strong  Chairman,  he  had  seen  oases 
dealt  with  as  speedily  as  they  oonld  have 
been  in  any  Court  of  Law.  Extraneous 
evidence  was  thrown  aside,  and  attention 
was  oentred  on  the  real  facts  of  the  case, 
-with  the  result  of  a  great  saving  of  ex- 
pense. He  was  old  enough  to  recoUeot 
Iiord  Dalhousie's  Commission  in  1845, 
which  sat  upon  the  many  railway  schemes 
of  that  period.  The  Beports  of  the  Com- 
mission  did  not  reoeire  much  attention 
from  Parliament.  The  Committees  acted 
for  themselres.  He  fancied  that  some- 
thing like  this  would  be  the  result  if 
Commissions  were  now  appointed. 

Mr.  T.  a.  DICKSON:  said,  he  fnUy 
agreed  with  the  Mover  of  the  Resolution 
that  the  main  objections  to  the  present 
system  of  Private  Bill  Legislation  lay  in 
the  expense  and  uncertainty  attending 
it.  If  the  expense  were  a  serious  thing 
for  England  and  Scotland,  how  much 
more  must  it  operate  against  Ireland  ? 
He  did  not  approve  of  the  !^remedy  "sug- 
gested by  the  hon.  Member  for  Had- 
dington, as  it  was  merely  a  compromise, 
and  the  power  of  appeal  he  proposed  to 

S've  to  the  House  would  greatly  increase 
e  cost  attending  the  promotion  of  Pri- 
vate Bills.  Bailway  and  Tramway  Bills 
ought  to  be  delegated  in  Ireland  to 
County  Boards  or  Provincial  Councils, 
with  the  right  of  appeal  to  the  Local 
Oovemment  Board  or  the  Board  of 
Works.  The  present  system  was  fatal 
to  the  development  of  tJie  industrial 
resouroee  of  Ireland. 

Notice  taken,  that  40' Members  wwe 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  not  being  present, 

Hoose  sdjonnied  at  baU  after 
Mr.  Or^ory 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 
JFtdnnday,  7th  Uareh,  IS8S. 


MINUTES.]-Kbw  WBrr  Ibsusd  —  For  Mif> 
County  of  Tipporary,  r.  John  DiUon,  eaqqire, 
ChiltMit  Hundreda. 

PoBHcBrLLS— Of*r«f— Wrjf  JBmAiv— Comrty 
Coart  Judges*  [112];  Riven  Conservaney 
and  Floods  Prevention  •  [113]. 

Second  Reading  —  Ouelty  to  Ammals  Acts 
AmendmGDt  [13} ;  BorouA:h  Fmnchisa  [Ire- 
land) [22]  [House  couoted  out]. 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAT. 


CRITELTT  TO  ANIMALS  ACTS  AMEND- 
MENT BILL.— [Bill  13.] 
(Jfr.  AnderMon,   Sir  Frtdtrick  Milbankf  Mr. 
Samuel  Morliy,  Mr.  Jacob  Bright,  Ur,  Am- 
vaort  Siwardt,  Mr.  Suchanan.) 

SEOOSTD  BBASDrO. 

Order  for  Second  Heading  readj 

Mb,  ANDERSON,  in  rising  to  more 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
said,  that  last  Session,  when  he  was 
moving  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill, 
and  was  narrating  some  of  the  atrooitiea 
that  had  come  to  bis  knowledge  in  con- 
nection with  pigeon-shooting,  one  hon. 
sporting  Member,  whose  feelings  perhaps 
were  outraged,  ashoi  for  a  count  of  the 
House.  It  was  late  in  the  Session,  on 
a  Saturday,  and  a  number  of  Members 
walked  out,  and  conspicuously  amongst 
them  those  Members  of  the  Qoremment 
who  were  then  present.  If  those  hon. 
Members  had  remained  for  a  few 
minutes  longer,  possibly  the  atrocities 
he  described  might  have  been  put  an 
end  to  at  least  one  year  sooner  thaa 
could  now  be  the  case.  He  quite  rect^ 
nized  that  some  hon.  Members  were  in- 
credulous of  the  statements  he  then  made, 
for  several  had  informed  him  priratety 
that  they  thought  he  must  have  been 
hoaxed,  as  it  was  absolutely  impoaaible 
human  beings  could  oontrive  or  per- 
petrate suoh  atrocities.  He  widud  it 
were  eo,  and  he  also  wished  it  were 
unnecessary  for  him  to  borrliy  llie 
House  by  repeating  them ;  but  he  felt 
it  was  abs^utely  necessary  that  ha 
should  do  so,  because,  unless  he  made 
known  the  full  facts  of  the  ease,  he 
might  £eu1  to  create  as  strong  a  feeling 
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agmnet  this  so-called  sport— this  bastard 
sport— of  pigeoB-sbooting,  as  to  enable 
him  to  get  it  put  down  bj  law.  Trap 
shootiDK  at  birds  was  never  at  tlie  beat 
much  01  a  sport ;  but,  at  least  in  tbe  old 
times,  it  was  different  from  what  it  had 
now  become.  Long  ago  wild  blue-rocks 
were  the  birds  used ;  they  were  put  in 
the  trap  unmutilated,  and  they  had  a 
chance  of  their  lives,  and  that  system 
tested  the  skill  of  the  sportsman.  But 
that  was  all  changed  now.  Blue-rocks 
were  no  longer  to  be  had  ;  the  common 
tame  household  pigeon  was  substituted. 
Still,  the  purveyors  of  the  birds  called 
them  blue-rocks,  but  they  had  no  more 
title  to  that  name  than  a  sparrow.  Some 
of  the  birds  were  so  tame  that  when  the 
trap  was  opened  they  refused  to  rise,  and 
Bomething  in  the  nature  of  a  spur  was 
used.   The  trapper  wrenched  out  the 
tail  at  one  pull,  and,  in  order  to  make 
the  incentiTe  so  much  the  greater,  fre- 
quently touched  the  raw  with  popper, 
and  sometimes  with  turpentine.  Some- 
times tbe  trapper  would  stick  a  pin  in 
the  rump  of  the  bird,  so  that  it  could  not 
eit,  and  through  tbe  pain  was  certain  to 
fly  when  the  trap  was  open.  The  nature 
of  the  barbarity  that  was  applied  to  the 
bird  depended  entirely  upon  what  the 
interest  of  the  trapper  might  be — which 
side  tipped  bim  best,  or  whether  his 
interest  lay  in  backing  the  gun  or  the 
bird.   Again,  if  he  did  not  wish  to  be 
Been  drawing  out  the  tail  feathers,  be- 
beoause  some  people  objected  to  that 
being  done,  he  cotHd  give  a  very  severe 
twxfit  to  the  rump,  which  would  be  quite 
as  ^eotive,  and  possibly  a  great  deal 
more  brutal.   He  might  also  squeeze 
the  fragile  framework  of  bones  so  that 
the  bird  would  be  hardly  able  to  fly.  If 
the  trapper  wanted  tbe  bird  to  £y  to  the 
rig^ht  he  would  destroy  with  a  pin  the 
left  eye  or  gouge  it  out  with  the  finger 
sail,  knowing  the  bird  would  fly  to  the 
side  it  could  see;  if  he  wanted  it  to  fly 
to  the  left  he  would  put  out  the  right 
eye.    If  he  wanted  to  utterly  confuse 
the  flight  of  the  bird  he  would  put  out 
both  eyes,  as  was  sometimes  done.  There 
was  another  atrocity  which  had  occasion- 
ally been  noticed,  the  object  of  which 
he  was  hardly  able  to  state,  and  that  was 
ibat  the  upper  mandible  of  the  bill  was 
bent  over  and  stuck  through  the  soft 
oentre  of  the  lower,  the  objeot  of  which, 
he  had  no  doubt,  was  to  confuse  the 
fd^i  of  the  bird.  When  last  jrear  be 


told  the  House,  and  published  to  the 
country  through  the  Irms,  that  atroci- 
ties so  devilish  in  their  ingenuity  were 
practised  on  poor  tame  doves— actually 
on  those  binls  which  by  the  common 
consent  of  mankind  from  the  earliest 
times  had  been  regarded  as  types  of 
gentleness,  innocence,  and  peace — the 
statement  was  received  in  some  quarters 
with  horror,  and  in  others  vrith  incre- 
dulity. He  had  then  sources  of  infor- 
mation that  made  him  quite  certain  that 
the  charges  were  true,  and  he  could 
have  substantiated  them  if  necessary. 
But  last  month  an  event  occurred  that 
rendered  any  trouble  of  that  sort  un- 
necessary. At  Belper,  in  Derbyshire, 
the  officers  of  the  Invention  of  Cruelty 
to  Animals  Society  were  able  to  bring  a 
case  into  Oourt,  which  was  destoifoed  by 
the  Derbyshire  Advtrtuer.  One  of  the 
witnesses  said  a  match  was  made  be- 
tween ICr.  Samuel  Hawkins,  publican, 
and  John  Bogers.  The  birds  used  were 
tame  pigeons,  and  were  put  into  the  trap 
bythedefendauts.  Assoon  as  the  first  bird 
got  out  the  witness  noticed  how  remark- 
ably it  flew  about.  The  bird  was  shot 
by  an  outsider,  and  upon  examination 
it  was  found  to  have  a  damaged  eye. 
Another  bird  was  let  loose,  and  it  flew 
to  the  left  and  was  killed  by  a  man 
named  Cook,  and  when  examined  it  was 
found  that  one  eye  had  been  forced  out. 
He  spoke  to  the  defendants  about  it,  and 
told  them  that  they  would  hear  of  it 
again.  A  third  pigeon  was  Uberated,  and 
one  of  the  eyes  of  that  had  been  forced 
out.  A  fourth  pigeon  was  liberated, 
and  it  was  found  to  have  had  both  eyes 
put  out,  and  also  had  a  jan  stut^  in  the 
flesh  near  &e  tail.  The  heads  of  two 
of  the  pigeons  were  produced  in  Court. 
Mr.  Brown  cross-examined  the  witness, 
but  failed  to  shake  bis  testimony.  John 
Cook,  another  witness,  was  sworn,  and 
deposed  that  he  witnessed  the  match, 
and  saw  birds  with  their  eyes  forced 
out,  and  one  had  the  tail  feathers  torn 
out  with  flesh  sticking  to  them.  Well, 
the  two  defendants  were  convicted,  and 
got  two  months  with  hard  labour,  and 
they  were  well  served.  At  that  match 
there  were  absolutely  three  of  the  iden- 
tical malpractices  of  which  he  had  told 
ih&  House  last  year  made  use  of  and 
conclusive^  proved  in  Court.  That 
bein^  so,  he  need  hardly  trouble  abont 
proving  the  others.  Perhaps  some  hon. 
Uembws  mig;ht  say  that  if  the  ordinary 
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lair  could  punish  a  thiag  of  this  kind, 
vliat  more  did  they  want  f  His  reply 
to  that  was  thai  this  was  a  solitary  con- 
viction which  had  heen  got,  and  it  had 
heen  got  eolely  from  the  reckless  open- 
ness with  which  the  offence  had  been 
committed,  and  which  came  from  immu- 
nity from  conTiotioD.  In  general  these 
malpractices  were  carried  on  with  the 
utmost  secrecy.  Generally  the  shooting 
was  not  in  the  open,  but  inside  a  high 
enclosure,  and  it  could  easUy  be  under- 
stood that  where  200  or  800  pigeons 
were  fired  at  in  one  day,  even  if  one  or 
two  should  be  picked  up  outside  the 
enclosure  in  a  mutilated  condition,  it 
was  almost  impossible  to  bring  home 
the  maiming  of  any  particular  bird  to 
any  particuUr  person  inside  tho  endo- 
aure ;  therefore  the  possibility  of  getting 
cottTictiona  was  so  rezy  small  that  there 
seemed  to  be  no  remedy  for  it  but  put- 
ting the  sport  itself  down  by  law.  Lcvd 
Westbury  had  written  a  letter  to  the 
papers  to  say  that  at  Hurlingham  and 
the  Qun  Club  no  act  of  cruelty  had  ever 
been  practised.  Lord  "Westbury  must 
be  a  very  credulous  person  indeed  if  he 
imagined  that  because  gentlemen  had 
made  a  rule  that  there  was  to  be  no 
cruelty  practised,  and  that  if  there  was 
any  observed  they  would  prosecute  the 
trapper,  thai  therefore  er^ything  would 
be  right.  No  one  imagined  that  noble 
Lords  and  hon.  Gentlemen  who  were  pre- 
sent knew  anything  about  these  matters, 
or  would  sanction  them ;  on  the  contrary, 
most  likdy  these  malpracttcea  were  for 
the  Tery  purpose  of  plundering  thoso 
Noblemen  andOentiemen ;  Uierefore  they 
were  not  likely  to  know  of  it.  At  first 
he  was  rery  willing  to  b^ere  these 
malpractices  were  unknown  at  Hurling- 
ham ;  but  he  got  a  letter  from  a  rev. 
Doctor,  the  xicar  of  a  London  parish, 
telling  him  that  he  had  amongst  his 
parishioDerB  a  man  who  was  an  attend- 
ant at  Hurlingham,  and  that  these 
malpractices  were  not  unknown  even  at 
Hurlingham.  As  for  the  Qun  Olub  at 
Nottiog  Hill,  he  himself  knew  that  they 
were  perpetrated  there,  and  that  that 
place  was  entirely  unworthy  of  Lord 
Westbnry's  Toucher.  But  much  as  these 
aggraTations  increased  the  necessity  for 
le^slation  of  this  sort,  he  did  not  wish 
to  rest  his  case  for  this  Bill  up<m  the 
Birodtiea  at  all;  he  took  his  stand 
against  the  sport  itself!  Even  without 
the  aggravations  it  was  as  cruel  as  most 

Mr.  And*r*ott 


of  those  that  had  already  been  pat 
down  by  law,  and  it  was  more  brutally 
cruel  than  any  that  had  not  been  ^ut 
down  hy  law.   It  had  no  redeeming 

feature.  There  was  no  trace  about  it  of 
genuine  sport — by  which  he  meant  the 
pursuit  of  the  wild  animal,  whether 
bird,  beaet,  or  fish.  Even  if  there 
was  some  cruelty — they  must  all  admit 
that  these  sports  had  some  aruelty 
about  them — it  might  be  said  there  was 
an  extenuation,  there  was  some  compen- 
sation, as  they  tended  greatly  to  pro- 
mote health,  strength,  courage,  akiU, 
self-reliance,  and  he  thought  it  might 
not  unfairly  be  said  in  their  favour  ^at 
they  bad  contributed  in  no  small  degree 
to  make  our  raoe  the  dominant  race 
which  it  was,  and  to  keep  it  bo.  Bat 
against  the  wholesale  slaughter  of  doves 
tiiere  was  not  one  word  of  that  that 
could  be  said.  It  was  nothing  but  pure, 
wanton  slaughter.  It  was  in  no  sense 
whatever  a  manly  sport.  It  was  a  mere 
gambling  game,  in  which  the  lives  of 
^e  birds  were  made  the  oouuters.  The 
type  of  innocence  and  gentleness  was 
made  an  instrument  of  gambling  and 
plunder,  and  there  was  nothing  more  in 
it  than  that.  Every  game  or  sport  on 
which  the  gambling  spirit  fixed  was  in- 
evitably degraded  by  it,  and  it  was  the 
gambling  spirit  that  had  originated  the 
malpractices  he  had  narrated,  and  for 
which  there  was  no  remedy  but  that  of 
forbidding  the  sport  by  law.  Some  of 
th(»e  which  were  already  forbidden  were 
leas  revolting  in  their  cruelty,  but  those 
were  the  spwts  of  poor  men,  and  it  was 
very^  easy  for  noble  Xjords  and  aristo<vatic 
X«gislators  to  put  them  down ;  hut  here 
was  a  sport  practised  by  rich  men  and 
noblemen.  It  could  only  be  practised 
by  rich  men,  because  the  birds  them- 
selves cost  from  £8  to  £10  per  100.  The 
entries  were  something  like  £10  at  great 
matches,  and  as  much  as  £  I  was  charged 
for  admission  to  the  enclosure.  At  the 
very  best  it  was  a  cruel  sport.  A  wild 
bird  shot  at  might  escape;  but  these 
poor  pigeons  had  little  chance,  for  if  one 
got  outside  the  enclosure  it  was  beset  by 
a  number  of  guns  of  outsiders  all  round, 
and  if  dropped  wounded  it  was  imme- 
diately chased  by  a  lot  of  roughs  with 
sticks  and  stones.  If  it  esoa^d  them 
and  reached  the  roof  of  a  house  it  would 
there  die  of  its  wounds,  or  be  starved  to 
death.  If  it  escaped  altogether  it  pro- 
bably returned  home  or  joined  some 
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the  flocta  of  pigeons  in  the  neighbour- 
hood ;  in  either  case  it  would  be  only  an 
escape  for  a  time,  as  it  would  be  brought 
out  again  for  a  eubsequent  day's  sport. 
He  had  now,  he  thought,  said  enough 
on  that  painful  part  of  the  eabject,  and 
lie  believed  he  bad  with  him  the  sym- 
pathy of  all  genuine  sportsmen  in  both 
Houses.  The  worst  part  of  the  sport- 
ing Press  was,  of  course,  against  him, 
and,  like  Lord  Walsingham,  stigmatized 
the  Bill  as^  a  disguised  attaok  on  sport 
in  general.  They  described  himself  as 
a  fanatical  Scotchman,  a  hater  of  all 
sport,  and  one  who  would  like  to  put 
down  all' sport  and  make  all  the  world 
as  sour  and  fanatical  as  himself.  Those 
papers  did  him  far  too  much  honour ; 
they  judged  him  far  too  highly ;  he  was 
unable  to  speak  from  that  high  plat- 
form. There  were  hon.  Members,  some 
of  whom,  perhaps,  might  take  part 
in  the  debate  to-day,  who  were  able 
to  speak  from  that  platform,  and  he 
must  admit  it  was  a  mvoh  higher 
moral  level  to  be  able  to  say  they  never 
in  their  lives  sought  amusement  in  any 
sport  that  inflicted  death  or  suffering 
on  any  of  Gh}d's  creatures.  He  himself 
could  not  speak  except  from  the  lower 
level  of  one  who  had  been  much  addicted 
to  sport  with  rod  and  gnn,  and  who  had 
even  several  times  engaged  in  the  spwt 
he  now  sought  to  put  down  by  law. 
His  object  was  no  higher  than  to  pre- 
vent all  genuine  sport  being  discredited 
by  atrocities  that  were  perpetrated  under 
its  name,  and  which  had  no  proper  con- 
nection with  it  at  all.  But  this  shooting 
at  tame  pigeons  was  not  only  very  cruel, 
but  it  was  now  unnecessary.  There  was 
an  invention  called  the  "clay  pigeon," 
which  was  not  a  pigeon  at  all,  but  a 
eancer  made  of  terra  cotta,  and  when 
projected  from  a  catapult,  gyrated  in 
BQch  8  remarkable  manner  that  it  tested 
the  skill  of  the  sportsmen,  and  did  it  at 
a  twentieth  of  the  cost,  for  it  was  not 
broken  nnlees  struck  by  the  shot ;  and 
lie  understood  that  such  eminent  sports- 
men as  Mr.  Begplnald  Herbert  and  Mr. 
Oholmondley  Fennell  had  declared  in  its 
flavonr.  He  had  now  very  little  more 
to  add.  He  had  said  that  when  he  first 
exposed  these  things  to  the  House  the 
statement  was  met  with  incmdulity  in 
some  quarters  and  horror  in  others. 
One  gracious  lady,  the  second  lady  in 
the  land,  seemed  to  have  believed  it  and 
to  have  taken  it  to  Iteart,  and  with  the 


true  instinots  of  a  tender-hearted  women 
she  determined  to  throw  the  weight  of 
her  high  example  and  influence  to  the 
side  of  the  helpless  and  suffering  doves. 
She  had  done  so  with  great  effect,  and 
hod  earned  the  blessings  of  all  humane 
people.  He  took  great  encouragMnent 
and  hope  from  her  action ;  and  he  trusted 
that  those  who  nught  have  opposed  the 
Bill  would,  through  the  reverence  which 
they  and  the  people  bore  to  the  iUufl- 
trious  lady,  listen  to  her  pleading  when 
they  tamed  a  deaf  ear  to  ois  own.  The 
Bill,  however,  was,  he  saw,  to  be  opposed. 
He  did  not  know  what  line  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bridport  (Mr.  War- 
ton)  or  the  hon.  Member  for  Wigton- 
shire  (Sir  Herbert  Maxwell)  intended 
to  take  in  the  matter ;  but  some  of  the 
opposition,  he  believed,  was  directed 
solely  against  the  2nd  clause  of  the  Bill. 
Now,  the  original  intention  of  that  2nd 
clause  was  to  do  no  more  than  to  pro- 
tect animals  in  menageries,  dancing 
bears,  and  such  like ;  but  Lord  Walsing- 
ham  said  it  would  stop  stag-hunting 
^so — the  hunting  of  bagged  foxes,  and 
of  trapped  hares  and  rabbits.  He  must 
say  that  to  keep  wild  animals  in  can- 
tivity  for  the  sole  purpose  of  owasionally 
hunting  them  appeared  to  him  to  differ 
veiy  little  from  the  sport  of  badger- 
baiting,  whidi  was  put  down  by  £iw. 
He  thought  it  would  require  a  oasnist 
to  draw  a  distinction  between  the  two. 
One  effect  of  Lord  Walsingham's  letter 
had  been  to  deluge  him  with  letters 
giving  instances  and  proofs  why  the 
hunting  of  tame  or  captured  animals 
ought  to  be  put  down.  He  did  not 
intend  to  go  into  that  question  further 
than  to  quote  one  instance  irom  a  book 
written  by  Mr.  Brinsley  Eicfaards,  called 
Seven  Years  at  Eton,  which  described 
how  the  elder  £ton  boys  need  to  keep  a 
pack  of  beagles,  andnsed  to  hunt  bagged 
hares  and  foxes;  but  before  hunting 
them  one  of  the  ^ids  was  out  off— [  Crm 
of  "  No,  no !  "1— that  was  stated  hy  Mr. 
Biohards— and  was  done  in  order  to 
prevent  the  animal  getting  too  far  in 
advance  of  tiie  hounds.  He  h<^ed  that 
was  not  true ;  but  if  it  was,  it  went  fhr 
to  show  that  even  the  sports  favoured 
by  Lord  Walsingham  might  very  pro- 
perly now  be  put  down  by  law.  Even 
Lord  Walsingham  did  not  pretend  that 
the  Bill  in  any  way  touched  the  hunting 
of  wild  animals,  and  it  certainly  did  not 
do  60,  neither  was  it  intended  to  tonoh 
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the  hunting  of  tame  ones;  and,  Uiat 
being  so,  he  wta  quite  ready  nov  to  say 
that  if  the  House  desired  it,  or  eren  did 
not  disapprove  of  the  change,  as  soon 
as  the  Bill  reaohed  the  Oommittee, 
if  it  reached  that  stage,  he  would 
either  modify  the  2Dd  clause  so  as  to 
exempt  the  hunting  of  tame  animals,  or 
leave  the  clause  out  altogether— [*' No, 
no.") — ^just  as  the  House  ohose.  The 
primary  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  put  a 
atop  to  trap'Shooting,  and  he  had  no 
desire  to  peril  the  chanoes  of  the  Bill  by 
endeavouriog  to  extend  the  provisions 
in  directions  wider  than  the  House 
wished.  That  was  all  he  had  to  say  for 
himself  on  the  anbjeot ;  but  he  would 
like  to  expresB  his  regr^,  in  whioh  he 
-was  sure  Uie  House  wared,  at  the  ab- 
aenoe  of  one  of  the  ba^dtera  of  the  Bill, 
the  hoo.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the 
North  Bidiug  of  Yorkshire  (Sir  Fre- 
dwiok  A.  liilbank).  The  hon.  Baronet 
waseon£tted  to  his  bed  by  severe  siokuess. 
There  was  no  more  distinguished  sports- 
man in  either  House  of  Parliament 
thao  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  so  anxious 
was  he  to  show  that  his  haiiddiig  of  the 
BiU  was  no  mere  formal  one,  that  it  was 
no  half-hearted  one,  that  even  from  his 
bed  of  sickness  he  had  written  a  long 
letter  on  the  sahject,  in  which  he  not 
only  condemned  pigeon-shooting,  but 
also  the  hunting  of  tune  stags,  as  a  bar- 
barous amusement  that  should  be  put 
down  by  law  instead  of  being  suppoiW 
by  the  Government  <^  the  day.  He 
m)ag^t  the  hon.  Member  did  an  injus- 
iiee  to  the  Government  of  the  day,  for  it 
was  not  they  that  supported  the  Master 
of  the  Buwiounds,  foe  that  expenditure 
was  on  the  Oivil  List ;  but  he  hoped 
some  day  the  Gorernment  might  do  some- 
thing with  respect  to  it.  He  would  like, 
if  allowed,  to  read  an  extract  from  the 
hon.  Baronet's  letter,  and  he  the  more 
particularly  wished  to  do  it  because  it 
related  to  Hurlingham.  The  hon.  Ba- 
ronet said — 

"  The  Hurlingham  dab  then  oonnsted  of  a 
great  msaj  gen^emMi  who  mat  for  the  ptzrpose 
of  pigeoB-shooting,  and  very  high  stakea  were 
shot  for.  After  a  fov  weeks  it  became  evident 
that  betting  would  be  the  very  curee  of  the  Bo- 
caHed  sport.  Scores  of  pouDds  were  hiid  upon 
every  uiot  on  what  wwe  called  grand  days. 
This  led  to  the  inevitable  reaolt— rascality.  One 
day  it  was  observed  that  there  was  something 
wrong  with  the  trapping  of  the  birds.  "We 
kept  careful  watch,  and  observed  that  the 
trapper  several  timee  took  birds  from  a  different 
hampar  from  what  he  did  si  oUuit.   It  was 

Mr.  Anderton 


observed  that  one  kamper  contained  good, 
fresh-caught  hirda,  whilst  the  oontenta  <»  tiie 

other  consisted  of  wretched,  half-starved  ones, 
that  made  a  miserable  flight,  bo  that  it  depended 
on  how  the  money  was  pat  on  whether  tlw 
shooter  shoold  have  a  good  bird  or  a  had  oae. 
No  doubt,  the  tn^per  took  his  tip  tma.  some- 
one betting  whether  he  had  backed  the  gnn  or 
the  bird.  The  bird  waa  trapped  accoruDgly. 
From  that  time  I  made  op  my  mind  to  nave 
noUiing  more  to  do  with  pigeon-shooting.  TliiB 
rascality  was  practised,  but  lacldly  fomid  ont, 
at  a  dub  of  gentleoiea  like  HorlingMm ;  there- 
fore, what  can  be  expected  at  pigoon-shootin^ 
matches  got  up  at  low  public-bouses,  all,  no 
doubt,  for  betting  purposes  P  It  is  well  known 
that  the  whele  of  the  old  school  have  laft  off* 
shooting  at  {ogeons  on  acooont  of  its  having  got 
into  the  hands  of  a  set  of  professional  pif^eon- 
shooters,  who  do  not  shoot  for  the  so-cslled 
sport,  hut  for  making  money.  Now,  as  to  the 
crndty,  I  myself  &ve  observed  birds  after 
having  been  shot  thrown  into  a  heap  struggliag 
for  life,  and  I  have  drawn  attention  to  it.  The 
poor  birds  are  picked  up  by  a  wretched  creature 
who  is  called  a  trapper,  who  has  no  more  feeling 
than  a  stone ;  and  whether  the  birds  struggle  for 
life  for  half-an-hourafter  they  have  been  picked  np 
or  not  is  a  matter  of  perfect  indifferenoa  to  him. 
If  such,  things  exi£t  at  Hurlingham,  where 
there  ie  a  certain  supervision,  what  may  be 
expected  at  other  places  where  the  butchery  ia 
carried  on,  and  Uiere  ia  no  one  to  look  after  the 
suffering*  of  the  poor  creatures  F  Of  the  dis- 
gusting practices  you  mention  I  have  no  know- 
ledge, except  that  the  tails  of  the  birds  an  in- 
vaiiably  piulod  out,  and  that  in  many  cases  they 
are  squeezed  there  can  be  no  doubt. ' 

He  could  use  no  stronger  argument  than 
tbat ;  tberefure,  without  making  any  com- 
ment on  the  letter,  he  would  now  move 
the  second  reading  of  the  BiU. 

Motion  n»de,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (16-.  AndertmS) 

Sir  HEBBEBT  MAXWELL  Baid. 
that,  although  he  had  placed  an  Amend- 
ment upon  the  Paper  adverse  to  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill,  be  did  not 
wish  it  to  be  supposed  for  a  moment  ^at 
he  was  an  advocate  of  the  partioular 

Sraetice  which  the  h<m.  Member  for 
lasgow  (Mr.  Anderson)  had  deolared 
it  was  the  primary  object  of  his  Bill  to 
prevent.  He  fuUy  appreciated,  and 
claimed,  a  large  amount  of  sympathy 
with  the  amiable  motives  that  had  in- 
dooed  the  hon.  Member  to  bring  forward 
this  measure;  and  if  he  thought  that  the 
Bill  would  go  no  furUierthan  puttingM 
endtothepraetioe  of  pigeon-shooting,  he, 
for  oiie,ehouldnothaTereiBtiDedto<^ipoae 
its  second  reading.  He  was  as  anziew 
as  the  hon.  Membw  oonld  be- that  the 
time  shonid  amv*  wlten  oinliMd 
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coold  enjoy  themaelreB  withcmt  their 
pleasure  being  mixed  up  with  the  sor- 
row of  even  the  meanest  creature  that 
breathed ;  but  they  had  to  look  at  theee 
things  in  a  practical  light,  and,  if  they 
admitted  the  principle  of  this  Bill,  he 
was  inclined  to  ask  where  they  were  to 
stop  ?  He  could  not  avoid  noticing  the 
strong  appeal  which  the  hon.  Member 
had  made  in  reference  to  some  letter 
which,  it  was  alleged,  had  been  written 
by  a  lady  of  exalted  rank,  expresaiog  a 
strong  opinion  discouraging  the  practice 
of  pigeoandiooting.  He  beliered  that  a 
statement  to  the  effect  that  such  a  letter 
had  been  written  had  appeared  in  the 
newspapers ;  but  he  had  never  heard  or 
seen  any  confirmation  of  that  statement 
fvQOi  reliable  sources — [Mr.  Ain>ERSoir  : 
Or  contradietioD.I — and,  for  his  own 
part,  he  believed  that  statement  to  be 
apocryphal.  I  "  Oh,  oh  !  "]  He  did  not 
believe  that  tne  Princess  of  Wales  had 
expressed  any  opinion  as  to  the  merits 
or  demerits  of  the  practice  of  pigeon- 
shooting;  but  he  readily  admitted  that, 
had  she  done  so,  her  opinion  would 
oertainly  have  haid  far  greater  weight 
with  him  than  the  arguments  which  had 
been  put  forward  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Glasgow  in  support  of  his  Bill. 
Where  was  the  line  to  be  drawn  ?  It 
must  be  remembered  that  pigeon-shoot- 
ing was  akin  to  other  forms  of  sport 
which  were  mraalfy  recoguzed  as  legiti- 
mate. He  would  ask  what- well-defined 
line  was  there  between  shooting  pigeons 
from  traps — pigeons  which  had  been 
reared  and  carefully  fed  and  tended  for 
the  purpose — and  shooting  at  pheasants 
which  had  been  carefiiTly  bred  and 
tended  in  a  cover  netted  at  the  end  ? 
["  Oh,  oh !  "]  Hon.  Members  said  "  Oh, 
oh ! "  but  it  was  an  undoubted  fact  that 
in  Lincolnshire  and  in  the  adjacent 
counties  the  breeding  and  sale  of  pigeons 
for  shooting  formed  an  important  in- 
dustry. They  were  carefully  fed  and 
tended  in  cots  for  the  purpose  of  being 
shot  at  the  matches.  Pheasants  were 
likewise  bred  and  reared  in  large  num- 
bers, andcarefullyfedand  nurtured  dur- 
ing the  sammer  for  the  purpose  of  being 
shot  in  the  season.  There  was,  thtt«- 
fore,  very  little  to  ehoose  betweot  the 
two  olasms  of  qpoit.  At  all  events,  it 
inv<dved  a  very  nice  question.  The  hon. 
Member  had  strengthened  his  argu- 
ments with  details  of  a  most  revolt- 
ing ehoiMter,  and  he  mnrt  admit  that 


if  the  practices  described  by  the  hon. 
Member  were  followed,  no  expression  erf 
abhorrence  could  be  too  strong  for  them. 
The  hon.  Member  had  said  that  in  or- 
der to  prevent  pigeons  which  were  too 
tame  from  sitting  upon  the  trap  a  pin  was 
inserted  in  tiiat  part  of  their  body  upon 
which  a  pigeon  did  not  usually  sit.  If 
these  barbarities  could  be  proved,  he 
quite  adoiitted  that  a  very  strong  case 
would  be  made  out  for  the  entire  snp- 
presaoa  of  the  practice  of  pigeon-shoot- 
ing ;  but  he  tiiought  the  hoD.  Member 
hM  entirely  fidled  to  make  oat  his  case. 
At  Macolesfi^,  the  Ohesfaire  magis- 
trates the  other  day  fined  a  trapper  60«. 
and  costs.  3%at  idioved  that  the  ordi- 
nary law  was  strong  enough  to  interfere 
and  obtain  convictions.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber quoted  a  solitary  conviction ;  he  had 
quoted  auoHier ;  and  the  Society  for  the 
Prevention  of  Ornelty  to  Animals  last 
year  recorded  four  convietiona  obtained 
for  the  improper  treatment  of  pigeons  in 
trap  -  ^looting.  The  state  of  affairs 
which  the  hon.  Memb»  had  described 
might  point  to  an  alteration  of  the  law 
being  required  in  order  to  bring  offenders 
in  this  respect  more  within  its  power ; 
but  he  hardly  thought  the  hon.  Member 
had  made  out  any  case  fbr  the  entire 
sappression  of  the  practice.  He  had 
been  informed  that  at  certain  pigeon- 
shooting  matdiee  whuh  were  at 
Hndingfaam  last  summer,  several  offi- 
cers of  the  Society  fw  the  Freventiott  of 
Cruelty  to  Animals  were  present  by  in- 
vitation, and  they,  having  witnessed 
the  ^ceedings,  declared  thai  no  cruelty 
had  taken  place  during  the  meetings. 
He  should  be  perfectly  wilHog  to  give 
these  officers  every  facility  for  putting 
a  stop  to  anything  like  cruel^  at  these 
matches ;  but  he  objected  to  the  prohi- 
bition of  a  sport  which  might  be  cruel, 
but  which  was  only  one  or  two  degrees 
more  so  than  other  pursuits  which  were 
recognized  as  legitimate,  and  which  fae 
trusted  would  remain  legitimate.  He 
must  confess,  however,  that  he  had  tbo 
greatest  reluctance  to  oppose  this  Bill, 
which  was  intended  to  ameliorate  the 
conditions  of  animal  life.  He  most  re- 
mind tlie  House,  however,  that  this 
country  was  a  long  way  ahead  of  other 
countries  in  the  care  which  we  bestowed 
upon  the  lower  animals.  Long  might 
it  remain  so ;  but  he  trusted  tiliat,  in  ex- 
ercising that  care,  we  shoiild  never  be 
led  to  take  indiaoreet  action.   He  asked 
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the  hon.  Member  to  look  at  hie  meaaare, 
£rom  the  standpoint  of  the  pigeons.  The 
hon.  Member  denied  that  the  birds  were 
blue-rocks.  That  was  merely  the  name 
by  whioh  th^  were  known ;  but  what 
he  wished  to  prant  out  was  this,  that  if 
the  law  put  an  end  to  pigeon-shooting, 
these  blue-rocks  would  never  be  brougbt 
into  existence  at  all,  because  it  would 
be  worth  nobody's  while  to  breed  and 
rear  them.  Therefore,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber proposed  to  ameliorate  the  condi- 
tions of  the  pigeon's  life  by  preventing 
its  life  at  its  very  inception.  He 
wanted  to  ask  the  hon.  Member  tiiis 
question — whether,  if  he  were  a  blue- 
rock,  he  would  rather  accept  life  under 
the  condition  of  his  life  being  a  short 
and  happy  one  and  violently  terminated, 
or  whether  he  would  reject  life  at  all 
upon  sudi  terms  ?  He  rather  thought, 
therefore,  that,  from  the  standpoint  of 
the  mgeons,  Ute  exieting  law  was  more 
mermmL  to  them  than  that  which  was 
proposed  by  the  hon.  Gentleman's  Bill. 
Many  other  animals  profited  by  being 
the  object  of  man's  sport.  Thus,  foxes 
would  have  long  ceased  to  exist  in  this 
country  had  they  not  been  used  for  the 

Eurposes  of  hunting,  and  the  race  would 
ave  been  exterminated  instead  of  lead- 
ing a  short  and  a  merry  life.  [^A  laugh.'] 
Well,  a  fox's  life  was  a  merry  one,  be- 
cause for  six  months  in  the  year  he  lived 
entirely  unmolested,  and  for  the  re- 
maining six  mondis  he  had  to  take  an 
oocasional  chance  of  losing  his  life ;  but 
generally  he  was  able  to  take  good  care 
of  himself.  He  had  heard  the  opinion 
expressed  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Qlae^w  had  himself  ono«  been  young, 
although  it  was  true  that  he  was 
now  approaohiag  maturity  and  had 
abandoned  the  errors  of  his  youth  alto- 

Ssther.  He  had  even  heard  it  stated 
iftt  the  hon.  Member  had  himself  en- 
gaged, and  probably  not  unsuccessfully, 
in  pigeon-shooting  matches.  The  hon. 
Member  had,  however,  discontinued  the 
pursuit,  and  now  seemed  inclined  to 

"Compottnd  for  sins  he  'wu  inclined  to, 
By  (kmning  thoie  be  had  no  mind  to." 

The  hon.  Member  condemned  pigeon- 
shooting,  but  practised  the  gentle  art  of 
fishing.  But  was  there  greater  cruelty 
in.  the  one  then  in  the  other  ?  He  would 
suppose  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Glas- 
gow was  going  fishing,  and  sent  to  the 
garden  to  have  worms  dog  up.  After- 

Sir  Stritrt  Keitrcll 


wards  he  Tinted  his  favourite  atreson, 
and,  probably,  to  attract  his  victim,  hs 
would  drown  a  handful  of  these  worms 
by  throwing  them  into  the  stream.  Hav- 
ing done  that,  he  would  proceed  to  impale 
upon  the  hook,  through  the  entire  length 
of  its  body,  one  of  these  wretched  iaver- 
tebrate  animals,  which  being  invert!- 
brate  would  not  be  included  in  the  pro- 
visions of  the  BUI.  If  successful,  some 
hungry  fish  swallowed  the  worm.  Now, 
the  degree  of  pleasure  the  hon.  Member 
would  derive  from  the  success  of  his 
efforts  would  be  in  direct  ratio  to  the 
anount  of  resistance  he  met  with  and  the 
amount  of  agony  inflicted  upon  the 
victim — ^Uiat  was  to  say,  he  would  re- 
ceive more  pleasure  by  playing  the  fish 
for  half-an-hour  than  if  he  were  able  to 
land  it  at  once.  Now,  he  would  ask 
whether  there  was  a  greater  degree  of 
cruely  in  pigeon- shootmg,  when  it  was 
legitimately  practised,  than  there  was  in 
connection  with  fishing?  He  believed 
that  this  Bill  would  d^  a  blow  at  all 
field  sports.  He  remembered  asking  a 
gentleman  once  whether  he  went  in  for 
riding  ?  And  his  answer  was—*'  No,  I 
can't  bear  the  sight  of  a  horse.  He  bites 
you  with  one  end,  kic^s  you  with  the 
other,  and  makes  you  sore  with  his 
middle."  Was  it  to  that  that  English 
gentlemen  and  sportsmen  were  to  be  re- 
duced ?  They  all  retained  certain  traces 
of  their  barbarian  ancestry ;  they  could 
not  keep  it  out ;  it  would  return,  and  the 
instinctive  pursuit  would  assert  itself, 
whether  it  was  in  the  ooUection  of 
butterflies  or  the  hunting  of  small 
animals ;  and  he  thought  they  would 
do  well  to  regulate  it,  but  not  to  prevent 
it  altogether.  He  knew  there  were 
sickly  philanthropists  who  would  not  be 
content  until  the  youth  of  this  countiy 
proceeded  forth  only  on  the  bloodless 
bicycle,  and,  instead  of  training  race- 
horses, confined  their  attention  to  such 
innocent  amusoments  as  the  cultivation 
of  cucumbers.  But  his  principal  objee- 
tion  to  this  Bill  was  because  he  believed 
that  the  2nd  clause  would  alfect  a 
good  many  moro  sports  than  its  pro- 
moters intended.  He  had  no  idea  when 
he  put  his  Amendment  on  the  Paper 
that  the  hon.  Qentleman  meant  to  with- 
draw  that  clause.  If  that  were  so,  why 
was  it  ever  inserted  in  the  Bill?  If,  how- 
ever, that  clause  were  allowed  to  stand  as 
it  was,  then  stag-hunting  would  become 
an  illegtU  pursuit.   The  hon.  Membac 
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6aid  lie  would  not  be  Borry  if  that  were 
the  result ;  but  he  thought  that  waa  a 
very  narrow  view  to  take  of  the  matter. 
The  relative  amount  of  cruelty  insepar- 
able from  atapr-hunting  and  fox-hunting 
was  very  difficult  to  define,  and  hon. 
Members  might  rest  assured ;  if  they 
conaented  to  any  Bill  that  abolished  the 
chase  of  such  animals,  the  day  was  not 
far  distant  when  allfield  sports  wonld  be 
put  an  end  to,  in  obedience  to  the  in- 
tolerant spirit  to  which  they  were  nn- 
happily  becoming  accustomed.  He  con- 
^iratulated  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow 
in  having  attracted  attention  to  the 
al>U8e  of  which  he  complained,  for  he 
believed  it  wonid  have  the  effsot  of 
directing  the  attention  of  the  officers  of 
the  Society  for  Prevention  of  Cruelty  to 
Animals  to  those  evils,  and  that  the 
existing  law  would  be  found  sufficient  to 
meet  the  circumstances  of  the  case  ;  but 
lie  must  ask  the  House  to  hesitate  before 
it  accepted  hysterical  and  grandmotherly 
legislation,  which,  in  his  opinion,  was 
discreditable  in  its  character.  He, 
therefore,  beo^ed  to  move  the  Amend- 
ment of  whi<dDi  he  had  ^ven  Notice. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  ont  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the 
end  cd  the  Qucatton,  in  order  to  add  the  vords 
"  although  the  L^islature  is  williag  and 
anxions  to  eire  f  urtner  assistance  in  the  8up> 
pression  of  Cmeltf  to  Animala,  this  Hoase  can- 
not approTA  of  a  Bill  which  threatens  serioiisly 
to  interfere  with  recognised  and  Ifigitimate 
sport,"— (^r  Eerhert  Maxuvll,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mr.  W.  E.  PORSTER  said,  the  hon. 
Baronet  had  made  a  very  amusing  speech 
of  a  somewhat  contradictory  nature.  He 
understood  him  to  say  that  he  would 
make  no  opposition  to  the  Bill  if  it  had 
been  confined  to  pigeon -shooting,  and 
he  used  a  rather  strong  expression  in 
condemnation  of  the  practice ;  but  it 
seemed  to  him  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  that 
the  most  part  of  the  hon.  Baronet's 
speech  was  in  vindication  of  the  sport, 
and  in  explanation  of  the  manner  in 
which  it  should  be  conducted.  He  made 
one  very  amusing  appeal  to  his  hon. 
^end  the  Member  for  Glasgow  (Mr. 
Anderson),  who  so  ably  brought  forward 
this  Motion,  b^  asking  him  to  put  him* 
self  in  the  position  of  a  blue-iook ;  bat 


this  would  be  difficult,  for  the  position 
was  not  a  blue-rock  in  existence,  but  a 
blue-rook  before  it  was  bom.  It  was, 
however,  a  serious  matter  whether  they 
should  oppose  this  Bill,  and  prevent  what 
appeared  to  him  to  be  a  cruel  and  dis- 
graceful sport,  andbeingthusadmittedby 
public  opinion  generally,  a  demoralizing 
sport  to  all  those  who  took  part  in  it.  The 
hon.  Baronet  thought  the  officers  of  the 
Society  for  the  Prevention  of  Onielty  to 
Animals  ought  to  attend  all  pigeon- 
shooting  matches  and  pat  a  stop  to  the 
cruelties  of  the  sport.  The  officers  of 
tiiat  Society  did  attend  diese  pigeon- 
shooting  matches,  and  did  their  very 
best  to  put  a  stop  to  the  empties  perpe- 
trated ;  but  they  could  not.  In  one  or 
two  oases,  by  extraordinary  good  for- 
tune, they  might  be  able  to  stop  it ;  but, 
generally  speaking,  they  found  them- 
selves utterly  unable  to  do  so.  He  sup- 
posed he  should  be  considered  one  of 
the  fanatics  of  that  House.  His  hon. 
Friend  was  somewhat  in  the  position 
of  a  repentant  sinner,  and  held  a 
strong  view  in  favour  of  sport  gene- 
rally. That  was  the  view  generally  held 
by  men  who,  he  believed,  were  as 
humane — probably  more  humane — than 
himself  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster).  But  he 
happened  to  hold  a  different  view  with 
regard  to  it,  because  he  never  had  to  do 
with  killing  animals  for  sport.  In  fact, 
to  make  a  candid  confession,  he  never 
shot  a  fellow-creature  but  onee,  and 
that  was  a  f&rouxjte  cat  whose  life  was 
a  misery  to  it.  But  if  he  were  as  strong 
a  sportsman  as  many  of  his  Friends,  he 
shonld  say  that  in  the  interests  of  legiti- 
mate sport  they  could  not  by  any  possi- 
bility do  anything  more  likely  to  pre- 
serve sport  in  the  country  than  to 
support  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Glasgow.  Whereas,  if  they  wished 
to  injure  sport,  and  increase  what  he 
thought  was  more  or  less  a  growing  pub- 
lic opinion  against  unnecessary  cruelty, 
evon  for  the  purpose  of  amusement,  they 
could  not  do  better  than  oppose  the 
Bill.  Depend  upon  it,  it  would  go  very 
much  against  the  sense  of  people  and 
their  feelings  to  find  that  English  sport, 
of  which  so  mmiy  persons  were  proud, 
Taa  to  be  d^ended  by  legalisfng  and 
continuing  this  shooting  of  doves  out  of 
a  trap.  They  must  remember  what  had 
happened  in  past  times.  There  was 
quite  as  much  to  be  said — in  fact,  more 
to  be  said— ia  faTour  of  oook-fighting. 


Digitized  by  Google 


im       CnuU^  (0  Animait         [COUUONS]       Aeit  Amendment  Ml,  ItU 


The  hoD.  Baronet  bad  said  the  breeding 
of  pigeons  ma  an  industry.  So  was  the 
rearing  of  cocks  in  the  old  days  of  cook- 
fighting.  He  thought  there  vas  much 
more  to  be  said  in  favour  of  oook -fighting 
than  of  pigeon-shooting.  He  believed  the 
cook  did  enjoy  fighting,  and  he  did  not 
suppose  the  pigeon  particularly  enjoyed 
the  flightittookfromthetrap.  TheLegis- 
latora  of  a  former  time  found  that  such 
was  public  feeling  against  the  sport  of 
cock-fighting  that  it  had  to  be  given  up. 
He  strongly  advised  all  friends  of  sport 
now  to  do  the  same  with  regard  to 
pigeon>8hooting.  He  did  not  think  any 
argument  could  be  adduced  in  support 
of  this  particalar  sport.  There  was  no 
courage,  or  endurance,  or  outdoor  exer- 
cise reqnired  in  oonneotion  with  this 
sport.  The  hon.  Baronet  said  that  we  re- 
tained some  Iracesof  the  barbarism  of  our 
ancestors.  If  he  meant  that  any  of  those 
qualfties  which  had  enabled  English- 
men to  rule  the  world  were  culti- 
vated for  pigeon-shooting,  he  denied  that 
that  was  the  case.  To  take  enjoyment 
in  killing  or  attempting  to  kill  porfeotly 
hapless  animals  oonld  not,  in  his  opi- 
nion, tend  to  the  keeping  up  of  any  of 
those  qualities  by  which  we  had  made 
and  kept  our  position  in  the  world.  The 
remark  that  this  was  an  unmanly  sport 
had  been  cheered  on  both  sides  of  the 
House.  If  possible,  there  was  an  ad- 
jective that  still  better  applied  to  it — 
that  it  was  unwomanly.  He  could  oon- 
ceive  few  things  more  revolting  than 
seeing  a  pigeon  match  conducted  under 
the  aoroices  of  gentlemen  of  portion, 
with  laoieB  of  beauty  and  rwak  looking 
on  with  Bppnmd.  The  Itoyal  Buck- 
hounds  had  been  referred  to.  He 
thought  there  was  a  very  great  deal  to 
be  said  against  the  practice  of  keeping 
deer  forthe  purpose  of  subjecting  them 
to  torture  from  time  to  time  ;  but  he  ad- 
vised his  hon.  Friend  who  introduced 
the  Bill  to  get  what  he  could,  and  if  he 
found  that  he  could  secure  the  Bill  by 
dropping  out  the  2nd  clause,  relating 
to  stag-hunting,  he  would  recommend 
him  to  do  so.  la  oonclusion,  might  he 
be  allowed  to  make  a  suggestion  to 
sportsmen  on  both  sides  of  the  House  ? 
If  they  should  start  a  movement,  with 
the  object  of  giving  prizes  for  showing 
how  the  amusement  of  sport  ooold 
be  obtained  with  the  least  torture  to 
animals,  it  very  likely  would  result  in 
ohaagee  in  a  great  many  q^orts.  What 

Mr.  W.  E.  Fonter 


they  had  now  to  do  with  was  this  par- 
ticular sport.  lis  object  was  guabUng. 
and  its  result  was  gambling.  Then 
was  not  one  of  the  qualities  fbr  wluch 

sport  was  held  up  to  admiration  to  be 
found  in  it,  except  merely  the  technical 
and  mechanical  act  of  shooting  in  a  par- 
ticular way.  He  could  not  help  thinkiiig 
that  the  country  would  by  a  vwy  large, 
almost  an  overwhelming,  expreesion  of 
opinion,  support  a  law  similar  to  what 
his  hon.  Friend  had  introduced  ;  and  if 
the  Bill  were  rejected  in  consequence  of 
the  resistance  of  sportsmen,  he  thought 
that  sport  would  not  gain  therel^. 

Earl  PEROY  said,  he  was  anxious  to 
intervene  earlyinthe  debate  lest  the  sports 
which  he  favoured  should  come  in  for 
condemnation ;  but  up  to  that  time  he 
was  happy  to  say  that  no  sport  had 
been  abused  for  which  he  had  the 
slightest  liking.  He  remembered  hav- 
ing once  shot  a  pigeon  freed  from  a 
trap,  and  ever  since  he  had  felt  ariiamed 
that  he  should  have  done  suoh  a  thing. 
He  was  very  much  inclined  to  agree 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  bad 
just  spokea  as  to  the  desirability  of 
living  without  giving  pain  to  dumb 
animals ;  but  he  feared  that  condition 
of  things  would  never  come  in  the  pre- 
sent state  of  the  world.  At  the  same 
time,  he  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  consider  that  it  was  not  in 
those  countries  where  there  was  the 
least  sport  that  there  was  the  least 
cruelty  to  animals.  The  subject  before 
them  was  a  very  difficult  one,  and  there 
appeared  to  him  to  be  a  considerable 
confusion  of  mind  amongst  those  who 
disonssed  it,  both  in  and  out  of  the 
House.  It  was  said  by  the  supporters 
of  the  Bill  that  the  practice  whioh  they 
desired  to  abolish  inflicted  a  ffreat  deu 
of  pain  upon  dumb  animals.  That 
was  an  argument  which  mij^t  be  nsed 
against  all  kinds  of  sport.  One  hon. 
Member  seemed  to  think  that  the  old 
modes  of  pigeon-shooting  were  less 
cruel  than  the  present  system  because 
in  farmer  times  more  birds  escaped.  To 
that  hon.  Member  he  would  point  oat 
that  many  birds  must  have  eeoapsd  in 
a  wounded  condition  and  suffered  greater 
pain  than  they  would  have  suffered  had 
they  been  despatched  at  oace.  Now, 
as  far  as  cruel^  was  ccmcemed,  he 
thought  the  very  strongest  amtment 
he  had  heard  in  &vonr  of  saootuig 
tame  birds  was  that  so  few  of  them 
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escaped.   If  tiher  vere  hit  at  all  they 
■were  killed,  and  the  sportsman  was 
spared  the  pain  of  thinking,  as  he  had 
often  done  after  a  good  day's  shooting, 
of  how  many  birds  he  had  wounded, 
but  which  had  escaped.  If  pigeon  shoot- 
iog  was  demoralizing,  let  them  put  it 
down ;  but  let  them  uoderstand  distinctly 
the  ground  upon  which  they  did  so. 
But  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bradford  had  had  the  courage  to 
show  that  cock'fighting  was  not  nearly 
so  cruel  as  many  of  the  sports  engaged 
in  by  half  the  Members  of  that  House. 
It  was  eaid  that  the  sport  to  which  their 
attention  was  particularly  directed  led 
to  gambling ;  but  so  did  nearly  all  other 
sports.    The  objection,  therefore,  did 
not  apply  exclusively  to  the  sport  in 
question.   And,  for  his  part,  he  oould 
not  see  why  they  singled  out  one  sport 
on  that  ground,  unless  they  were  pre- 
pared to  put  down  all  aport  to  which  that 
objection  applied.  It  had  ako  been  said 
tliat  this  sport  was  a  rich  man's  pastime. 
Ho  had  been  very  much  surprised  to 
hear  tb  at  statement,  for  it  was  admitted 
that  the  matches  were  mostly  arranged 
in  low  public- houses.    Did  rich  men  go 
to  low  public-houses  P  He  did  not  know. 
They  might  do  so.    He  asked  for  in- 
formatitm.    With  the  very  best  mo- 
tires  the  Legislature  had,  for  many 
years  past,  been  putting  down  one  after 
anoUiOT  tiie  sports  of  the  poor  man 
—while  they  had  never  touched  the 
sports  of  the  rich.     Was  there  any 
greater  cruelty  in  pursuing  a  rabbit 
with  a  terrier,  than  in  hare-hunting  or 
fox-hunting?   He  did  not  like  to  hear 
hon.  Members  talk  about  the  cruelty 
of  poor  men's  sports,  when  they  must 
know  that  the  kinds  of  sport  in  which 
they  themselves  indulged  were  just  as 
cruel.  He  thought,  therefore,  the  House 
would  be  making  a  great  mistake  if,  in 
its  honest  endeaToar  to  minimize  the  in- 
Jliction  of  unnecessary  pain  on  animals, 
it  laid  itself  open  to  the  imputation  of 
strikiDg*  at  the  spoarts  for  which  its 
Members  had  no  liking,  and  forgetting 
altogeUier  the  sporto  against  which  just 
as  mooh  might  be  said  on  the  ground 
of  cruelty. 

Db.  S'ABQUHABSON  said,  be 
thoogfht  that  all  who  had  the  interests 
of  sport  at  heart  ought  to  be  very  grate- 
ful to  bis  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Glasgow  (Mr.  Anderson)  for  having 
biDO^ht  this  Bill  before  the  House,  and 
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for  having  cleared  an  institution  which 
they  regarded  as  English,  and  of  great 
value  to  the  country,  from  any  imputa- 
tion  of  complicity  in  the  infliction  of  un- 
necessary oruelty.  The  hon.  Member, 
unlike  many  persons  who  took  up  what 
were  called  seutimental  arguments,  had 
not  begun  by  begging  the  whole  ques- 
tion, and  by  assumiifg  the  existence  of 
cruelties  which  had  not  been  proved  to 
exist.  He  had  brought  before  them, 
almost  with  painful  daboration,  state- 
ments of  cruelties  which  were  un- 
doubtedly most  amply  founded  on  fact. 
Speaking  as  one  who  had  gT^t  sy^m- 
paUiy  with  sport,  and  was  himseu  a 
sjrartaman,  ',he  (Dr.  Farqaharson)  also 
wished  to  bavo  an  opportunity  of  simng^ 
a  word  for  his  own  profession.  Medical 
men  were  ocoasionally  ^oken  of  by  cer- 
tain  sections  of  the  community  as  being 
so  hardened  and  brutalized  by  their 
training  that  they  occasionally  sym- 
pathized with  cruelties  ;  but  he  was  pre- 
pared to  say,  after  consultation  with 
some  of  the  most  distinguished  members 
of  the  profession,  that  they  were  in 
hearty  ^mpatliy  with  thie  Bill,  and 
would  give  it  aU  the  support  in  their 
power.  He  thought  that  the  strong 
point  in  favour  of  the  Bill  as  regards 
pigeon-shooting  was  not  so  much  the 
cruelty  of  shooting  itself,  as  the  un- 
sportsmanlike character  of  the  practice, 
and  the  degrading  cruelties  by  which  it 
was  surrounded.  In  d^ending  any  sport, 
all  that  could  be  pleaded  in  justifioation 
was  that  the  cruelties  were  counter- 
balanced by  great  advantages  and  bene- 
fits to  the  community ;  but  whenever  the 
cruelties  of  these  sports  got  too  apparent, 
and  whenever  they  became  surrounded 
by  heartless  abuse,  and  the  sentiment 
of  sport  became  overborne  by  the  mere 
pleasure  of  killing,  then  they  should 
very  likely  have  to  deplore  an  agitation 
got  up  in  the  community  to  endeavour 
to  sweep  away  sport  altogether.  There 
was  no  doubt  that  the  real  danger  to 
sport  in  this  country  was  from  the  al- 
tered agrioultural  state  of  the  country. 
Farmers  were  no  longw  able  to  take 
part  in  the  sport,  ana  hunting  was  no 
longer  confined  to  the  oountiy  gentle- 
men. Special  trains  brought  down  large 
parties  of  men  from  London,  who 
trami^ed  down  and  destroyed  crops,  and 
who  very  often  paid  nothing  to  the  hunt, 
and  the  people  whose  lands  they  des- 
troyed obtained  nothing  sxoept  damage., 
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Tie  thougEt  their  only  hope  for  Bport  in 
the  future  was  that  they  must  cultivate 
simipBthetic  relations  with  the  farmers, 
show  them  the  sport  was  in  no  degree  to 
injure  their  property,  and  enable  them 
from  time  to  time  to  share  the  sport,  and 
then  sport  would  bo  made  on  a  firm 
basis,  nndisturbed  by  legislation.  They 
hod  heard  from  the  hon.  Baronet  who 
had  opposed  the  Bill  several  arguments 
against  it.  They  had  been  told  that 
Lord  "Westbury  and  other  noble  sports- 
men went  to  Hadingham  and  elsewhere, 
but  heard  nothing  of  these  things.  He 
did  not  think  that  this  axgnment  could 
hold  water  for  a  moment.  It  was  not  at 
Huilingfaam  that  these  things  took  place, 
but  at  the  low  pablic-houses  which  were 
frequented  by  tbe  lover  classes,  at  which 
these  cruelties  were  only  too  frequent. 
They  had  been  asked,  where  was  this 
kind  of  legislation  to  stop  P  He  said  no 
doubt  if  tney  went  back  to  the  discus- 
sions when  this  Cruelty  fo  Animals  Bill 
was  introduced  80  years  ago,  they  would 
ha*e  heard  the  same  arguments  made 
nso  of  with  regard  to  badger-drawing, 
bull-baiting,  and  cock-fighting,  which, 
they  were  told,  were  all  English  sports, 
nnd  were  necessary  to  keep  up  the  pride 
and  prestige  of  the  country.  Then  they 
were  told  that  the  ordinary  law  was  suf- 
ficient to  stop  these  evils.  The  hon. 
Baronet  answered  that  argument  him- 
self when  he  told  the  House  that  under 
-the  ordinary  lav  in  fhe  past  year  only 
fbur  convictions  took  place,  and  as  the 
hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  brought  for- 
ward a  great  many  instances  of  gross 
cruelhr,  it  would  appear  that  the  ordi- 
nary law  was  not  nuflBcient.  The  hon. 
Baronet  said  they  did  not  prevent  other 
cruelties,  and  why  should  they  prevent 
this?  The  old  argument  was  a  very 
good  one,  that  two  blacks  did  not  make 
a  white.  They  must  begin  somewhere, 
and  he  hoped  they  would  not  stop  until 
they  had  swept  away  all  unnecessary 
cruelty.  The  hon.  Member  seemed  rather 
to  deplore  the  cruel  instincts  of  man- 
kind, but  these  must  be  repressed  when 
thoy  spring  up.  They  were  told  that 
sports  of  poor  men  were  not  to  be  touched 
by  legislation.  Unfortunately  the  sports 
of  the  poor  man  were  too  often  crael.  ^e 
up[wr  classes  conducted  their  sports  with 
a  minimum  of  cruelty,  because  they  had 
been  educated  up  to  the  point ;  but,  un- 
fortunately, in  the  lower  classes  the 
oruelty  still  remained,  and  it  must  be 
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represfled.  Those  who  ol^eof  ed  to  wpeH 
which  involved  cruelty  might  be  called 
sickly  fanatics,  but  they  must  be  content 
to  hear  that';  and  he,  for  one,  had  math. 
pleasure  in  supporting  the  Bill. 

Mn.  C.  ROSS  said,  that,  although  he 
had  been  a  Member  of  that  House  for 
two  years,  this  was  the  first  occasion  on 
which  he  had  ventured  to  address  it, 
and  he  did  so  now  in  defence  of  the 
defenceless.    His  main  object  in  rising 
wae,  as  a  member  of  the  Society  for  the 
Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Animals,  and 
one  of  its  Couneil,  to  tender  the  most 
cordial  thanks  of  that  Society  tothefaoo. 
Member  for  Glasgow  (Mr.  Andenon) 
for  having  brought  thh  meosnve  ftw- 
vard.  The  object  of  that  Socie^  was 
not  to  put  down  sport,  but  ddibeiBto 
and  cold-blooded  cruelty.  Pigeon-riboet- 
ing  did  not  come  within  the  vategovy  ef 
real  sport.    Though  a  member  of  the 
Society  to  which  he  had  refeired,  1m  was 
as  fond  of  sport  as  any  Member  of  the 
House,  and  loved  fishing  and  shoothig. 
There  was  a  certain  element  of  uncer- 
tainty connected  with  real  sport  tliat 
made  an  enormous  dtflTerenoe  to  his  miad 
between  it  and  such  practices  as  that  of 
pigeon-shooting.    One  might  tmmp  a 
moor  for  hours  without  getting  a  aho^ 
or  draw  cover  all  day  long,  and  get  a 
few  tumbles  and  have  a  blank  day ;  and 
there  was,  therefore,  about  real  spott  tm. 
uncertainty  that  added  a  digiri^  to  it» 
and  vhich  deprived  it  of  all  resemblanoe 
to  the  cold-blooded  and  deliberate  hiten- 
tion  to  slaughter  a  bird  out  of  a  tmgB. 
The  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Herbert  Maxwell) 
had  asked  the  hon.  Member  forOlaagov 
to  join  with  him  in  imagining  what  he 
would  think  of  pigenn-ehooting-  if  he 
were  a  blue  rock.    Now,  both  Gentle- 
men were  countrymen  of  his  own,  for  he 
was  half  a  Scotchman  himself,  tboagk 
representing  an  English  constitueney; 
and  as  Scotchmen  had  never  been  di» 
tinguiehed  for  any  great  amoant  ot  tma- 
gi  native  power,  he  oould  not  regard  the 
question  from  that  point  of  viev,  and 
should  be  content  to  regard  it  from  Hm 
point  of  view  of  a  man.   Aa  a  man,  be 
thought  pigeon-shootiog  ought  to  be 
condemned  by  law  as  an  unmanhr  and 
brutal  pastime.   He  thanked  the  How 
for  having  borne  vlth  him,  and  he 
thanked  the  hon.  Member  fbr  havtag 
brought  forward  this  Bill,  which  he 
trusted,  in  the  intM-esis  of  manly  sport 
OS  veil  as  of  poor  dumb,  daftaemH 
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«Malure»*  would  find  a  place  upon  the 
Statute  Book. 

Mb.  UONK  aaid,  they  had  heard  a 
great  deal  .about  real  sport  j  hut  he 
would  like  to  aak-  them  what  was  "  reftl 
sport?"  Pigeon- shooting  was  said  to 
h&  no  apqrt  at  al},<  and  pxobably  to  those 
mho  ney«E  shot  it  was  no  sport  at  all ; 
but,  aJtthough  it  certainly  was  not  the 
itigbtest  kiivd  of  sport,  he  belioved  it 
ofibffded  sport  tea  great  number  of  their 
foUaw-subjecte,  No  dou|l>t  there  was  « 
gveat  deal  of  eport  in.  walking  over  a 
XBoeBT ;  but  if  they  were  to  de&ne  what 
apotfc  waS)  he  thought  they  would  have 
some  difficulty  in  comiog  to  a  aatisfao- 
Ukty  •dflcieion ;  -certtunly^  if  thoy  were  to 
tace  for  gniniied  aXk  that  they  bad  heard 
fhna  ithoBe  whohad  intivdooed  this  Bill. 
WikCiL  '1£0  or  800  ph^aaonts  rose  and 
jvere  'Oorered  by  6i.x  or  seven  guns, 
whioh  killed  or  wounded  almost  erery 
ons  -qI  them,  he  efaould  like  to  ask  his 
lion.  i  Friend  whether  that  was  sport. 
Xhe  Iton.  Member  for  Glasgow  had 
laboared  to  bring  an  accusation  against 
HorlingbAm,  and  had  read  « long  letter 
from  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for , 
the.  Korth  Biding  of  Yorkshire  (Sir 
Pred^ck  Milbank)  as  to  what  took 

Slaoe  tiiere.  Many  years  ago  the  hon. 
oionet  and  himself  were  -members  of 
the  Hurlii^ham  Club,  they  bad  shot 
pigooos  together  when  the  House  of  Com- 
moQ«  flhfrt  Against  th«  House  of  Lords, 
•nd  tiiata  was  no  mora  distinguished 
shot  than  ^e  hm.  Baronet..  On  a  certain 
oepMi«n  the  hon.  Baronet  said  that  he 
noticed  something  un£iir  going  on — that 
blue  jooks,  which  vere  fast  birds,  were 
taken^out  at  ojae  time  and  slow  birds  at 
another;  but  his  hon.  Friend  did  not 
say  what  took  place  in  consequence.  He 
had  no  di)ubt  the  trapper  was  dismissed. 
Hia  hon.  Friend  must  be  aware  that  the 
manager  of  Horliagham  was  a  gentle- 
man of  high  birth  and  oonnections,  and 
va»  probably  known  to  a  majority  of 
the  JCenberanoir  in  the  House.  When- 
erer  there  was  pigeQa-ahooting  at  Hur- 
lingham  the  manager  was  umost  in- 
variably pr«Bentf  and  he  could  assure 
the  House  that  none  of  the  cruelties 
■which,  he  had  heard  roeotioaed  with 
horror  and  indignation  had  ever  taken 
plaoe  there.  He  quite  agreed  with  his 
tkoo.  Frwnd  that  animak  deserred  full 
proteotion  ftom  cmehy ;  but,  if  that 
-vaa  the  olgetd  of  the  BiUf  did  his  hon. 
S^iond  think  it  went  far  enough  j  and 


did  he,  for  instancei  not  wish  to  suppress 

such  cruel  practices  as  the  crimping  of 
salmon  and  cod,  and  the  boiling  of  live 
lobsters  ?  Whatever  was  done  ought,  at 
least,  to  be  done  sincerely ;  and  if  be- 
cause tho  House  had  heard  of  certain 
cruelties  at  low  public- houses,  do  not  let 
them  put  down  that  whioh  was  certainly 
as  genuine  a  sport  as  shooting  tame 
pheasants,  brought  up  by  hand,  at  a 
"  hot  corner."  Again,  did  his  hon. 
Friend  intend  to  persevere  with  the 
2ud  clause  of  tho  Bill,  which  related 
to  tame  stag- hunting  ?  He  had  once 
boen  in  a  stag  hunt ;  but,  after  the 
pitiful  sight  of  the  poor,  hunted  tame 
deer,  with  the  hounds  hanging  on  to  ita 
flanks,  he  had  never  taken  part  in  an- 
other. Was  the  hon.  Member  Airther 
aware  that  in  Norfolk  and  SuHblk  hares 
were  caught  in  nets  and  put  in  oon&no- 
ment  and  sent  to  other  parts  of  the  coun- 
try for  the  purpose  of  being  coursed, 
and  did  ho  mean  to  put  down  such  sport 
as  that?  If  this  Bill  was  to  pass  it 
should  bo  extended  so  as  to  apply  to 
netted  hares  and  bagged  rabbits.  He 
had  given  up  pigeon-aaootiag  for  many 
years,,  but  he  was  not  at  all  ashamed 
that  he  had  shot  pigeons.  Certainly  he 
had  never  seen,  nor  would  he  have 
tolerated,  any  cruelty  with  respect  to 
the  sport  in  which  he  had  engaged. 
There  were  probably  many  anomalies 
and  incoDsistenoieB  in.  the  attitude  of  the 
law  to  sport  and  animals  in  general,  hut 
he  would  not  now  discuss  them ;  his 
only  object  had  been  to  vindicate  Hur- 
lingham  from  the  charge  of  cruelty. 

Mr.  BliAKfl  said,  ne  entirely  con- 
curred with  what  hadf  alien  from  the  hon. 
Member  who  introduced  the  Bill ;  and, 
for  his  part,  he  should  certainly  support 
the  Motion  for  the  second  reading.  He 
was  only  sorry  that  the  Bill  had  not 
taken  a  more  exhaustive  scope,  and  that 
it  did  not  prohibit  fox-hunting  and  hare- 
coursing.  ["Oh,  oh!"]  Those  were 
his  opinions,  and  he  would  tell  the  House 
why  he  held  them.  The  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  Herbert  Maxwell)  had  asked  where 
were  they  to  stop  if  they  admitted  the 
principle  of  this  Bill,  and  what  was  the 
difference  between  shooting  pigeons  and 
pheasants?  That  was  a  vei?  simple 
question^  and  easily  answered.  We  were 
justified  in  killing  animals  for  the  pur- 
poses of  food,  and  we  were  justified  in 
killiug  all  animals  that  were  vermin 
and  annoyed  us.   But  in  both  oasea  wo 
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beaicto  bim'  (Oolcoid  H3iig'-HafmilB)--> 
with  vbom  be  differed  in  polilics,  baf^ 
in  conmon  with  mort  <4  hih  counti7»en, 
whos^  personal  qdflHtiee  hb  admired' aa 
■well  as  his  personid  appearance — What 
could  be  mofe  uofortuoate  ihen  to  see 
the  hon.  Member  for  Comity  Dnblin, 
mounted  on  a  horee,  and  with  his  pat^  of 
hounds  pursuing  an  unfttrtnnate  enimal 
from  sunfiy  morn  to  dewy  eve  ?  Surely, 
if  anything  could  demoralize  ench  a 
noble  specimen  of  humanity,  it  was  that 
sport.  The  practice  in  IFrance  when  they 
went  out  to  hunt  a  fox  was  to  taice  a 
gun  on  the  saddle,  and  sbodt  hita  at  tfere 
first  opportunity.  That  Was  the  right 
thing  to  do.  He  Temembered  rMdin^ 
of  an  ardent  French  sportBrnaa  wh^  was 
brought  to  an  En^ish  hunt  by  Aa 
equally  keen  ISngBsH  spoifsmtm.  The 
former  went  and  provided  hime@1f  wHft 
a  gun.  A  fox  was  Started,  and  the 
port  of  a  gun  was  heard.  The  rf^tor 
iumcd  to  his  host  with  the  greatest  po^ 
Bible  elation,  and  said-^"  Do  ytfn  Miow 
what  I  hare  done  ?  I  have'  shot  the 
fox."  There  Wtts  a  great  htibbob  ia  the 
hunt,  and  the  gentleman  was  regnecfted 
not  to  come  out  any  mnre.  'On  ofre  ots 
easion,  and  on  one  occasion  oidy,  he 
had  been  out  to  a  fox-hunt  Kimaelf. 
l^r.aughUr.']  Tea;  he  had.  He  weatM 
with  the  Kilkenny  hounds;  and  h%  went 
for  the  purpose  of  se^ng  tf  he  ofAild  be 
of  any  nse  tb  the  !foz.  The  madl0^  wia 
the  great  Sir  Johb  Pdwer.  The  boHfla 
went  milch  faster  th&n  he  had  totiel^ 
pated,  and  soon,  to  his  Very  gfedt  horror, 
he  found  himself  leading  the  hunt.  He 
knew  where  the  fox  was,  and  he  was 
asked  the  question,  and  he  was  sorry  to 
say  that,  in  the  interest  of  hutnanity, 
he  was  guilty  of  a  little  fiction,  for 
he  sent  the  hunt  the  wrong  way.  After- 
wards the  master  of  the  hunt  came  ap 
and  said — Do  you  know  you  sent  the 
hunt  the  wrong  way;  you  pointed  in  one 
direction,  and  the  fOx  went  in  anotherJ^ 
His  reply  was — "Thai  is  qnite  tMe,'biA 
it  is  consistent  With  nty  principl»^  '*  Inrt 
the  master  of  the  hunt  rejoined— ^"  Ttn 
may  keep  your  principles,  but  you  matt 
keep  awayiVom  the  tiunl  tn  Aitor*/'  aad 
accordingly  he  did  so.  As  thwe  #m 
his  principles,  he  l^o^ed  theHbme  wottM 
excuse  him  fbr  hanng  expreased  ^en 
so  strongly. 

CotoNEL  Kirm-HARSTAff  said,  ks 
thought  the  speech  of  the  hbo.  M^isber 
fbr  Waterfurd  (Kr.  Blake)  ^ 


were  absolutely  bound  by  the  laws  of 
God  to  do  the  killing  in  the  most  rapid 
and  instantaneous  manner.  It  was  a 
most  cruel  and  brutal  proceeding,  ut- 
terly inexcusable  from  his  point  of  view, 
to  prolong  the  sufferings  of  any  animal 
merely  for  sport.  He  could  not  imagine 
anything  more  brutal,  more  anful,  or  de- 
moralizing  than  the  practice  of  hunting 
bagged  foxes  and  hares.  In  the  case 
of  the  fox  the  animal,  it  was  true,  was 
vermin,  and  ate  our  chickens,  and 
ought  to  be  destroyed ;  and  as  to  the 
hare,  he  should  be  killed  in  order 
that  we  might  eat  him.  But  the  kill- 
ing in  both  cases  should  be  as  ex- 
peditiouB  as  possible.  [Colonel  Knro- 
Habuah  :  What  about  salmon  crimp- 
ing ?]  He  would  ask  the  hon.  Member 
where,  on  any  occasion,  he  ever  pro- 
longed the  pain  of  the  salmon  beyond 
the  time  necessary  for  catching  it  ?  As 
,to  pigpnn-sTinotiTig,  it  was  condemned 
hv  Kol)oi  t  I'cuI,  and  he  (Mr.  Blake) 
supportud  tho  V>\\\  in  this  respect.  He 
would  reply  to  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
Herbert  Maxwo)])  by  saying  that  he 
Ifilled  pheasants  in  order  to  eat  them  ; 
Init  if  thoy  could  be  killed  more  rapidly 
by  cutting  tlioir  throats,  by  alt  means 
,J^1  U6!  ^Ojit.^  Pheasants  mi^ht  be  killed 
i^^  |l^e,pa^l^,'_'  p^t  their  suflferings  ought 
not  to  be  piroion^d  for  sport  o^y.  The 
hon.  Baronet  might  just  as  well  con- 
tend that  we  were  not  justified  in  killing 
chickens  aoA  ducks  for  food.  He  en- 
tirely disagreed  with  the  noble  Earl 
(Earl  Percy)  that  it  was  justifiable 
to  set  a  dog  after  a  rabbit,  and  hunt 
it  for  amusement,  or  that  anybody 
was  justified,  for  the  jjurpose  of  sport, 
in  torturing  for  one  single  instant  any 
of  God's  creatures.  In  the  presence  of 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Queen's 
County  (Mr.  Lalor),  who  was  an  active 
member  of  the  Land  League,  he  said 
there  was  nothing  he  more  thoroughly 
sympathized  with  in  the  Land  League — 
although  its  object  was  not  the  same  as 
his  own — than  in  its  endeavour  to  prevent 
fox-hunting  in  Ireland.  He  tnought 
their  funds  could  not  have  been  spent 
in  a  more  justifiable  way,  and  he  con- 
gratulated them  oh  the  partial  success 
of  their  efforts.  Ko  matter  how  popular 
fox-hunting  was,  both  inside  and  outside 
the  House,  as  practised  in  Ireland,  it 
was  a  meet  monstrously  brutalizing,  cruel, 
and  sinful  sport.  What  could  be  more  un- 
fOTtunate  than  to  see  the  hon.  Member 
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dofiirely,  the  neoesut^  fov  oppoving  th? 
second  readiDflf  of  this  Bill.  The  bon. 
Kfeinher  for  Qmskow  stated,  indeed,  that 
if  tbeBill  ware  allowed  to  paa?  the  second 
reading,  he  would,  if  such  a  oourse  were 
in  aocoxdaBG»  with  the  feeling  of  the 
Hou«e,  modify  or  withdraw  the  second 
claoae.  But  the  hon.  Qentlemaa  waa 
ipet  with  cries  of  "  No,  no !  "  from  both 
si^ea  of  the  House,  and  the  last  speaker 
said  he  would  not  be  allowed  to  with- 
draw it>  He  would  not  follow  the  hon. 
Member  in  his  anuiaiug  and  interesting 
speech  further  than  to  say  that  the  hon. 
Uember,in  referring  to  him,  didcertainly 
tpuoh  upon  a  barbarous  case  of  cruelty 
to  animals  ifrhen  he  said  that  he  (Colonu 
SingTSarwaQ)  bad  followed  the  chase 
OQ  ime  bcva*  "  irom.  sunny  morn  to  dewy 
ere.'*  l4  ia  point  o^  fact,  13  stone  had 
bew  lOarri^d  over  Dy-blin  County  "  from 
sunny  mom  to  dewy  eve"  on  the  back 
of  one  unfortunate  t^unter,  that  would 
indeed  have  beien  an  instance  of  cruelty 
to  cMi  animal.  He  was  asked  whether 
h^  had  ever  unduly  prolonged  the  agony 
of-Si  fish.  His  reply  .was»  "Certainly 
notr".  as  he  had  always  brought  the  fish 
to  bapk  BA  soon  as  possible.  He  would, 
however,  remind  the  House  that  the 
hon.  Vember  for  Waterford  was  for 
some  time  a  Oommissioi^er  of  Inland 
Pisberies,  and  that  as  such  it  was  his 
duty  to  see  l^at  the  laws  were  duly  re- 
spected which  allowed  salmon  to  get 
from  the  lower  waters,  where  they 
mi^dbit  have  been  taken  almost  painlessly 
wi^  4,  net,  to  the  upper  waters,  where 
they  were  killed,  after  a  long  struggle, 
with  a  rod  and  lit^,  and  after  enduring 
half  an  hour's  a£ouy.  He  would  ask 
the^ou.  Member  now  it  happeued  that, 
although  he  deprecated  cruelty  to  some 
kinds  of  animals,  he  never,  in  his  capa- 
city as  a  Fisheries  Commisaioner,  said 
aoythingabout  crimping  the  unfortunate 
salmon  and  the  harmless  cod  ?  Ho  agreed 
with  the  first  portion  of  the  Bill,  and  if 
it  ej^ied  solely  to  pigeon-shooting  the 
hoD.  Member  for  dla^gow  would  find  him 
antong  hie  supporters.  He  had  himself 
bj^eit  &  .pigBoa-shoptert  but  he  gave  up 
that  amusement  along  time  ago,  because 
be  thought  it  was  un^rtamanlike  and 
■imn«ceB9arily  cr^iel.  He  was  not  now 
BMakiag  of  the  barbarities  in  pigeou- 
uiooting  that  were  practised  in  som  e  parts 
of  the  eoontey  and  the  suburbs  of  Lon- 
doniflpjr  npthingcould  be  said  in  extenua- 
\istn  «f  tluwe  birribl^  practioea.  Pigeon 


shooting,  even  when  praotised  as  it  waa 
now  at  HurltDgham,  and  as  it  used  to 
bo  at  the  Gun  Club,  was  not  a  manly 
pursuit,  and  it  was  one  that  was  de- 
cidedly cruel.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Glasgow  spoke  of  this  pursuit  as  having 
fallen  into  disrepute  because  of  the 

fumbling  with  which  it  was  associated, 
n  former  days  he  had  attended  a  great 
many  pigeon-shooting  matches,  and  he 
foxmd  that  the  betting  was  always 
for  ready  money.  He  was  surprised 
that  this  practice  of  ready  7  money 
betting  was  not  put  down  by  the  offi- 
otals  of  the  law,  who  would  not  allow 
it  on  raceoourses.  In  his  opinion,  if 
ready-moiioy  bettnig  we're  put  d^iVn '  alb 
pigeon-shooting  matcbes,  ;tbere\i/()iild'bb 
very  little  pigeon-shootifa^f  ili^' boil. 
Member  for  Glasgow  quoted  a  state- 
ment made  by  an  author  not  mudh 
known  t^l^^e,  to  the  effect  that  a  muti- 
lated hare  was  pursued  by  Eton  boys, 
with  bengU-;  or  liai-rifi-r;.  IIo  (^Colonel 
King-HariiKin)  spuUo  in  tlio  prosonce  of 
many  Etonians  anil  of  ninny  others  who 
knew  wliatKtuT;  Ijovh  wero,  and  be  fear- 
lessly asscTlod  1h!  did  not  bcUove  that 
in  the  bi.-fory  of  Eton  Collogo  such  a 
base  act  of  liai-Iiarity  way  over  com- 
mitted. TIio  iion.  Menibui'  for  Glasgow 
said  that  the  object  of  the  2nd  clauBe 
of  bis  Bill  was  to  secure  tlio  better  treat- 
ment of  animals  in  menageries.  Per- 
haps the  tender  heart  of  the  hon,  Men^- 
her  was  bo  toii^bed  bv  tliie  depamire  bf 
Jumbo  from  oiu^  aihorei  and  the  p'll^nb 
sorrow  of  the  &ti%n|  Xhebm 
Zoological  (hardens,  that  h<^  had  brbtt^rt 
in  this  Bill  to  provide  thtlt  tb6  k^ep^ 
should  not  longer  be  permitted  td  IntOT- 
fere  with  ihe  tfender  affoctions'  b^tlfe 
animals  committed  to  tliuii-  care.  He 
preeumed  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow 
had  been  to  HengWs  Circus,  and  had 
seen  the  wild  boar  of  the  forest  com- 
pelled, at  the  bidding  of  his  keeper,  to 
pick  up  the  letters  A,  B,  B,  A,  and  so 
on.  It  was  necessary  to  prevent  such 
tortures  as  must  have  been  inflicted  in 
order  to  teach  that  noble  but  unsagacious 
animal  to  go  through  such  a  perform- 
ance. If  the  Bill  had  been  confined  to 
the  cases  of  hares  caught  in  boxes 
and  let  out,  or  to  the  hunting  of  tame 
rabbits,  be  could  have  supported  it  just 
as  he  would  that  part  of  it  referring  to 
pigeon-shooting;  but  this  2nd  clause  was 
artfully  drawn  up,  and  might  be  twisted 
by  zealouB  humanitarians  into  almost 
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any  shape,  and  be  made  to  cover  almost 
ever^  description  of  sport  enjoyed  in  the 
British  Isles.  So  fnr  as  the  question  of 
shooting  phoasants  was  concerned,  he 
read  a  story,  which  he  did  not  believe 
to  be  true,  that  some  years  ago,  at  a 
large  shooting  parlr,  when  the  birds 
were  laid  out,  one  or  the  visitors  noticed 
that  the  cock  pheasants  all  had  their 
tails  broken.  On  inquiry,  it  appeared 
that  some  of  the  birds  had  been  put 
under  flower-pots,  and,  in  order  that  the 
rise  should  be  gradual,  the  keepers  went 
along,  and  took  off  the  pots  one  by  one. 
It  might,  perhaps,  seem  odd  for  an 
Irishman  to  object  to  setting  birds  ont 
of  traps,  fbr  Irisb  landlords  were  gene- 
rally shot  at  from  a  trap,  and  there  was 
not  even  a  close  season  for  them.  He 
could  well  understand  that,  in  the  dis- 
tricts where  fox-hunting  and  hare-hunt- 
ing abounded,  the  etag-hunt  seemed  an 
ignoble  pursuit ;  but  in  the  neighbour- 
hood of  large  cities,  and  in  certain  parts 
of  the  country  where  there  were  no 
fox  covers,  it  was  the  only  way  in 
which  gentlemen,  and  especially  busi- 
ness gentlemen,  whose  hours  of  relaxa- 
tion were  small,  could  get  sport  and 
exercise.  What  would  bo  thought'  by 
numbers  of  City  men  !f  they  were  de- 
barred from  running  with  Her  Majesty's 
Staghoundsonceortwiceaweek?  Could 
it  be  said  to  be  .a  cruel  sport  when  it 
VBS  practised  by  the  Oueen's  Buck- 
hounds,  and  presided  over  by  the  Mas- 
ter of  the  Buckhounds  ?  The  Ward 
TTnion  Staghounds  in  Dublin  afforded 
the  present  Lord  Lieutenant  almost  the 
only  sport  he  had  during  his  brief 
periods  of  relaxation.  It  seemed  to  him 
that  this  Bill  was  the  outcome  of  iho 
meddling  and  humanitarian  legislation 
which  had  been  pressed  upon  the  House 
from  time  to  time.  A  certain  amount 
of  pain  would  be  inflicted  and  blood 
would  be  shed  so  long  as  the  instinct 
of  sport  was  allowed  to  prevail  in  the 
human  mind,  and  so  long  as  we  were 
allowed  to  live,  like  our  forefathers,  on 
wholesome  beef  and  mutton,  fowl,  game, 
and  other  products  of  nature.  He  looked 
upon  this  Bill  as  one  Aat  should  be 
thrown  out,  not  as  regarded  pigeon- 
shooting,  but  on  its  merits  as  a  whole. 
It  ought  to  be  thrown  out  as  a  meddling 
attempt  to  interfere  with  legitimate  and 
honourable  eport,  and  as  a  precursor  of 
legislation  under  which  fishermen  would 
be  imprisoned,  butchers  would  be  hon^, 


and  we  should  all  be  ridden'  ov«r  try 
rampant  vegetarians,  and  there  wovla 
be  in  our  markets  "nrftherfisfc,  flesh, 
fowl,  nor  good  red  herring." 

Mn.  E.  T.  EEID  said,  he  must' deny 
that  this  Bill  attacked  fair  and  hoTieat 
sport.  If  any  gentleman  cared  for  legi- 
timate fox-hunting  or  shooting,  or  any 
kind  of  sport  which  involved  the  chdsa 
or  destruction  of  wild  animals,  he  would 
not  be  interfered  with  in  the  smallest 
degree  by  this  Bill.  In  his  opinion,  that 
which  was  not  cotifined  to  the  chase  andf 
destruction  of  animals  in  a  et&te  of 
nature  was  not  genuine  sport  of  which 
any  true  sportsman  could'apprDve.  This 
Bill  ^onld  afford  relief  in  a  greaf  many 
cases  in  which  it  was  desinibld '  that 
relief  should  be  afibrded.  Thel^  was 
often  practised  towttrds  animals  k^t  in 
menageries  great  crueWy,^  which  "wooW 
excite  just  indignation  in  the  mfnde  of 
thoso  who  knew  of  it;  and  a  Bill  of 
this  description  was  nocesgai'y  to  pro- 
tect those  animals  from  eruch  treotmorrt. 
Pigeon-shooting  was  another  t&m  to 
which  the  measure  ought  td  apply,  l^ftt 
not  being  ah  5nstatiee  of  legifitnafte 
sport.  The  real  question  was  not  tme 
as  to  bagged  f6xes  or  carted  Stags.  "  The 
hon.  Member  for  Olftsgow  tttw  prepated,' 
if  the  House  desired  it,  to  niter  ka^ 
modify  the  BUI,  sd  as  to  'prevent  it^  ttdm 
applying  to  baies  of  that  kind:.  Far 
himself,  he  regretted  that  it  ishbidlt'  be 
necessary  to  make  any  such  amendia«if 
as  that  I  but  he  earnest  h«|i«d  thA 
House  would  not  reject  a  Bflf  't^hieh 
would  unquestionably  ha^e  th^^ffedtef 
preventing  cruelty,  whit^  fa^  was'  sore 
they  would  all  deprecate.  Ho  believed 
that,  sooner  or  later,  mot«  of  Cheee 
would  bo  brought  forward,  and' mioifA  sop- 
port  would  be  given  to'  them  in  fotare, 
not  for  the  purpose  of  pnttSsg  down 
genuine  sport,  but  in  order  to  sdpt^tesB 
cruelties  by  which  some  eO'Called  Bp<^ 
were  accompanied. 

Mr.  EOROTD  said,  hS  felfobBgAd  tn 
the  hon.  Member  for  CHasgerw  for Ihtro* 
duciug  the  subject.  He  wonghtltrwtiB 
impossible  to  dratr  'a  cileat  Ittgib^  xKe^ 
tinction  between  different  ftindJoY' sport 
on  the  ground  of  the  enlfre  atwevfee  tit 

Cence  of  cruelty.  He  would  not  g«  the 
^th-^as  eome  estimable  people  did—* 
of  condemning  all  sports  on  the  grottudtrf 
the  cruelty  inevitably  eonnecl&d  ViUi 
them ;  but  he  was  afraid  that,  nor  iMg  «A 
man  exercised  his  ^pemac^  over-  the 
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Iavoe  ««imal8,  and  used  them,  as  food, 
l^we  would  always  be  a  oertain  amount 
ofciaeltyinbiadealiogi witbUieoi.  But 
tbere  was  a  broad  diatinotioii  between 
geamioe  manlj  sport  and  tbat  abuse  of 
sport  which  was  now  exoittDg  a  feel- 
ing of  teprobation  in  the  country ;  and 
be  would  support  the  Kotion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Glasgow,  among  other 
reasons,  from  an  interest  in  the  pieser- 
vation  of  true  and  reasonable  sport. 
Th&  old-fashioned,  manly  sport  which 
had  been  practised  for  generations  by 
Bnglish  gentlemen,  and  which  brought; 
them  the  onjoymeut  of  fresh  air  and 
genial,  pleasant  society,  while  it 
stxeugtbened  them  physically  and  en- 
ooQiaged  them  ia  good  fellowship,  was 
far  too  Taluable  ever  to  be  wUliogly 
sacnfieed  by  the 'English,  people.  At 
tbe  wot  time,  .he  looked  baok  with  re- 
gret on  the  daya  when  our  sportsmen 
vera  more  eont^t  to  seek  their  sport 
ia  the  fur  pursuit  of  wild  animals  tlian 
they  appeared  to  be  now ;  and  he 
thought  that  the  desire  manifested  in 
reomt  times  -  to  concentrate  a  large 
amount  of  slaughter  in  a  small  space 
and  a  short  time  was  to  be  reprobated. 
If  it  were  persisted  in,  it  would  giro  rise 
to  so  wu^pread  a  feeling  of  disgust 
that  eTsn  the  most  Legitimate  Siport 
mighti  be  brought  into  great  danger. 
He  hoped,  therefore,  that  the  Kotion 
of  the  hon.  Heiaber  might  find  favour 
with  the  House,  and  that  would  be  satis- 
fied vith  oonryisg  that  part  of  his  Bill 
vbiobwaS'Uhely  to  obtain  practical  sup-* 
poii. .  At  tiie  same  time,  be  trusted  the 
TMult  o£  the  discuBBioo.  might  be  the 
preservation  of  English  sport  from  those 
exeeeses  which  threatened  to  bring  it 
into  gmeral  disrepute,  and  to  increase 
the  feeling  against  it  amongst  classes 
of  the  commumty  who  tbemaelTes  took 
no  pwrt  in  it. 

Mb.  HENEAGE  said,  he  thought  it 
was  about  time  the  House  should  know 
where  they  were.  After  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Gla^ow  (Mr. 
Anderson),  they  were  under  the  im- 
prMoLon  tiiat  he  would  withdraw  the 
part  of  his  BUI  whifdi  waa  objection- 
able to  aU  true  eportsmeK  $  but,  nnoe 
titB  amunag  address  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Waterford  (JOx.  Blake),  thinffs 
had  got  a  little  mixed.  He  dioaldUKe 
to  know  &om  the  hon.  Member  for 
Glawow  wbetiier  it  waa  to  be  under- 
stood that  if  the  Bill  wa«        e4  to 
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pass  a  second  reading,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  undertake,  in  Committee*  to 
moTo  the  omission  of  the  Snd  clause?; 
fMr.  Mose:  No!"!  The  hon.  Member 
for  Qloucester  said  "  No but  if  the 
2nd  clause  was  to  be  omitted  he 
would  give  the  Bill  his  hearty  support ;. 
but  if  they  were  aeked  to  acknowledge 
the  prinoiple  of  the  2ud  clause,  he, 
for  oue, ,  could  not  consent  to  do  so. 
He  entirely  concurred  in  the  letter 
which  had  been  read  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  North  Hiding  of  York- 
shire (Sir  Frederick  Milbank).  ,  He 
thouffhi,  however,  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Glasgow  (Mx.  Anderson)  had 
spoiled  his  case  by  overstating  it.  He 
did  not  believe  ia  the  stories,  about  put- 
ting out  the  birds'  eyes ;  but  he  believed 
th»e  were  few  pigeons  put  -into  the 
trap,  at  Hurlingham  or  anywhere  else, 
without  having  some  feathers  extracted 
from  them.  With  regard  to  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Waterford  (Mr. 
Blake),  he  thought  it  camo  to  this — that 
there  was  no  cruelty  in  killing  an  ani-> 
mal  if  they  ate  it  afterwards,  pigeon- 
shooting  .  in  olden  time  was  quite 
different  from  tli^  now  practlEed,  and 
ha  thought,  that,  as  it  was  jiow  carried 
on,  it  ought  to.be  put  a  stop  to.  He 
believed  that,  the  question  before  the 
House  had  become  rather  complicated* 
and  he  should  like  the  House  to  have  a 
clear  notion  of.  what  it  was  voting  on 
before  they,  went  to  a  division.  Hq 
oonsidered .  the  and  dauae  a  danger- 
ous oBfi,  and  hoped  the  h.on.  Mepibei 
would  withdraw  it. 

Ma.  LABOHGHEBB  had  oome  down 
to  the  House  prepared  to  support  the 
Bill,  because  Jhe  thought  it  an  excellent 
Bill  as  it  stood.  At  present  there  waa 
a  law  to  prevent  cruelty  to  tame  animals, 
and  his  hon.  Friend  wished  to  include 
in  the  Bill  all  animals,  whether  tame  or 
wild.  He  understood,  however,  that 
his  hon.  Friend  was  to  withdraw  the 
clause  giving  those  general  powers* 
The  practical  result  of  this  would  be  that 
the  House  would  say  that  ratting  and 
other  things  which  hon.  GenUemeQ  called 
manly  sports,  although  cruel,  ought  to  be 
permitted  by  law.  The  argument  of 
the  landed  interest  was  that,  if  ratting 
were  forbidden,  they  must  necessarilj 
forbid  tiie  hunting  of  tame  stags,  and 
then  some  monster  would  bring  in  a 
Bill  declaring  it  to  be  cniel  to  Iddl  wild 
foxes.  Jf  the^  must  submit  to  the  al« 
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tamttoa  of  ^  BiU,  let.  il  forth  to 
the  cotutry  that  hie  hon.  Friend  had 
haMi  forced  bj  the  Hosw  to  vtthdraw  a 
duite  genenUly  assented  to,  aa  he  (Kr. 
Lahoadiere)  beliered,  by  the  yeoplfi  'of 
ihjb  oeuatvy,  beeaiue  hon.  Qenuemen 
said  that  it  would  mtarfere  with  their 
ideas  of  sport.  If  the  elause  wem  r»< 
mored,  the  Bill  would  simply  forbid  the 
shooting  of  birds  liberated  £rom  traps  or 
ath«r  ccmtriranoes,  though  they  might 
still  hare  their  eyes  put  out.  The  House 
was  told  that  pigeos-shooUng  was  poor 
sport,  beoause  betting  took  place  upon 
it.  If  he  w«ie  a  pigeon,  and  were  put 
into  a  trap  to  be  shot  at,  he  should  be 
quite  indifferent  as  to  the  betting. 
Betting  did  not  nudce  the  sport  oruel. 
He  was  reading  the  other  day  that  cer- 
tain pessons  in  the  £a^  End  of  Xx)ndoB 
were  in  the  habit  of  catching  birds  and 
blinding  them  ia  order  to  make  them 
•iag;  u  the  Sad  olause  was  sbroefc 
oa^  Uiery  would  SitiU  be  able  to  priwto 
that  cruelty.  If,  however,  the  hon. 
Ifember  must  modify  the  Bill  so  ae  to 
enable  hon.  Geatlemea  opposite  to  hunt 
tame  stags,  well  and  good ;  but  if  he 
reduoed  liie  Bill  merely  to  a  prohibition 
of  shooting  pigeons  from  trapa,  he  would 
recognize,  or  would  rather  call  upon  the 
House  to  reoogniae,  the  fact  that  there 
was  to  be  a  distitwdon  betweao  wuelty 
towards  a  tame  animal  and  ittueUy  to> 
wards  a  wild  animal. 

Sib.  EAEDLEY  "WILMOT  said,  he 
had  alwajs  been  an  ardent  sportsman, 
and  the  zeasen  why  he  ^ould  support  this 
Bill  was  that  he  thought  it  would  pro- 
mote instead  of  disoourage  legitimate 

rrt.  He  could  Aot  help  fecduog  that 
tendmoy  of  Buodera  aport  woa  to 
alter  somewhat  its  genuine  oharaoter  by 
enabling  it  to  be  carried  on  with  less 
tooable  and  less  exercise  than  foroLeriy. 
Even,  in  battue-shooting,  however,  it 
frequently  happened  that  the  pheasauti 
being  &  free  bird  and  at  liberty  to  exer- 
cise its  natural  instiuds,  escaped  the 
gun  of  the ,  sportsmau  stationed  at  a 
"  hot  corner ;  but  that  was  not  the  case 
with  pigeon-shooting.  The  unfortunate 
I»tgeon  was  kept  in  a  trap,  and  the  only 
time  it  had  for  escape  was  a  vecy  short 
one.  He  had  become  a  great  enemy  to 
mgeoD^hooting  ever  sinoe  he  had  visited 
Monte  Carloi  where  the  ao-oalled  sport 
waa  carried  ob  in  all  its  gloi^.  [The 
hon.  Baronet  described  the  pKooeea.]  The 
only  argument  in  its  favour  was  th*t  it 
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mabled  m«i  who  were  iiofc  qoaUAad 
otherwise  to  have  sport,  to  ec^y  sorae 
amusement  and  to  obtain  AjU  in  the 
use  of  the  gim.  -On  the  other  hand,  he 
thou^  a  stroAg  argument  in.  faTour  oi 
sni^ressing  pigeoK-^ooting  was  thai;  ik 
was  antagonistio  to  what  wua  manijr, 
athleUo  sport,  which  invclred  tilaiV 
exeroue  over  the  stubble,  or  waadmiag 
along  a  rJver  in  pioBuit  of  salmon,  or 
seeking  fbr  snipe  along  the  banka  (rf  m 
brook,  perhaps  vp  to  one's  kaees  in  snow. 
That  was  sorae^ng  like  athletio  exer- 
cise, ftod  wae  a  kind  of  sport  that  would 
always  find  favour  in  this  eouatry.  If 
this  Bill  had  a  tendency  to  discourage 
]«gitiaiate  aport  he  would  be  one  of  the 
first  to  oppose  it ;  but  he  did  hot  belivre 
that  it  .'w-oiild  have  any  such  result. 

SiE  WILLIAM  HAB{X)UET  said, 
they  had  had  a  long  and  lateresting  dis- 
cussion on  tihe  Bill,  and  he  thongirt  tira 
eottrseol  the  disewHsion  had  fliwwii  that 
it  oould  nob  be  regarded  froiu  any  poiat 
of  view  aa  a  Party  qnestian,  but  rnHier 
that  it  was  a  question  on  which  boa. 
Members  would  form  tbeir  own  iade- 
pende&t  opinion,  and  one  upon  whidL 
be  did  not  think  the  Gh>tremment  were 
csiled  upon  in  any  way  to  gnide  the 
decision  of  the  House.  It  was  emi- 
nsobly  One  tif  those  questions  in  wfaisk 
the  House  ought  to  reflect  the  piU>lia 
opinion  of  the  counb^.  It  would  be  » 
great  mistake  !in  questi<»a  of  that  kmd, 
whatever  might  be  their  own  opiKons, 
to  outrun  public  se&timent  updn  ihs 
question  |  and  as  it  was  their  dnty  not 
to  fall  behind  that-  aeatiment,  ao  tlief 
ought  not  to  weeod  ib.  On  that  ques- 
tion, which  intererted  eveiybody— 4he 
question  of  humamtj'  to  amiaala— ttwwt 
oould.  uot  be  the  smallest  doubt  tiut 
opinion  in  this  country  had  been  pro- 
gressive fgr  a  long  time,  and  progreBS- 
ing  in  the  direction,  that  everybody  would 
desire ;  and  it  was  "the  dnty  of  the  House 
to  represent  that  pro^saive  opinion  om. 
proper  oooaaioDS.  One,  perhaps,  of  the 
most  intere^ng  records  of  Eogiish 
oratory  was  the  oad^xrated  roeech  made 
by  the  great  oifater,  Mr.  Wyndhataa,  in 
defenee  of  buU-baiting.  Mr.  WyndluMa 
himself  was  a  o^bn^ed  fi^;hter  and 
Bpertsmui ;  and  he  (Sir  WiUiam  Har*. 
couxt)  oonunended  the  speech  be  Bade 
in  defence  of  bull-baiting  to  the  attsn- 
tu»  of  hon.  Members  who  had  net  jead 
it  for  the  ingencuitir  and  pawer  iillfc 
whioh  he  d^fwued  that  «povt  Ituwu 

Digitized  by  Google 


1681      Cru^  io  AnimaU  iUakcu" 

wmptatB  dabnee  of  bnll-baitinff'  He 
did  Bot  think,  in  the  oowse  of  this  de- 
bate, anybody  had  been  bold  enough  to 
defend  pigwn-Bhootin^  froia  the  point 
of  view  from  whioh  Mr.  Wjmdham  had 
defended  bnll-baitlng.  They  bad  seen 
many  sports  favoured,  before  public 
(^nion  bad  advanced  as  it  had  novr 
done,  and  not  oondamned.  Bear<baiting 
was  a  celebrated  sport  in  the  time  of 
Queen  BUzabetb,  and  for  a  long  time 
afterwards ;  and  boU-baiting,  oook-fight- 
ingt  and  many  other  aports  had  at  one 
time  been  popular,  whioh  publio  o^nion 
now  oondemned  and  the  law  prohibited. 
The  only  question,  then,  whidi  they  had 
to  consider  was  whether  tbe  prepmal  of 
tibe  hon.  Member 'for  Olaagow  was  a 
reasonable  proposal,  and  oorreaponded 
with  pnfalie  opinion  in  the  country.  He 
wae  not  efldeaTOuringv  on  belialf  of  the 
Government,  to  influeoee  the  opinion  of 
that  House  in  the  matter;  but  wae 
■teredy  expressing  his  own  persooal 
opinion,  and  that  was  strongly  in  favour 
of  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Glasgow.  A  great  deal  had  been  said 
about  the  sport  of  pigeou' shooting,  and 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Glasgow 
had  been  able  to  reinforce  himself  with 
the  opinion  of  a  Gentleman  whose  name 
was  on  the  ba^  of  the  Bill,  and  whom 
be  had  Tory  properly  described  as  ooe 
of  the  mosb  distinguished  spottsmeo  of 
this  Kiagdom— the  hon.  Membwiot'the 
Noorth  Biding  of  Yorkshire  (Sir  ^Frede^ 
link  Hilbank).  But  the  hon.  Member 
for  Wigtonshiie  (Sir  Herbert  Max#el)), 
who  had  moTsd  the  rejection  of  the  Bill, 
had  called  for  some  logical  definition  of 
spoti,  and  of  that  which  was  to  be  re- 
garded as  not  sport,  but  as  cruel.  Ho 
shotild  not  attempt  to  give  any  definition 
of  the  kind.  He  did  not  think  it  was 
possible  to  give  it.  He  thought  it  was 
very  likely  that  what  was  now  commonly 
vegaidad  aa  legitimate  i^>ort  might  be 
tsgacded  in  future  times  as  the  o&er 
sportB  to  wbieh  he  had  referred  were 
regarded  now.  He  did  not  feel  at  all 
ca^ed  upon  to  defend  the  hunting  of  the 
carted  stag.  He  knew  tlut  he  £ad  re- 
sided Bometines  in  a  eoonty  where  it 
was  porsosd,  and  that  it  was  not  re- 
garded with  Teiy  great  AiTOur  by  tiie 
gentismen  over  whose  lands  it  was  pur- 
sued. Bat  with  regard  to  the  question 
of  pigeoU'shooting,  and  whether  it  was 
sport  or  not,  they  had  had  great  and 
jasttfiaUe  eulq^ums  u^oa  the  manly 


exemiBe  that  was  derired  from  ^ttt.  Htf 
was  afiudd  that,  in  modem  times,  sport 
had  a  little  lost  that  character';  and 
sport,  even  in  his  reoolleetion,  had  not 
iraprored  in  quality  as  it  had  increased 
in  quantity.  The  sport  which,  was  spoken 
of  was  not  a  sport  which  involved  walk* 
ing  three  or  four  miles  in  the  course 
the  day,  with  a  lunolieon  at  a  suitable 
interval.  That  was  not  the  edrt  of  sport 
to  whidi  our  anoestors  were  addicted. 
It  begaa  at  9  or  4  in  the  morning, 
and  eaded  about  3  in  the  afbwnoon, 
and  did  not  begin  at  U  and  end  at 
3  or  4.  But,  without  entering  into 
these  elaborate  distinctions  of  sport,  let 
them  ask  it  this  pigeon-shoonng  was 
entitled  to  reoolTe  me  ^tection  given 
to  sport?  He  was  inclined  to  concur 
with  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Brad- 
ford (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  in  hoping  that 
the  iDtimation  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Gla^w  with  reference  to  the  2nd 
clause  woald  be  thoroughly  andeietood 
and  acted  upon,  "these  wei*e  matters, 
after  all,  in  which  they  must  proceed 
according  to  dearly  developed  publio 
opinion.  He  believed  publio  opinion 
was  made  ap  on  the  main  point  which 
the  hon.  Memb^  for  Glasgow  sought  to 
be  established.  Then,  let  the  point  be 
established,  and  the  otiier  matters  could 
be  discussed  at  another  time.  He  knew 
his  hen.  Friend  the  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Labouohere)  thought  that 
would  be  a  very  incomplete  chapter 
in  the  coming  democracy."  Bub 
they  were  not  tiS  so  impatient  as  bis 
hon.  Fnend,  and  they  were  witling  to 
make  their  progress  in  a  more  reason- 
able and  cautious  way.  He  would, 
therefore,  strongly  advise  tbe  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Glasgow  to  make  it  dearly 
understood  that  tbe  question  of  stag- 
hunting  WAS  out  of  the  field,  and  that 
the  House  was  dealing  now  with  the 
question  of  pigeon- shooting  alone.  On 
that  point  he  had  no  doubt  the  hon. 
Member  would  secure  an  overpowering 
majority  of  the  House.  It  was  not  only 
the  Bufferings  that  the  unhappy  birds 
endured,  but  there  was  another  thing  to 
be  eonddered,  and  that  was  the  outrage 
upon  the  fseUngs  tt  the  people  who 
witnessed  fliose  proceedings.  He  had 
received  the  other  day  a  letter  firom  a 
lady  in  reference  to  this  matter.  [A 
lauffh.^  He  thought  when  hon.  Gentle- 
men heard  the  letter  they  would  think 
it  worthy  of  tlieir  attention.  She  redded 


Digitized  by 


1688      CrutUy  U  Awimah       iCOUMONS]      AeU  Amntdauni  MU  l«8i 


in  the  neu^boarhood  of  a  notoriftus 
gronnd.  It  iraa  about  200  yards 
from  her  residence,  and  sh«  wrote  thai 
she  bad  had  msnj  sad  opportuoitieB  of 
aeeing  the  cruelties  that  were  called 
sport.  Birds  were  found  to  have  been 
urbamanlj  treated  before  being  put  into 
tiie  trap— their  eyes  put  out,  their  beaks 
turned  and  twisted  inwards,  and  other 
omelties  inflicted  which  she  could  not 
mention,  while  hundreds  whi^h  escaped 
death  by  the  gtxns  had  lingered  for 
days  on  the  roof  of  the  house  where  she 
Hred.  Besides  the  cruelty  of  it,  he  (Sir 
William  Harcourt)  thought  that  that 
letter  showed  that  pigeon-shooting  was 
an  absolute  nuisanoei.  Why  should  any 
Person  who  redded  in  these  neigh' 
Donrhoods  be  exposed  to  the  outrage 
upon  their  feelings  whioh  practices  of 
this  kind  brought  about  ?  These  wore 
matters  that  ought  to  be  considered. 
He  himself  fully  believed  that  the 
opinion  of  the  country  was  against  these 
practices,  and  that,  by  supporting  the 
Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow, 
eonfined,  as  he  hoped  it  would  be,  to 
the  clauses  prohibiting  pigeon-sfaooting, 
the  House  would  reflect  the  overwhelm- 
ing  opinion  of  the  cotmtry. 

LoED  BANDOLPH  CHUEOHILL 
said,  he  thought  that  one  or  two  of  the 
remarkswhionliierigbthon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Sir  Wiluam  Harcourt)  had 
just  made  had  been  dictated  ntber  by 
oandour  than  by  pradenoe.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Qentlem&n  said  that 
the  GoTemment  did  not  intend  to  inter- 
fere in  the  discussion  of  that  BUI,  be- 
cause it  was  not  a  Party  question,  whioh 
meant,  he  supposed,  that  they  did  not  see 
their  way  to  making  pcditioal  capital  out 
of  it.  And  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  went  on  to  remark  that  he 
thought  it  of  the  .  greatest  importance 
that  the  House  of  Oommons  should  de- 
cide this  question  for  itself,  because  the 
House  of  Commons  reflected  the  true 
mind  of  the  country,  whereas,  he  indi- 
cated, the  Government  did  not  do  so. 
With  both  those  statements  he  (Lord 
Bandolph  Ohttrdhill)  could  moat  oat- 
dialiy  fu^ree.  He  ajso  agreed  with  the 
Home  Beerotaiy  in  the  sentiments  he 
had  expressed  with  regard  to  pigeon- 
diootittg ;  but  ho  difiiezed  from  him  en- 
tirely with  respect  to  Ihe  2nd  olause, 
which  he  looked  upon  as  the  germ  of  Ihe 
Bill.  He  hoped  we  honi  Member  for 
Gla^ow  (Mr.  Anderson)  would  on  no 
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aeoount  consent  to  abandon  that  danae. 
The  hon.  Unnber  Wigton^ire  (Six 
Herbert  Maxwell)  said  they  must  look 
at  the  prineiple  of  this  legislation ;  and 
asked  where  they  were  goib^  to  ttaa 
when  it  was  passed.  Well,  he  ebouUl 
say  "  stop  here,"  because  this  Bill  inter- 
fered with  a  particular  class  of  ^xtrt^ 
which  was  reoognised  by  the  large  body 
of  public  opinitHi  in  this  country  to  be 
objectionable  and  cruel.  It  did  net  in- 
terfere with  tcue  sport,  and  tharefore 
this  Bill  would  mark  a  convenleat  stop- 
ping-place upon  the  road.  The  hon. 
Baronet  took  up  very  dangerous  g^xiond 
when  he  s&id—* '  If  you  put  down  pigeon- 
shooting  you  must  also  put  down  phea- 
sant-shoo  ting."  If  the  same  anuMtnt  oC 
cruelty  prevailed  in  the  one  ease  as  the 
other,  then,  undoubtedly,  pheasant- 
shooting  would  follow  ;  but  evevy<m* 
who  knew  anything  about  it  was  aware 
that  pheaeant-ahootiog  was  perfeotly 
ssfe  under  the  Bill.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Wigtonshire  said  pigeon-shooting  as 
practised  at  HurUogbam  was  not  cruel^ 
and  he  mentioned  that  on  some  ooca- 
siofis  two  of  the  officers  of  the  Soca^ 
for  the  Freventioa  of  CnteUy  toAnimai^ 
had  attended  the  pigeon-booting,  and 
had  flome  away  declaring  thattheM  waft 
no  cruelty  at  all  practbedtiwre.  Afih4 
could  say  was  that  those  two  nffipen, 
instead  of  being  eonnectod  with  ^ 
Society  f^H-  the  Frennention  of  QrwAt$  t» 
Animals,  ought  to  be  dsnominated 
officers  of  a  society  for  tha  promotion  of 
oruelty  to  animals.  He  supposed  they 
saw,  in  the  course  of  their  expetieoee, 
suoh  horrid  attooities  that  thei:»  feelings 
beoame  blunted  to  what  oruelty  was.  Ym 
his  opinion,  thesightof  apigeon-grotind, 
abounding  with  mosses  of  featlwrs  and 
blood,  and  wounded  birds  surraandiug 
the  trap,  oontrasting  so  hideously  with 
the  green  grass  and  the  trees  all  around^ 
with  the  sun,  perhaps,  shining  brilUaat^ 
on  the  ■  scene,  was,  without  ezcepftioa, 
the  most  horrible  and  repulsive  aigfa^ 
possible  to  imagine^  Beferenoo  had 
been  made  by  the  hon.  M^dmber  for 
South  Warwickshire  (Sir  Eardley  Wit 
mot)  the  pigeon-ground  at  Mont* 
Carlo.  He  had  had  the  oppof^ 
tunity  of  watehing  the  sight  at  Ifoote 
Oario,  thongh  he  never  had  the  satis- 
faction of  killing  a  pigeon  himself.  The 
pigeon-ground  at  Moute  Carlo  was  epa- 
dueted  on  the  same  principles  as  that  a| 
QuiliDgham.  apd  «nd«r  ainiiar  t«lwb 
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hftd  not  the  jAeritB  ot  ■  ih.e  tcuire  &noient 
sportfl  of  this  couBtay,  that  conetrtuted 
Onothef  reason  the  Tory  Party 

shoald  put  it  down.  With  respect  to 
the  2nd  clause,  hewever,  if  it  vaa 
abandoned,  he  should  really  feel  dis- 
posed to  oppose  fhe  Bill  of  the  faon. 
Member,  on  the  ground  that  it  would: 
bo  dealing  pieoeme^  irith  a  Teryin-' 
portant  que^on,  and  in  a  rery  im- 
perfect manner,  ^he  ereat  merit  of  tba 
Bin,  in  his  eyes,  vaa  that  it  pnt  down 
the  abominable  amneement  of  stag* 
hunting.  He  vaa  sure  tbat  every 
genoinefox-htniter  would  be^ad  tatake 
an  oppottaiiity  of  putting  down  tihfs^ 
hunting.  He  was  told  that  if  this  Bill 
was  carried,  Lord  Gc*k,  the  Maatmr  of 
Her  Majesty's  Buekhounds,  would  be' 
Bummonod  before  a  magistrate.  WoU, 
what  was  he  ?  Lord  Cork  was  on  Irish 
Whig.  If  an  Irish  Whig  chose  to  in- 
dnlge'  in  those  amusements  eonuected 
with  following  shighonnde  across-  coun- 
try he  had  only  himself  to  blame  if  they 
brought  him  to  the  policoKiourt  oreome-i 
where  woree.  As  far  ae  ihe  Queen'e 
hounds  wereeottceraed,  he  did  not  thiak 
they  need  be  in  aUy  fear,  because  ho 
had  no  doubt  that  if  stiag-hunting  was 
made  illegal  the  Oueen's  bnckhonnds 
would  be  truafiHred  into  the  Qaeea'a 
foxlromids.  Wh.6  -were  the  foDowers  ol 
tbe  Queen^  bhokhounda,  and  by  whom 
were  they  supported?  Why,  the  "  meet " 
woa  mainly  composed  of  the  countsr» 
jumpers  of  Lonmin— ^tltat  class  of  per^ 
sons  who  were  denominated  by  the 
getterfo  terra^  of  "  *Arry."  He  beiieTed 
that  in  the  East- End  of  London  these 
houftds  were generallyiBown  aa  *♦ 'Arty's 
'ounds."  The  persons  who  followed  the 
stag  were  hardly  ever  genvrind  sports- 
men. There  was  another  reason  why 
this  ^nd  fllanse  ought  to  receive 
g^eral  support,  and  that  was  beeoass 
stag-hunting  did  an  infisdtude  of  halm 
to  tiie  land  timragh  which  the  hnnteri 
went.  Tbie  sport  attmeted  mAta  people 
than  any  other  kind  of  sport,  and  many 
of  them  did  not  know  t&e4iff6r«nce  be^ 
tween  a  wheat  field  And  a  field'  olf  oati. 
Oil  aJl  these  gnmnde  he  would  support 
this  Bill,  in  which  be  thought  tiie  hoiki 
Member  had  drawn  a  very  wise  distipo* 
tion.  The  distinction  in  it  between  foic 
and  stag-hunting  was  ^ie — yon  Ten- 
dered it  illegal  to  capture  an  animal  and 
keep  it  in  captivity  in  order  to  pursue  it 
over  and  over  ogain ;  bmt  ^ou  did  qot 


He  saw  the  birds  taken  out  of  the  bas- 
ket, and  before  being  pnt  into  the  trap 
a  man  out  their  taila  with  a  large  pair 
of '  scissors.  That  "probably  was  not 
very  cruel,  because  he  only  cut  the  quill, 
tiiougli  at  times  he  seemed  to  cut  very 
close:  But  worse  followed.  After  cut- 
ting the  tail,  he  saw  the  man  take  the 
bird  in  one  hand,  and  with  the  other 
tear  a  great  bunoh  of  feathers  from  the 
breast  and  stomaofa  of  every  pigeon. 
On  asking  the  man  what  he  did  that  for, 
be  replied  that  it  was  to  stimulate  the 
l^rdb  in  order  that,  maddened  byesoite- 
ment  and  pain,  they  might  take  a  more 
eeeentrio  leap  into  the  air  and  inerease 
theiibance  of  the  pigeon  gamblen.  He 
saw"  another  'very  onrious  thing  too. 
One  of  the  pigeons  was  struok  and  fell 
to  the  ground;  but  when  the  dog  wont 
to  pitak  it  up  the  wretched  bird  finttered 
again  into  the  air,  and  fi)r  an  appre- 
ciable time  it  remained  so  fluttering, 
jlist  a  IHtle  higher  than  the  dog  conld 
jump.  While  the  bird's  fate  was  thus 
trembl  ing  in  the  balance,  the  betting 
was  fa^t  and  furious,  and  when  at  last 
the  pigeon  tumbled  into  the  dog's  jaws, 
he  never  would  forget  the  shont  of 
triumph  and  yell  of  execration  that  rose 
fromthexing-meii  and  gentlemen.  Hnn- 
&n&e,  perhaps  thonsonds,  of '  povndsr 
changed  hands  over  the  dying -agonies 
of  the  -uufortnnate  creature.  They  were 
told  that  there  was  adtually  no  dlfl^renotf 
betwem 'that  and  other  hinds  of  sporty 
but  the  fact  was  that  pigeon-shooting 
ttffw  was  kept  up  simply  ^r  the  sake  of 
betting,  and  if  the  hon.  Member  for 
Glasgow  had  ohoseu  to  deal  with  this 
ffubjeot  by  way  of  rendering  it  illegal 
to  make  bets  at  pigeon  meetings;  there 
wonld  not  be  ai  sin^e  pigeon  shot  from 
one  end  of  the  oouotry  to  the  other.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  if  people  wanted  to 
gamble  and  undergo  this  exciting  way 
m  darning  money,  they  ought  to  ac- 
company the  Prime  Minister  to  the  Bi- 
viera  and  gamble  at  roulette  tfnd  such 
Uke  gftmes,  which  would  not  injure  the 
Hves  «4  innocent  creatures.  Pigeon- 
ahootifllg,  he  ought  to  point'  out,  was 
not  one  of  the  sports  whuih,  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wigtonsbire  seemed  to 
sBfptpoee,  they  had  inherited  from  their 
bar^rons  ancestors ;  it  was  entirelv  a 
modern  sport — so  modern  that  thffj' 
might  lobk  upon  It  as  a  Kadical  sport. 
There  was  no  doubt  that  it  originated 
qot  vaon  tluu  M  ^an  ogo^  aoa  M  it 
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terfere  with  the  lefptimate  BpOTt  of  hunt- 
ing wild  animals  for  the  purpose  of  kill- 
ing them  and  giving  plea«u«  to  every- 
one  engaged  in  such  eport. 

CoLOKEL  KINQSCOXE  said,  he  did 
not  Bee  any  differenoe  between  pigeon- 
shooting,  pheasant-Bbootiag,  partridge- 
shooting,  or  any  other  kind  of  shoot- 
ing at  birds.  He  saw  no  greater 
cruelty  in  shooting  a  pigeon  than  a 
pheasant  or  a  partridge,  provided  they 
were  not  tortured  beforehand.  It  was 
not  nearly  so  cruel  to  hunt  a  tame 
stag  as  to  bunt  a  wild  stag,  because 
the  tame  ones  were  trained  and  kept 
in  perfect  oonditiom.  He  considered 
that  the  law,  as  it  at  present  stood,  was 
qaite  stroBg  enoueh  topreveat  any  xaaX- 
praoticea  such  as  had  baen  described  by 
hon.  Members.  He  did  not  staad  up 
for  pigeon-shootuig }  it  was  an  amuse- 
ment ne  nerer  cared  about ;  but,  not^ 
withstanding  all  that  had  been  said,  he 
had  still  to  ask,  'Where  were  they  gc^g 
to  stop  ?  If  they  passed  this  Bill  they 
would  have  a  Bill  to  prevent  the  keep- 
ing of  squirrels  iu  a  cage,  or  to  prevent 
the  shaving  of  poodle  dogs  in  a  tender 
part  of  their  bodies.  He  had  been 
brought  np  a  fox-huxiter,  and  he  hoped 
he  might  oontiaue  one.  But  he  could 
see  no  reason  why  stag-hunting  should 
be  stopped  any  more  than  fox-hunting. 
As  far  as  his  humble  vote  went,  he 
should  give  it  most  cordially  against 
every  provision  of  this  Bill. 

Loiu>  ALGEBNON  FSBOY  sftid,  he 
did  not  quite  understand  the  grounds 
upon  which  the  hos.  Member  for  Gla«^ 
gow  asked  the  House  to  pass  this  Bill, 
was  it  upon  the  ground  of  cruelty  7  or 
that  the  pastime — for  he  would  not  call 
it  sport — was  a  demoraUzing  one  ?  He 
denied  that  there  was  any  special  cruelty 
in  pigeoa-shooting  from  traps,  apart 
from  the  inhuman  praotioes  which  it  had 
been  said  were  associated  with  it,  and 
which  were  quite  unnecessary  for  carry* 
ing  on  the  sport.  By  all  means  let 
these  inhuman  praotioes  be  pat  down 
with  a  firm  hand;  but  they  afforded 
no  reason  whaterer  for  putting  a  stop 
to  the  sport  of  pigeoU'Shoothig.  It 
had  been  urged  that  the  mara  shooting 
of  pigeons  was  in  itself  cvufil ;  but  he 
denied  that  tiiere  was  any  cruelty  is 
putting  an  animal  to  a  s^edy  death. 
Horse-radng,  in  the  opinion  of  some 
persons,  was  oonducted  with  a  ooundar- 
able  amoxint  of  cruelty.   Some  people 
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nid  that  horass  eigoyed  nsin^;  but  it 
anyone  had  saen  a  dosa  finish  of  m 
great  race,  th^  would  know  to  the 
contrary.  If  this  Bill  wera  to  pass, 
where  was  the  line  to  be  drawn  ?  One 
hon.  Member  had  talked  about  gant^ 
men  standing  around  in  order  to  stop 
the  escape  of  the  birds.  He  should  ba 
very  sorry  for  anyone  who  stood  iu 
front  of  a  gun  at  Hurlingham-  Tba 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock 
(Lord  Bandolph  Churchill)  had  alluded 
to  Monte  Carlo.  He  (Lord  Algenioa 
Percy)  could  only  say  that  in  those 
countries  where  love  of  sport  did  not 
exist  as  it  did  ia  England  there  waji 
great  cruelty  j  and  therefore  he  did  not 
think  that  they  were  g^od  eumptoa  to 
ouote.  If  the  tuH  clause  waa  omitted, 
we  Bill  would  be  useless,  and  if  it  waa 
retaiaed,  the  Bill  would  atrike  at  «U 
forms  of  wort. 

Ma.  Am)£BSON  ^d,  that,  as  there 
seemed  to  be  soma  doubt  on  the  aul^ect^ 
he  might  repeat  the  annouAcement  he 
uado  at  the  beginning  of  the  debate-  It 
was  that  he  would  be  willing,  i£  the 
House  wished,  or  if  it  did  not  dieatpprove, 
either  to  modify  the  2nd  clause  or  to 
leave  it  out  altogether.  The  general 
opinion  seome^  to  be  in  favour  of  modi- 
fying the  ol&use.  |fo  doubt  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Baadolph  Oburchill)  took  a 
different  view,  but  his  position  was  some- 
what ilk^gioal ;  because,  while  "^^'"g 
that  he  regarded  Clause  2  as  the  germ 
of  the  Bill,  and  that  if  that  were  with- 
drawn he  would  vote  against  the  BUI. 
he  had  given  l^m  a  most  vivid  descrip- 
tion of  the  cruellies  of  pigeon-shooting, 
which  was  dealt  with  by  the  .  other 
clauses.  Surely,  if  they  could  not  get 
all  they  wanted,  it  was  wise  to  take  a 
half,  provided  that  half  was  a  distinct 
advantage.  He  did  not  propose  to 
withdraw  from  his  anaouncement.  The 
primary  object  of  the  Bill  waa  to  pat 
down  pigeou'shooting  from  traps.  Its 
second  was  to  protect  wild  aninaals  ia 
captivity ;  and  he  was  quite  willing  to 
avoid  interference  with  hunting,  and 
confine  Clause  2  to  menageries  and  athsr 
things  of  the  same  kind,  or,  if  that  wera 
not  possible,  to  withdjiaw  the  olaiiaa 
altogether. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  obserred,  that  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Woodatock 
(Lotd  Baadolph  Churchill)  had  attri- 
buted to  him  a  course  which  he  did.  sot 
intend  to  take,  and  opiuosa  which  hs 
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did  ilot  'entcfrtaitt.  Trom  vltat  Ud  had 
Inard  Ire  was  fltill  at  a  kus-to^kndw  on 
trhat  ground fl  tbe^-  'rt-ere  adked  to  fiuMKWt 
this  measure.  If  they  were  aeked  to 
support  it  on  tbe  ground  of  tbe  crueJily 
in'flicted,  then  he  miled  to  see  any  great 
dietinefion  between  the  wiwHy  of  shoot- 
ing pigeons,  on  the  one  hand,  and  the 
oHieltj  of  shooting  partridges  ov  ph»a> 
eants,  on  the  other  hand.  Thdy  must 
not  hUov  tbemselves  to  be  the  viotims 
6i  httmbng  or  cant.  There  vaff  no  sport 
vfaioh  was  practised  in  this  country,  01* 
oanid  be  practised,  which' was  not  at- 
tended with  soMe  eraelty.  The  Aoble 
Lord  hoA  given  a  bamwing  desoripticn 
of  the  faorroira  of  pigeon-sltoo^g  at 
Honte  Oarlo.  He  was  tamptbd  to  ask 
tfao  noble  Lord  if  he  bad  ^«ver  been 
preseM  at  a  battne  or  in  a  warm  ooorner  ? 
He  had  always  nnd^alooct  t^at  t^e  noble 
Lord  was  a  distinguished  ihot,  and  that 
hd  hhd  eovOred  himself  with  glory  on 
niany  occasions.  Had  the  noble  Lord, 
when  pnrsuing  bis  ikvoilriba  sport,  never 
seen  wounded  birds  and  rabbits  brought 
in'bj*  the  dogs?  Even  if  the  Bill  were 
eonfined  to  pigeon-shooUng  he  shoald 
oppose  the  seooBd  reading,  because  be 
thongbt  it  was  otie  of  those  matters 
whioE  had  best  be  left  to  pnblve-opiinat. 

predicament  they  wete  placed  in 
waa  this— If  pnblio  opinion  was  opposed 
to  the  propo^tiob  made  by  tbe  hon. 
If  ember  for  Glasgow,  then  be  did  not 
think  tiiey  would  find  that  it  would  work 
very  satisfactorily.  If;  on  the  other 
hand,  pnblic  opinion  was  in  advance  ctf 
the  Bill,  why  then  the  cotintry  did  not 
want  it.  If  the  practice  of  pigeon-shoot- 
ing were  a  public  nuisance,  let  it  be  dealt 
with  as  such  by  means  of  the  law  that 
already  ekisted.  In  his  opinion,  modem 
sports  contrasted  fkroarably  with  those 
of  their  ancestors.  Inasmuch  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Glasgow  had  now  thought 
fit  to  withdraw  the  Snd  clause,  ho  as- 
anmed  that  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem* 
ber  f»  Woodstpocfc  would  feel  himself 
bound  to  Tote  against  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill.  He  did  not  himself  eare 
aboHt  atttg-hwiting.  As  an  hon.  Mem- 
b«r  fiad  sMd,  they  mi^t  as  well  htrat  a 
jaekass.  The  noble  Lord  had  made  a 
suggestion  which  he  would  certmnty  like 
to  see  carried  oi[t--<Bamety,  that  the 
Boyal  Stagbonnds  shonld  be  abolished. 
Th&re  were  many  geirtlemea  in  the  Me- 
inp^is  who  eould  not  enjoy  sport  in 
KB;  <i^r  fbrm  than  by  followiagfthe 


Qaeeta^tf  Stagbouods. '  It  had  bun  said 
that  if  Ae  Btaghoonds  were  done  away 
with  the«e  would  be  foxhounds.  But  to 
keep  a  pack  of  foxhounds  there  mnst  be 
foxes  to  hunt,  and  there  were  very  few, 
if  any,  foxes  in  that  put  of  the  countary: 
On  several  grounds  he  shonld  be  com- 
pelled to  oppose  the  second  reading  of 
tdiisBill. 

Mr.  GIBSON  entirely  agreed  with 
what  had  been  said  by  move  speakers 
than  one  aa  to  the  necessity  of  a  Bill  of 
this  nature  following  publio  opinion. 
The  hon.  Member  for  GIasgow  had  him- 
self recognized  this.  <  As  f sr  aa  he  nn-* 
devstood  the  wesesdi  podtipn  of  KBiairs^ 
the  hen.  Uenuiev  had  tnodiflad  his  views 
aa  to  Olanse  3-  duriiw  the-  debate.  M 
the  outset  the  hon.  Member  had  said 
that  he  was'  willing  to  ^  with  the 
feeling  of  the  House;  and  if  they  were 
opposed  to  the  Bill  he  would  modify  it. 
Now,  he  stated  Ukat  he  would'  issue  the 
Bill  ag^n  wil^ou&this  clause  at  all. 

Mb.  ANDEBSON  said,  he  wished  to 
modify  tbe  elamsQ  so  as  to  confine  it  to 
wild  animals  ia.nwai^feries,  or,  if 
l^at  were  not  found  praqtioabie^  to  aban- 
don it  ahogether.  -  '     '  ' 

Ma.  GIBSON  sAsd,  he  Was  afraid  that 
that  loft  the  debate  on  this  Bill  exposed 
to  eonsideri^le  detdtt  and  uncertainty.- 
He  felt  there  wftt  a  "veory  elatmg  fei^ng 
with  ref  erenoe  to  CSauss  3.  If  Clause  § 
was  kept  i«  tbe  Htt  it  wouM  aifeet  the 
ohanoe  of  Olanse  3.  The  best  way- 
gdttln^'  rfd  of'  Clause  2  would  be  to 
bring  ia  tbe  Bill' again  pro/artmi  with^ 
out  the  clause.  He  did  not  think  the 
opinion  of  the  oonntry  was  at  all  ripe 
enough  for  Clause  2.  Possibly  the  bon. 
Member  had  not  considered  that  his  ex- 
tention  of  the  definition  of  the  original 
Act  to  vertebrates  would  make  it  apply 
to  a  great  number  of  fish  coafined  in 
parks  and  ponds.  He  very  much  re- 
gretted that  Olause  8  ^lad  not  berai  pre- 
sented to  the  House  with  thffclearaeisB 
that  it  might  have  been.  It  was  an  xn- 
starrree  of  the  abominable  system  of  ro- 
Isrentlal  drailing.  It  would  have  been 
a  grea^  deal  simpler  and  more  logical) 
fl&d  would  ham  eOsatod  the  pnrpose  of 
the  iKm.  Member  far  more  efficaeuMisfy, 
if  he  had  drawn  vo  a  ooaij^ete'risase  of 
bis  own.  If  the  hon.  Member's  draft 
passed  as  it  was,  those  who  were  iirte- 
reated  in  keeping  up  pigeon-shootii^ 
from  trape,  and  who  made  moneiy  f^em 
it,  eould  readily  cmry  it  on  wmi  the 
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most  perfect  impmuty.  BOtwithstanding 
the  amiable  aod  vdl-iDteDded  legiala^ 
tioai  of  th«  hon.  M«aber.  He  would 
fisd  that  (HauBe  8  of  tlie  Aet,  whioh  he 
sought  to  amend,  applied  to  acta  ia 
themselreB  obTioualj  oruel^  done  in  a 
plaoC'  used  for  the  purpose.  He  advised 
that  if  the  Bill  passed  the  saeond  read- 
ing it  should  be  cammttted  pro  famd 
and  re-cast. 

Ma.  ANDERSON  said,  that  to  pre- 
TBOt  any  misunderstanding  ho  would 
iritbdraw  Olause  2  altog«t)ier. 

Bm  WAX/r£B  B.  BABTTELOT  said, 
he  wished  to  know  dearly  whether  the 
hon.  Ifember  for  Glasgow  intended  to 
deal  with  anything  beeidesiHgeon- shoot- 
ing P  If  he  proposed  to  deal  with  any 
other  sport  he  would  not  obtain  any  sup- 
port ia  that  House,  or  succeed  in  pass- 
ing his  Bill  during  th«  present  SeseioB. 
Fublio  opinion  should  be  brought  to 
beaif  and  it  would  do,  as  he  believed, 
all  that  was  necessary  to  chock  the  abuse 
in  oU  these  malters  ;  and,  believiogthis, 
he  should  vote  against  the  eecond  read- 
ing of  the  Bill.  Tho  Bill  would,  as  it 
appeared  to  him,  interfere  with  sparrow- 
snootlng  clubs,  and  thus  deprive  the 
poor  man  of  the  only  sport  he  had. 
This  was  a  matter  that  surely  ought  to 
be  taken  into  consideiBtion  by  those 
hon.  Members  opposite  who  sat  b^w 
the  Gangway.  He  thought  the  House 
already  exhibited  too  groat  a  tendency 
to  deal  with  sentimental  grievances.  If 
the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  would  get 
up  and  state  that  he  would  withdraw 
Clause  2,  he  would  hare  a  far  better 
chance  of  carrying  the  Bill. 

Mr.  WIGGIN  said,  that  if  the  hon. 
Member  hod  confined  the  Bill  to  the 
abolition  of  pigeon,  shooting  he  should 
have  cordially  supported  it ;  but  be  was 
informed  on  high  authority  that  the  re- 
tention of  Ganse  2  would  possibly  make 
foi-huBting  a  criminal  act  —  ["No. 
no !"]— and  if  that  was  so  he  should 
oppose  the  Kll  as  strongly  as  he  poaaibly 
could. 

Ma.  MACARTNEY  said,  tt  was  unfor- 
tunate the  hon.  Member  eould  not  with- 
draw the  clause,  especially  as  the  oppor- 
tunitiea  of  opposiog  a  Bill  in  its  future 
stajns  were  finrar  than  th«y  had  been. 

8iB  WILLIAM  HART  DYKE  aaid, 
he  could  not  record  a  silent  vote,  and  he 
was  sure  ^ay  would  forgivo  him  for 
saying  a  few  words.  He  could  not  sup- 
port  the  second  reading  of  this  1^.  He 

Mr,  Gthon 


Qould  not  swallow  the  oant  whinh  it  oooi- 
tained.  He  did  not  defend  pigeon-shoot- 
ing as  oonneoted  with  betting,  and  had  no 
sympathy  with  it ;  bat  whan  he  was  told 
that  it  was  cruel  to  hall  a  certain  olasa  of 
animals  and  not  cruel  to  kill  anotbusr,  he 
said  that  was  absolute  cant.  The  amount 
of  torture  connected  with  pigeoa-ehooiing 
was  far  less  than  was  involved  ia  a  day*i 
cover-shooting,  when  hundreds  of  birds 
might  be  brought  down  and  many  of 
them  left  to  linger  in  agony  for  bouiB, 
while  the  pigeons  that  were  wounded 
were  at  once  put  oat  of  their  miaery. 
He  felt  bound  to  deprecate  afforts  sndi 
as  this,  whioh  did  thia  grieTOus  harm- 
that  they  dealt  a  deadly  blow  at  what  he 
thoi^ht  they  should  praaerro  moat  of  all 
in  tt^ir  national  life,  and  that  was  their 
old  national  sporta. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  said,  that,  ae  hem. 
Memben  did  not  appear  ti>  be  quite 
satisfied  with  Ms  assurance  upon  the 
point,  he  would,  following  th«  advioe  of 
ths  right  hon.  aad  learned  Member  for 
Uie  University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibaoo), 
move  that  the  Bill  be  committed  jtro 
form4,  in  order  to  be  re-cast,  to  meet 
the  objections  which  the  right  ban.  and 
leaned  Gentleman  told  him  existed,  in 
which  case  he  would  omit  Clause  2  alto- 
gether. 

Question  put. 

The  House  rfifirfifrf; — Ayes  195;  Noes 
40  :  Majority  155.— (Div.  List,  No.  19.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreeed  to. 
Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  <vsi- 
mitt^i  for  Tuetda^  next. 

BOROUGH  f  BANGHISE  (IRELAND) 
BILL.— [Bill  22.] 
[Mr.  Bigfttr^  Mr.  Dttftm,  Mr.  Orugt 
Mr.  CaUan,  Mr.  ZnMqr-) 
SEOONb  BSADIVO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Me.  DAW30N,  in  rising  to  move 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second,  time, 
said,  he  would  not  detain  the  Hooaa  at 
any  length,  and,  were  it  not  for  the 
Amendment  which  had  been  plaood  am. 
the  Paper  by  the  hon.  Mambar  ibr 
Downpatdtk  (Mr.  Uulhtdlaad),  he  neel 
hardly  have  gone  nlto  the  matter  aU. 
The  prineiide  of  equalisatian  of  the  fran- 
ohise  had  long  been  admitted  by  atatee- 
men;  and,  therefore,  he  would  apply  him- 
self, not  to  the  Bill,  but  to  the  Ameod- 
ment.   The  hon.  Membra**  was  ik»  onfy 
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Amendment  which  had  been  put  down 
in  opposition  to  the  Bill,  and  he  pre* 
Bumed  that  the  Amendment  expressed 
the  only  tangible  objeotion  felt  against 
it.  '  That  Amendment  said  that  this  waa 
not  an  opportune  time  in  the  history  of 
Ireland  for  carrying  such  a  Bill.  He 
said,  in  reply,  that  this  was  the  most 
opportune  time ;  and  that  the  circum- 
stances to  which  the  hon.  Member  him- 
self referred  in  that  Amendment  proved 
the  urgency  and  necessity  of  the  mea- 
sare.  It  would  be  vain,  perhaps,  to 
refer  the  hen.  Member  to  the  speech 
delivered  recently  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Leeds  (Mr.  Herbert  Qladatone),  who 
spoke  of  the  necessity  for  equalizing  the 
laws  for  England  and  Ireland.  His  own 
position  in  the  House,  as  one  always 
favourable  to  law  and  order,  prompted 
him  to  put  forward  iho  advice  of  Sydney 
Smith — '*  If  yoQ  irant  to  eradicate  a  vice 
set  up  a  virtue  in  its  place.**  No  doubt, 
Irriand  was  wnsetliMd,  and  no  doubt 
nn-Oonstitntional  proceedings  had  taken 
place,  which  bad  earned  hie  earnest  dis- 
approval ;  but  the  way  to  prevent  sndi 
proceedings  in  future  was  to  remove  all 
causes  of  diaeatisfaotion  and  discontent 
from  the  Irish  people  by  giving  them 
a  legal  and  Conetitutional  share  in  the 
Government  and  politics  of  the  country. 
Perhaps  the  hon.  Member  would  take 
to  heart  the  words  of  Mr.  Disraeli,  in 
1866,  when,  in  reference  to  theBeform 
Bill,  he  strongly  condemned  the  restric- 
tion of  the  franchise  to  the  monied 
claasM,  and  asked,  were  those  who  had 
not  a  money  qualification  to  be  left  to 
fall  into  the  hands  of  the  very  lowest 
agitators?  He  thought  ifthe  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  no  other  reason  to  give  against 
his  Bill  than  the  one  which  he  bad  put 
in  bis  Amendment  he  oug^t  to  give  way 
to  it  and  allow  the  Bill  to  pass.  He 
would  not  detain  the  House  with  an 
enumeration  of  the  miserable  causes 
which  prevented  the  peo^e  from  exer- 
oising  the  franchise.  In  the  Oity  of 
Dublin,  with  a  population  of  300,000 
persons,  there  were  but  8,000  who  wwe 
occupiers  entitled  to  the  franchise.  In 
Lee^,  on  the  other  hand,  with  a  popn^ 
latton  of  300,000,  instead  of  8,000,  there 
vera  no  less  than  49,000  voters  on  the 
xegiBier.  Again,  in  Newoaitle,  whete 
tiie»  was  an  elwtion  the  other  day, 
145,000  people  had  34,300  votes,  while 
ft  population  twice  as  great  in  Dublin 
had  ooljr  8,000  rated  voters.   If  thogr 


went  to  Limerick,  in  a  population  of 
49,000  people,  tbwe  were  only  1,900 
voters ;  while  in  (Houcester,  with  a  popu- 
lation ot  only  36,000  persons,  there 
were  5,600  voters.  He  need  not  go 
further  into  the  question,  but  wotUd 
leave  it  to  the  good  sense  of  the  House. 
The  Government  were  committed  on  the 
matter.  The  Bill  had  been  a  Govern- 
ment measure,  and  had  been  promoted 
by  the  Government,  and  therefore  he 
had  no  reason  to  dilate  upon  it.  He 
could  do  no  better  in  closing  than  to 
quote  the  words  of  Lord  Jtwi  Bussell 
in  moving  the  Beform  Bill — 

"  When  I  propose  the  reform  of  Puriiament, 
vhoiL  I  propose  ihat  the  people  ahoU  send  into 
tlu)  Houae  real  Bepresentativee  to  deliberate  oq 
their  wants  and  consult  their  intereats  and 
consider  their  ffrievaocoa,  I  do  it  under  the 
conriction  that  I  am  Uyiiie  the  foandataon  of 
the  greatedi  improvement  in  the  comfort  and 
well-heiog-  of  this  p«ople." 

He  appealed  to  both  the  Government 
and  the  Opposition  to  mipport  the  mea- 
sure in  the  interests  of  law  and  order, 
and,  by  passing  the  Bill,  to  secure  the 
peace  and  prosperity  of  Ireland. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time. — {Mr.  Zfaicson,) 

Mb.  MULHOLLAND,  in  rising  to 
move,  as  an  Amendment— 

"  That  it  is  inexpedient,  in  the  prestmt  iiq< 
•ettled  condition  of  Ireland,  to  in^wduoe  any 
measure  making  large  changes  ta  the  praseot 
Irish  Parliamentary  Franchise," 

i^reed  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Carlow 
trough  that  everythiug  should  be  done 
which  would  conduce  to  the  cause  of  law 
and  ordw  in  Ireland;  but  be  regretted 
he  could  not  agree  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber that  this  Bill  would  have  that  effect. 
The  Amendment  expressed  atmth  which, 
to  his  own  mind,  appeared  very  obvious, 
and  he  trusted  would  appear  equally  ob- 
vious to  the  majority  of  the  House,  and 
he  must  insist  upon  pressing  it.  The 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  who  moved 
the  second  reading  had  not  been  so  much 
a  defeufe  of  the  Bill  as  an  attack  upon 
the  Amendment  ConsiderinK  the  late- 
ness of  the  hour,  instead  of  going  in 
detail  through  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
he  would  cfHifine  his  remarks  to  a  de- 
fence of  the  terms  of  the  Amendment. 
If  they  were  to  go  into  the  whole  ques- 
tion of  the  franchise— whether  it  was  a 
right  inherent  to  every  iadividnal,  or 
a  trust  confided  by  the  community 
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in  perBons  after  tiiey  had  proved  their 
fttness  to  hold'  it — the  debate  might 
be  Bpun  ont  to  great  length.  He  had 
no  de^re  to  go  into  that  or  kindred 
questions.  Tiunin^,  then,  to  the  terms 
of  hie  Amendment,  it  vonM  be  admitted, 
he  beliered,  after  the  debate  -with  which 
the'  Session  opened,  that  Ireland  vas 
now  unsettled.  If  so,  ho  did  not  think 
there  would  be  very  much  difference  of 
opinion  as  to  Iho  second  part;  of  the 
Amendment — that  it  would  be  unwise 
to  add  fuel  to  the  smouldering  fire  bj 
introducing  any  large  question  of  Con- 
stitutional change  at  this  moment.  It 
vould  not  be  a  slight  change  in  the  poli- 
tical condition  of  Ireland  which  thi»BiU 
voold  effect.  The  nnmber  of  eleotora 
which  votlld  be  added  through  the 
change  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member 
would  be,  if  they  excepted  DiibHn  and 
Belfast^  eonnderablymon  than-thatiAal 
nmodber.nqir  eulitled  to  the  francbise  iq 
Ireland.  In  other  words,  it  would  effect 
a  completo  transfer  of  political  pover 
fpDni'tne  class  which  at  present  held  it 
— [CAesn  from  ih*  Irish  Par(jf']—he  was 

flad  to  see  that  hon.  Members  admitted 
is  accuracy — to  another  clasia  whoso  fit- 
neik  for  the  trust  must  certainly,  under 

S resent  circumstances,  be  considered 
oubtful.  If  Ireland  were  at  ^irBsent  un- 
settled, the  class  to  whom  this  Bill  pro- 
posed to  trnnsferthe  whole  political  power 
was  the  most  unsettled  class ;  and,  if  so, 
would  any  sane  man  propose,  vhere  such 
a  stato  of  things  existed,  to  make  that 
transfer?  Q%e  unsettled  class  would 
then  ontnnmber  the  class  that  at  present 
held  the  fhinchise.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Birmingham  (Ur. 
John  Bright;  said  on  a  former  occasion 
that  similar  results  had  been  predicted 
from  ttie  English  lieform  Bill,  and  did 
not  come  to  pass;  but  he  thought  it 
would  be  admitted  that  the  conditions 
existing  in  Ireland  wore  quite  dissimilar, 
md  indeed  the  very  opposite,  to  those 
which  existed  in  England.  In  England, 
there  was  a  great  middle  class  — in  Ire- 
land, unfortunately,  there  was  scarcely 
any  middle  class.  In  England,  the 
social  tttrata  were  not  unequal.  In  Ire- 
land, the  lowest  ttraium  outnumbered 
all  the  others  put  together.  He  con- 
sidered that  it  would  bo  most  illogical  to 
look  for  the  same  results  following  from 
the  application  of  similar  principles  in 
JSngland  and  Ireland.  Many  hon.  Mem- 
bers seem  to  hold  the  idea  tibat  the  state 
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of  representation  now  in  Zrelfmd  vai 
that  which  existed  pnsnous  to  the  last 
change  in  the  franoluse  of  EngUnd; 
that  the  change  vhioh  took  ^ue  ia 
England  in  1B87  was  nerer  extend  to 
Ireland ;  and  that  it  iras  that  dtsogs 
which  was  now  proposed  fi»  Irekotl. 
That  was  enliD^  emmeona.  The  pre- 
sent position  of  the  Irish  franchise  vu 
fixed  in  1868,  the  year  after  the  change 
in  England.  The  principles  of  &e  tiro 
Bills  were  understood  to  be  identical. 
The  diffMJences  in  detail  were  caved 
merely  by  differences  in  the  condition 
of  the  two  countries.  In  Ireland  ths 
ocenpier  of -a  house  rated  Wow  £4  vu 
not  merely  not  rated  to  the  poor,  but  hii 
landlord  was  absolutely  precluded  fmt 
recorerittg  any  portion  of  the  rates  item 
him,  and  the  nandiise  in  the  two  coun- 
tries was  understood  to  be  based  on  the 
payment  of<  rates.    Either  the  CMS* 

Eier  paid  rates  and  had  fi  vote,  or  Iia 
ad  fis  a  substantial  advantage  for  not 
possessing  the  franchise  that  he  escsped 
the  payment  of  rates.  This  wassettied 
between  the  two  Parties  in  the  Honse 
at  the  time  the  Bill  was  before  the 
House,  and  Lord  Cariingford  then  ex- 
pressed himself  as  periectly  satisfied 
with  the  principle.  In  the  lietnm  for 
18B0,  the  last  submitted  to  the  Honse, 
it  would  be  found  that  the  total  nnmbs 
of  houses  in  all  the  Irish  boroughst  ex- 
cluding Dublin  and  Belfast,  rated  orer 
£4  was  4,500  less  than  the  numberrated 
below  £4,  which  prored  his  former 
statement,  that  the  clasK  to  whom  tiiis 
Bill  proposed  to  give  the  franchise  cat* 
numbered  the  class  which  was  entitled 
to  it.  In  Droghe^  he  found  there  were 
twice  as  many  houses  rated  under  £4  as 
above  it,  and  in  many  other  towns  tlie 
proportions  closely  approximated  to  the 
same  ratio.  The  figures  adduced  afev 
nights  ago  in  the  discussion  on  education 
by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Lyon  Play- 
fair),  though  unpleasant  to  him  as  an 
Irishman,  bore  out  his  present  argument 
The  hon.  Member  was  proceeding  bi 

quote  these  figures,  when  

Me.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  rose  to 
Order.  He  wished  to  know  whether  it 
was  regular  for  the  hon.  Member  ta 
quote  a  speech  delivered  in  that  Heose 
during  the  present  Session  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  If  the  hon.  Kember 
is  only  referring  to  a  speech  he  is  not 
out  of^ Order. 
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Mb.  ABTHUE  O'CONNOE  :  But  tt© 
hon.  Member  is  quoting  passages  &om 
a  speech  delivered  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  the  UiUTersity  of  E^burgh 
in  the  course  of  the  weaent  Session. 

Mk.  speaker  :  If  the  hon.  Member 
is  quoting  passages  from  a  speech  deli- 
vored  in  the  House  in  the  present  Session 
he  is  out  of  Order. 

Ms^MULHOLIiAND  said,  he  was  not 
quoting  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  tne  Unirersity  of  Edin- 
buj^h.  He  was  only  referring  to  certain 
figures  made  use  of  by  the  right  hon.  . 
Qentlemau  which  were  already  in  the 
possession  of  the  House.  It  appeared 
from  those  figures  that  the  average  edu- 
cational standard  in  Irel^d  was,  un- 
happily, very  much  lower  than  that  of 
England -or  Scotland,  and  this  amount 
of  Ignorance  was  predominant  in  the 
class  which  it  was  now  proposed  to  en- 
f  ranchiae.  There  were  32  per  cent  of  the 
population  who  could  not  write,  and  in 
parts  of  the  West  80  per  oent  They 
miglU  presume  that  there  was  some  con- 
nectioo.  between  their  ignorance  and 
their  loTO  of  peace  and  order.  He  need 
not  refer  the  House  to  the  voting  at  the 
Dublin  Election  on  the  day  when  the 
candidate  was  elected  who  pledged  him- 
self to  support  law  and  order.  Some 
philosophic  Liberals  had  told  them 
that  it  was  better  even  anarchy  should 
occur  in  Ireland  than  that  any  princi- 
ide  of  their  creed  should  be  infringed. 
UniTersal  suffrage  was  part  of  this 
creed,  and  they  would  extend  it  to  Ire- 
land, whether  die  was  fitted  to  receive  it 
or  not.  He  most  certainly  objected  to 
the  country  in  which  he  lived  and  had 
his  proper^  being  sacrificed  by  such 
means  to  xjhersX  principles.  .If  hon. 
Mraibers  would  put  thMiy  node  and 
look  ^aotically  at  the  real  position  of 
the  Irish  representation  he  did  not  think 
they  would  find  any  practical  grievance. 
The  Nationalist  Party,  which  had  been 
founded  on  ignorance,  and  built  up  by 
agitation,  was  not  it  adequately  repre- 
sented in  that  House  ?  The  class  best 
fitted  for  public  life,  which  had  education 
and  property — wae  that  class  over-repre- 
sented f  This  was  more  than  an  Irish 
question ;  and  he  thought  hon.  Members 
Bitting  below  the  Gangway  would  say 
that  the  despatch  of  Public  Business 
was  not  likely  to  be  facilitated  by  an 
increase  to  the  strength  of  the  Party 
which  admitted  that  their  object  was  to 
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obstruct  all  legislation.  He  believed 
there  were  some  Irish  Members  on  th« 
Qovemment  side  of  the  House  who  weM 
not  in  favour  of  this  Bill.  They  wen 
afraid  they  were  too  moderate  for  Uieir 
constituents.  Let  the  House  and  the 
Government  remember  that  they  had 
had  no  lack  of  warning  of  the  effect  to 
them  of  passing  such  a  Bill  as  this, 
even  from  the  Party  who  had  now  intro- 
duced it,  and  he  thought  they  would 
support  the  Amendment  which  he  now 
proposed. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "That"  to  tho 
end  of  the  QuestioD,  in  order  to  sdd  tiie  words 
* '  it  is  liiGxpediont.  in  the  present  unsettled  oou' 
dition  of  uelond,  to  inb«duce  any  measure 
milking  large  chan^oa  in  the  present  Irish  Fm- 
liamenUry  TraDchue,"— (JW-.  Mvlholhnd,) 

—instead  theireof . 

Oueetion  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  cf  tho 
Question." 

Mb.  TB£T£LTAN.  said,  that  at  an- 
other time  of  the  day  he  might  have 
spoken  at  some  Length  on  the  subject. 
That  he  should  support  the  main  object 
of  the  Bill  would  appear  to  be  only 
consistent  with  his  former  votes  and 
speeches ;  but,  looking  critically  at  the 
construction  of  the  Bill,  he  found  in  it 
certain  things  about  which  he  had  sug- 
gestions to  make.  There  was  no  doubt 
whatever  that  the  Bill  was  an  extremely 
effective  and  effectual  Bill,  and  that  it 
was  for  the  purpose  of  doing  for  the 
Irish  boroughs  what  was  done  for  the 
English  and  Scottish  boroughs  by  the 
legislation  of  1867  and  1868.  But  he 
was  a&aid,  for  certain  reasons  which 
might  almost  be  called  historical,  the 
machinery  of  the  Bill  was  in  srane  re- 
spects rather  clumsy.  The  late  Lord 
Beaconsfield  found  it  necessary  to  abolish 
compound  householding  in  England,  and 
yet  the  very  first  thing  the  succeeding 
Goremmeut  fonnd  themselves  bound  to 
do  was  to  set  it  up  again.  It  was  rather 
singular,  and  in  some  respects  almost 
grotesque,  that  this  BUI  should  imitate 
the  beginning  of  this  remarkable  pro- 
ceeding, which  in  Ireland  was  com- 
pletely unnecessary.  The  occupier  under 
this  Bill  who  was  not  ratod  now  was  to 
be  rated ;  but  the  landlord  was  to  pay. 
He  thought  it  would  have  been  better 
for  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  introduced 
it  to  have  brought  in  a  umpler  measnrOf 
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onootioff  that  every  hooseliolder,  with 
rateable  premiaei,  should  hare  the  fran- 
fihwe,  provided  that  he  or  the  landlord 
paid  the  rates.  He  listened  with  great 
interest  to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Uem- 
ber  for  Downpatriok  (Mr.  MulhoUand), 
although  it  uiled  to  carry  conviction 
with  it.  He  msed  the  old,  and,  at  the 
time  it  was  first  used,  the  potent  argu- 
ment afiaiast  the  extenncm  of  the  fran^ 
ohise  mat  a  man  who  was  content  to 
lire  in  a  bouse  below  a  certain  rental  or 
zatiug  proved  himself  not  entitled  to  the 
Tot^  and  that  by  thrift  he  ought  to  be 
able  to  get  a  honse  at  a  figure  that 
would  qualify  him.  That  was  the  famous 
argnment  thAt  Lord  Sherbrooke  carried 
still  further.  He  actually  went  so  far 
as  to  calculate  the  number  of  pots  of 
beer  the  man  wonld  hare  to  deny  him- 
self in  order  to  raise  hia  qualifioation 
fixnn  £6  or  £7  to  £10.  But  a  man 
should  select  his  house  for  no  other 
reason  than  because  it  was  the  house 
which  seemed  best  for  him  to  live  in, 
and,  ooce  they  admitted  that  argnment, 
it  carried  titemvery  farindeed.  If  onee 
they  were  to  allow  t&e  consideration  of 
obtaioiag  a  vote  to  enter  into  their 
cboioe  of  on«  sort  of  property  or  an- 
other, tiiejr  really  openied  the  Toad  to 
faggot  Toting,  for  faggot  voting  con- 
sistod  of  obtaining  property  for  tha  puz- 
TMwe  of  obtaining  th«fraiLohi«e.  In  Sioot- 
mod,  immediately  after  the  Reform  Bill 
was  passed,  and  just  prior  to  the  first 
Eleobon  after  it,  there  were  very  great 
doubts,  indeed,  whether  or  not  occupiers 
undw  £4  had  a  vote.  In  a  conatitu- 
ency  he  knew  very  well  the  doubt  was 
thrown  on  their  privilege  at  a  very  late 
period,  and  therefore  one  saw  very 
clearly  the  difference  of  class  between 
the  man  below  £4  and  the  man  above 
£4.  There  was  very  great  distress 
amoi^  this  class,  as  to  whether  they 
could  put  in  their  claim  in  time  for  the 
Begietration  Court,  and  he  remembered 
seeing  fiOO  or  700  of  them  in  one  hall, 
writing  oQt  their  claims  at  the  .  same 
time ;  and  U  would  hare  been  qnite  im- 
possible tea  anycme  to  ohoose  bebween 
thsA  daas  and  the  class  of  their  own  rank 
and  ooeupatum,  who  lived  in  working 
men's  houses  above  £4,  and  to  say  which 
of  them  was  more  to  be  trusted  to  exer- 
cise the  franchke.  The  Hod.  Member 
for  Downpatriek  said  this  was  not  a 
practical  grievaoee.  and  argued  against 
ezoludtug  any  olasafrom  representation. 


The  qnesttoh  of  the  represeatation  of 
t^e  olassea  w^s  very  ioteresUng  and 
important,  and  there  had  been  mnn; 
raAthods  put  {orwaxd  &>r  s^Eessntiiig 
classes ;  but,  in  Ins  opinion,  the  yvj 
worst  was  that  which  proposed  to  restrict 
the  fran^se  over  a  whole  conatry. 
What  they  did  in  that  way  oaght  to  ba 
done  directly,  not  indireoUy;  and  as  to 
this  not  being  a  practical  grieiraBca,  he 
thought  it  was  the  very  greatest  giisr- 
ance  that  existed.  He  could  oomselve  u 
greater  grievance  than  that  of  deprifing 
a  man  of  the  privilege  of  a  citisen— time 
privileges  whioh  were  oonaidsred  to  be 
the  privil^^  of  a  critJaen  in  &e  ordi* 
nary  public  opinion  of  tho  country  at  ^ 
time.  He  was  not  a  theorist  in,p<^tioi) 
matters,  and  was  very  willing  to  holdbf 
the  general  opmion  of  his  countr^iMa 
at  the  time.  The  general  opinics  of 
the  country  was  that  a  householder  ia  i 
borouffh  ought  to  have  a  vote,  and  tkst 
was  me  reason  why  the  Governmeat 
supported  this  Bill,  and  why  the  Go- 
vernment intended  to  introduce  a  Be- 
gistration  fiill.  The  general  opioioD  of 
the  oountiy  at  large,  as  indicated  bj 
statute,  was  in  this  direction— tint 
every  means  should  he  taken  for  cany- 
ing  out  that  wish  in  every  partiedv. 
Some  slight  allusions  had  been  mtde 
to  the  genoral  poliey  of  the  Irish  Go- 
vwrnment.  That  policy  he  did  not  wnh 
to  reiterate  at  this  moment.  It  was  a 
policy  which  was  not  very  palatable  toa 
good  many  Members  of  the  House ;  bnt 
it  had  been  carefully  considered,  and  the 
Qovemment  were  determined  to  atand 
by  it  But  the  very  keynote  of  that 
policy  was  equality  between  England 
and  Ireland,  and  Uie  desire,  as  far  ae 
possible,  to  amalgamate  the  two  coaD* 
tries.  If  he  were  in  Offico  for  a  year  or 
two  more  he  should  probably  show  aooe 
means  by  which  the  Government  wenU 
try  to  carry  out  that  policy,  which  woald 
not  bo  much  in  favour  with  hon.  OwUe- 
men  who  supported  this  Bill.  But  tfa^ 
were  not  going  to  Uow  hot  and  eoU 
with  the  same  mouth ;  and  in  this  mae 
the  Government  were  quite  penoadsd 
that  if  this  measure  waa  being  em- 
sidored  ior  the  first  time,  it  would  he 
their  duty,  in  conseqneaoe  of  the  de> 
clorations  which  had  been  made  hj 
Members  of  the  Government  inside  aaii 
outside  the  House,  to  support  &e  Bill- 
But  the  Gbvemment  did  not  approaek 
tlus  questiott  fiw  tba  first  tim&  Fear 
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tioijes  in  tfa«  coarse  of  last  ParHament 
the  Liberal  Fftrfy,  which  wae  then  in 
OpposituMi,  luppiHtod  tiie  Bill  as  a 
vhole ;  aad»  if  be  reetdleated  right,  tiiejr 
siqipovted  it  before  tiie  Idbenu.  Party, 
as  a  vhole,  had  been  cemriaced  of  the 
profviety  of  exteoding  hoHsfthold  suf- 
uage  to  the  ctmntiea.   Thej  took  up 
the  questioai  heartily,  and  he  oould  not 
ooDoeive  anyiooTe  demoraliziDg  spectade 
than  their  abandoniDg  it  now.  They 
would  hare  either  to  ooufeas  that  be- 
tween 1874  and  187A  they  had  com- 
pletely aod  thoroughly  mistaken  the 
methods  by  which  Ireland  oagbt  to  be 
governed,  or  &ey  would  hare  to  make 
the  stiH  more  demorntiehtg  and  nnfortn- 
aate  eoofession  that  a  Party  had  a  ri^t 
to  ignore  in  Offioe  th^ee  pledges  it  had 
■Mde  in  Oppositiou.   Bat  to  that  cnt- 
iBBsion  the  uoteniineii^  oould  nemoon- 
mnA.   Thxy  were  qsite  orannoed  that 
ibte  evila  wfaieh  existed  in  Ireland  wonld 
in  no  asDse  be'  incareascd,  but,  as  he 
thought,  would  in  the  long  ran  be  misi- 
niiwd  by  this  extension  of  the  franohise, 
And,  abore  all,  as  expressing  the  dessre 
of  this  oountry  to  give  to  Xr^Umd  1^ 
loune  rights  as.  ware  enjoyed  by  England 
and  Scotland;  and  on  these  oonsidera- 
titms  the  QoTemmeut  would  support  the 
Bill. 

MjtL  PLUNKET  said,  he  had  listened 
tO'ihe  speech  of  the  Chief  Secretary  not 
only  with  regret,  but  with  some  foeHngs 
of  snrprise.  He  eould  quite  understand 
the  focee  of  the  oonsiderations  upon 
whdch  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  chiefly 
relied  at  the  close  of  his  speech  hod  this 
measure  been  bron^t  fonrard  at  another 
time  aaid  under  ctiffoe^  eircumstanees. 
Tbe  xight  hon.  GtenUeman  was  speaking 
in-  xapTy  to  an  Amendment  whii^  did 
net  ^  directly  to  the  repudiation  of  the 
prinoipie  of  this  Bill,  bat  which  advised 
tbe  £buBe  that,  uader  the  present  oir- 
cnmitancea,  it  would  not  be  wise  to  pass 
its  Bsoond  reading ;  yet  ^bb  right  hon. 
Gentleman  referred  to  declarations  whkh. 
he  exidhis  Party  made  under  wholly  dif- 
ferent oircamstances,  and  on  thoae  de- 
olaraticHiB  alone  he  founded  his  rea8<Hi 
for  8U[qK)rting  the  present  Bill.  The 
rii^t  hon.  Gentleman  might  ^o  have 
reoldled  some  of  these  expressions  which 
ha  and.  his  FriendB  had  more  recently 
uttered,  as  to  the  serioosuess  of  the  pse- 
sent  oondition  of  Irelaed,  and  the  de- 
BitfabtUtf  of  avoiding,  «b  bhu^  as  pes- 
oifaAe^ .  the  introdnotMn  of  any  maKera 


oalcnilated  to  create  fhrther  disturbance 
in  that  ootmtry.  He  (Mr.  Flnket)  pro- 
tested altogetiier  agaanstpressing' saoh 
a  measnre  as  Ate  on  Ihe  House  of  Oonif 
moDs  in  the  circumstances  in  which  it 
was  brought  forward .  How  had  it  been 
brought  forward  ?  The  hon.  Member  for 
Oarlow  (Mr.  Dawson)  bad  posed  himself 
as  the  immediate  sucoesSorof  Lord  John 
Pusaell  in  making  a  great  Oonstitotional 
change  in  the  oonntry.  But  it  was 
brough  t  forward  when  there  was  only  an 
hour  and  a>half  left  on  a  Wednemay 
to  diacoss  the  whole  matter,  and  at  ft 
time  when  the  Obief  Seoretary  told  them 
it  was  impossible  to  enter  into  a  diseus' 
sionof  the  principles  of  ttie  Bill,  and 
far  lees  of  its  provisions.  It  wae  brought 
forward  at  a  time  when,  if  a  divisioa 
weret^en,  it  eould  not  be  said  to  repre- 
sent in  any  serious  manner  ttie  opinioit 
of  the  Hotue  or  the  country.  In  hid 
judgment,  it  was  unwise  to  d«ki  with 
auoh  a  matter  in  this  fragmentary  man- 
ner. As  regarded  the  general  question 
of  reform,  indeed,  thie  was  only  a  Btnall 
meaeure ;  but,  nevertheless,  as  had  been 
ahown  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
fw  Downpatrick  (Mr.  Mulholland),  it 
would  have  the  effect  of  utterly  over- 
whelming the  present  representation  of 
boroughs  in  Ir^and,  It  was  well  known 
that  in  Irdaud  there  was  a  very  large 
(dass  of  the  population  who  did  not  agree 
with  tib:e  views  of  those  who  called  them* 
s^ves  the  Nationalist  Party,  and  jet 
effect  of  such  a  fragmentary  measure  as 
this  would  be  wholly  to  absorb  Uieir  ia- 
teresie  in  those  of  thatParty.  He  was  itot 
arguing  that  there  oug^it  to  ba  no  o&ange 
in  the  r^tvesentative  system ;  but  what 
he  mainteined  vas  that  such  an  impor- 
tant matter  ought  to  be  dealt  with  in  a 
wide  view,  and  on  a  broad  and  reliable 
basis,  and  in  snoh  a  way  as  not  to  die* 
franchise  some  of  the  most  important 
classes  of  the  people  in  Ireland.  If  this 
Bill  -were  brought  forward  as  part  of  a 
scheme  which  treated  also  of  the  question 
of  representation  in  the  counties  com- 
bined with  a  measure  for  the  re  'distri- 
bnticm  of  seats,  a  plan  might  be  devised 
wbidi  would  prmerre  eome  substantial 
representation  in  that  House,  of  the  larg« 
and  important  class  who  possessed  wealth 
and  edncatioUf  and  who,  he  thought,  the 
Ohief  Beoretarf  himself  had  in  view  when 
he  spoke  of  a  greater  as  veil  as  a  lesser 
Ireland.  Indera,  he  oould  not  help  think* 
ing  during  the  time  the  Ohief  SeoretHfy 
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Wfts  t^eakin^  ihftt  b6  Was  sayisg  intep- 
naU^^"B»Tetnftfrommyfridnd8."Wli«* 
iFM  Ihe  duty  of  the  Gordrsment  vith 
regard  -to  the  altenrtton  of  the  borough 
i&Bii6ld8e  in  Ir^ndf  If  fiiB  Bill  vet* 
BOW  curied  they  bA¥6  the  prfat^ 

orplft  laid  dom  fbr  fitst'tlmioviitt  & 
Bill  ehould  be  read  the  second  tim«  on 
9  Wedaesdayi  when,  there  was  no  ticqe  to 
debate  its  principles,  and  it  ffas  a  mon- 
strous and  preposterous  thing  that  such 
an  attempt  should  be  made.  It  was  trud 
that  the  GoTemment  bad.supported  the 
Bill  in  Opposition,  and  they  had  done 
many  other  things  when  in  Opposition, 
which  he  belicTed  they  since  found  had 
left  them  an  unenviable  inheritance ; 
but  the  matter  in  queation  was  consi- 
dered so  important  utat  it  was  the  one 
Irish  Bill  tiiey  considered  euffioientto 
brine  forward  in  tbe  Quten's  Speeob  at 
the  bsiginning  of  1880.  He  would  like 
to  know  whemer  the  Government  were 
now  prepared  tbemselTes  to  introduce 
Bucb  a  measure  f  If  not,  were  they 
justified  in  imppcirtinfr  private  Members 
who  bron^ht  fonnan  a  BHl  vhidh  tfaey 
had  formerly  thought  of  such  import- 
ance?- Bid  uie  Government  imagine  the 
Bill  was  going  through  without  of^osi- 
tionf  Again,  it  was  pwieetly  oertain 
that  if  it  were  passed  in  the  present  state 
of  the  country  it  would  t^nd  to  increase 
the  influence  and  advance  the  purposes 
of  Members  below  the  Gangway  ;  and, 
for  that  reason  also,  he  agreed  with  his 
hon.  Friend  who  had  proposed  the 
Amendment,  and  he  fel^  that  thq  Go- 
Temmdntin  their  heariis  must  be  sensible 
that  it  was  not  wise  to  carry  such  a 
Bill  in  the  present  circufBstances  of  Ire- 
land. The  noble  Marquesa  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  speaking  lately 
on  a  kindled  aabjeot,  said  it  wouild 
be  madness  for  &em  to  volunteer  to 
Ireland  the  £pft  of  more  extended  local 
'  self-government  unlesa  they  received 
from  the  Bepresentatives  of  the  Irish 
people  some  assurance  that  it  would  not 
be  used  lor  the  purposes  of  agitation  and 
of  weakening  the  power  and  authority 
of  the  Government  of  the  Empire.  Every 
word  of  that  declaration  applied  with 
equal  force  to  the  proposal  now  before 
the  House.  He  would  ask  whether  the 
€l*OTemment  thought  the  result  of  t^e  late 
■  election  at  Mallow  tended  to  strengthen 
tlieir  position  or  to  support  tbeir  autho- 
rity in  Ireland  f  At  that  election  the 
Jjkw  Offioer  sent  to  r^preseat  tho  Gorem- 


ment  eBron7  under  iit&  pnesesi'^nobia 
>^ttabll  was  in  state  of  diB|aDUntif*« 
had  been  brejected,.  and  tiievcjwAe  stotil 
reversal  of  tke'Yudiot  wUdi-  tbat:oe«> 
BlitaenOf  had'  given  a  i  feir<  ybaim  "fatt 
rvDueh^j  Was  it'desirttble  to-tuti  ewitf 
bevonghan  Ireltod  into^a  oHlstitBeBc^ 
not  ouyaBlaUa,  fant/anck-nord  Uabtel 
to  the  isflae&(»BwUehifa«d^flaii«t  watt 
ift  IfaUov  P  Tbei  gntaadsrtf^'lwUcli 
he  intended  to  support  tJio  AjneodoMBi 
were,  in  the  ^rst  placej  bacaun  -tlM 
presfiot  was '  not  n  ame.wheii.it  Mronld 
be  well  te  intrbdiBs  intoE&ish  pc4iti»« 
&esh  element  ol  exeitenaeiit.  -  In*; lb* 
saoond'  {daoe,  ita  innk^atd  aSeob  .iroeU 
be  to  sdrengtiaen,  las  imi.  as!  posntd^ 
ih»  inftnenoe  and  pover  'o£  jtbat  i  jpcHy 
tieal  Party  in  Ireland  wttk  nndah 
the  present  Govermnent  htid>'iJh«cC  -m 
mtudi'diiBonlityi  ia  .dicing  latelyi-:  'XIm 
Leaders'  of  ('that  Barty;  in.  tb»--HoMe 
did' not'  sttanipt'  aQsr  oonoaalqiHit^itff 
the  we  'Aeprt««uld  make  viinttry  up* 
poitunilrr  given  ibam:  Thvy  «BM  rdi»- 
tinctly '  tiiat  iS  they  got>  loenl  mir- 
govemment;  or  anytiuvg  of  tiw-kris^, 
would'oseitme.a  leverage, 4o*-oo4.- 
wlidat*  ^teir.  power  axid  ad^ranOB' '  thfr 
movement  in 'Whiokl&^'V^ere  en^ageA. 
That'was  b  rtay  natural  doaiPO-HO»,4k» 
part  of  those  Gentlemea*  because 
wovkl  ^e  a  penoiud  benefit  to-'tbedis 
and  bedanse  thejv  fidti  ib  would  greatly 
incraasfr  their  -]^owiri  '^hoy  munt.de* 
cide  thf  matter  on  the  neasoat  nrUofc 
cMnthendedT  themseWdatatNeir  ocmnooa 
eenso,  and  wbick  werented  by-tbanoMe 
Marquess  the  Hecretaiy  of  State  -  £ir 
War  in  the  epaecti  to  wfaii^h  4ie '  had  >«■ 
feired;  and  it  muat  bo  pUih  t»^  Ite 
vbether  a  measure  of  -  kuaJ.soK-lBanffril- 
m«nt  be  good  o>.  bad  inited^  vt.^M-^K- 
■tBuioD  of  tine  frainhise  be  Ifood  «t  Iwd. 
the  pKeanat  -Maa-ft  time- when  :it-  ww-biII 
wise,  filthier  ia*  ffai»  iafaaawtaof  >Ir«te^ 
or  &>r  the  safety  >of  the  State^  to  fVeitifi 
forwaird.  What  were  tiie-  ultia4t»-'pai»- 
posea  for  whiob  such  a  roetflure  baitis 
would  bo  nsied  ?  It  vetUd  beuRe^fprtba 
purpose  of  advanctog  tlna  oaase^  Bftmfi 
Eule,  which  was  desen  bed  by  imanf.p«ir- 
sons  as  an  ineooeot  and  CeastilttttibBil 
moTdment.  It  bad  been  jdeae^bed^MP 
various  ways  by  -  tbe  [  hcniv  Uomber 
the  City  of  Oerk  <Mr.  Faraeli) ;  ba*ftp 
wovld  vetktnne  to  reiBind>  th»  HflnHtilhat 
on  a  Meant  ocoasioa  the  hoa..  Uenb«r 
was  ohallaBged  to^eny  tbe  ancwrtkqjp  of 
the  words  W  waftnpa*t«d.t»jbiur9'  used 
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ia:  It  'speffljh  de^veted  ia  Amarica^  in 
whichr  he  pcimtcd  oat  lhat  the  uUiiiuit« 
tf\gtK;t.  af  th»  marremant  would  not  be 
obiaiiied' untal  the  entire  separaiion  of 
Irebadi  from  England,  was  obtained. 
[Mr.' Fianbll:  No,  no  I]  It  was  easy 
t»eay''*Noj  nol"  Thalfaoiu  Ham* 
ber  hkd  naver  answered  that  ohaUenge. 
Thff  ikobla-  HorquaBS  the  Seoratary  of 
Staie  for  War;  a  few  months  a^,  refer* 
rii^!.to<tdi6  Uv^ia  o£  Hons  £ule^  snid 
that  tlie  ingenuma  tfaeftriea  of  tiie  late 
Ujt.  Bait  now  &dod  away^  end  th^ 
seal-  t&m  of  the  'H(HBa>  Bale  Palty  ap« 
ptered  to*  b«  the  - establishment  of  a 
topamfie,  Budv  pea^'pSf  ahoatiiaQovem- 
ment  in:  Xraland.  He  fonnded  himself 
on  that  ■view  rapceasad  Beiioinly  and 
Authoritatively  by '  ihb  noble  Marquess, 
cuid  ciftpealed  tO'  the  House,  nndeir  the 
^slsting  oirbumttaaneBy  nott  to  iaasent  to 
the  presa&tig-.'faTward  of  the  measure. 
IThdi  agitation  of  it  oould  have  no  other 
effect  ithan  to  introduoe  an  eleoMnt  of 
distiirbanoa  into  Ixiih  polUica,  ondat  was 
inadequate  for  the  purposes*  for  which  it 
pvofomsd  to  bepn^aed;  Itwould  doa 
great  <h)ja8tioa  to  meat  iinportant  olssaes 
in  Irelandi^thoaa  Ic^al  elaaaaa  ok  whom 
ih^had  to  depenttr- and  oovld  laaTe  no 
crfher  eflfoet  <han  -to  increaae  the  ^VBtaf 
wIk^  wove  ataaing  at  the  diaastttma 
oMcidtB  wlrieh  'th»  Saorekary  o$  State  for 
^varibiaaeeif  had  so  w«U  deaortbed. 

CouiKEi.  £ING^HABMAN  said,  the 
Jesibtt  fae  hadileamt' from  the  past  two. 
tnonUis  in  Ireltfod  had  been  tiut  .there 
vaa  B  daaded  feeling  among  the  li^er 
'pdrtionof  the  peofdethat  itwas  expedient 
-to  tetam  to  law  atid  order.   The  oM- 
l^tueacy'  of  the  Metropolitan  County  of 
-Ireland  had  sent  him  to  Parliament  only 
the  oth«r  day  with  this  one  measage— 
that  laii^and  order  in  that  ooautry  w«*  to 
'1)0maintainadntaaycoat.  Theparaivoubt 
-miAt  -^f  tiktfgMAt  nu^oiify  olthe  Irish 
JnaM  now  WM^^Qirens  Teat"  O^hey 
-dfl^wd  nat  from  misrule,  Mst  from  the 
'^iaorden  brought  about  by  conoeaaim  to 
nttaorupttlons  i^iftatiMi.    7he  Ctonrem- 
'Vtfeni  knew  that  taat  was  maoeaaaqy,  if 
-nettoe  and  order  were  to  be  reatored  in 
•  imlnnd  ;'a»d  the  Ohief  Seoretaiy,  in  his 
ispaeoh  at  Hawiak,  had  pronuaed  that 
'4uey  dionld  be  auatained  in  security  and 
'pease.   It  was,  Uiere£ora,  wi^  great 
^aw^ftfiae  and '  regret  t3iat  he  had  beard 
ftieim  ihe  right  hen.  Gentleman's  ^eeh 
'1  that'diy  ^t'the  Oovevnnent  wore  ebon t 
I(9ttottl^»noe  ifrmiewcil  elnorvst  and 
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agitation.  They  knew  for  wUom  the 
extension  of  t]ie  fraacbise  ia  tha^  bo- 
roughs of  Ireland  waa  sought,  and  th^ 
knew  they  were  nob  the  friends  of  law 
and  ordw.  But  the  Chief  Secretary  did 
net  touoh  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  far  Downpatrick  (Mr.  Mulhol- 
land). 

It  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour  before 
Six  of  the  <dock,  the  Debate  stood  ad- 
journed til^  1^-morrow. 

MOTIONS. 

I  I  I'aiO'*-"'-, 

'  COTOTT  COtritT  JUDGES  ^rXi. 
Oq  Motion  of  Mr.  Hastings,  Bitt  to  enaltle 
Coauty  Court  Judges  to  render  BSBistajice  in 
the  transart^on  of  Civ3  and  Criminal  bntiaeM 
at  tliB  AsbIzm,  trdend  to  be  brought  ia  by  Mr. 
HAstrufos,  Sir  SianLn  I^iuuhe,  and 

[IlNI»  FALKSn. 

BiIIj)r««HfAl,andxead  the  first  time. XBiQ  112.] 
ritehs  conservaj^cy  asi>  i)todDa ' 

PEETESTION  BILL. 

On  Motion  a£  Mr.  DcoaoH,  Bill  to  malts  pro- 
visioa  for  the  CJonwrvancy  ot  Eivers,  Preven- 
,  tion  of    Floods,  nnd  othar  mattora  ralating 
thereto,  ord«red  to  ho  brongbt  in  by  Mr.  Dop- 
EHW,  Sir  CiTARLKS  Di&Ra,  and  Mr.  HiaaMT:  ■  ■ 
BiUiirMMMfd^rMdtiis  first  timft  [Bm.US.] 

Ho 004  a^joimed  at  tan  manotes 
before  Six  o'clock. 


HOUSE  OF  LOBDS., 
•  Thurtia^t  8iA  Jf«;A  188a.  , 


MINUTES.}— PuBMc  Bills— Jl"r*e  Se»iiHff~~ 

Contempts   of   Court         ;   Medical  .^t 

Amendment*  (16). 
Seeottd  Sfadinff—lMCSil  GovOTnment  (IreUnd) 

Provisional  Order  (Umeildc  mterWoAi)* 

(S). 

Sttotid  Readinj—'CommtU^  lugatitud — CouKdl- 
dated  Fund,  &c.  (Permanent  Charges  Be* 
demption)  Act  (1873)  Amendment  •  (13). 

METROPOLITAN  DISTRICT  RAILWAV- 
VENTILATORS  ON  THE  tHjt^f^ 
EMBANKMENT.-NOTICE.         , .'  'jj 

TuE  Easl  of  MLLLTOWN  gwo 
Kotice  that,  on  Monday  next>  ho  would 

t;tll  attention  to  tho  ventilators  now 

bein^  frocti-U  by  the  "NT-'l nip^Iitan  Dis- 
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£ubaukm«nt  and  in  Westminster ;  and 
move — 

"That  tbo  eridenoe  taken  ia  1879  by  tho 
Select  Committee  on  the  MctropoUtaQ  and 
Metropolitan  CiBtrict  Railways  (City  Linca 
Extension)  Bill,  and  in  1881  by  the  Select  Com- 
mittee on  the  Metropolitan  Distriat  Bailwsy 
Bill,  and  alBO  the  report  of  the  proceeding!  of 
Uiofle  Committees,  bo  far  aa  tbey  rcspeotivcly 
relate  to  the  aabjeot  «{  ve&tilatora,  be  printed 
and  circulated." 

NAVY— DOCK  ACCOMMODATION  AT 
MALTA.-QUESTION. 

ViscoTOT  8IDM0UTH  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  Whether 
the  Bite  of  IbB  proposed  first-class  dook 
aft  Ualta  has  been  decided  on ;  and 
whsthw  he  will  lay  on  the  Table  the 
reports  c£  the  enginews  and  other  pub- 
lie  officers  on  this  subject  ? 

Thb  Eabl  of  NOETHBROOK,  in 
reply,  aaid,  that  the  Director  o£  Works 
at  the  Adtnixalty  was  sent  soroe  time 
ago  to  Malta,  to  report  upon  the  eite 
of  a  new  dock  which  was  to  be  con- 
structed there.  He  had  returned  to  thiB 
country,  but  had  not  yet  seat  in  his 
Beport ;  and  he  (the  Earl  of  Northbrook) 
could  give  no  assurance  that  the  Keport 
would  be  laid  before  Parliament.  As 
to  the  other  Question,  as  the  B^wrt  re- 
fezred  to  bad  not  been  received,  it  would 
be  premature  to  ^ve  any  information 
as  to  the  plan  which  woatd  be  carried 
out. 

CONTEMPTS  OP  COURT  BILL. 
BUJii  PRESENTED.     FIBST  READIKO. 

The  loud  CHANCELLOR  said, 
that  before  stating  to  their  liordships  the 
reasons  which  had  induced  the  Govern- 
ment to  think  it  their  duty  to  1^  a  mea- 
sure on  the  Table  of  the  House  to 
amend  the  law  with  respect  to  Con- 
tempt of  Court,  it  would  be  right  for 
him  to  make  some  preliminary  observa- 
tions as  to  the  present  state  of  the  law 
on  that  subject.  Speaking  first  of  the 
Courts  of  Civil  and  Criminal  Jurisdiction 
in  England  and  Ireland — for  this  Bill 
was  not  to  extend  to  Scotland,  though,  if 
it  passed,  it  might  be  proper  to  pass  for 
Scotland  a  measure  founded  on  the  same 
prinoiple — he  might  divide  contempts 

generally  into  two  distinct  classes.  The 
rst  class  were  contempts  of  the  Court 
itself,  not  c<msiBting  in  disobedience  to 
its  orders,  and  these  might  be  committed 
either  by  persons  who  were  entirely 
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strangers  to  any  proceedings  pending, 
or  by  persons  who  were  parties  to  those 
proceedings.  Tho  other  class  of  i»a> 
tempts  consisted  of  disobe^ence  to  tiii 
orders  of  a  Court,  and  was  necessu^ 
confined  to  the  inrties  to  proceedings 
before  the  Court.  The  first  daM  of 
contempts,  not  consisting  of  draobe- 
dience  to  orders  of  Ibe  Court,  might  be 
sub-divided  into  two  kinds— first,  lho« 
taking  place  in  the  face  of  the  Ootnt, 
as  by  somo  insult  offered  by  some  pw* 
son  present  to  the  presiding  Judge,  or 
by  some  interruption  of  the  procee^np 
making  interference  necessary;  sira^ 
secondly,  into  contempts  not  committed 
in  the  face  of  the  Court,  but  ontside,  by 
proceedings  calculated  to  obstruct  or  in* 
terfere  wifli,  or  improperly  prejudice,  the 
administration  of  justice  in  proceeding* 
pending  before  the  Court.  Procewliiig! 
taken  by  Courts  to  vindicate  themselves 
against  both  these  descriptions  of  con- 
tempt were  strictly  and  necessaril^pentl, 
though  they  had  also  for  ^eir  oibjectibe 
deterring  others^m  committinptiufite 
offences.  There  was,  howerer,  a  dMiiu^ 
tion  between  these  two  kinds  of  contempt 
which  might  be  committed  either  by  par- 
ties or  strangers  to  proceedings— namely, 
that  all  Courts  of  Record,  Inferioif  aa  well 
as  Superior,  had  power,  by  reasonable 
fine  and  reasonable  imprisonment— and 
in  the  case  of  Inferior  Courts,  doubtless, 
subject  to  revision — to  punish  contempts 
committed  in  face  of  the  Court ;  but  In- 
ferior Courts  had  no  power  to  puniA 
contempts  committed  elsewhere.  Hie 
Superior  Courts,  on  the  other  hand, 
had  power  to  punish  contempts  ol  tint 
class  committed  elsewhere,  as  vdl  u 
thoso  committed  in  face  of  the  Oonrf. 
The  punishment  fbr  those  contempts  of 
both  kinds  was  by  fine  or  imprisonment, 
or  both.  The  law  did  dot  fix  any  limit 
to  the  power  of  the  Courts  in  the  ittflie- 
tion  of  these  punishments.  As  he  htA 
already  stated,  the  power  of  punish- 
ment by  Inferior  Courts  was  subject  to 
supervision  ;  but  Superior  Courts  were 
not  subject  to  any  similar  superintend- 
ence. Although,  doubtless,  the  Judica- 
ture Acts  had  made  all  orders  of  the 
High  Court  subject  to  appeal,  yet  it  M 
never  been  the  jpractice  to  appeal  against 
orders  of  that  description.  He  had  now 
shortly  stated  the  law  as  to  contempt  of 
Courts  of  Criminal  and  Civil  Jarisdfctiwi- 
Before  speaking  of  Ecclesiastical  Ooarto, 
he  would  revert  to  the  class  of  contsi&I>to 
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oomiaitUd  by  persona  against 
orders  had  been  made,  and  who  had  dis- 
obeyed those  orders.  The  object  of 
punishing  contempts  of  that  class  was 
partly  penal  and  partly  to  compel  obe- 
dience to  the  orders  of  the  Court.  As 
cases  of  this  class  could  not  ariso  in 
Courts  purely  Criminal,  but  only  in 
Courts  of  CiTil  Jurisdiction,  the  power 
of  punishment  in  those  cases  was  byim- 
prisonment  on^,  and  not  by  fine.  With 
respect  to  the  Ecclesiastical  Courts,  they 
had  no  direct  power  to  punish  any  con- 
tempts whatever;  but  contempts  of  both 
the  prizicipal  classes  he  had  indicated, 
both  those  committed  in  face  of  the 
Court,  which  disturbed  the  proceedings 
of  the  Court,  and  those  which  consisted 
in  disobedience  to  orders  made,  were 
dealt  with  by  statute.  Tbe  first  of 
the  Statutes  now  in  force  upon  that 
subject  was  passed  in  the  53rd  year  of 
Qeoi^e  III.  It  was  therein  provided 
that  'when  an  Ecclesiastical  Court  de- 
dared  a  party  to  be  contumacious  or  in 
contempt,  the  fact  should  be  certified 
to  tho  Queen  in  -Chaocery,  and  then 
there  issued  out  of  Chancery  a  Writ, 
called  de  coniumace  capiendo,  under  which 
the  contumacious  or  contemptuous  party 
vas  committed  to  prison;  a  form  of 
order  beine  proscribed  by  the  Statute 
under  whi^  no  was  to  remain  in  prison 
until  he  submitted  to  the  Court,  or 
something  to  that  effect.  The  Statute 
contained  no  prorisions  either  as  to 
any  fixed  term  of  imprisonment,  or  as 
to  any  means  of  putting  an  end  to  it 
if  the  party  did  not  submit  himself  to 
the  authority  of  the  Court.  Thoir  Lord- 
ships were  well  aware  that  a  case  had 
recently  arisen  which  directed  attention 
to  that  subject.  Tho  offender  was  a 
clergyman  who  would  not  obey  the 
orders  of  an  Ecclesiastical  Court,  and 
was  committed  to  prison.  There  he  re- 
mained for  a  considerable  time.  The 
duration  of  that  imprisonment,  coupled 
with  a  general  feeling  that  imprison- 
ment was  not  the  best  or  most  proper 
way  to  compel  obedience  to  orders  of 
that  sor^  had  led  to  the  formation  of  the 
opinion,  shared  by  persons  of  very  diffe- 
rent views,  that  it  was  not  desirable  that 
the  law  should  be  left  in  the  state  in 
which  that  case  proved  it  to  be.  In 
point  of  S&ctf  as  the  House  was  proba- 
bly aware,  there  was  some  difficulty  in 
getting  that  gentleman  out  of  prison, 
even  when  he  had  suffered  the  final  and 


more  efficacious  punishment  of  depriva- 
tion of  his  l)onefico  by  virtue  of  the 
Statute  Law.  Great  difficulties  were  felt 
as  to  how  he  could  be  got  out  of  prison 
unless  the  persons  who  had  promoted 
the  suit  were  willing  to  come  forward  and 
ask  for  his  release,  or  unless  he  himself 
submitted  to  tho  authority  of  the  Court. 
Neither  event  occurred,  and  it  was  only 
by  tho  intervention  of  the  Bishop  of  the 
diocese  that  the  Judge  was  able  to  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  the  contempt  was 
purged,  and  thereupon  to  direct  tlie 
prisoner's  release.  Otherwise,  there  was 
no  Icnowiag  bow  much  longer'^he  might 
have  continued  in  prison.  That  was  a 
state  of  things  that  had  been  felb  to  be 
highly  unsatisfactory.  The  Government 
had  been  unwilling  to  separate  the  con- 
sideration of  the  case  of  ecclesiastical 
contempts  from  the  consideration  of  the 
subject  of  contempt  of  Court  generally. 
To  deprive  Courts  of  the  power  of 
punishing  contempts  would  be  impo^ 
sible.  Judges  must  have  the  powsr 
of  summarily  vindicating  their  autho* 
rity;  but  it  did  not  ftdlow  that  the 
power  should  be  indefinite  and  under 
no  legal  regulations,  fie  ahoold  be  the 
last  person  to  pass  adverse  ccitioisiM 
upon  the  manner  in  whieh  the  Judges 
had  exercised  tiie  powers  which  the 
law  had  vested  in  them.  When  thcry 
had  exercised  the  particalar  power 
under  ooasideration,  ^ey  had  done  ao 
from  a  sense  of  duty,  and  under  the  pres- 
sure of  grave  public  necessity.  But  it 
was  strictly  consistent  with  theconfidence 
which  heCelt,  generally,  in  their  judgment 
to  point  out  that  serious  inconveniences 
might  arise  from  the  want  of  landmarks 
laid  down  by  law  with  regard  to  the 
measure  of  punishment,  however  clear 
the  offence  might  be.  The  jurisdiction 
in  matters  of  contempt  was  in  its  nature 
a  penal  jurisdiction,  and  depended  very 
much  on  the  discretion  of  Judges.  It 
was  exercised  summarilj,  and  in  a 
manner  which  was  entirely  exceptional. 
It  was  impossible  not  to  see  that  a 
jurisdiction  of  that  kind  was  liable  front 
time  to  time  to  provoke  censure  which, 
though  it  might  be  entirely  unmerited, 
could  not  be  met  and  answered  by  the 
distinguished  public  servants  who  were 
the  subjects  of  attack.  They  could  not 
vindicate  their  conduct ;  and  it  was, 
therefore,  detrimental  to  the  interests  of 
the  Public  Service  that  they  should  be 
unnecessarily  exposed,  in  ^e  discharge  of 
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theii  dutieStftoBQab  «i;iti]d«m.'  Tb»oDB- 
sideratiosw  to  whit^i  he  hod  drawn  attgii- 
tian  appeared  to  apply  ,  nith  additkwlal 
force,  when  it  was  remembered  tliAt 
tho  power  of  committing  for-  eoatempt 
mieht  be  'exorciwd  by  every  ein^e 
Judge  of  tbe  Sup^or  CourtB,  and  within 
narrower  limits  by  the  J udge«  of  Jnferioir 
Cpurts.  There  waa  yet  aaother  reason 
for  legislation.  A.  Judge,  «ren  if  he 
pronousoed  a  sea  ten  ce  which,  might.be 
aerere,  by  no  mean*  wished  .to  b«  more 
serere  than  wa«  accessary,  and  would 
willingly  diminish  the  eernity  of  the 
senience  ,upon  the  submissioD  o£  the 
offending  party.  Orden  of  imprison- 
ment for  contempt  were  geneffdly  -iti- 
definite,  it  being  expected  that  the 
offender  would  make  some  a{K^gy  or 
amends.  But  there  were  man  bo  ob* 
Btinaie  that  they  woidd  nevw  make 
Bubmission,  They  liked  playing  thd 
part  of  martyrs  before  any  audienoe, 
however  limited ;  and  they  wonid  profef 
to-  remain  in-  prison' for  an  indefinite 
time  rather  than  submit  themselves 
to  the  law.  In  auoh  eases  Uioughtlees 
people  were  apt  to  ceneure  the  Judges. 
And  when  the  contempt  consisted  in 
disobedieQce  to  .tho  orders  of  »  Court, 
thti  obstinaey  the  offending  party 
might  entircuy  prevent  that  which  was 
the  main  object  of  fiie  punishment — 
nam«^,:  to  eaforne  obedience  to  the 
order  of  the  Court.  The  oflfonder  had 
the  power  by  his  obstinacy  of  still 
rendering  the  order  ineffectual.  If, 
therefore,  their  Xiordsbips,  while  limiting 
the  power  of  imprisonment,  could  at  the 
same  time  provide  some  better  Okeans  of 
enforcing  tne  orders  of  the  Court,  they 
would  undoubtedly  be  doing  a  good 
thing.  The  Qovermnent  wished  to  pafla 
a  measure  which  should  be  applicable, 
as  far  as  its  limlUng  provisions  went,  to 
all  the  Courts.  They  proposed  to  limit 
the  operation  of  every  sentence  for  con- 
tempt to  a  period  not  exceeding  three 
months.  If  no  period  should  bvnnmed 
in  the  sentence,  its  operation  would  ex- 

fire  in  ihree  months.  The  power  of 
ning  was  to  be  limited  to  a  mazinuun 
of  £500.  He  had  felt  that  it  might 
appear  to  some  that  three  months'  im- 
prisonment was  too  little ;  but  tho  pro- 
vision had  been  fenced  and  guarded  in 
various  ways,  and  if,  after  the  expira- 
tion of  the  first  term  of  three  months, 
there  was  any  further  continuance  of  the 
act  constituting  the  contempt;,  or  any 
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r^etittoisl  of  it,  then- lite  Oout  waidd 
have  power  to  c<mtinue  the  imprisoamemt 
as  if  the  act  were  a  new  aad  imginal 
offence,  and  oould  s^aln  exeictBe'  ii» 
penal  authontor.  It  bad  been  tng^ 
geeted  that  there  might  b&oaaesof  sndi 
aggravated  eontismpt  as  to  maice  Uie 
maxiiaum  punif^ment  |BO]£K>aed  fay  tiro 
Bill  inadequate  for  the  offeooe ;  bat  if 
any  soeh  aggravated  case  oceunnd  in 
the  Superior  Coiirtsy  the  Judge  would  be 
justified  in  laying  on  the  fine  of  iS&eo, 
,  and  three  mon^^  imprttonmeidi  teagbt, 
ftt  the  saAie  time*  l^e  im|MM«d;  «ad.  1m. 
didaMthnkthatikitjcif  their  iDrdahipa. 
wonldthinJEtiiftt.wasaligbt^nnialiHieat.-. 
Se  thought  the  authority  of  the  Gouii 
would  be-  auuntaiaed  by  means  of  ttiesa 
maximum  puAiafamenta^  which  loigbt,  if. 
it  were  really  Boeesaary,  be  -lepesiBl 
irom  time.  tO'tiue  as  often  as  the  offieaoe 
was  oomnutted.  The  provisicEns  of  tin 
Bill  whin^  would  effecft  tho  i^ai^^ 
which  he  had,  so  far«  explained-  WOES 
ajj^icabls  to  Civil.  Crijcninal,  nod  Eecle^ 
Biastkal  Courta  But  then  were  dUur 
provisions  ap^UotUe  -onljf  to  tttt.Qndl 
and  Eeelesiaateoal  Coorts.  Their  objest 
was  to  etiaMe  those  Oonrts  C«  aeaore 
obfldiiense  to  their  own  oodeBs  by  ttthn  - 
me^aa  than  ia^sfmnebt.  Th*  &ai- 
caaa  oontenplated  vae-  that  of  a;  vilfU 
bi«aoh  ctf  an  iiq'iuiotiMk  granted  hf 
the  High  Court  of  Justice  to  prevent 
M-hat  might  oauae  eeriout  and,  -  pcxu 
haps,,  in  seme  oases  trreparabladanmge 
to  the  partisa  conc^med,  -He  ^posed- 
that  in  4ttoh.  a  oase,  in  addition  to  tbe 
Penal  Clauses,  wheve  a  private  peraoB 
suffered  damage  fiom  eonbsmptv^  tiie 
Court  should  sumouM-ily  assees  'flie 
damage,  and  make  the  0 Sender  UafalB.- 
It  was  also  provided  tfaatrwheie  thate 
waa  a  continued  wilful  breadh  «f  the 
injunction,  the  Court- m%ht,  after  the 
first  term  of  impgdsQBinaat  wte  at  an 
end,  treat  the  offence  as  ooAtinoed  untA- 
satisfaction  or  full  eompenutiea'  had 
been  made.  As  to  ordera-  Car  money 
payments,  the  Court  would  hftVQ  the 
power  of  enforcing  those  payments  by. 
sequestration,  and  even  by  bankruptcy. 
He  propoaed  also  to  give  the  Court 
power  to  ma%e  vesting  orden  iu  the 
same  way  as  was  now  provided  aadar 
the  Trustee  Acts,  in  any  oasea  to  wlnc^ 
those  Acts  did  not  already  ^ply.  Then* 
with  regard  to  the  delivery  up  of  doou- 
ments  or  chattels,  a  receiver  or  seqnat^ 
trator  might  be  ordered  to  do  tb»(  insfisad 


1L0BD8( 


Digitized  by  Google 


U13'       South  Jfrk<^  {UAJita 


of  the  parties.  As  to  wUM  dIaoMletam 
of -eertais  offioers,  oivil  or  eoolvsiwtioftl, 
t6  the  order  of  My  Court,  he  proposed 
tkftt  ika  OoQTt  slumld  httve  poiror  to  fix, 
and  from  tSmo  to  tilne  ealngo,  fbr  taty 
Bufficient  eanse,  a  time  witbSa  wfncb 
obedience  was  to  be  rendisred,  on'patQ  of 
depvirstion  ot  office,  and  if  within  tfae 
t^a  80  limitied  the  order  should  not  be^ 
complied  with,  then  the  ofioe  should  be  '■ 
forfeited  as  if  the  holder  were  dead.  Bat 
no  order  of  t^t  kind  shonld  take  effect 
pending  an  appeal,  and  it  wtfs  only  to 
apply  to  indindiwl  holders  of  offioee, 
and  not'  to  &e  members  of  an  aggre- 
gate body.  There  would  be  an  excep- 
tion trbm  the  whole  Act  of  one  particu- 
lar class  of  «asee  which  stood  on  peoutiar 
gfou&ds— tfae  case^  of  wards  of  Oourt, 
aedmwdt  or  married  widtout  eoasent  of 
OoDtt. '  Tbesa  vote  oases  vMiA  eonld 
nenr  ho-  dealt  with  except  by  powers 
capaUe  ctf  bding'  exercised  acemding  to 
ciroQBstniocs  in-  a  strictly  penal  way, 
and  H  mt^t  be  dangerous  bo  limit  toe 
period  oi  imprisonment  to  three  months. 
From  the  best  consideration  he  could  ^ve 
to  the  matter,  he  had  tbonght  it  wisest 
to  loBTO  that  jurisdiction  exaoUy  as  it 
was,  and  to  except  these  otses  entirdy 
from  the  Bill.  It  was  only  necessary  to 
add  tha6  the  offices  which  w«)re  to  be 
liable  to  d^riration  fbr  contempt  of 
Court  w«r6  to  be  the  following.  Any 
oifices  relating  to  or  connected  with  the 
administration  of  justice,  belowthe  ranlc 
of  Judges  of  the  High  Courts,  which 
were  held  for  life  or  daring  good  beha- 
tiokt;  oIm^  municipal  or  other  offices, 
not  being  offloes  held  by  the  ;[^ea8are  of 
tiie  Crown,  nhidk  war*  efaar^  with  die 
perfcrmanoe  of  public  duties;  also  all 
ecoleslastical  preferments  and  offices 
subject  to  (ihe  jurisdiction  of  the  ordinary 
Ecdesiastioal  Courts.  Having,  as  he 
hoped,  euffieiently  ex^aaned  the  grounds 
upon  wliioh  the  Bill  was  founded,  be 
would  now  ask  their  liord^ips  to  give 
it  a  first  reading. 

Bill  to  amend  the  law  as  to  Contempts 
of  Court— /*r09«H(ed  (The  Lobd  Ch^ln- 
ceixor). 

The  Easl  of  BELMOEB  said,  that 
reference  had  been  made  by  the  noble 
and  learned  Sari  to  tiie  ease  of  Hr. 
Oieen.  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  commuted  or  miti- 
^ted  sentences  on  prisoners  by  an  ezer- 
cise  of  the  Boyal  Prerogatiy e  of  meny. 


He  wishsd  to  ttskthe  Aoble  hnd'Ieiril^' 
Barl  by  wfattt  law,  sir  by  what  prins^^ 
of  bw,  th6  ^SMretaty  of  State  ftu'tfakt^' 
caM'was  depH««d  of  the  po#er'to  relMsb ' 
Mr.  ChMsD  notn  "prison? 

THBlit^RD  OHANOBLLOHsaid,  ; 
that  the  Crown  had  been  advised  that, ' 
tbongh  it  had  an  undoubted  jjower 
to  pardon  <frittinal  and  eeoleBiastfcifll  ' 
offences,  yet  that  mtae  tontempt'crf- 
Oourt  did  not  (Some  within  that  power:  ' 
No  authority,  that  be  was  aware  of, 
could  be  fbund'for  tbe  ©xerofae  of  any 
8uoh  pretogative.    He  was  bound  to  ' 
say  that  so  long  as  the  party  giintj' " 
of  the  eontenipt  persisted  in  hfe  ^fiWnciS, 
and  was  nnwSling  to  give  &ny  pr<!>raibe  ' 
of  obedience,  ther«  woiHd  b^  a  difficulty'  ' 
in  tfae  exwsisti  of  SHcb  a  prerogath'e, ' ' 
oven  if  it  wsM  eleorly  established.    '  " 

VnoomrP  GBAN%Bf>OK  fnquil*ed' " 
whether  titSM  waa  any  provision  for  th«  - 
raaisnon  of  ft«  sentence  excS^  in'  leases  i 
of'S^lKtissiMif 

The  LOED  0HANOBM©H'*e^Kfed  ' 
tliat  there  was  erpreSs  proTisioVi:  In  l9t^-| 
BHl  in  regard  to  that  mi^t^r. 

BiUreadlS  andtoheiirui^.  (Kq.U^.)  ' 

SOTTTH  AliaCA-THE  TRAKSVAAt^]  ,". 
tJSE  QF  DTITAMITE  BT  THE  BOERa  ^ 

QDXSXIOH.     OBSK&TA^CIQKSw  . 

Lord  8TANLBT  op  ALDEEIBT  ^ 
eisked  the  Secrstary  of  State  for  th'e  ^ 
Colotoies,  How  it  was  that  th^' British 
Resident  at  Pretoria  had  not  reported,! 
the  facte  mentioned  in  the  newspaper'' ' 
"D«VolkB8tem,"Ptwtori&,2nd'D«cembei'  - 
18B2,  of  the  great  destruction  df  Kaffirs  ' 
in  a  o*ve  b^  dynamite  during  an  attack  ' 
on  the  Chief  Hapoch  towaras  the  end 
of  November  last  7   This  Chief  Hapoch 
had  rendered  important  service  to  Lord 
Wolseley  in  his  campaign  against  Beco- 
coeni.   A  letter  pnblished  in  the  Voika- 
sUm,  dated  Middleburg,  November '27,  ; 
stated  that  it  was  supposed'thatasmany 
as  50  Kaffirs  had  been  killed  by  the  ex- 
plosion of  the  dynamite,  and  the  fact 
that  women  and  children  had  been  blown 
up  in  an  attack  on  the  Chief  Mapoch 
had  been  stated  in  recent  telegrams. 
The  rWi(Mf«m  stated  that  the  Boer  Com- 
mandant who  was  directing  this  Tiar- 
buity  had  been  shot  through  the  head 
whilst  looking  into  ths  cave.  He  could 
not  help  thiiuing  lliat  it  was  unfortu- 
nate that  the  nu>le  Earl  had  recently 
eaid  that  ha  saw  little  diflbranoe  he- 
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tween  the  use  of  gunpowder  and  dyna- 
mito  in  military  operations.  No  doubt 
tho  noble  Ijarl  bad  not  intended  more 
than  to  express  bia  just  horror  of  war, 
but  what  had  fallen  from  him  would 
be  mMintevpreted.  Thei-e  was  a  legi- 
timate use  and  an  illegitimate  use  of 
ganpowder  ia  war ;  and  to  have  blown 
up  a  oave  full  of  meo,  women,  and 
childran  with  gunpowder,  would  have 
been  as  bad  as  to  hare  done  tbie  viih 
dynamite,  the  reputation  of  General 
FeUssier  nerer  recovered  from  hu  aotof 
destroying  men,  women,  and  children 
m  a  cave  in  Algeria  by  eufifocating  them 
with  smoke.  The  use  of  dynamite  ought 
not  to  have  received  what  might  be  re> 
presented  as  encouragement,  because  it 
was  not  true  that  all  means  of  destruo- 
tion  were  legitimate  in  warfare;  for 
though  the  Brussels  Oonferenoe  on  the 
laws  of  war  had  not  succeeded  in  its 
objeots,  some  of  which  would  have  been 
to  the  advantage  of  the  great  and  the 
disadvauiage  of  small  States,  yet  a  gene- 
ral Qoneensus  had  been  establiished 
against  using  ezplosiTe  buUets  or  poison- 
ing wells.  If  the  use  of  dynamite  were 
to  be  tolerated  in  varfare,  especially  for 
the  indtsoriminate  destruction  of  women 
and  children  as  well  as  |of  oombatamts, 
men's  minds  would  be  still  more  per- 
Terted,  and  a  greater  number  would  be 
found  ready  to  join  in  the  plots  of 
Nihilist  and  Fenian  miscreants.  As 
telegrams  to  the  Oape  cost  as  mueh  as 
9«.  a  word,  the  noble  Earl's  recent 
^eech  would  probably  have  been  very 
much  cut  down,  and  reduced,  periiaps,  to 
a  statement  that  he  saw  no  harm  in  the 
Boers  using  dynamite.  He  therefore 
hoped  t^at  his  noble  Friend  the  Se- 
cretar;^  State  for  the  Colonies  would 
veeonnider  what  he  had  said  a  few  days 
ago,  and  prevent  the  mischief  which 
might  arise  from  its  being  supposed, 
most  certainly  quite  erronBoiuly,  that  lie 
was  indifforant  to  such  honj^  orudty. 
This  question  had  nov  asmmed  muoh 
greater  impertanm  since  the  P>ima  'Mi- 
nister's  statement  that  dynamite  had 
been  used  in  warfare  by  BviUsb  officers 
in  South  Africa,  and  care  should  be 
taken  by  Her  Majesty's  Goremment 
that  if  dynamite  be  issued  to  the  Army, 
it  bo  only  used  for  legitimate  purposes, 
and  not  as  recently  used  by  the  Boers. 

Thx  liU&L  or  DEBBT  said,  he  bad 
not  thought  that  the  very  obvious  and 
harmless  remark  which  he  had  made 
lord  Sfanlejf  of  AlderUy 


would  have  been  open  to  so  mooh.  mis- 
construction. He  was  not  sorry  tfaat  the 
noble  Lord  had  given  him  the  oppor- 
tunity, not  of  explaining  bis  previous 
utterances,  for  they  required  no  expla- 
nation, but  of  reminding  their  Lord- 
ships as  to  what  be  had  really  said.  He 
had  been  questioned  as  to  the  use  of 
dynamite  by  tho  Boers  in  their  opera- 
tions against  Mapoch.  He  had  answered 
that  he  had  no  official  knowledge  as  to 
such  an  occurrence,  and  had  inmdentally 
added  that  if  military  operations  were 
to  be  carried  on  he  did  not  see  that  ^e 
use  of  dynamite  was  necessarily  more  ob- 
Jectionable  than  the  use  of  gunpowder. 
He  still  was  of  tbatopioion.  Mining,  he 
presumed,  was  an  ordinary  operation  of 
war ;  and  it  was  impossible  to  draw  any 
moral  distinction  between  explosions 
produced  by  dynamite  and  by  gun- 
powder. He  spoke,  however,  only  of 
the  legitimate  operations  of  war*  and  in 
answer  to  a  Question  in  which  not  one 
word  was  said  of  the  massacre  of  women 
and  children  and  non-combatants.  The 
remark  had  simply  been  evoked  by  the 
fact  that  the  Question  put  by  his  noble 
Friend  on  the  ocoasion  to  which,  he  re- 
ferred seemed  to  assume  that  the  nso  of 
dynamite  in  war  was  not  permissible. 
With  respect  to  the  aU^;ation  now  made 
by  his  noble  Friend  on  Uie  authority 
of  a  Butch  paper,  be  could  only  say 
that  he  bad  again  searched  through  the 
Papers  at  the  Colonial  Office  in  order  to 
see  whether  he  had  been  strictly  accu- 
rate in  saying  tfaat  they  had  no  record  of 
any  such  transactions  as  those  referred 
to,  and  he  found  that  they  had  no  such 
record.  But,  as  the  matter  bad  been 
alluded  to  in  both  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment, be  had  telegraphed  to  the  Oape 
inquiring  whether  anything  was  known 
on  the  subject  by  the  authorities  there ; 
and  until  some  information  was  received 
that  could  be  relied  upon,  he  thought  it 
would  be  well  that  their  LordahipB 
should  suspmd  their  judgment  aa  to  tos 
troth  of  the  allegation.  He  had  only  to 
add  that  it  was  not  in  his  power  to  iasne 
instructions  to  British  officers  as  to  the 
use  of  dynamite  in  warfare ;  but  he 
was  confi.dent  that  British  offioem  would 
never  conduct  their  operations  bo  aa  to 
inflict  unnecessary  suffering. 

TisoouNT  GBANBROOIL  said,  he  ww 
not  going  to  interpose  in  this  inquixy 
as  to  the  justifiable  use  of  explosives; 
but,  having  gone  through  the  vei^  na- 
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pleasant  reading  of  Papers  relating  to 
the  Transraal,  he  desired  to  give  Notice 
that  he  should  draw  attention  to  them 
at;  an  early  date. 

UBDIGAX.  ACT  AMEWBUBITr  BILL  [u.L.] 

A  Bill  for  the  consolidation  and  amendment 
of  the  Lav  rdatlng  to  Medicai  Practitioners 
— Was  prtuHttd  by  the  Lokd  Fmry  Sbai*; 
Madl-.  (No.  1&) 

Honae  adjonmed  at  half  past  Fire  o'clock, 
till  To-morrow,  a  quarter 
past  Tea  o  clock. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 
TAurtdoff,  Sth  X/arck,  1883. 


MlSUTES-J—SwrLX—Mtuidtred  in  Commiliet 
— Civit  Sbeticm  A»m  RETSirttB  Sbpart- 

HBNTS  {SOPPIBMENTABT  ESTIXATBS,  1882-3} 
— C3aSS  II. — SAI.ABIM    AXO    EXFBNSBS  OF 

Civil  DEPAaTMEsrs;  Class  III.— Law  asd 
Justice. 
Setolutiona  [March  6J  reported. 
Pbivatk  Bills  {by  0rd*r)~aee7iid  Jttuiiag'^ 
Srietol  and  London  and  SoaUi  Weatem 
Junction  Railway;  Kingston-upan-HulI 
Docks. 

Public  Billr — Ordered — Firtt  Reading — Land 
Drwnage  Proviaional  Order*  [114]. 

StwiiBtadinff—liiaat  Man  (Harbours)  [lOlJ ; 
£(»oiigh  FranoliisB  (Ireland)  [22],  dtbmU 
further  a^/oamtd. 

PRIFATE  BUSINESS. 

BBISTOL  AND  LONDON  AND  SOUTH 
WESTERN  JUNCTION  RAILWAY 
BILL  {by  Order). 
BEOOITD  REAVZKO. 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  noT  read  a  second 
time."— (.a/r.  Doddi). 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK  said,  that  he 
had  placed  upon  the  Paper  a  Notice  for 
the  rejection  of  this  Bill ;  but  he  was 
always  Tery  reluctant  to  oppose  the 
second  reading  of  a  Private  Bill.  The 
circumstances  of  this  case,  however, 
were  very  exceptional ;  and  if  the  Bill 
had  remained  in  its  original  position,  it 
would  have  been  most  desirable  that  the 
House,  as  a  whole,  should  have  pro- 
nounced an  opinion  upon  it.  The  BUI, 
AS  presented  to  Parliament,  proposed  to 
1^  on  a  high  embankment  very  near 
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Stonehenge,  butting  diagonally  across 
botii  the  Avenue  and  the  Cureus.  He 
need  hardly  say  that  these  ancient  re- 
mains were  of  a  peculiar  character  amd 
quite  unique.  Stonehenge  and  Arebury 
were  the  two  grandest  momtmeDts  A 
their  kind  in  tiie  wovld.  He  was  not 
sure  that  the  Tibration  of  the  trains 
might  not  hare  shaken  down  the  trili- 
thons ;  but,  at  any  rate,  the  Avenue 
and  the  Cursas  would  be  destroyed,  and 
the  whole  asp«ot  of  this  solemn  and 
mysterious  scene  irrepacrably  destroyed. 
Moreover,  it  was  quite  imnecessary.  It 
was  quite  as  easy  to  carry  the  line  a 
little  to  the  north.  It  would  be  as 
drrect,  and  presented  no  engineering  or 
other  difficulties.  The  fact  was  that 
the  mgineers  had  not  giren  a  thought 
to  the  matter.  When  one  of  the  pro- 
moters was  remonstrated  with  on  this 
act  of  Vandalism,  he  replied  tiiat  they 
did  not  propose  to  take  down  Stone- 
henge itself;  that  the  Avenue  was 
merely  a  bank  and  a  ditch ;  and,  as  for 
the  Oarsas,  l^t  "  though  it  mi^ht  onee 
have  aeTved  as  sn  aneient  British  raes- 
eourse,  all  he  could  say  was  that  it  was 
quite  out  4^  reimu-,  and  of  no  use  what- 
ever now."  However,  the  promoters 
had  now  agreed  to  abandon  that  parti- 
cular piece  of  their  line,  and  to  go  a 
little  further  Jo  the  north.  They  there- 
fore proposed  to  ask  Parliament  to  sanc- 
tion another  line,  which,  while  it  would 
be  quite  as  direct,  and  would  present 
no  engineering  difficulties,  would  spare 
both  the  Avenue  and  the  Cursus.  It 
would  be  a  mile  from  Stonehenge,  and 
only  visible  at  one  point  which  the  Com- 
pany had  agreed  to  plant,  so  that  H 
would  interfere  as  little  as.  might  be 
with  tiie  general  features  of  tiie  ^t. 
Under  these  einnuastances,  he  did  not 
feel  justified  in  opposing  the  second 
reading,  although  he  confessed  that  he 
could  not  but  regret  the  construction  of  a 
line  through  that  partioular  dietriot.  He 
was  assured  thai  t»e  vibration  oonld  not, 
at  the  distance  now  proposed,  endanger 
Stonehenge  ;  but  he  hoped  that  the 
Committee  would  satisfy  themselves  on 
that  point.  He  had  no  doubt  that  the 
promoters  would  honourably  carry  out 
the  undertaking  which  they  had  given 
him ;  but,  of  course,  if  there  should  be 
any  objection  to  the  Bill  when  It  came 
back  from  Committee,  although  he  did 
not  for  a  moment  luiticipate  that  there 
vonld  be,  he  trusted  the  House  would 
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|>timit  him  to  call  its  aitteBti«n  to  fbe 
matter  again,  and  to  pp^ose  tke  Bill  on 
the  third  readitag. 

Mb.  K&NNAKO'Baid,"  that,  ae  bis 
ztame  also  appeayed  Wn  the  Papet  in  op- 
positSon  to  the  Bin,  b&  desind'  to  say 
that  hfB' sole' motive  in' fliewutM  h«had 
taken  tras  fh&t  whiob  had  b^en  stated 
br  the  hon.  Ifembef  ftrt  the  Uni-rernty 
of  Lmdoa  (Sir  Joba  Lnbbock).  But 
aftfer  the  tmdertaVing  which  bad  been 
^ren  to  the  hon.  Member  that  the  line 
wmld  be  80  deviated  a*  to  pfeeerve  the 
integrity  of  these  aneient  monum'eate, 
he  did  not  feel  inclined  to  aek  the  House 
to  dissent  from  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill,  and  he  would  therefore  with- 
draw his  opposition. 

Motion  affresd  to.  . 

BiU  read  a  second,  tijo^e,  and  eomf 
mittfid... 

KINaSTON-UPON^mTI,L  tooCKS  BILL. 
ibi/ Order).  , 
.     SIWQND  .^tXAIWff), 

Order  taaSeomd  Bea^g  Mad. 

Motion  made,  «hd  QuMtk>n  ptopo«ed, 
"That  (9ift-Bnt  b^fiov'wad  *  beooad 
time."— (J/»*. 

Me.  C.  Wilson  said,  he  had  given 
Notice  of  opposition  to  this  BilL  be- 
cause it  appeared  to  him  not  on!^  an 
unnecessary  Bin,  but  also  a  highly  ob- 
jectionable Bill.  It  was  "brought  in  by 
the  Hull  Docks  Company  for  the  pur- 
pose of  canfielliog  powers  that  had  been 
given  to  the  Corporation  of  Hull  to  take 
the  Docks  upon  trust.  It  was  also  in- 
tended to  give  power  to  the  Hull  Docks 
Company  to  enclose  the  Dock  Quays, 
to  build  and  employ  steamers,  tugs, 
and  lighters ;  and  it  contained  further 
powers  of  a  most  important  character. 
The  Corporation  of  Hull  had  petitioned 
against  the  Bill.  The  merchants,  ahip- 
on-nors,  lighter-owners,  and  others,  had 
also  petitioned  against  it.  He  knew 
that  in  dividing  the  House  against  the 
seoond  reading  of  the  Bill  an  objection 
would  be  raised  that  he  was  taking  a 
somewhat  unusual  course;  but  his  ob- 
jeotions  to  the  Bill  were  of  the  strongest 
possible  character.  The  Bill  proposed, 
as  he  said,  to  enable  the  I>ock  Company 
to  fence  off  and  enclose  the  Dook  Quays 
situate  ia  the  very  heart  of  the  densely 
populated  towUf  and  it  would  deprive 
the  miblic  of  their  rights  of  way  over 
the  sai^e.   He  objected  to  the  Bill  not 

Sir^hn  Lubboek 


ottly  from  a  oommerinal,  b^  bm  t 
sanitary  -point  of  view.  Bvt  fas  n 
told  by  hi4  frieada  that  thee*  end  stitu 
matters  were  points  whieh  oag^t  te  fai 
left  for  tlve  deoisiOH  of  »Conmitto«sp> 
stain,  who  wotild  tabs  itxt»  conrfdenrtiw 
all  the  atkjgatdons  coataHoed  ia  the  Pe- 
titions whm'  bfiid  "been  lodged  agtinat 
the  Bill.  Therefore,  under  the  arciiii> 
stances,  and  acting  bj  tiie  advice  of  ik 
friends,  he  ditd  not  thhik  that,  at  tte 
^regent  stage  of  tbe  Bill,  fan  shonid  U 
warranted  ia  carrying  hia  opposition  ta 
it  to  a  division.  He  would  oonleat  iaa- 
self  with  having  stsrted  some  of  tk 
objections  to  the  BiU  without  movii^ 
that  the  Bill  be  rejeoted. 

Motion  agretd  to. 

■  Bill  i<ead  a  secend  time,  aad  wimfM 

DISTItlBUnOK  OF  PABLIAlfBNTAfiT 

PAPEKS. 

Mb.  BUXTON  asked  the  Seotetaiyto 
the  Treasury,  Whether  he  has  been  sl^ 
to  make  any  arrangements,  as  pronM 
by  him  last  Session,  for  the  better  tni 
more  economical  distribatiofa  to  Moa- 
bers  of  Porliameniaty  papers ;  when  lie 
Witt  be  able  to  carry  out  the  echem^  fa 
such  distribution  which  has  bean  pro- 
posed by  the  Controller  of  the  BtatjoDoj 
Office,  atid  which  was  considered  hy  the 
joint  Committee  of  the  Lords  end  Oto- 
mons  in  1881  to  be  not  unworttnr^' 
adoption ;  and,  whether  the  Oommfnee 
appointed  to  revise  the  Pnm^stiA 
List  has  yet  reported,  and  whea  wA 
Beport  will  be  laid  upon  fhe  Tablet 

Mb.  COURTNEY :  Sir,  llie  adeptiw 
of  the  scheme  of  distribution  pronowMid 
by  the  Joint  Committee  to  be  not  iia- 
worthy  of  adoption  lies  with  the  Hoaasr 
and  not  with  the  Goremment.  I 
made  inouiries,  as  promised  last  Semw; 
but  1  think  the  sense  of  theHoass  iMJ, 
perhaps,  best  be  gathered  whea  ti* 
Stationery  Vote  comes  under  discnnion. 
As  regaroa  the  Froraulgatiea  lisV  I  u& 
glad  to  be  aUe  to  say  that  the  Com- 
mittee, having  receivra.  nearly  all, the 
information  it  requires,  hopes  tobewlo 
to  report  in  about  two  months. 

SCOTLAXD-THB  eKTE-CROFTBBS. 
Mb.  TiLk<3^li3SJSm  «^«d  fte9»- 
cretary  of  State  tot  du)  Hoin»^D(qpiB<> 
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meant,  If  ho  can  stato  geaevally  i'i^ 
ywka  propoaed  to  be  submitted  to  tcUe 
OommSssHHi  about  to  be  «ppoiiitdd  to 
inquire  into  tlk6  alleged  grievaDces  of 
the  Oroftera,  the  area  over  ivhi«h  the 
propoaed  istqiury  will  extend,  vl*.,  what 
counties  and  ielande  will  be  included  ? 
•  LoBD  OOXjIN  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
Ijord  Advocate,  Whether  it  is  the  inten* 
tion  of  the  Government  to  direet  that 
the  BovaL  Gookoufiaion  about  to  be  ap- 
pointed to  iaquire  into  the  oondition  of 
the'  popttlaition  of  the  Highlands  fuact 
Islands  abdl  take  into  conndeiatiwi  the 
qttestfona  of  ^^ving  State  aiA  in  extend- 
ing telegrapfaio  dommunicatioa  in  ooit* 
nection  with  the  £ehenes,  in  the  im* 

ETorement  or  construption  of  necessary 
arbours,  the  erection  of  piers,  and  in 
other  matters  aflleoting  ^  irelfare  of 
the  population  dependent  on  the  fisheries 
in  the  Weaf  and  North- W<jst  of  Scot- 
land? 

The  lord  ADTOCATB  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoob)  ;  The  inquiry  will  be  directed 
generally  to  the  condition  of  the  Crofters 
ia  the  Nocth  and  West  of  Scotland  and 
the  Islands,  without  e^ecHyiog  particular 
blatters,  aod  will  naturally  embrace  all 
%h9  dements  mteiing  into  or  afiTeotiog 
tbfliy  condition. 

Ma-  UACFAELANE:  WiU  the  Lord 
Adro«ate  -givo  to  the  House  the  names 
of  tiiQ  g«atlemen  composlog  the  Oommis- 
eion  before  it  receives  the  Eoyal  Assent  ? 

The  LOED  ADTOOATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
BAX.Voca) :  I  am  not  in  a  position  to 
|uTB  them  at  present. 

Mb.  MACFAELANE  :  If  the  right 
lion,  and  learned  Gentleman  is  not  able 
to  give  them,  I  will  repeat  my  Question 
to  the  Home  Secretary  to-morrow. 

Da.  GAMHBON  asked  whether  the 
hon.  and  learned  Qentlemaa  pro- 
posed to  lay  on  the  Table  the  informa- 
tion vhidi  was  in  the  haade  of  the  Go- 
Tomnient  with  referenoe  to  the  desti- 
tu^m  that  existed. 

Th»LORD  advocate  (Mr.  J.  B. 
BAxvovfb) :  Yes,  Sir ;  I  intend  to  do  so. 

ARUT—^THE  ARMOUltED  TKAIN  AT 
ALEXANDRIA. 

:pUBL  PERCY  asked  the  Secretar;^  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  he  has  received 
any  Report  of  the  mounting  and  firing 
of  a  12<ton  gun  on  a  Railway  truck  on 
the  30th  of  September  last  at  Alexandria; 
-vbtoidif  r  the  result  of  the  experiment  waa 
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satisfactory ;  andt  whether  he  proposes 
to  ftirther  test  it  ? 

Mr.  brand  :  I  have  to  ptate,  Sir,  ou 
behalf  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
that  a  Report  was  received  at  the  Admi^ 
ralty,  and  oopiea:  o£  it  were  forwarded 
by  the  Admiralty  to  the  War  Office.  Th4 
Report  stated,  that  the  gun  had  been 
fired  mounted  ont  a  railway  truck>  and 
that  the  reeuUs  of  the  firing  had  been 
saliafafitory.  Aa  there  would  be  no  diffi.- 
euUy  in  moimtijig  a  gun  under  similar 
oireumataae^i,  it  la  not  otHuide^ei  thai 
any  fnrtW  teets  are  nooeesaiy. 

,  CHTJRCH  OF  ENGLAND^FREE  AND 
APPapPBIATED  SITTINOS,  IlT 
CHITECHES-AXTERATiON  OB*  A 
PARLIAMENTARY  PAPER. 
Mr.  a.  grey  asked  the  Right  ton. 
Hember'for  Oxford  TJniversity,  Tf  he  is 
aware  of  the  important  alteration  in  thd 
form,  of  the  Returam^dg  to  an  ord^r  pf 
the  ITouse  at  his  Instance  on  August 
22nd  1881,  in  continuation  of  Parlia- 
mentary Paper,  Nb.  '483,  of  Session 
1870;  vheOier  h4  will  states  to  the 
Houae  the  reason  why,  under  his  Ke- 
tum,  the  church.  aecaaamodatioD  of  each 
church  is  arranged  uader  the  heading  of 
"Pews"  and  "Free  or  Appropriated 
Seats,"  instead  of  "Pews"  and  "Free 
Seats,"  as  in  the  former  Betum ;  and. 
whether  he  will'  move  ibr  an  amended 
Beturn,  in  which  the  word  "  Free  " 
n.ay  bo  allpW^  onMtnipr^,t9f;!yjw^^ 

mefitiini^r 

SiK  JOHN  R.  MOWB_U.\T :  Piv.  T  wns 
not  awaro  of  tho  alteration  in  tlio  furiii 
ol'  the  Eotuni.  The  change,  which  only 
air^'ds  a  porfioQ  of  the  Keturn,  was 
Diade  by  the  cxporicnrcil  oHicials  wlio 
prepai-ed  it  with  a  view  to  make  it  more 
exact  and  in  accordance  with  the  facts. 
Under  tho  Church  Building  Acts  the 
Commissioners  arc  required,  when  they 
fix  a  scale  of  pew-rents,  to  set  apart  a 
scat  holding  bix  persons  for  the  minister'^ 
family,  and  another  holding  four  for  h'lH 
servants — as  x-cgards  money  such  f-i  atn 
are  free,  but  they  aye  appropriatedf^  The 
total  number  of  sittings  under  thiacoiati^& 
is  K.,ys7.  Of  this  total,,  ^iltt'W 
appropriated.  As  to"tb6  otnftrneaamg 
of  tho  Return,  tho  Commissioners  are 
not  rerjiiirod  by  statute  to  appropriate, 
and  do  nut  appropriate  any  sittings,  and 
no  such  heading;  appeared.  I  scarcely 
think,  after  this  oxplanatinn,  any  further 
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by  the  hon.  Qentlaman  it  can  be  had  if 
moved  for  by  him. 

Mb.  a.  obey  asked  fchd  ri^t  bon. 
Gentleman  vhether  the  appropriation  of 
seats  by  the  elerayraan  was  not  dis- 
tinctly prohibiiei  by  tha  Ohuroh  Bnild- 
hifr  Ajsts? 

Sm  JOHN  B.  MOWBBAY :  On  the 
contruy,  such  seats  an  ezprsBsIy  pro- 
vided for  in  the  Aets. 

EAST  INDIA-OODK  OP  CIlTMmAL  PKO- 
CEBURE  (NATIVE  JURISDICTION 
OVEE  BHITISH  SUBJECTS). 

Mb.  HAOFABLANE  asked  the  Un. 
der  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  If  it  is 
true  that  a  number  of  Natire  gentlemen 
are  exempted  from  personal  appearajico 
in  the  Courts  of  Law  in  India  and  all 
women  abore  a  oertatn  rank ;  if  he  will 
lay  upon  tha  Table  of  the  House  a  Ko- 
turn  showing  the  total  niunbeo:  of  per- 
sonal and  other  exemptions ;  and,  if,  in 
the  e^entof  the  Bill  subjectuig  Europeans 
to  trial  by  Native  magistrates  beooming 
Jaw,  he  will  urge  upon  th«GoverQment 
of  India  the  propriety  of  abolishing  all 
class  distinctions  and  anomalies  ? 

Mb.  J.  K  0B0S3:  Sir,  wom9n  who, 
aceording  to  Native  idoa^  ought  not  to 
ba  seen  ia  public,  are  asenipt  from  per- 
sonal at^earemce  in  tho  Civil  Courts. 
Their  evidence  is  eithor  taken  by  Com- 
mission  or  they  are  brought  into  Court 
and  examined  ia  palanquins.  They  are 
not  exempt  from  arrest  in  execution  of 
civil  process  nor  upon  a  criminal  charge. 
Local  Oovernmente  may,  by  notification 
in  Th9  Gazette,  exempt  from  personal 
appearance  in  the  Civu  Courts  any  man 
whose  rank  they  oousidor  entitles  him  to 
the  privilege.  But  thoee  who  claim  this 
privilege  are  liable  for  the  costs  of  tlw 
Commission  under  which  their  evidence 
is  taken.  In  euminal  matters  men  enjoy 
no  privilege  except  that  those  exempted 
from  personal  appearaoco  in  Civil  Courts 
do  not  serve  as  jurors  or  assessors.  The 
India  Office  is  unable  to  furnish  the 
Eetnm  asked  for;  and,  should  the  Bill 
rafcffted  to  become  law,  Government  has 
no  int«nition  of  making  the  changes 
asked  for  by  the  hon.  Member. 

Me.  MACFAELANE  :  Will  the  hon. 
Gentleman  give  the  return  ? 

Mr.  J.  K.  CROSS:  If  tho  hon.  Mem- 
ber formulates  the  Eeturn  he  wants  I 
shall  be  in  a  better  position  to  anaww 
theQuestioa. 

Sir  John  &.  Mowhray 


AFRICA  (WEST  COAST)— PORTUGAL 
AN3)  THE  OONGK). 

Baron  HENRY  DE  WORMS  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign. 
Affairs,  Whether  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment has  any  informatioa  aboat  an 
expedition,  consisting  of  seven  ships  of 
war,  which  is  being  prepared  by  the 
Portuguese  Government,  and  is  intended 
to  sail  in  the  course  of  this  month,  with 
instructions  to  occupy  the  entire  coast 
from  Ambriz  to  Landaa  Clunc^oxa, 
North  of  the  Congo ;  tmd,  if  so,  wheliher 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will  give  in- 
structions to  tho  Officer  in  command  of 
the  British  Squadron  on  the  West  Ooast 
to  prevent  such  an  occupation  of  land, 
which  has  hitherto  been  neutral,  to  the 
detriment  of  British  trade;  and,  whe- 
ther Her  Majesty's  Government,  before 
concluding  any  Treaty  which  sanctions 
annexation,  by  any  European  Power,  of 
territory  on  or  adjacent  to  the  Congo, 
will  afford  an  opportunity  to  the  House 
of  expressing  its  opinion  on  the  advisa- 
bility of  concluding  such  Treaty  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE: 
Sir,  Her  Majesty's  Minister  at  Idsboa 
was  recently  informed  by  the  PortDgneee 
Minister  for  Foreign  AfTfurs,  in  answer 
to  an  inqni^  made  by  him,  that  no  such 
force  was  being  prepared,  and  ih^ 
while  the  negotiations  with  this  country 
were  pending  no  ships  would  be  de- 
spatched to  the  West  Coast.  As  regards 
the  last  portion  of  the  hon.  Member^s 
Question,  I  hope  to  have  an  opportunity 
of  entering  more  fully  into  the  subject 
upon  the  Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Manchester  (Mr.  Jacob 
Bright). 

Mr.  BOUBKE  asked  the  Under  ,Be- 
crotary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the  Govern- 
ment of  England  has  ioi  many  years 
past  refused  to  acknowledge  the  olaims 
of  I'ortugal  to  the  territory  north  and 
south  of  the  Congo;  whether  Papers 
will  be  produced  showing  what  the  atti- 
tude of  this  Country  has  been,  with  re- 
gard to  this  question,  for  the  past 
seventy  years;  and,  whether  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Foreign  Minister,  Lord  Clar«L* 
don,  wrote  as  follows  to  the  Porto^eae 
Minister  in  London  in  1853  : — 

"  It  is  thercforo  both  manifest  ami  nototiou 
t2ut  the  African  tribee  who  i&baldi  the  oout 
line  claimed  by  Portugal,  botwowi  b"  12'anl 
8*  8.  latitade,  are  in  reality  independent,  and 
flrtt  1^  right  aoquiml  W  Fomgal,  frcm 
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priority  o{  discorory,  at  the  end  of  the  fifteenth 
century,  has  for  a  long  time  been  suffered  to 
lapse,  owing  to  t^e  Portngiiese  Govornment  not 
having  oconpiod  the  Country  so  discovered.  In 
the  presence  of  thcso  facts,  the  undersigned 
mast  repeat  the  declaration  of  Hor  Majesty's 
(>oTomment,  that  the  interests  of  commeroe 
inqmatiTriy  required  it  to  raaintaio  the  right 
of  unrsttriotod  intercourse  with  that  part  of 
tho  coast  of  Western  Africa  extending  between 
fi"  12'  and  the  8th  degree  S.  latitude  ?  " 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZ MAURICE: 
It  is  tbe  fact,  Sir,  tb.at  the  English  Qo- 
Tenuneat  have  not  acknowlod^ed  the 
claims  of  Portugal  to  the  ternto^  in 
question.  The  quotation  from  Lord 
Clarendon's  despatch,  which  waa  laid 
before  Parliament  with' the  Slave  Trade 
GonreffpondeQce  in  1854,  is  subatantiallj 
accurate.  Full  iqformation  as  to  the 
attitude  of  this  country  is  to  be  found 
in  the  annual  series  of  Slave  Trade 
Correspondence  laid  from  time  to  time 
on  the  Table  of  the  House,  and  further 
Papers  will  be  presented  to  FarUament 
in  regard  to  the  present  negotiation. 

Me.  BOUHKE  inquired  whether  the 
Papers  would  oontain  a  recnpitulatiou  of 
Papexa  that  had  already  been  presented, 
showing  the  attitude  of  this  country  ? 

Lom>  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE 
said,  tbe  Papers  would  relate  princLpall.T 
ioUie  present  n^tiations,  but  would, 
no  dottbti  contain  other  matters  also. 

AFRICA  (WEST  COAST)— THE  FRENCH 
EXPEDirrON  TO  TITE  CON0O. 

Mr.  BOURKE  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  AflFaira, 
"Whether  a  Bill  has  been  introduced 
into  the  French  Assembly  providing  M. 
de  Brazza  with  a  considerable  amount 
of  war  material  for  an  expedition  to  the 
Congo ;  and,  whether  he  will  state  the 
condition  of  affairs  upon  this  subject 
and  lay  Papers  upon  the  Table  with  re- 
gard to  it  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURTCE  : 
Sir,  a  Bin  was  brought  into  the  Cham- 
ber of  Deputies  on  the  21st  of  February 
to  confirm  a  Presidential  decree  grant- 
ing for  the  nse  of  the  De  Brazza  expedi- 
tion a  large  quantity  of  arms  in  store  of 
different  models  out  of  use  in  the  Army 
and  Navy.  The  Papers  referring  to  the 
subject  will  be  laid  before  the  House 
with  the  Correspondence. 

BOIPT  («E-ORaANIZATION)-THE 

CADASTRAL  SURVEY. 
Mr.  PASSMOBE  EDWARDS  asked 
the  TXndeir  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 


of  .Paupers.  IfSS 

Affairs,  Whether  he  will  state  the  num- 
ber of  acres  definitely  surveyed  by  the 
Egyptian  Land  Bevenue  Surrey  Depart- 
ment, with  a  staff  of  one  hunidred  and 
eleven  Buropeaa  officers  established  un- 
der Sir  A.  Colvin  in  February  1879,  and 
the  aggregate  expenses  incuned  by  the 
Department,  including  the  salaries  of  the 
officers ;  and,  whether  tite  said  Survey 
Department  was  considered  sucoftssAiI ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Qo- 
vemment  intend  to  recommend  its  re- 
establishment  on  its  former  footing  and 
with  the  same  European  Officers  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE: 
Sir,  the  last  Report  of  the  work  of  the 
Egyptian  Cadastral  Survey  in  the  pos- 
session of  the  Foreign  Office  supplies 
details  to  the  date  of  December  31, 

1881.  At  that  date  the  lands  apper* 
taiuing  to  392  villages  had  been  under 
survey,  and  302,264  feddans  had  been 
completed.  On  the  1st  of  January, 
1682,  it  appears  that  6,223,000  feddans 
remained  to  be  surveyed,  which  it  was 
anticipated  would  be  executed  at  the 
rate  of  600,000  feddans  annually.  A 
sum  of  £70,000,  of  wWeh  £69,000  re- 
presents salaries,  was  taken  for  the  ex- 
penses of  the  Cadastre  in  the  Budget  of 

1882.  From  the  Reports  which  have 
reached  Her  Majesty's  Govemmentfrom 
Egypt,  and  which  will  be  laid  before 
Parliament,  there  is  reason  to  believe 
that  this  Department  of  the  Egyptian 
Government  will  require  thorough  re- 
organizatioD. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)— WORKHOUSES 
IN  BONEGAL. 

Mr.  SHAW  (for  Colonel  Oolthurst) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  he  can 
state  to  the  House  the  amount  of  work- 
house accommodation  nov  available  in 
the  Unions  of  Olenties  andDunfanaghy, 
county  Donenil  P 

Mr.  TREVELTAN  :  There  is  vacant 
accommodation  in  Gleuties  Workhouse 
for  about  230  persons,  and  iti  Don- 
fanaghy  for  about  840 ;  but  the  exact 
number  who  could  be  admitted  would 
depend  upon  ^e  pn^Kfftion  of  each 
class  requiring  relief. 

POOR  LAW  — DEPORTATION  OF 

PAUPERS. 
Mr.  SHAW  (for  Colonel  Colthubst) 
asked  the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  Whether  he  {Mraposes 
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to  introdace  a  meaaure  dealing  with 
Poor  Eemoval  on  the  lines  recommended 
by  the  Oommittee  of  1879;  and,  what 
action  does  he  propose  to  take  with 
reference  to  the  Bill  now  before  the 
House  ? 

Sia  CHARLES  W.  DILKE,  in  reply, 
said,  that  as  regarded  the  first  part  of 
the  Question,  the  Goreniment  fx)iild  not 
undertake,  having  regard  to  the  state  of 
.Public  Business,  to  introduce  a  BiU  this 
Session ;  and  with  regard  to  the  Bill  on 
the  subject  now  before  the  House  he 
thought  the  Government  could  more  ap> 
propriately  state  their  intentions  on  the 
BUbieot  on  the  second  reading  of  that 
BiU? 

'CHEIfiEA  HOSPITAL-THE  DEPAET- 
MENXAL  COMMITTEB, 

OoLOKEL  MILNE  HOUS  asked  tho 
FioBDcial  Secretary  to  the  War  Ol&oe, 
If  the.  Departmental  Committee  ap- 
jmiuted  about  a  year  ago  to  inquire  into 
mattera  connected  with  Chelsea  Hospital 
has  concluded  its  Bepart  \  and  if  the 
Beport  will  be  presented  to  ParUament  P 

Sib  AUTHUE  HAYTEE;  In  reply 
to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Berwick,  I  have  to  say  that 
the  GoQunittee  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  administration  of  the  Eoyal  Hos- 
pitals, -  Chelsea  and  KUmainham,  the 
Eoyal  Militaiy  Asylum,  and  the  Boyal 
Hibernian  Militanr  School,  has  concluded 
its  Beport ;  bttt  we  replies  of  the  Go- 
Teming  Bodies  were  only  received  to- 
vaxds  ue  ok»e  of  last  month.  They  nre^ 
together  with  the  Beport,  before  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War;  and  after  he 
has  coneidered  them,  he  will  probably 
be  enabled  to  lay  the  Beport  on  the 
Table  of  the  House. 

rAKLlAMENT  — TElVlLEaE  ^  INTER- 
FEBfiNGE  OF  A  P££B  IN  ELECTTIONS 
— LOfU)  0ASRIN6T0K. 

Mr.  J.  E.  rOEKE  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  report  in  the  "  Bucks  Free 
Pr©8s"of  the  2nd  of  March,  of  ameeting 
held  at  Wycombe  Abbey,  since  the  writ 
was  moved  for  the  borough  of  High 
Wycombe,  at  whiohLord  Oarrington  was 
present ;  whether  it  is  the  fact,  as  there 
stated,  that 

"  A  meetiiiff  of  notables  was  convened  at 
Wyoombe  Abbey  to  (Ubchbs  tlio  pontioD  of 
afluzB,  and  inritNtkaiB  woe  ecnt  to  the  memben 

Jfr.  ShavB 


of  thepubUo  reprosentative  bodies  of  the  tc«o, 
nundy,  the  Town  Counol  and  School  Boatd, 
to  attend;" 

and,  whether  such  interference  on  the 
part  of  a  Peer  of  the  realm  in  electioneer- 
ing matters  is  in  accordance  with  coq- 
stitutional  usage  or  not  ?  The  hon.  Kam* 
ber  said  that,  some  additional  facta  hav- 
ing been  brought  to  his  attention  since 
he  had  put  the  foregoing  Questions  oa 
the  Notice  Paper,  he  had  taken  the 
liberty  of  giving  the  Attorney  General 
private  Notice  of  the  foUowiDg  Qaes- 
tions: — 

"  Whether,  on  Tu«day,  the  27th  Febmiy, 
a  placard  appeared  announcing  that  Colonel 
Carington  1^  refipiad ;  whether,  at  11  o'clock 
on  the  monung  of  that  day,  a  meeting— not  i 
genotd  meeting-^mB  beld  at  Wycombe  Abfa^, 
the  residence  of  Lord  Camngton,  of  certain 
electors  ;  whether  Lord  Carriaeton  was  preacnt 
and  introduced  the  sabject  o<  the  retdgnstioa  <d 
Colonel  Carington;  whether,  after  eoms  •on- 
versation,  libid  OamBgton  ytttdnoed  a  lattir 
from  his  pockt^  vhi(£  he  nid  stated  tli*t 
Colonel  Gerard  Smith  was  willing  to  become  i 
candidate  for  the  i-acancy ;  whether  it  was  pro- 

Cd  and  seconded  that  that  Gentleman  ghoald 
me  a  candidate ;  whether  his  addnas  sp- 
peared  next  morning ;  whether  Lord  Ctrnofioa 
was  not  Captain  of  the  Corps  of  Oentiemen-et- 
Arma ;  And  whether  it  was  a  fact  that  Colonel 
Gerard  Hmith  was  lately  gazetted  to  the  oOes 
of  Groom  of  the  Chamber  to  Her  Mawi^,  n 
ofiKce  which  he  would  have  to  iwiga  ii  he  mn 
not  ntomed  for  High  Wycombe ; 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Hbkbt  Jakbs)  :  Sir,  it  is  impossible  for 
me  to  define  with  any  legal  accuracy  the 
extent  to  which  a  Peer  may  coostitQ- 
tion^ly  interfere  in  the  election  of  Mem- 
bers of  this  House.  I  hare  heard  ramoan 
of  Peers  on  both  sides  subaoribing  laige 
sums  of  money  to  support  different  can- 
didates, and  of  their  being  present  at 
meetings  when  candidates  have  beea 
selected ;  and  I  presume  that  those  Feeti 
have  satisfied  themselves  Uiat  they  were 
acting  with  propriety  and  oonstitutioQall; 
in  so  doing.  But,  Sir,  in  rolatitm  to 
the  oiroamstanoas  mentioaed  in  my  hon. 
Friend's  Queetion,  as  it  appears  on 
Paper~-for  his  Airther  Question  only 
reached  me  some  five  minutes  ago— Xfl*B 
safely  say  that  if  it  should  appear  that 
Lord  Carrington,  not  after,  but  before  the 
issuing  of  the  Writ,  found  th^  a  profooad 
and  sincere  regret  was  entertained  by 
almost  every  elector  of  High  Wycombe  at 
the  prospect  of  losing  the  ParliameiitvT 
services  of  Colonel  Carington,  and  it 
under  those  circumstances,  Lord  Gv* 
rington  thought  it  was  his  du^to  affon 
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them  as  mucK  consolation  ajs  he  could  by 
explaining  to  them  the  Teasons  which 
had  induced  Oolonel  Carington  to  un- 
dertake the  duties  of  the  office  of  the 
Steward  of  the  Manor  of  Northstead — 
and  if,  having  done  so,  Lord  Carrington 
deprecated  any  resolution  being  taken  as 
to  any  future  candidate,  I  am  sure  that 
the  House  generaTIr,  and  even  mj  hon. 
Priend,  will  feel  that  the  noble.  Lord 
acted,  not  only  within  his  Constitutional 
rights,  but  also  gave  another  and  valu- 
able proof  of  the  sympathetic  feeling 
existing  between  him  and  the  vast  ma- 
joritjr  of  the  electors  of  High  Wycombe. 

EXCISE-BRtWIKO  UCENCES. 

Mr.  BIDDELL  asked  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  "Whether  he  will 
inform,  the  House  how  many  brewing 
lieenoee  wwe  last  year  taken  oat  by  per- 
sons to  brew  who  paid  no  beer  Duty ;  and, 
whether  he  will  in  future  give  the  addi- 
tional information  in  the  Heturn  an- 
nually made  respecting  brewers  ? 

TkbOHANCELLOK  01  tub  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childers)  :  Sir,  the  num- 
ber of  brewing  licences  taken  out  last 
year  by  private  brewers. not  liable  to. 
beerduW  was  91,867.  If  thehon>  Mem- 
ber f(Hr  Bart  Surrey  (Mr.  Watney),  who 
moves  annually  what  is  known  as  "The 
Brewer's  Betnrn,"  will  include  in  his 
Motion  this  informatioQ^  the  figures  ahatl 
be  added  to  the  Setura. 

INLAKD  BEVENUE-^}iiNGLI3H  AKD 
SOOTGH  INOOMK  TAX. 

Mb.  BIDDELL  asked  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  llie  ^chequer,  Whether  he  was  aware 
that  a  Suffolk  ftirmer,  who  paid  a  rent 
of  £500  s  year  for  a  farm,  subject  to  a 
tkhe  of  £120  and  rates  of  £50  a  year, 
would  pay  an  income  tax  of  £7  6j».  llrf. 
while  a  Midlothian  farmer,  holding  a 
farm  of  like  value,  and  subject  to  similar 
outgoings,  would  pay  but  £6  6g.  8rf. ; 
and,  whether  he  will  remedy  the  in- 
equality of  the  former  thus  paying 
fifteen  per  cent,  more  than  the  Scotch 
farmer  by  reducing  the  tax  upon  the 
English  farmer? 

TheOHANOELLOE  of  the  EXOHE- 
QtJEQB  (Mr.  Childers)  :  Sir,  in  reply  to 
the  hon.  Member,  I  have  to  inform  him 
that  the  oftlcnlation  contained  in  his 
Qtteation  is  substantially  correct.  Ever 
nnee  the  re-impositloii  of  the  Income 
Tax  in  18411  it  has  been  t1i4  theory  that 
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in  England  a  farmer's  profits  may  ba 
reckoned  at  one-half  the  assessed  value 
of  his  farm,  and  in  Scotland  at  one-third. 
But  a  farmer  who  does  not  realize  the 
profits  assessed  may,  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  law,  appeal  to  the  district 
Commissioners  of  Income  Tax,  and,  on 
proof  to  their  satisfaction  of  loss,  he  can 
obtain  repayment. 

PRISONS     (TRELAND)  —  MULLIKGAR 
GAOL-POLLUnON  OF  THE  BROSNA. 

Mb.  T.  D.  StJLUVAN  asked  the 
Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lo^  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland^  Waether  he  will  cause  ar* 
rangemento  to  be  made  by  the  proper* 
authorities  in  Ireland  to  prevent  the 
continued  pollution  of  the  Brosna  Bivar 
by  the  sewage  of  MuUingar  Gaol  ? 

Mr.  TREVELTAN:  It  ' is  not  the 
case,  Sir,  that  the  pollution  of  the 
Brosna  river  is  carfsed  solely  or  prlnct- 
paUy  by  tSie  eewage  of  MuUingar  Prfdon  . 
I  am  Informed  tiiat  the  whole  of  -the 
town'  sewage  is  discharged  into  the 
river,  and  that  the  iewn  sewers  enter  it 
at  a  point  above  the  dijschai^  of  t2ie 
pti^  sewer.  The  Prisons  Board  are 
taxf^  anxioQS  to  make  a  better  arrange- 
ment, but  are  tmable  at  premit  to  do 
Bo ;  but  whenever  tite  town  sewerage  is 
completod,  the  Board  will  imme^ately 
take  steps  to  oonueot  the  prison  sewers 
with  it. 

KATY^THE  BOYAL  UA1UKE6. 

Mb.  DIXON-HAETLAND  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  Whether  ho 
would  have  any  objection  to  state  why  it 
did  not  appear  necessary  or  desirable 
that  a  general  officer  of  the  Eoyal 
Marines  should  have  a  ^eat  on  the 
Board  of  Admiralty? 

Me.  CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN: 
Sir,  it  is  not  usual  in  reply  to  a  Quee- 
tion  to  enter  upon  matter  of  argument. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Stock- 
port  (Mr.  Hopwood)  has  Notice 
of  a  Motion  on  this  subject  on  going 
into  Supply  on  Narjr  Estimates,  and  I 
shall  be  prepared  than  to  explain  the 
views  of  the  Admir^ky  upon  it. 

SPAIN— INTEENATIONAL  I4AW— SUK- 
B£NI>ER  OF  OTTfiAN  BSFD€»EES. 

Sib  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  Under  Seoretajy  of  State  for  the 
ColonioBf  Whethw  he  wiU  lay  upon  the 
Table  the   application  made  by  tho 
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Spanish  Ooneul  in  the  Bahamas  for  the 
surrender  of  refugees  from  Cuba,  to- 
gether with  the  answer  of  the  Qarern- 
ment  of  that  Oolony ;  and  any  Oorre- 
spondence  on  the  subject  between  the 
Gfovemor  of  Bahama  and  the  Colonial 
Office? 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY:  Sir,  the 
only  Correspondence  between  the  Colo- 
nial Office  and  the  Governor  of  Bahama 
is  a  short,  formal  despatch  from  Lord 
Granville  approving  bis  action  in  re- 
fusing to  arrest  the  Cuban  refugees. 
The  only  objection  to  giving  these  Papers 
about  a  matter  so  long  past  is  the  ex- 
pense the  printing  wotdd  involre.  But 
if  the  hon.  Member  presses  fbr  them, 
he  shall  have  them. 

METROPOLITAN  IMPROVEMSNTS— 
OLD  T£UPLE  BAB. 

Ub.  E.  8TANH0FB  ftsked  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Works,  If  he  can  in- 
form the  House  vhat  has  become  of  the 
stones  formerly  composing  Temple  Bar ; 
and,  whether  anything  has  been  settled 
as  to  their  ultimate  destination  7 

Mi^.  SHAWLEFEVRB:  I  am  im- 
formed  by  the  Cily  Architect  that  the 
stones  of  Temple  Bar  have  been  care- 
fully preserved,  and  will  be  re-erected ; 
but  as  yet  no  suitable  site  has  been 
found. 

POOE  LAW  (IRELAND)-THE 
LOUOHREA  BOARD  OF  GUARDIANS. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Lraland,  .If  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  proceedings  of  the  Lough- 
rea  Board  of  Guardians,  reported  in  the 
"  Tuam  News  "  of  Pebruaty  23rd  ;  whe- 
ther complaints  and  counter- complaints 
were  made  by  the  doctor  and  master  of 
the  Workhouse  agniost  each  other ;  whe- 
ther his  attentionnaB  been  called  to  the 
following  passage  in  the  report  by  the 
doctor: — 

"Thue  is  gaite  enough  to  shock  every  raem- 
Irar  of  the  Board.  Such  a  state  of  things  is 
most  (langeTons  to  the  public  safety,  and  the  cum 
of  Michael  Forde  {the  man  who  was  said  to  have 
died  ol  starralion)  ghres  a  atroag  example,  be- 
oauae  the  maater's  neglecting  or  refusing  to 
supply  on  my  very  strong  requiffltion  a  male  at- 
tendant in  ail  liklihood  helped  the  man's  death 
by  exposure,  as  I  beliove  all  went  to  bed  and 
that  the  num  died  during  the  nigkt,  as  nooo 
ceuld.  toll  zne  wh«a  he  diad; " 

irhetifem-,  being  eonmined  by  the  Bofiid) 

Sir  H.  VrumMoni  Wolf 


the  doctor  made  ^e  following  amAo; 

other  statements : — 

"  A  man  has  not  got  a  dose  of  mediobe  u 
ordered  by  me  not  even  three  day*  after  I  gtn 

the  order. 

"  The  nuzses  will  not  do  anything  ordered  bjr 
me.  The  poor  people  are  anxioaa  to  obey  only 
they  are  afraid  ;  they  stated  the  master  ordncd 
them  not  to  obey  me." 

And,  again  referring  to  tSie  case  of 

Forde  :— 

"  The  man  was  mad  and  he  wanted  an  attend- 
ant. What's  the  reason  he  did  not  get  amt 
I  believe  that  man  pcrMied  (seiMatiov}.  I  be- 
lieve, too,  DO  one  minded  kim  that  night : " 

vrhether  the  following  oonvemation  took 

Elace  between  the  chairman  and  the 
ead  nurse 

"  Chairman  (to  head  nnrse)— Why  didn't  ytn 
give  medicine  to  thepotiMit  f 

'*  Head  Norse— What  can  I  do  ;  the  DstM 
wn't  do  anything  for  ne ;  won't  stop  iq>  it 
night  attending  dying  patients  ; " 

whether  the  master,  on  the  other  barni, 
charged  the  doctor  with  incompet«Dc« 
and  neglect  of  duty ;  and,  whether  seven 
distress  exists  in  the  locality  in  which  this 
TTnion  is  situate,  and  how  many  applict- 
tioas  for  admission  to  the  Workhouse 
there  have  been  nnce  the  publication  of 
these  statements  f 

Mr.  TBEVELTAN:  Sir,  my  atten- 
tion has  been  cftlled  to  this  mattn. 
Charges  and  eonnter^arges  hare  ban 
made  by  Uie  medioal  ofltear  uid  mbMt 
of  tiie  Lovghrea  Workhouse  ag«is4 
each  other,  and  the  Local  GhivecuaeDt 
Board  have  felt  it  necessary  to  iastrnti 
one  of  their  Inspect(»s  to  hold  an  inquirj 
on  oath.  I  oaonot  say  whether  the  pas- 
sage quoted  from  the  doctor's  report  is 
accurately  quoted,  aa  the  original  Be- 
port  furnished  to  the  Local  Govemfflflst 
Board  is  now  with  the  Inspector  »* 
Loughrea,  who  is  to  hold  his  iaqtarj 
on  this  day.  But  as  the  whole  matter 
is  now  the  subject  of  a.  sworn  investigt- 
tion,  this  is  of  comparatively  little  in* 
portance.  It  has  been  represented  that 
exceptional  distrees  exists  in  the  Vmon, 
and  the  Local  Gh)Temment  Board  are 
now  in  communication  with  the  Gnu* 
diana  respecting  the  appointment  of  tA- 
ditional  relieving  officers.  There  kave 
bean  54  applications  for  admissioa  ta 
Loughrea  Workhouse  since  &e  28id  of 
February. 

LAW  AND  POLICE  (IBELAHI^ 
TEEBNOK  OSBALISH. 
Kb.  T.  p.  0*0029X0%  aabd 
Ohief  SetreUry  to  th«  Usxd  liwtsiiiit 
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of  Zraland,  If  his  attentioa  has  b^en 
called  to  the  dismissal  by  the  magis- 
trates of  Galway,  and  the  withdrawal 
by  the  police^  of  the  case  of  Patnck 
Delaney  against  Terence  Qrealish ;  whe- 
ther Grealish  attacked  Delaney,  vhile 
engaged  in  a  strugglo  with  GreaKsh's 
father,  with  the  sharp  edge  of  a 
hatchet;  whether  Delaney' s  life  was 
pronounced  by  Dr.  Eice  to  be  for  some 
time  in  danger,  and  whether  Grealish 
was  in  conseqaeoce  detained  for  BOme 
time  in  custody  ;  and,  if  the  Crown  will 
order  an  inTesti^atioa  and  renewed 
action  i  by  the.  pohee  ia  a  case  of  Uua 
graTitjr.£\ 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  Sir,  my  atten- 
tion hae  been  called  to  this  matter.  The 
oireamBtancea  mentioned  appear  to  have 
been  part  of  the  case  laid  before  the 
lAa^stoates,  who,  I  presume,  disposed 
of  it  apcording  to  their  view  of  the  evi- 
dence. My  rigpt  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  informs 
me  that  there  is  no  objection  to  the  in- 
formation being  examined  by  the  Law 
Officer^  which,  I  believe  will  be  done. 

PAKLTAlIENTARY  ELECTIONS— THE 
MID  CHESHIEJ5  ELECTION. 

Ma.  BROADHUKST  aaked  Mr.  Ai- 
torney  Ge&CTiJ,  WheUier  his  attention 
has  bean  oaUed  to  the  issue  of  flie  follow- 
ing mnmlar  to  the  electors  of  Mid 
Oheahire : — ' 

"Mid-Chesliir*  Election  IOT8. 

Central  Committee  Rooms, 
Kniltafofd,  I'eb.  27th,  1883. 

Sir,— I  beg  to  enclose  a  copy  of  the  Addre§s 
of  -Hie  Hob.  Alan  Do  Tatton  Egerton,  the 
OouervatiTe  Cfiodidftte,  at  ttie  apimiachiDg 
Blectioa  for  this  Diviwon,  and  to  solicit  oa  his 
behalf  your'  Vote  and  Bupi>oTt 

Hay  I  adE  the  favoor  of  your  returning  tho 
annexed  paper  by  post,  stating  whether  or  not 
the  HoQ.  Alan  Da  Tatton  Egerton  may  calenlate 
<myouf  Biqiport. 

I  am,  Sir, 

Your  faitiifnl  mrant, 

lABce  Bentlaj', 

The  Hon.  Alan  De  Tatton  Egerton's 

Cenlaral  Agent. 
Yon  Toto  at  Holmoa  Chspel." 

whether  he  is  aware  that  on  tho  day 
following  the  issue  of  this  circular,  or 
within  a  very  short  time  after  receipt,  it 
is  the  custom  for  the  lwdl(»d'B  agente  or 
bailifis  to  go  (o  the  farmers  and  a^  if 
la»«  fiBed''  vp  and  retuiined  fhe 
ftrauj'Omobtttiningra  lepi^in  Amngo- 
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tive  they  iavarlably  aak  for  the  form  and 
fiU  it  up  at  the  time,  and  ask  for  the 
f  armer*a  signature  to  it,  which  of  course 
for  obvious  reasons  they  are  not  in  a 
position  to  refuse;  and,  whetiber  this 
mode  of  putting  pressure  on  electors  is 
legal ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  make 
it  illegal  under  the  Corrupt  I^actices 
Bill? 

Mb.  guy  DAAVNAT  said,  that  as 
a  similar  Uuestion  to  that  of  tho  learned 
Member  for  Stoke  stood  ujpon  tlio  ra])er 
in  his  name,  he  should  like  to  a^k  the 
Attorney  General,  Whether  he  was  aware 
that  before  the  circular  in  question 
issued,  by  the  Conservative  candidate 
was  in  the  hands  of  the  electors,  a  s^^^j 
what  similar,  but  rather  less  ^4^^>u^ 
circular  was  received  from  the  loDiAur 
candidate ;  and  whether  he  was  aware 
that,  so  far  as  the  Conservative  candi- 
date or  his  agents  knew,  th«re  was 
not  the  dightmt  ahadow  of  foundation 
foB  the  assertion  oontqoned  in  the  second 
part  of  the  Question  of  the  hov.  Member 
for  Stoke  (Mr.  Broadhurst)  ? 

Lord  CI*AUD  HAMILTON  said,  he 
also  begged  to  ask  the  opinion  of  the 
Attorney  General  with  respect  to  an 
electioneering  circular  whieh  he  (Lord 
Claud  Hamilton)  received  a}>out  two 
months  ago,  and  which  was  largely  dis- 
tributed in  the  constituency  of  which  he. 
was  an  elector.  The  circular  was  as. 
follows  :— 

"  76,  Sloane  Street, 

Kew  Year's  Day,  1«83. 

Dear  Sir,— May  I  have  tiie  hononr  of  adding 
yoor  name  to  tiie  list  of  my  Committee  at  the 
present  election. — Believe  me,  yours  truly, 

Chas,  "W.  Dilub." 

Accompanying  this  was  a  paid  post-card 
addressed  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  and 
on  the  back  was  the  number  of  the  eleo* 
tor,  18,063,  and  the  name  C.  J.  Hamil- 
ton (Lord),  M.P. 

Thb  ATTOENET  GENEEAIi  (Sir 
HzNBT  Jaues)  :  Sir,  I  need  not  inform 
the  House  I  knew  nothing  of  the  circum- 
stances of  this  matter  until  the  Question 
appeared  on  the  Paper,  I  found  upon 
inquiry  that  upon  the  27th  of  February 
the  circular  mentioned  in  the  Question 
of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Stoke 
(Mr.  Broadhurst)  was  issued  to  all  the 
electors  of  the  division  of  Uid  Cheshire. 
It  is  also  accurate  that  on  the  28th  a 
fflfcolar  was  issued  on  the  part  of  the 
Liberal  candidate,  but  I  am  informed  it- 
WES  only  sent  to  oatrotera.   In  vanrvc- 
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to  tho  second  part  of  the  Queetioni  I 
think  it  right  to  state  that  I  hare  re- 
ceived assurances  on  which  I  think  I  can 
rely  firom  Mr.  i^^erioa  in  relation  to  the 
estates  over  which  he  has  most  influ- 
ence that  no  agent  of  his  has  endearoured 
to  obtain  from  any  voter  information 
as  to  how  he  would  vote.  Dealing  with 
the  question  as  not  affecting  any  par- 
ticular Party,  I  believe  there  will  be  a 
general  feeling  that  if  the  circulars  were 
issued  with  the  object  of  obtaining  know- 
ledge how  a  voter  intended  to  vote,  and 
if  influence  is  used  to  make  him  sign  that 
circular  and  so  make  him  state  how  he 
will  vote,  I  think  that,  while  it  may  be 
doubtful  whether  it  is  undue  influence, 
it  is  at  all  events  against  the  spirit  of  the 
Ballot  Act,  because  it  compels  a  man  to 
state  openly  bow  he  is  going  to  vote  in- 
stead of  making  him  record  his  vote 
secretly.  When  the  Corrupt  Practices 
Bill  was  before  Parliament  fast  year  my 
faon.  !Friend  the  Member  forFromo  (Mr. 
H.  B.  Samttelson)  placed  an  Amend- 
ment on  the  Paper  which  raises  the  ques- 
tion, and  although  there  is  great  diffi- 
culty in  practical  legislation  in  defining 
the  difference  between  a  general  circular 
and  a  particular  request  to  an  individual, 
I  am  sure  the  House  will  give  the 
Amendment  foil  consideration.  With 
regard  to  the  Question  of  the  noble  Lord, 
if  he  win  kindly  inform  me  how  he 
answered  the  circnlar  I  shall  probably 
be  able  to  give  a  better  opinion  as  to  tho 
nature  of  the  transaction. 

LoBD  OLAUD  HAMILaX)N :  I  beg 
to  state,  in  answer  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  that  I  deposited  it  in  the 
family  mnaeum  as  a  curiosity. 

Mb.  BBOADHUBST  said,  he  vonld 
accommodate  the  Attorney  General  with 
both  the  circulars,  and  he  would  then 
see  a  distinct  difference  between  tho 
two,  more  especially  as  one  was  sent  to 
out-voters  only. 

LoED  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
asked  the  Attorney  General  to  explain 
the  difference  between  having  apersonal 
interview  with  an  elector  and  asking 
him  to  vote  in  a  certain  way,  and  send- 
ing a  circular  through  the  post,  which 
contained  the  same  request  in  writing. 
What  was  the  difference  which  made 
the  one  illegal  and  the  other  legal  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henst  Jaueb)  :  Sir,  I  think  the  House 
will  agree  with  me  that  it  is  a  very  inoon- 
venient  course  to  discuss  by  question 

T/10  Alhrney  Otn^el 


and  answer  that  which  would  have  heem 
far  more  effectually  considered  when 
we  deal  with  the  matter  as  one  of  legis- 
lation. In  this  instance  the  case  put  U» 
me  is  that  of  an  agent  or  a  landlord 
asking  a  tenant  whether  he  will  or  will 
not  give  a  written  promise  to  vote  in  a 
particular  way,  the  tenant  knowing  that 
if  he  refuses  ho  will  probably  be  vleite4 
with  tho  consequences  of  such  refusal. 
That  is  different  from  asking  an  electa* 
for  his  vote. 

LoED  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
asked  what  was  the  Attorney  GeneraTs 
authority  for  saying  that  Sir.  Lance 
BentlOT  was  an  agent  of  a  landl<»d,  or 
that  m.  De  Tatton  Egerton  waa  » land- 
lord? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henbt  Jahes)  :  I  said  nothing  of  die 
kind.  I  said  the  Question  put  to  me 
involved  that  proposition,  and  if  the 
noble  Lord  will  read  it  he  will  see  it 
does. 

SPAIN— THE  Sl^IAMSHIP  "TANGTEft." 

Bs.  OAMBRON  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  5t  is  true  that  in  tho  end  of 
November  or  beginning  of  December 
last  the  British  steamer  "Tangier" 
had  several  volleys  of  shot  dischai^ed 
at  her,  to  the  imminent  danger  of  bar 
crew,  by  armed  boats  cpmmauded  by 
Spanish  offleialg  at  Carthagona,  fbr  an 
alleged  trifling  breach  of  port  regula- 
tions at  that  port ;  and,  whether  be  has 
any  objection  to  lay  before  Parliament 
any  Ccnrespondence  relating  to  the  sub* 
ject  between  Her  Majesty's  Qtrrern- 
ment  and  the  Government  of  Spain? 

LoBD  EDMOND  FITZMAUIEICB: 
Sir,  I  regret  to  say  that  the  stateinemt 
to  which  my  hon.  Friend  refers  is  oor- 
rect.  The  occurrence  took  place  at  the 
end  of  November  last,  and  has  been  the 
subject  of  a  lengthy  Correspondence. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  strong 
protested  against  the  course  pursued  by 
the  Spanish  officials  of  Carthagena  aa 
being  contrary  to  intemational  usage. 
There  will  be  no  objection  to  lay  flio 
Correspondence  before  Parliament,  and 
Earl  Granville  has  given  the  neoeesiay 
instructions, 

SPAIN— INTERNATIONAL  LAW— THE 

"  LEON  mi." 
Db.  OAMEBON  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Afflui^ 
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Mr.  chamberlain,  in  reply,  said, 
the  practice  with  regard  to  previous 
Consolidation  Bills  had  been  somewhat 
various;  but  he  had  been  anxious  to 
meet  the  wishes  of  the  right  hon.  Qen* 
tleman,  and  he  had  therefore  laid  on 
the  Table  a  Memorandum  containing 
generally  the  changes  in  the  existing 
Law  of  Bankruptcy  effected  by  the  new 
Bankruptcy  Bill ;  and  he  had  also  given 
instructions  to  the  printers,  and  hoped 
that  this  Memorandum  would  be  circu- 
lated among  Members  to-morrow  morn- 
ing. He  hadalso  made  arrangements  that 
when  the  Patents  Bill  was  circulated  it 
should  be  accompanied  by  a  similar 
Memorandum. 

ARMT  (THE  ATTXILIARYPOHCES)- 
lEISH  VOLUNTEERS. 

OoLOSEL  KINQ-HAHMAN  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  "War,  "Whether  it 
it  is  true  thai  orders  have  been  given  to 
the  Officer  Commandin^f  the  Mint  and 
Gwnarvon  Yolunteera  not  to  enrol  in 
bis  regiment  Irish  ^entiemen  who  desire 
to  serve  Her  Majesty  as  Volunteera; 
whether  there  ie  anything  In  the  Volun- 
teer Act,  or  in  any  other  Act  of  Parlia- 
meut,  or  in  any  regulations  issued  from 
the  War  Office,  which  prohibits  loyal 
Irishmen,  who  are  willing  to  take  the 
Oath  of  Allegiance,  and  who  are  anxious 
to  serve  Her  Majesty,  from  enrolling 
themselves  in  a  Volunteer  Segiment  in 
England,  Scotland,  or  "Wales;  whether 
it  is  the  intention  of  the  War  Office  to 
order  the  discharge  from  the  Volunteer 
Service  those  Iri^men  who  have,  from 
time  to  time,  been  enrolled  in  its  ranks ; 
and,  if  such  a  stm  is  not  contemplated, 
on  which  princiiue  of  selection  the  ser- 
Tices  of  some  loyid  Irishmen  are  refused 
while  others  are  accepted  ? 

Ths  HASunsss  of  HABTINOTON: 
Sir,  there  is  no  Act  or  Regulation  pro- 
hibiting the  enrolment  of  Irishmen  in 
any  British  Volunteer  Corps;  but,  on 
the  other  hand,  it  is  optional  with  the 
Crown  to  accept  or  retain  the  services  of 
any  person  tendering  himself  as  a  Volun- 
teer. There  is  no  present  intention  of 
discharging  Irishmen  who  have  joined 
the  Volunteers.  Indeed,,  there  is  no  di»- 
tinction  as  to  nationality  among  members 
of  Volunteer  Corps.  The  officer  referred 
to  ha*  been  instructed  not  to  enrol  Iiiab- 
Volunteers  unless  th^  be  domiciled  in 
Great  Britain.  The  case  was  a  peculiar 
one.   A  number  of  members  of  an  Irish 
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Whether  be  can  yet  lay  before  Parlia- 
ment Papers  relative  to  the  abduction 
on  board  the  "  Leon  XIII."  of  three 
English  engineers  from  British  jurisdic- 
tion in  Singapore,  with  the  concurrence 
of  the  Spanish  Naval  and  Consular 
authorities  in  March  last  ? 

tosD  EDMOND  FrrZMAtJEIOEr 
fiir.  Her  Majesty's  Government  have  no 
objection  to  lay  on  the  Table  the 
Papers  relating  to  the  ease  of  the  three 
English  ,  engineers  of  the  t$on  XIII., 
and  liord  Granville  has  already  given 
the  necessary  instructions. 

EaYJPr— AIU.BI  PASHA -COKDITION^S 
OF  DETENTION  AT  CEYLON. 

SiE  H.  DBUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affair^,  If  he  can  state  whether  the 
undertaking  signed  by  Arabi  Pasha  and 
his  companions  not  to  leave  their  place 
of  exile  nas  hitherto  been  in  the  custody 
oi  Lord  Buffmn  or  of  tbe  Khedive^ 
Government ;  and,  whether  the  t^  of 
that  document  can  be  laid  upon 
Table? 

Loan  BDMOND  FITZMATOIGE: 
Sir,  tlxe  document  referred  to  is  in  the 
'      archives  of  the  Foreign  Offioe,  and  at- 
[      tested  copies  have  been  distributed  by 
:      Lord  Ducferin  as  follows:— One  in  the 
archives  of  the  British  Agency  at  Cairo, 
one  ia  those  of  Her  Majesty's  Fmbas^ 
at  Cooatantiaople,  and  another  handed 
over  to  the  Egyptian  Government.  The 
text  of  ihe  document  wiU  appear  in  the 
Papers  now  in  course  of  preparation  for 
Farli^ent. 

Mr.  LABOHCEEEE  aeked  the  noble 
Lord  if  he  would  also  obtain  from  Lord 
Dufferin  a  statement  of  what  the  ar- 
rangements were,  which  were  not  con- 
tained, in  the.signed.  documents,  and  lay 
them  on  the  Table  ? 

LoEo  EDMONB  FITZMAHRIOE 
said,  that  he  would  do  so. 

THE  BANKRUPTCY  BILL  —  MKMO- 
EANDUJI  OF  AMENDMENTS. 

Mb,  W.  H.  SMITH  asked  the  Preai- 
dent  of  the  Board  of  Trade.  If,  seeing 
that  ibe  Baakruptqv  Bill  ia  a  Bill  to- 
amend  and  consolidate  the  Law  of  Bank- 
ruptcy, he  will  lay  upon  the  Table,  as 
on  former  oocasions  when  CoBsolidatien 
Bills  have  been  tDtrodmied  by  the  Go- 
vemment*  a  Memoraadom  setting  out 
tbe  am«ndmenta  of  the  law  as  distia- 
^ttiBhea  from  re-enactments  ? 
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xiile  club,  wishing  to  be  drilled,  and  un- 
able to  be  drilled  in  Ireland,  proposed  to 
joinaWelBhTolunteerCorpsior  thepur- 
pose  of  obtaining  instruction,  but  with 
tho  obvious  intention  of  returning  to 
their  Irish  domiciles  when  they  had  ob- 
tained that  instruction.  The  intention 
of  the  KegulatioDs  is  that  Volunteers 
should  be  enrolled  in  corps  near  the 
head-quarters  of  which  they  reside,  so 
that  they  can  be  drilled  with  and  ia  an 
emergency  be  called  out  with  the  corps. 
These  conditions  are  obviously  not  com- 
patible with  the  enrolment  of  Volunteers 
resident  a  considerable  distance  from  the 
bead-quarters  of  the  corps.  It  has  de- 
liberately been  decided  not  to  sanction 
the  formation  of  Volunteer  Corps  in  Ire- 
land; and  the  proceeding  ia  question, 
however  well-intended,  appeared  to  be 
an  erasion  of  the  law  which,  if  per- 
nutted  in  one  case  could  not  hare  been 
prevented  in  others  under  very  different 
drcumstances. 

Me.  AUTHTJR  O'COimOR  inquired 
if  the  Capitation  Qrant  would  be  allowed 
to  any  of  the  men  who  had  already  en- 
listed under  the  circumstances  mentioned  ? 

The  MiBauEss  oy  HARTINGTON 
said,  be  believed  the  application  was 
made  in  perfectly  good  faith,  and  the 
officer  had  been  instructed  not  to  dis- 
miss any  men  who  had  already  enlisted. 
If  any  of  those  earned  the  Capitation 
OranC  it  would  be  paid. 

BCOtLAlTD-DIfiTTTBBAKCES  AT 
FRASBBBUBOH. 

Sir  GEOEGBOAMPBKIjL  asked  the 
I.iord  Advooate,  Whether  he  has  any  ia- 
foruation  regarding  a  reported  disturb- 
ance at  Fraserburgh  in  connection  with 
thepeculiai  tenure  there  under  which  the 
villagers  are  said  to  be  tenants  at  will 
who  erect  their  own  houses,  and  are 
liable  to  be  dispossessed  of  them  at  the 
I^eaeure  of  the  landlord ;  and,  if  he  can 
say  whether  the  proposed  inquiry  into 
the  position  of  the  Crofters  of  tiie  North 
and  West  of  Scotland  will  include  Aber- 
deeaahire  aqd  the  Cro^rs  there  as  well 
as  amaU  farmen  owning  the  improre- 
ments  under  the  old  inventory  system, 
and  snch  peculiar  tenures  aa  that  which 
prevails  at  Fraeerburgb  ? 

Thb  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
BALPoua):  It  is  the  faot  that  three  or 
four  men  recently  pleaded  guilty  to  a 
•hai^e  of  briaach  of  the  peace  which  oc- 
Qurred  on  the  occasion  of  the  execution 

Th$  Marquess  nf  Harlington 


of  a  warrant  of  ejectment  at  InveraAloe^, 
near  Fraserbnrgh.  But  I  have  bo  ih- 
formation  aa  to  there  being  any  paodfi- 
arity  in  the  tenure  existing  there.  The 
inquiiy  will  extend  to  the  crollnt 
in  the  North  and  "West  of  Scot- 
land generally ;  but,  as  I  understaad,  the 
part  of  tiie  Question  wbic^  rslatas  to 
smaU  farmers,  is  directed  to  a  class  of 
tenants  who  have  made  distinct  contiacU 
with  respect  to  improvements^  baioffs 
different  dass  from  those  geoeru^ 
known  as  crofters,  and  it  ia  not  intended 
that  the  inquiry  should  extend  to  null 
fanners. 

SOUTH  AFRtOA^TOE  TBRBITOIUAI. 
AUTHORTrr  OP  THB  OAPB 
GOVERNMENT. 

Sir  UEOBQE  CAMPBELL  asked  fts 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies* If  he  can  explain  what  is  tfae 
exact  limit  of  the  territorial  anthorily  of 
the  Cape  Oovemment  in  the  direction 
of  Fondoland  T 

Me.  EVELYN  ASHLEY:  Sir,  tfcs 
territorial  autborij^  of  the  Cape  Qoren- 
ment  extends  all  along  the  Westero 
Frontier  of  Pondoland,  and  they  claim 
a  protectorate  over  a  tribe  located  iii 
the  North -Western  corner  of  Pondoland 
— namely,  the  Amaxesibes,  although  llio 
land  which  this  tribe  occupies  hasneTer 
been  formally  annexed  to  the  Cape  ten?- 
tory.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman  wants  ia- 
formation  on  the  subject,  Iwoulfl  refcr 
him  to  page  89  of  the  Blue  Botdc  of 
Marcli,  1882.  The  country  on  the  South 
FroDtier  of  Pondoland  is  under  the  Int- 
perial  Higb  Commissioner ;  but  it  has 
not  yet  been  formally  annexed*  to  tts 
Cape. 

IRELAND— EEPOET  OF  THE  PIJBUC 
WORKS  COMMISSIONERS. 

Me.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasuiy,  If 
he  will  cause  the  Keport  of  tbe  PubHc 
Works  Commissioners  of  Ireland  to  be 
presented  this  year  by  the  25th  M&nB, 
the  date  prescribed  by  Act  of  "Ptethi- 
ment? 

Ma.  COUETNET:  Sir,  the  Aetrf 
1825,  to  which  thebon.  Member  appears 
to  refer,  has  been  repealed.  Wben  tbe 
date  of  presentation  was  put  at  Jaij 
Day,  the  year  reported  on  ended  St 
Christmas.  Now  the  finaninal  Tear  n 
adopted,  and  tbe  Beport  should  oeipn* 
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eented  within  dureemonthB  after  its  oon- 
elueioa.  Last  jaar  it  was  presented  on 
June  23. 

EOYPT  (UIUTABY  BXPBDTnON)-EX- 
FEN8ES  OF  INDIAN  CONTINGBNT— 
THE  00EEE8P0NDENCE. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  fbr  India,  How  it  is  that 
no  correspondence  or  telegrams  sent  from 
this  Country  to  the  Government  of  In- 
dia, pm'or  to  the  telegram  of  Jaly  24th, 
has  been  circulated  with  the  Papers, 
Indian  Contingent  (Egypt)  Expenses; 
whether  any  correspondence  or  tele- 
grams passed  between  the  Home  Go- 
Temment  and  the  Indian  G^Tontment 
from  the  date  of  the  Deepatoh  £rom  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  to  the  Go- 
vernor General  in  Council  (October  5th 
1882);  and,  whether  he  could  not  fur- 
nish the  telegram  of  the  1 6th  of  Feb- 
ruary and  the  reply  of  the  Government 
of  India  of  the  1 9th  of  February,  alluded 
to  in  the  Despatch  of  Lord  Kimberiey 
of  the  22nd  of  February  P 

Mb.  J.  K.  CEOSS:  Sir,  no  Corre- 
apondence  or  telegrams  regarding  the 
incidence  of  the  charge  for  the  Indian 
Contingent  passed  between  the  Secretary 
of  State  and  the  Government  of  India 
before  the  24th  of  July,  1882.  All  the 
despatches  which  passed  on  the  subject 
ore  contained  in  the  Papers.  'Ho  tele- 
panu  passed  other  than  uiose  mentioned 
in  the  Papers,  except  one  on  the  SOtii 
of  February,  confirming  that  of  the  16th 
of  January.  It  is  not  the  practice  to 
eive  cipher  telegrams  exactly  as  sent. 
They  must  either  be  re-arranged,  as  is 
done  with  those  of  the  24th  and  26th 
of  July,  or  given  in  substance  only,  as 
with  those  of  the  16th  and  19th  of  Janu- 
ary. I  have  the  telegrams  in  my  band, 
and  the^  are  quite  at  the  service  of  my 
hon.  Fnend. 

ARMY-PBOMOTION  OP  STTBALTEHNS. 

Mb.  GHEGB  asked  the  Secretory  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  it  is  a  fact  that 
on  the  let  January,  1883,  the  approxi- 
mate average  service  of  the  senior  sub- 
alterns of  the  Cavalry  v^meota  waa  six 
yeara  eleven  and  a-half  months;  Infantry 
of  the  line  was  eight  years  nine  and  a- 
balf  months ;  Boyal  Artillery  was  nine 
years  five  mouths;  Boyal  Engineers  was 
twelve  years ;  and,  if  so,  considering 
that  the  rate  of  ptnnotion  of  subalterns 


to  the  rank  of  Captain  in  the  Boyal 
Engineers  is  about  three  years  slower 
than  in  the  other  combatant  branches  of 
the  Army,  and  considering  also  that  the 
senior  subalterns  of  the  Boyal  En^neere 
Imve  already  been  superseded  by  about 
600  officers  of  other  branches  of  the  ser- 
vice, whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  take  steps  to  place  the 
subalterns  of  the  corps  in  a  better 
position  as  regards  promotion  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
Sir,  I  have  no  reason  to  question  the 
accuracy  of  the  facts  stated  by  the  hon. 
Member.  The  question  whether  it  U 
necessary  to  accelerate  promotion  in  the 
junior  ranks  of  the. Boyal  Engineers  is 
under  consideration.  But  I  desire  to 
point  out  that  slow  promotion  in  the 
subaltern's  rank  does  not  injure  Engi- 
neer oSicers  to  the  same  extent  as  it 
would  injure  officers  in  any  other  branch 
of  the  Service,  because,  whatever  may 
be  the  current  rate  of  promotion  in  the 
cons,  every  Engineer  officer  is  entitled 
under  the  Boyal  Warrant  to  be  pro- 
moted to  the  rank  of  major  after  20 
years*  service.  He  consequently  is  saved 
from  all  chances  of  permanent  or  tem- 
porary retirement,  to  which  all  other 
officers  are  subject  at  40  years  of  age  ; 
and  would  then  probably  recover  any 
supersession  which  he  may  have  suffered 
in  consequence  of  the  slow  rate  of  pTO- 
motion  in  the  subaltern's  rank. 

LAW  AND  JUanCB  (IRELAND)  —  IM- 
PRISONMENT  OT  MR.  M'PHILPIN. 

Me.  T.  p.  COONKOE  asked  the 
Chief  SecretatT  to  the  Lord  Lieuteiiaiit 
of  Ireland,  Why  it  was  that  Mr.  John 
M'Philphin  was  kept  two  daysmMolUa- 
p;ar  Gaol  longer  than  the  term  of  hn 
imprisonment ;  whether  the  date  on  the 
registry  card  in  Mr.  M'Philpin'a  eell 
stated  that  he  was  to  be  discharged  on 
the  26th ;  if,  on  the  morning  of  the 
24th,  the  registry  card  was  changed,  and 
the  Ist  of  March  substituted;  and,  if, 
on  an  appeal  from  Mr.  M'Philpin  to  the 
Prisons  Board,  his  discharge  was  ordered 
on  February  28th,  without  reason  as- 
signed ? 

Me.  TEEVELTAN  :  Sir,  Mr.  M*Phil- 
lin  was  not  kept  in  onstody  two  dayv 
onger  than  the  term  of  his  imprison- 
ment.  The  date  on  the  register  card 
was  originally  incorrect,  but  was  sulne- 
quently  altered,  the  proper  date  bsii^ 
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hneited.  As  a  matter  of  tkabf  Mr. 
It'Pbilpiii  was  dieoharged  a  day  befors 
Mb  iww  expired. 

DKATNAGB  OF  RIVBR6  (IRELAND)— 
THE  RIVER  BARROW. 

We.  AETHT7E  O'CONNOR  asked  tbe 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  If 
he  will  state  what  is  the  legal  difficulty 
in  connection  with  the  drainage  of  the 
Barrow  which  the  Oovernment  propose 
to  deal  with  by  legislation ;  and,  now 
BOon  he  proposes  to  introduce  a  Bill  for 
tbe  purpose  ?   

Mb.  COTJETNEr :  Sir,  the  legal  diffi- 
culty referred  to  was  the  inability  of 
towns  to  contribute  to  works  of  arterial 
drainage  by  which  they  may  be  largely 
benefited.  I  understand  that  this  is  one 
of  the  difficulties  in  the  case  of  the 
Barrow  valley.  I  am  not  at  present 
able  to  give  any  date  for  the  introduc- 
tion of  a  Bill  dealing  with  this  difficulty. 
That  must  depend,  to  some  extent,  on 
whetber  we  can  bring  in  a  general  con- 
solidating Drainage  Bill  or  one  confined 
to  this  purpose. 

Hb.  DAWSON  asked  if  a  Royal  Oom- 
misaion  was  to  be  appointed  ? 

Mb.  COVRTUsi  said,  he  did  not 
undertake  that  a  Royal  Oonimission 
would  be  appointed,  but  a  preliminary 
inquiry  was  oeing  made. 

Mb.  T.  a.  DICKSON  suggested  that 
the  river  basin  should  be  included  in 
the  inquiry. 

LAW  AND  POLICE  (IRELAND)  — ILL- 
TREATllKNT  BY  THE  POLICE— 
MICHAEL  BANICAN. 

Mb.  O'BRIEN  asked  the  Chiel  Seore- 
tary  to  tiie  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
In  what  partioulaTB  the  statement  of 
Michael  Bamcan,  of  Orossma^leR,  county 
Armagh,  rejecting  his  treatment  by  the 
p<^ce,  is  unfounded ;  -whether  it  is  a 
fact  that  he  was  taken  out  of  his  bed  by 
the  police  between  the  bours  of  eleven 
and  tweWe  at  nigbt;  whether  he  was 
removed  to  the  (^nstabalary  station  at 
OosBmaglen  witStout  warrant  shown 
or  ofiBanee  stated ;  whether  he  was 
informed  that  informations  had  been 
sworn  against  him  by  prisoaers  now  in 
Arma^  QtcmX  awaiting  trial  on  a  charge 
of  trmson-felony ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
any  moh  infbrmations  vera  sworn; 
Tbatiiar  indnoemmts  were  out  to 
bim,  or  to  members  of  his  flimily,  to 

Mr,  TrectUyan 


incriminate  these  prisoners;  whether  be 
was  discharged  between  two  and  tltree 
o'clock  in  we  moiuing  without  bung 
brought  b^ore  a  md^gistrate,  or  any 
diarge  prefenred  against  him ;  irli^ 
he  was  wrested,  aad  wl^  he  was  dis- 
charged ;  whether  Michael  BanuMW  has 
called  for  an  inquiry,  and  offered  to 
substantiate  his  statement  by  the  testi- 
mony of  his  wife,  his  mother-in-law, 
and  himself ;  and,  whether,  under  the 
circumstances,  be  will  order  an  inquiry 
into  the  facts  ? 

Ma.  TREVELTAN :  Sir,  I  have  al- 
ready answered  the  greater  part  of  this 
Question,  stating  that  I  beUeve  the 
several  allegations  made  to  be  un- 
founded. Banicaa  was  not  arrested,  and« 
therefore,  I  have  ao  reason  to  give  for 
his  disoharge.  He  has  asked  for  an 
inquiry  into,  certain  statementa  made  by 
him,  bat  I  do  not  think  ^ere  is  any 
reason  to  make  furthsr  inquiry  than  X 
have  already  made.  On  public  groandt 
I  must  decline  to  say  anything  more  on 
this  matter  at  present.  I  coo.  aK»eal  to 
the  House  to  say  that  I  never  deoiiao  to 
give  an  answer  m  detaili  unlass  for  T«y 
serious  reason. 

POST  OFFICE  (SAYINGS  BANK 
DEPARTMENT). 

Ma.  KENKARD  asked  the  Poatmastsr 
General,  Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the 
Pest  Office  Savings  Banks  cost  twice  as 
much  for  managememt  and  expenses  as 
has  beeoo,  found  sufficient  in  the  case  of 
various  provineiBi  ChyvOTnment  Security 
Savings  Banks,  notably  the  Natioial 
Security  Savings  Banks  of  Edinhnrgh, 
established  by  Aet  of  Fatliament  in 
1836,  which  allows  £3  12*.  6d.  interool 
to  depositors,  and  has  now  on  depomt 
upwards  of  £1,300,000  ? 

Ma.  FAWOETT:  Sir,  as  the  Post 
Office  Savings  Bank  allows  to  de0oBit<ns 
the  important  facility  either  of  making 
fresh  deposits  or  withdrawing  money, 
after  short  notice,  at  any  of  the  7,000 
offices  throughout  the  Kingdom,  no  fair 
comparison  can  be  made  between  the 
coat  of  conducting  its  business  and  tkat 
of  other  institatioas  which  are  managed 
like  ordinary  banks.  I  may,  however, 
state  that  there  is  no  soofa  diiffiereaoe  as 
that  indicated  by  the  hon.  Member  be- 
tween the  oost  of  ctmdiicting  the  buafaaws 
of  the  Bost  Office  Savings  Banks  and 
that  <^  the  bank  to  which  ha  xvtm,  the 
difibienoe  being  Tscy  trifiis^. 
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SCOi'LAND-THE  PEOCURATOR  FISCAL 
OF  FRASERBURGH. 

Db.  CAMERON  asked  the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate, If  it  is  the  case  that,  for  smne 
months  past,  there  has  been  a  dispute 
among  the  Fraserburgh  magistrates  as 
to  whether  Mr.  Finlayson  or  Mr.  TaiTass 
vas  the  procurator  fiscal ;  whether  Mr. 
Tamtm,  having  raised  an  action  in  the 
Court  of  Session,  was,  on  Febrnary  24th, 
doclared  hj  that  Court  to  be  the  pro- 
curator fiscal  of  the  bur^ ;  whether, 
notwithstanding  this  deeieion  of  the 
Court  of  Seflsion,  on  February  26th,  Mr. 
Mnlayson  appeared  in  the  Burgh  Owirt 
aa  proearaior  fiaeal,  and,  at  his  instance, 
a  man  nanwd  O^omaa  Hill  was  sentenoed 
by  the  senior  magistrate  to'  t«i  days* 
imprisonment  for  breach  of  the  peace 
alleged  to  bare  been  committed  on 
Velnnaiy  2?th,'  abd,  what  steps  the 
Orown  authorities  intend  taking  to  en- 
force the  judgment  of  the  Court  of  6es> 
sioD,  and  to  protect  the  publie  against 
proeeetitions  by  a  gentleman  whom  the 
Court  of  Session  has  declared  not  to  be 
the  public  proseontor,  before  a  magistrate 
who,  notwithstanding  the  decree,  persists 
in  accepting  him  as  such  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Baxpoub)  :  Sir,  it  is  the  case  that  for 
some  months  part  there  has  been  a 
dispute  as  to  whether  Mr.  Finlayson  or 
Mr.  Tarrass  was  Procurator  Fiscal,  as  also 
that  Mr.  Tarrass  raised  an  action  in  the 
Gouitof  Seenon  to  hare  it  found  that  he 
waa  S^Bca],  and  in  that  action  he  obtained- 
decree  in  absence  on  or  abuilt  the  date 
here  mentioned.  It  is  also  the  fact  that 
after  the  date  of  this  decree  in  absence, 
Ur.  Finlayson  appeared  in  the  Burg^ 
Court  as  Procurator  Fiscal  on  2Bth 
February,  and  that  at  his  instance 
Thomas  Hili  was  sentenced  by  the 
Senior  Magistrate  to  ten  days'  imprison- 
mentgfoT  breach  of  the  peace.  It  is  to 
be  kept  in  view  that  such  a  decree  in 
absence  may  be  opened  up '  within  a 
limited  time,  and  it  is  stated  by  the 
Senior  Magistrate  that  a  doubt  had 
ensted  as  to.  its  effect.  It  appean, 
bowerer,  that  Mr.  Tarrass  hastalren  pro- 
ceedings for  obtaining  an  intsrdiet 
against  }£x.  Finlayson  acting  as  FimbI, 
ud  if  Mr.  Finlayson  does  not  eany  the 
oasafardnv,  it  may  be  anmsedthat  he 
wiU  be  interdtotad  from  eontinaing  so  to 
aot  In  answer  to  the  last  part  of  the 
Question,  I  hava  to  sa^  that  the  ^point- 


ment  a£  the  Bu^  Fiscal  does  not  nst 
with,  the  -Orovn  authorities,  and  that 
they  have  not  hitherto  seen  oaose  to 
interfere  in  a  dispute  which  appears  to 
be  in  ooone  of  fiottlement  the  proper 
tribunal. 

Db.  CAMERON  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  witii 
reference  to  the  imprisonment  of  Thomas 
Hill,  under  the  circumstances  set  forth 
in  the  preceding  Question,  Whether, 
considering  the  irregularity  of  the  pro- 
ceeding, he  will  order  Hill's  immeoiate 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  T.  B. 
Balfoitb)  :  Siri  the  Secretary  of  State 
does  hot  intend  to  order  Hill's  release. 
No  objection  was  stated  on  the  part  of 
Hill  to  Mr.  Finlayson'stitle  to  prosecute, 
and  it  does  not  appear  that  there  was 
any  doubt  as  to  HiU's  guilt,  or  as  to  the 
propriety  of  the  sentence.  If  he  should 
be  advised  that  he  would  be  likely  to  get 
the  sentence  quashed  upon  the  ground 
that  Mr.  Finlayson  was  not  entitled  to 
prosecute,  it  Is  open  to  bim  to  take  the. 
ordinary  steps  for  that  purpose. 

POLICE  PROTECTION  (IRELAND)-'THB 
EAEL     OF    KENlCAItE'S  EERttY 

ESTATE. 

Mr.  O'BRIEN  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
How  many  police  protection  huts  there 
are  upon  the  Kerry  estate  of  the  Earl  of 
Kenmare,  and  how  many  vacant  evicted 
farms  are  under  their  protection ;  what 
outrages  have  been  committed  within 
the  past  three  months  in  the  parish  of 
Molahi£fe,  in  which  the  extra  x>olioa  tax 
is  at  the  iste  of  two  ihilliags  in  the 
pound ;  and,  whether  a  sub-ageat  of  the 
Earl  of  Kenmare  and-  a  constable  on 
protection  duty  have  not  been  returned 
for  trial  to  the  Kerry  Spring  AmnWi 
chained  with  oeo  of  the  offencee  itt>- 
puted  to  the  district  ? 

Mr.  TRBVELTAN  :  Sir,  there  is  ooa 
protection  hut  on  Lord  Kenmare'e  Kerry 
estate,  and  there  are  four  evisted  fAtma 
ui^er  the  protection  of  four  protection 
posts.  Thwe  have  been  six  outrages  is 
the  parish  of  MoUhiffe  during  the  past 
three  months — all  intimidation.  No  sub- 
agent  or  policeman  has  bem  retornud 
fw  trial  for  one  of  the  offenees  impoted 
to  the  district^  bnt  fw  a  simple  case  of 
alleged  forcible  posseanon  of  a  quaxry 
in  wUeh  a  ^estton  of  titf  e  arose. 
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JCDICATURE  AMENDMENT  ACT,  1876 
—THE   JUDGES'  RULES-JURISDIC- 
TIOX  OF  ENGLISH   HIGH  COUKTS 
.  OVEIl  DOMICILED  SCOTCHMEN. 

Mb.  BUCHANAN  asked  the  Lord 
Advooate,  Whetker  he  caa  give  any  fui- 
tiier  information  ae  to  the  alteration  of 
the  Bule  under  the  Judicature  Act  to 
prerent  domiciled  Scotchmen  being  sum- 
moned to  the  English  Courts,  wuch  he 
stated  to  be  in  dra^  on  February  22nd ; 
whethMT  that  draft  alteration  hits  been 
submitted  to  him ;  and,  whether  the  pro- 
posed alteration  U  aofficieat  in  his  judg- 
ment to  remove  the  hardship  complained 
of ;  and,  if  not,  whether  be  will  take 
stops  to  induce  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  insert  in  the  Bill  they  propose 
to  introduce  in  the  other  House  for  the 
amendment  of  the  Judicature  Act  a  pro* 
vision  to  render  the  recurrence  of  such 
encroachments  on  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  Scottish  Courts  impossible  for  the 
future  ? 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  :  I  am  ^ot  yet  in  a  position  to 
give  any  further  information  upon  this 
matter.  I  have  not  yet  seen  the  draft 
proposed  alterations,  which  are  still 
un^r  couuderatioa  of  Her  Majesty's 
Judges. 

METBOPOLITAN  DISTHICT  EAILWAT 
—VENTILATING  SHAFTS. 

Mb.  BTJXTON  asked  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether,  on  ooa- 
eideratioD,  he  hae  found  himself  in  a 
position  to  take  steps  to  prevent  the 
erection  on  tbe  Thames  fUnbankment 
of  the  proposed  shafts  by  the  Metro- 
politan Distriok  lUilway;  aad,  whether, 
to  this  snd,  be  will  see  fit  to  oppose,  or 
sA  least  to  support  tbe  opposition  which 
will  be  giTMi  to  tbe  powers  asked  for  by 
the  Metropolitan  District  Bailway,  in 
their  Metropolitan  and  District  Bailway 
(City  Lines  and  Extenuons)  Bill,  now 
awaiting  a  Second  Beading  by  this 
House,  until  the  scheme  of  the  proposed 
shafts  is  abandoned  ? 

Mr.  FULB8T0N  asked  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  there  is 
any  precedent  for  the  Act  of  last  Sessioo, 
avtborising  the  Metropolitan  District 
Bailway  to  interfere  with  some  of  the 
prinnpal  thoronghfiares  of  the  Meteo- 
polis  without  oomponsation ;  and,  whe- 
ther, ftom  a  sanitary  poiatof  new,  scnne 
astion  dwuU  be  ialien  so  as  to  prevent 
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the  emission  of  poisonous  gases  into  the 
thoroughfares  and  gardens  frequented 

by  tbe  public  ? 

Mb.  CHAMBEKLAIN  :  Sir,  in  an- 
swer to  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Men* 
ber  for  Devonport  (Mr.Puleetoa),  I  may 
say  that  the  only  precedent  I  know  ier 
these  prooeedii^  on  the  part  of  th* 
Metropolitan  Dietriet  Bailway  were  atmi- 
lar  proceedings  by  the  Metropolitan  BaU- 
way  to  establish  ventilators  in  liie  middle 
of  Marylebone  Boad.  I  am  not.  however 
competent  to  state  what  would  be  tbe 
exact  sanitary  effect  of  tbe  fames  emitted 
from  those  eo-ealled  ventil^Uors.  In  an- 
swer to  my  hon.  Friend  behind  me  (Mr. 
Buxton),  I  have  no  authority  whatever 
to  interfere  in  this  matter,  and  as  re- 
gards the  Bill  which  is  being  promoted 
by  the  Metn^Utsn  District  Bailway  I 
have  received  a  ooeununication  from  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Hythe  (Sir 
Edward  Watkin)  to  the  effect  stated  by 
my  ban.  Friend.  The  hon.  Baronet 
says  that  as  far  as  the  Metropolitan 
Bailway  Ooaapany  is  ocacemed  tluat  Bill 
will  not  be  proceeded  with.  I  do  not  know 
how  far  that  is  final  as  disposing  of  the 
further  progress  of  the  Bill ;  but  in  any 
case,  although  I  think  asaprivate  Mem- 
ber that  almost  any  kind  of  opposition 
would  be  justifiable  in  cases  of  such  an 
outrage  as  that  complained  of — yet  I  do 
not  tmnk  I  should  be  justified  as  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Qqvenuuent  in  opposing  one 
BiU  that  is  presumably  unobjectionable, 
because  the  promoters  of  it  have  in  a  pre- 
vious Seesion  obtained  powers  which  are 
now  universally  regretted. 

THE  IRISH  LAJflD  COMMISSION-SUB- 
COMUISSIO^^ER^  IN  COWSY 
KERRT. 

Mr.  TOTTENHAM  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  tiM  Lord  laeutatant  id  Ire- 
land, Whether  it  is  true  that  the  Sab- 
Commissioners  under  the  Land  Aot  for 
the  eounty  £arry  have  fixed  the  sittings 
of  their  Court  at  Cabirciveen  for  the  13th 
instant^  the  same  day  the  assizee  for  the 
county  begin;  wh^her  it  is  the  ease 
that  they  have  been  appealed  to.  to  ad- 
journ to  a  later  di^,  but  refused  ;  whe- 
ther the  Chief  Commisaonera  have  been 
applied  to  with  the  same  object,  but  de- 
oUned  to  interfere;  whether  tiiere  are 
ei^^-three  Cinl  BiU  appeals  to  ba 
beard  at  tbe  asnses,  which  will  necessi- 
tate tbe  ftttmdanoft  there  ol  many  of  tha 
local  solicitors,  whose  <dienta  also  ha>« 
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land  cBsne  at  Oahircireen ;  whether  in 
additkm  many  of  &e  parties  interested 
in  land  casea  are  obliged  to  attend  the 
as^zea  as^  jurors  and  otherwise ;  and, 
whether,  in  view  of  the  inoonvenieDoe 
to  all  parties  which  muet  necessarily 
ensue,  he  will  represent  to  the  Chief 
Oommissionera  the  proprie^  of  their 
interference  to  prevent  a  miscarriage 
of  jnstice  ? 

Mh.  TREVELYAN,  in  reply,  said,  the 
sittings  of  the  Sub-Commissioners  at 
Cahircireen  bad  been  arranged  in  the 
beginning  of  J anuary.  Beveral  requests 
had  been  made  to  them  to  postpone  the 
dttings  in  consequence  of  the  Kerry 
Assieee ;  but  they  had  been  compelled  to 
refuse  every  application  of  that  kind,  as 
they  thought  that  greater  inconvenience 
wonld  result  from  a  postponement  than 
if  th^  went  on  simuitaneonsly  with  the 
Assizes.  There  was  an  immense  mass  of 
business  to  be  transacted,  no  less  than 
299  cases  being  entered  for  hearing. 
The  Oommissioners  would,  however,  be 
ready  on  cause  being  shown  to  adjourn 
any  case  in  which  an  application  for  ad- 
journment was  made.  The  number  of 
Civil  Bill  appeals  for  hearing  at  the  as- 
nzes  was  rsry  small. 

HTDU- HYDERABAD  — THE  COUNCIL 
OF  REGENCY. 

Mb.  M'LAOAK  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether 
he  will  state  the  names  of  the  new 
Coaneil  6f  E^ncy  at  Hyderabad ;  and, 
vhether  he  will  give  an  asaunmoe  that 
they  will  now  be  permitted  to  urge  the 
claims  of  the  Hyderabad  State  to  the 
restoration  of  its  Berar  Provinces  by 
constitutional  means  instead  of  being 
prevented  from  doing  so,  as  was  done 
in  the  case  of  the  late  Sir  Salar 
Jung  ? 

Mb.  J.  K.  CROSS,  in  reply,  said,  the 
Council  would  be  under  the  Presidency 
of  the  Kiaam,  and  was  framed  as  follows : 
— Nawab  Bushir-ud  -  Dowlab,  Nawab 
Kurshid,  Jab,  Rajab  Nareadnr  Rao, 
Peehkar,  with  1^  Salar  Jung's  eldest 
son,  Mir  Laik  Ali,  as  secretary.  The 
question  of  the  claim  of  the  Hyderabad 
Htftte  to  the  reetoration  of  the  Berar 
Frovinoes  oould  not  be  oonndered  till 
after  the  Nizun  came  of  age,  and  they 
were  in  a  position  to  judge  what  tibte 
character  of  the  fiitnre  admimstratlon  of 
bis  territories  would  be. 
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UDtJCATION  DEPAimnCNT— TRAININO 
COLLEGES. 

Mr.  BROADHTTRST  asked  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Council,  "Whether  it  is 
tme  that  students  have  been  refused  ad- 
mittance to  some  Training  Collies  on 
the  ground  that  th^  were  not  tall 
enough  to  join  the  Eifle  Corps  ? 

Mr.  M0NDELLA,  in  reply,  said,  he 
had  heard  of  one  case  of  the  kind  re- 
ferred to  in  the  Question ;  but  the  Com- 
mittee of  that  particular  College  were 
not  responsible,  having  made  no  rules 
on  the  subject.  The  Education  Depart}- 
ment  had  intimated  that  the  praoticd 
was  to  be  ducontinued,  on  pain  of  losing 
the  grant. 

Mb.  BROADHURST  asked  whether 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  would  giveth* 
name  of  the  institution  in  qiiestion  f 

[No  reply  was  given.] 

THE  PARKS  CMETROPOLIS)-ST. 
JAMES'S  PARK. 

Mb.  MONTAGUE  GUEST  asked  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works,  If  he  wiH 
consider  the  desirability  of  allowing  cabs 
and  carriages  to  use  the  road  which  is 
now  to  be  kept  open  all  night,  froin 
Marlborough  House  Gate,  across  the  St. 
James's  Bark  to  Queen  Aime's  Gate ;  if, 
in  the  event  of  the  Suspension  Bridge 
being  considered  unequal  to  sneh  traffic, 
he  mXL  take  such  steps  in  regard  to  it 
and  the  road  generally  as  vim  vaako  it 
an  available  carriage  way  for  the  pnblio? 

Mr.  SHAWLEFEVRE,  in  reply, 
said,  the  bridge  across  the  ornamentid 
lake  in  St.  James's  Park  was  wholly 
unsuited  for  carriage  tra6Sc,  and  it 
would  be  impossible  to  open  it  for  that 
purpose.  He  could  not,  also,  hold  ont 
any  hopes  that  he  should  be  in  a  position 
to  erect  any  stronger  bridge  in  place  of 
tiie  existing  one. 

STATE  OP  IRELAND  —  APPREHENDED 

DISTRESS. 

Mb.  O'BONNELL  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  lieutenant  of  Ire* 
land,  If  his  attention  has  been  ealled  to 
the  letter  of  tiie  Most  Rev.  Dr.  Logne^ 
Bishop  of  Raphoe,  in  Donegal,  which 
states  that  there  is  not  workhooae  ao- 
oommodation  for  more  than  a  small 
fraction  of  the  distressed  population, 
and  that  outdoor  relief  is  necessary  tq 
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inrereiit  extensive  starvatioD  aud  destitu- 
tion; and,  That  notice  lie  intends  to 
take  of  His  Lordship's  letter? 

Ma.  TREVELTAN,  in  reply,  said,  bis 
attention  had  been  directed  to  the  letter 
referred  to.  In  case  there  should  not  be 
vorkhouse  accommodation  for  more  than 
a  portion  of  the  distressed  population, 
{he  provisions  of  the  2nd  section  of  the 
Irish  Poor  Belief  Extension  Act  would 
come  into  operation,  and  outdoor  relief 
to  able-bodied  persons  would  then, 
There  necessary,  be  afforded.  Such 
outdoor  relief  could  not  legally  bo 
granted  while  there  was  room  in  the 
workhouse.  With  reference  to  the  letter 
of  the  Most  Rev.  Dr.  Tjogue,  be  might 
say  that  the  principle  of  the  Poor  Law 
was  that  the  workhouse  existed,  not  only 
for  the  relief  of  distress,  but  as  a  test  of 
distress ;  and  it  could  not  be  too  clearly 
understood  that  the  Oovernment  in- 
tended to  abide  by  that  principle.  Great 
suffering  might  follow  if  those  to  whom 
the  people  looked  up  for  guidance 
suffered  them  to  be  in  any  doubt  as  to 
tiie  intention  of  the  Qovernment. 

ARHT-THE  COMiUTTEE  ON  ABMY 
DAESS. 

OoLONZL  BAKNE  asked  the  SecretiAry 
of  State  for  War,  Whether  he  has  any 
ejection  to  lay  the  Beport  of  the  Oom- 
mittse  on  Army  Dress,  which  was  ap- 
pointed last  year,  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  f 

Thb  Mabqokm  or  HAETINGKTOK 
said,  there  ooald  be  no  objection  to  lay- 
ing this  Beport  on  ^e  Table. 

PUBLIC  DEPAHTMENTS-THK  BU- 
FLOYACENT  OF  FENSIONEBS. 

Sir  TBEVOB  LAWBENOB  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  When 
the  Committee,  of  whioh  Lord  Moi^ey 
is  President,  inquiring  into  the  employ- 
ment of  Army  and  Navy  Pensioners  as 
clerks.  &c.  in  the  Public  Departments, 
are  expected  to  Report  ?   

Thi  Mahqotws  0*  HABTIMQTON : 
My  right  htm.  Friend  the  First  Commis- 
sioner of  Works,  and  not  Lord  Morl^, 
is  th«  President  of  the  Committee.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  informs  me  that  the 
Committee  have  completed  their  labours, 
and  hoped  to  report  the  reanlt  of  their 
investigations  to  the  Treasury  in  a  few 
days. 

Mr,  O'Dmnell 


WEST  INDIES  (JAMAIOA>— THE 
SEIZURE  OP  THE  "  FLOREHGfi." 

Lord  RANDOLPH  OHTTBCHILL 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies,  Why  tha  Secretary  of 
State's  message  to  Sir  A.  Musgrave, 
alluded  to  in  Despatch  No.  25,  •*  Plorence 
Papers,"  has  not  been  printed  and  pub- 
lished ;  why  the  message  of  the  Gover- 
nor, alluded  to  at  the  end  of  the  same 
Despatch,  has  not  been  printed  and  pub- 
lished ;  why  the  Despatch  from  Lord 
Kimberley, alluded  to  in  Despatch  No.  27 
of  the  same  Papers,  has  not  been  printed 
and  published  ;  and,  if  he  will  cause 
these  documents  to  be  at  once  printed 
and  circulated  f 

Barox  HKNRT  DE  worms  said, 
he  should  like  to  tnow  why  there  had 
not  been  printed  with  Despatch.  No.  S5 
in  the  Blue  Book  the  instructions  which 
had  been  forwarded  by  the  Colonial 
Office  to  the  Governor  of  Jamaica,  re- 
lating to  the  appointment  of  two  official 
members  of  the  Legislative  Council? 

m,.  EVELYN  ASHLEY,  in  reply, 
said,  that  the  only  reason  for  the  omis- 
sion of  these  documents  was  the  desire 
to  lighten  a  Blue  Book  as  much  as  pos* 
sible  of  mere  repetitions,  and  of  what 
did  not  add  anything  to  the  information 
required.  Two  of  them  were  only  short 
telegrams,  and  their  contents  wore  ob- 
vious from,  the  context.  To  satisfy  Uie 
noble  Lord,  however,  he  had  brought 
these  Papers  down  to  the  House;  and 
if,  after  seeing  them,  the  noble  Lord 
really  thought  they  ought  to  be  printed, 
he  would  have  them  issued.  The  de- 
spatch was  omitted  because  it  contained 
some  paragraphs  connected  with  a  totally 
different  concern.  As  to  the  Question 
of  the  hon.  Member  (Baron  Henry  de 
Worms),  he  could  not  answer  it  without 
Notice, 

Loud  BANDOLPH  CHUBCHTLL 
asked  whether  the  Under  Secretary 
would  issue  the  extract  of  the  Despatch 
to  which  he  had  alluded  ? 

Bakon  henry  de  worms  said, 
as  r^arded  the  "Florence  Papers,*'  it 
was  very  necessary  that  hon.  Members 
should  know  what  was  thenature  of  the 
omitted  despatches,  seeing  that  the  ques- 
tion would  probably  be  discussed  during 
the  evening  in  Committee  of  Supply. 

Mr.  ET^LYN  ASHLEY  said,  to 
now  had  had  a  moment  to  read  the  de- 
spatch, and  could  assure  the  hon.  Vem- 
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ber  that  the  inBtrucUons  were  only  a 
telegraphic  direotion  to  appoint  two  gen- 
tlemen named  as  members  of  the  Legis- 
Utore.   That  was  all. 

EGYPT  (MILITAEIY  EXPEDITIOK)  — 
PURCHASE  OF  THE  BUILDING  AT 
rOKT  SAID. 

Lord  RANDOLrH  CHURCHILL 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty, 
From  whom  the  purchase  of  the  build- 
ing at  Port  Said,  acquired  for  the  British 
Expedition  to  Egypt,  was  made ;  when 
the  purchase  was  negotiated ;  whether 
any  Oorrespondence  as  to  the  advisa- 
bility and  propriety  of  the  purchase 
passed  between  the  Treasury  and  the 
Admiralty ;  and,  if  so,  if  he  will  publish 
such  Ooxreepofidense ;  what  is  the  use 
now  being  made  of  the  house;  and, 
whether  it  is  intended  to  dispose  of  the 
premies  by  sale  when  no  longer  used  by 
the  British  Forces? 

Ma.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Sir,  the  noble  Lord  has  asked  a  series  of 
Questions  which  formed  the  subject  of 
debate  in  Committee  of  Supply  on  Mon- 
day evening,  on  which  occasion  the  Com- 
mittee rejected,  by  156  votes  to  19,  an 
Amendment  moved  by  the  noble  Lord. 
I  will,  however,  briefly  answer  the  Ques- 
tion on  the  Paper,  with  on  apology  to 
the  House  for  oooupying  ita  time  by  a 
repetition  of  ptatements  already  made. 
The  purchase  was  made  by  an  agent  of 
the  Admiralty  from  the  legal  representa- 
tives of  the  late  Prince  Henry  of  the 
Netherlands.  The  negotiations,  which 
took  place  in  ItiOndoo,  were  concluded 
in  time  to  enable  Admiral  Hoekins  to 
occupy  the  house  when  the  eipediticmary 
force  arrived  in  the  Suez  Canal.  On 
grounds  of  urgency  the  purchase  was 
made  without  any  correspondence  with 
the  Treasu^  as  to  the  advisability  and 
propriety  of^the  purchase.  The  house 
has  recentiy  been  used  for  the  Royal 
Marines,  and  no  decision,  as  already 
explained,  has  been  come  to  regarding 
its  future  disposal. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
asked  whether  any  correspondence  had 
taken  place  since  the  purchase  between 
the  Admiralty  and  the  Treasury  as  to 
the  advisability  or  propriety  of  the 
parohase,  and  the  propriety  of  making 
the  purchase  without  consulting  them? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
Tes,  Sir ;  the  sanction  of  the  Treasury 
has  been  received  for  the  pundiase. 


EGYPT— THE  NEW  INDEMNITY  LOAN. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON  asked  the 
Undw  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Afikira,  WhetJier  it  is  by  the  advice  <^ 
Lord  Dufferin,  and  of  the  British  finan- 
cial adviser,  that  Uie  Egyptian  Govern- 
ment is  providing  for  the  new  indemnity 
loan  by  cutting  down  the  expenses  for 
the  general  administration  of  the  country? 

LoED  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE : 
Sir^  the  manner  of  providing  funds  fox 
the  indemnities  awarded  by  the  Com- 
mission has  not  yet  been  decided.  I 
stated  on  Tuesday  that  the  Egyptian 
Qoveroment  was  introducing  economy 
into  every  Department  of  the  Public 
Service,  so  as  to  avoid  imposing  fresh 
taxation  on  the  already  liaamy^bur- 
dened  peasantry. 

THE  SEEDS  ACT— SUPPLY  OF  SEEDS, 
IBELAHD. 

Mr,  lea  asked  t^e  C^itef  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutemuilt  of  Ireland,  If 
his  attention  has  been  ctUled  to  the 
statement  that  thero  is  no  seed  for  plant- 
ing, or  means  to  purchase  it,  in  somo 
of  the  distressed  districts ;  and,  il  the 
GFovemment  will  give  assistance  for  the 
supply  of  seed  this  year  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  Sir,  the  emaU 
ocoupiers  of  land  to  whom  seed  was 
given  by  loan  in  1880  stiU  owe  the 
Exohequer  some  £300,000  ia  respect  of 
the  debt  tiien  ineurred.  A^^cations 
are  frequently  being  made  to  me  to 
hare  the*  balanoe  of  the  loan  remitted ; 
I  received  one  such  application  from 
a  Board  of  Guardians  only  yesterday. 
Under  these  circumstances  the  Govern- 
ment are  not  prepared  to  recommend  to 
Parliament  that  any  exceptional  moa- 
BuresB  hould  be  agun  taken  this  year 
for  the  supply  of  eeed. 

EIL3CAINHAM  PRISON  (BELEASE  OV 
MR.  FARKELL,  Sec.) 

NOTICE  OF  MOTIOS  (SIR  S.  NOBTnCOTK). 

SihSTAFFORDNORTHCOTE  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
he  will  aSbrd  him  an  opportunity  of 
bringing  on  the  Motion,  of  which  Netioe 
has  been  ^ven,  foe  a  Select  OMamittae 
to  inquire  into  all  the  ne^iatioas  and 
circumstances  connected  with  the  releam 
of  Mr.  Pamell,  M.F.,  Mr.  DiUon,  M.F., 
and  Mr.  O'Kellv,  M.P.,  from  EUmain- 
ham  Prison  in  the  ^ring  of  1882? 
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Mr.  aiiADSTONE :  Sir,  I  think  that 
the  Hoase  generally  will  probably  an- 
^pate  tha  answer  that  I  am  about  to 
make  to  this  inquiry.  It  ia  that  the  Qk>' 
vernment  adhere  to  the  deci^on  which 
on  their  own  part  they  hare  already 
announced  by  the  mouth  of  my  noble 
friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War. 
It  would  be  idle,  Sir,  and  I  think  an 
abme  of  mj  privilege^  were  I  to  attempt 
to  recount  all  the  considerations  that 
hare  weighed  upon  their  minds  in  lead- 
ing them  to  that  eonelasion ;  bnt  I  will 
just  mention  two  of  the  most  important. 
One  of  those  oonsiderattons  is  that  we 
conoeiTe  that  tiie  qnwtioD  whethra*  «en- 
aore  was  due  to  the  Government  in. 
reflect  <tf  theaa  tranBaoUons  has,  upon 
a  recent,  oeoasion,  btea  irery  fully  de- 
bated and  decided  by  a  rote  of  tfaia 
House.  And  Uie  second  consideration 
is  tiiat,  in  our  opinion,^  the  repetitioa 
or  continuance  of  those  debates  would 
not  be  favourable  to  the  impartial  ad- 
ministration of  justice,  under  very  try- 
ing circumstances,  in  Ireland,  nor  to  the 
general  cause  of  good  government  and 
contentment  in  that  country. 

SirSTAFFOEDNDRTHOOTE:  Sir, 
the  Government  have  now,  for  the  third 
time,  declined  to  give  any  assistance  to 
those  who  desire  to  brinj^  forward  a 
Motion  which  had  its  origin  in  a  sug- 
gestion and  challenge  made  by  the 
Prime  Minister.  TToder  these  oircum- 
stances,  I  have  only  to  say  that  1  feel 
it  both  useless  and  unnecessary  for  me 
to  persevere  in  the  ]VCotion — useless  be- 
cause, without  the  assistance  of  the  Go- 
vernment, I  have  no  real  chance  of 
being  able  to  bring  the  matter  forward, 
and  unnecessary  because  I  think  the 
inferences  that  will  be  drawn  from  the 
answer  of  the  Government  are  quite  ob- 
vious, and  need  no  emphasizing  on  my 
part. 

AOBIOULTTJRAL  IJEPREBSION"— 
LIDOISLATION. 

Mr.  HEKEAGE  asked  the  First  Iri>id 
of  the  Treasniy,  Whether,  conddettng 
the  severe  and  continued  depression' in 
agriculture,  and  the  generally  admitted 
necessity  of  securing  the  tenants  com- 
pensation for  unexhausted  improve- 
ments, the  Government  will  introduce 
their  Bill  relating  to  this  subject  before 
Easter;  and,  whether  they  will  give  it 
precedence  over  the  London  Government 
Sin  and  other  measures  for  which  there 


is  neither  ttie  same  oommandiag  aeees* 
sity  nor  immediate  urgency  f 

Ma.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  in  the  pre- 
sent state  of  Public  Basineas,  Her  Ma* 
jesty's  Government  have  no  antioipatioa 
of  being  able  to  introduoa  befisre  Baater 
any  of  the  several  important  moasntts 
announced  in  the  Quean's  Speech,  on. 
account  of  the  want  of  time  available 
for  the  purpose ;  and  I  may  also  aay 
that,  in  my  opinion,  it  is  not  a  wne 
course,  with  reference  to  the  Teal  aocete- 
ration  of  Business,  that  the  Govemaaent 
should  introduce  a  very  large  number  of 
measures  at  one  tim^  and  that  it  is 
much  better,  botiii  fbr  the  measures  ad- 
vanced and  the  measures  poataKmed,  that 
the^  should  only  be  introduced  at  a 
penod  when  there  Is  a  reasonable  eh.anoe 
of  Some  real  progress  being  made.  In 
regard  to  precedence  being  ^ven  to  this 
Bill,  it  would  bo  ]^remature  if  X  were  to 
attempt  at  this  tune  to  lay  down  the 
order  ii^  which  the  Government  will  en- 
deavour to  proceed  with  the  various  im- 
portant measures  before  them.  I  hare 
only  to  say  that  not  only  do  the  Govern- 
ment admit  and  feel  very  strongly  the 
general  strength  of  the  claims  for  a  Bill 
of  this  kind,  but  they  also  recognize  the 
accession  of  strength  whioh  those  claims 
derive  from  the  peculiu  circumstances 
of  the  case  and  the  present  times. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  M'CABTHT  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  ft^ow- 
ing  statement  made  by  Mr.  Justioe 
O'Hagan  on  the  subject  of  the  LmA 
Law  Act  and  its  interpretatioa  by  tha 
Court  of  Appeal :  — 

"  I  dodare  it  would  baffle  any  humaii  intel- 
lect to  know  what  is  now  to  he  deemed  bd  un- 
reaeonable  or  unfair  coTSDant,  haTjng  regard  to 
the  Act  of  1870.  It  baa  beMi  hold  hj  the 
Oourt  at  AppMl  that  a  ooveBant  abvintdy 
debairiD^  a  tenant,  on  say  |Wfltenop,  fxom. 
making  impiovsmonta  is  not  aanur ; " 

and,  whether  he  is  prepared  to  introduce 
a  measure  for  the  purpose  of  amen^ng 
the  Act? 

Mb.  GIBSON  wished,  before  the  rigfat 
hon.  Gentleman  answered  the  Qaestioa 
of  the  hon.  Member,  to  ask  whether  the 
right  lion.  Gentleman  had  read  the 
whole  of  the  judgmental  of  the  Oomtt  of 
Appeal  relating  to  the  matter -r^bned' 
to  by  the  Lord  Ohancellor  of  Ireltfad  f 
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Me.  GLADSTONE :  No.  Sir ;  I  have 
bad  no  opportunity  of  reading  the  jadg- 
ments  to  which  the  right  hon.and  learned 
Gentleman  refers.  Strictly,  my  answer 
to  the  Queation  of  the  hon.  M«uber 
amounts  to  a  request  that  ho  will  hare 
the  Undness  to  postpone  his  Question  for 
a.  few  days,  probably  until  Monday,  ia- 
asmudh  as  we  hare  felt  it  our  duty  to 
refer  to  Ireland  for  the  purpose  of  ob- 
taining information,  and  of  oonsnlttng 
with  1^  Lord  GhaaceUor  of  Ireland  on 
the  sakgeot. 

PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE— SEED  ADVANCES  (BOOT- 
LAND)  BILL. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOTTR  asked  the 
Prime  Hinister  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  would  consent  to  stop  Sup- 
ply at  an  earlier  hour  to-night  for  the 
purpose  of  enabling  the  Seed  Advances 
(Scotland)  Bill,  the  debate  on  which 
had  been  adjourned'  the  other  evening, 
to  be  furtber  discnsaed  ? 

Mh.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  ,  the  neces- 
sities of  the  Govemment,  and  I  may  say 
of  the  country,  with  regard  to  Supply 
are  such  that  we  shall  not  be  able  to 
ask  thfi  House  to  stop  Supply  at  an  early 
hour  even  for  the  purpose  of  forwarding 
a  measure  of  our  own,  still  less  can  we 
do  this  for  the  6ake  of  discussing  a  Bill 
promoted  by  a  private  Member. 

VACCINATION  ACTS-CASE  OP 
MR.  AKBIFIELD. 

Kb..  F.  a.  TAYLOE  asked  the  Seore- 
tary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  a  ease  decided  in  the  Westminster 
Police  Court  by  the  sitting  Magistrate, 
Mr.  Newton,  on  the  10th  Februaiy,  when 
the  Magistrate  fined  Mr.  Armfield  for 
the.  non-vaccination  of  his  child,  though 
he  proved  that  be  had  transmitted,  ac- 
cording to  the  statute,  to  the  vaccination 
officer  a  certificate  from  a  registered 
medical  practitioner  "  that  tho  child  was 
not  in  a  fit  state  to  be  suOjceaafuUy  vac- 
cinated," a^  it  was  suffering  from  an 
eruptive  attack ;  whethersuch  a  certificate 
is  not  by  Xiaw  "  a  reasonable  excuse  j 
wbether  the  same  magistrate  ordered 
the  defendant  into  custody  until  the 
amount  was  paid,  the  penalties  being, 
i*.  the  first  instanoe,  recovciraUe  by  dis- 
tNw-  and  not  imprisonment ;  whether 
each  imprisonment  in  a  police  cell,  witb 


ordinary  criminals,  was  lawful ;  and, 
whether  he  will  inquire  into  the  oase  ? 

M&.  HIBBEBX :  Sir,  a  Beport  has 
been  received  in  thia  oase  ^om  the 
sitting  nu^ietratOf  who  states  that  he 
did  not  coaiMder  the  certificate  furnished 
by  the  defendant  to  be  a  "  reasonable 
excuse  "  for  his  failure  to  comply  with 
the  law.  Against  this  decision  the  de- 
fenduit  mi^hi  have  appealed,  but  he  did 
not  avail  himself  of  that  privilege.  The 
magistrate  adds  that  he  did  not  ordw 
the  defendant  into  mstody.  The  latter 
refused  to  pay  the  fine,  and  the  gaoler, 
thinking  tbat  he  was  responsible  for  the 
defendfut^s  safe-keeping,  placed  him  for 
a  few  minutes  in  the  ceUe  while  he  went 
for  instructions  to  the  chief  cleik,  who 
directed  his  immediate  diseharge.  For 
such  temporary  de^ntion  tiiere  would 
appear  to  be  statatory  sanction  uader 
Jervi8*8  Act  (11  and  13  Tia,  o.  48,  sec 
20). 

PARLIAJIENT— BUSINESS  OP  THE 
HOITSE-SITTINOS  IN  STTPPLT. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
asked  the  Prime  Banister,  Whether  be 
was  aware  that  on  Monday  last  the 
sittings  in  Committee  of  Supply  had  been 
kept  up  until  half-past  I  o'clock  in  the 
morning ;  and  also  wbether  it  was  the 
intention  of  the  Govemment  to  continue 
the  Sittings  in  Supply  until  a  late  hour 
this  evening,  and  this,  in  the  face  of  the 
declaration  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself,  that  half-past  12  o'clock  was  a 
reasonable  hour  atwhich  to  close  Supply  ? 
He  asked  this  Question,  in  the  first  pkce, 
for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  information ; 
and,  secondly,  with  the  object  of  drawing 
the  attention  of  the  country  to  the  late- 
ness of  the  hour  at  which  the  public 
money  was  voted  by  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  the  noble 
Lord  is  perfectly  correct  with  re^g;ard  to 
the  substance  of  my  declaration  with 
regard  to  the  reasonable  hour  for  dosing 
Supply  on  ordinary  occasions.  I,  bow- 
ever,  also  stated  that  the  Supplementary 
Estimates  must  be  regarded  as  exceptions 
to  the  ordinary  rulo.  We  are  under 
necessities  so  stringent  with  regard  to 
the  Supplementary  Estimate  on  uie  pre* 
sent  occasion,  that  I  am  afraid  that  we 
shall  have  to  tax  the  patience  of  the 
House  to-night.  There  are,  of  course, 
other  methods  of  proceeding  which  WQ] 
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might  have  adopted  as  a  meauB  of  getting 
out  of  our  diflBculty,  such,  for  instance, 
as  by  Horning  Sittings  ;  but  our  object 
is  not  to  have  Morning  Sittings  unless 
we  cannot  avoid  resorting  to  them. 

PARLIAMENT  -  AT)  JOURNHrEKT-THE 
EASTER  nOLIDAYS. 

Me.  MONTAGUE  GUEST  asked  the 
Prime  Minister,  When  it  was  anticipated 
that  the  Easter  Holidays  would  com- 
mence, and  what  would  be  their  probable 
duration  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  as  soon  as 
the  Supplementary  Estimates— I  do  not 
refer  to  the  Estimates  for  the  present 
year— have  been  voted,  I  hope  to  be 
able  to  answer  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
Member. 

0BDER8  OF  TBE  DAT. 

•  '  ■■lO'o.  — 

SUPPLY  —  CIVIL  SERVICES  AND  RE. 
VENUE  DEPARTMENTS  (SUPPLE- 
MENTARY ESTIMATES,  18S2.3). 

SopntT— eoniuftfrA^  in  Oomtnittee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

QUM  II.— SaLABIPS  AKS  ExFEKfiES  OV 

Orm.  Departmbmts. 

( I .)  £500,  Friendly  Societies  Regiatry. 

Ma.  WABTON  said,  that  a  gross  mis- 
calculation seemed  to  have  been  made 
with  regard  to  this  Estimate,  inasmuch 
as  the  sum  now  asked  for  was  70  per 
cent  in  addition  to  the  original  Estimate 
of  £500.  He  thought  some  explanation 
ought  to  be  given  of  this  large  dis- 
crepQU^. 

Mb.  COURTNEY  said,  the  additional 
sum  was  required  in  order  to  meet  the 
expenses  necessary  to  pay  for  the  pre-, 
paration  of  independant  and  fuller  ac- 
tuarial Beturns  than  bad  been  previously 
givM),  in  order  to  guide  Friendly  So- 
cieties iu  their  future  operations.  The 
preparation  of  these  Beturns  involved  a 
great  amount  of  extra  work,  and  hence 
the  additional  charge  for  an  in<nreas6  in 
the  actuarial  staff. 

Vote  a^eed  to. 

(2.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
pose^ 

"  That  a  Supplcmeutar}-  aum,  not  ozcoeding 
£20,280,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray 
the  Chvge  vhidi  will  coQui  in  course  of  pay- 

Jir.  OUtUfone 


ment  during  tho  year  ending  on  the  Slit  day 
of  Mnrch  1883,  for  Stationery,  Printing,  and 
Paper,  Binding,  and  Printed  Boolu  tar  the 
several  Departments  of  Government  in  England, 
Scotland,  and  Ireland,  and  loiBe  Dependeneifla, 
and  for  the  two  Hoosea  oi  PuliameDt.  and  for 
the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  tide  jE^etablichiaent 
of  tho  Stationery  Office,  and  the  cost  of  Stationery 
OflSce  PublicatioHB,  and  of  the  Gazette  Officaa ; 
and  for  Bondry  Miflcellaneonfl  Senicea,  inclnd- 
ing  a  Grant  in  Aid  of  tho  pnbMcat&m  «f  ftr- 
liamentary  Debates." 

Mk.  BUXTON  moved  to  reduce  the 
Vote  by  £500,  on  acomint  of  the  cost 
of  distributing  Parliamentary  Papers  to 
Members  of  the  House.  The  hoD.  Mem- 
ber said,  he  thought  he  need  not  apdk>gite 
for  taking  up  the  time  of  the  Committee 
with  regard  to  this  question,  seeing  that 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  in  aaswcc 
to  a  question  which  he  (Mr.  Buston)  had 
put  to  him  on  the  subj  ect,  had  stated  his 
opinion  that  the  matter  in  que^on  was 
one  which  had  better  be  settled  by  de- 
bate in  the  House  rather  than  by  meaos 
of  a  simpla  answer  to  an  iatenrogstieB. 
He  had  therefore  xaisod  the  queation. 
because,  while  they  wwe  all  anxious  to 
see  economy  promoted  ia  every  brandL 
of  the  Public  Bervioe  by  the  iatrodactioa 
of  all  possible  savings  and  reforms  that 
might  be  found  feasible,  both  Hides  of 
the  House  found  it  somewhat  difficult  to 
to  select  a  place  at  which  such  reforms 
should  begin.  On  this  occasion  ba 
thought  he  had  found  a  point  on  which 
the  Committee  oould  put  its  finger  in 
order  to  effect  some  economy.  He 
thought  he  had  good  authority  for  be* 
lieving  that  economy  might  be  effected 
in  reference  to  the  distribution  of  Paiiia- 
mentary  Papers  to  private  Memberaaad 
also  to  the  Public  Offices.  Two  yesM 
ago— in  1881— a  Joint  Oommittee  of 
both  Houses  was  appointed  to  consider 
the  whole  subject.  The  Oommittee  sat 
and  took  evidence,  more  especially  that 
of  the  Controller  of  Her  Majesty's  Sta- 
tionery Department.  They  presented  a 
Beport,  iu  which  they  submitted  various 
recommendations, particularlyas  to  three 
of  the  points  referred  to  them — namely, 
the  storaf^e  of  Papers,  the  printing  for 
the  two  Houses  of  Parliament,  and  the 
distribution  of  Papers  to  Members.  As 
to  the  recommendations  in  reference  to 
storage  and  printing,  he  thought  the 
Committee  might  fairly  congratulate  the 

E reseat  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  «id 
is  Predecessor  upon  the  satisfactory  te< 
suits  which  were  found  to  result  from 
putting  in  force  the  recommendations  of 
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the  Committee.  He  believed  that  a  very 
large  saving  had  already  been  made 
in  regard  to  the  waste  Parliamentary 
Papers — <rf  which  an  enormous  store 
was  foand — large  numbers  of  which  had 
never  been,  and  were  never  Hkely  to  be, 
required.  But  he  would  venture  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  Committee  to  the 
third  point — namely,  that  as  to  the  dis- 
tribution of  Parliamentary  Papers  to 
Members.  He  could  not  go  very  fully 
into  the  matter,  because  he  had  not  had 
mncfa  notice  of  this  Vote  eomlng  on ;  but 
he  thought  that  oil  Members  would  agree 
with  him  that  the  present  lAode  of  de- 
livering these  Papers  was  not  only  waste- 
ful and  uneconomical  in  the  extreme,  but 
that  at  times  it  entailed  a  very  great 
amount  of  troable  upon  MMnbens  who 
were  in  saanh  of  some  partieular  in- 
formation Mubodied  la  ParHamentary 
Papers,  a  vast  mass  of  wbit^  filled  up 
their  houses.  In  searching  for  informa- 
tion on  particular  subjects  a  doubt  and 
difficulty,  which  most  hon.  Members 
must  have  experienoed.was  as  to  whether 
a  particular  Paper  had  been  issued  gene- 
rally, or  whether  it  was  Included  only 
in  what  was  called  the  "  short  list "  of 
Papers,  whioh  the  authorities  of  &e 
House,  having  made  a  seleetion,  did  not 
think  it  neoessary  to  send  to  Members 
geaerally.  He  thought  he  was  right  in 
saying  t^at  a  very  large  and  constaBtly- 
imnreanng  number  of  Fapevs  were  in- 
cluded in  this  short  list.""^  It  was  hoped 
that  the  House  would  see  its  way  to 
adopting  l^e  suggestions  made  by  the 
Oontroller  of  the  Stationery  OfBoe  in  the 
course  of  his  evidence  before  the  Joint 
Oonimittee,  to  which  he  had  referred. 
Those  suggestions  were  as  follows : — 

'*  1.  The  pKsent  Bystem  o<  general  dsHvery 
of  all  Pkpen,  as  a  maitter  of  oouns,  to  oeaie. 

"2.  A  Schedule  to  be  circulated  daily, 
weoklj'j  or  otherwise,  as  might  be  thought  moat 
convenient,  giWng  reference,  number,  short 
title,  and  ahwt  ne^  of  oootCTte  of  all  i*Rpers 
preseoted  to  Psrliameitt  by  otamnand  at  Uer 
Majesty,  or  ^ioted  by  oruw  of  either  House 
since  the  date  of  the  Schedule  last  issued. 

3.  A  fuU  subject  index  to  bo  issued  at  the 
close  <rf  each  Seflsion,  to  be,  if  required,  bound 
up  with  the  Schedule,  whioh  would  thus  be- 
come asd  ooDveaient  books  of  rsfereace 
to  all  PamamentAry  Papers  issued. 

"4.  Members  of  both  Houses  to  be  supplied 
with  small  books  on  demand;  each  demand 
\ttAD%  ad^vesed  at  the  hade  to  Uie  authority  to 
whom  mAication  for  Fapflrs  should  be  nude. 
Any  Member,  on  filling  in  and  signing  a  demand , 
or  making  otherwise  written  application,  to  be 
supplied  wiOi  any  Paper  in  the  Schedule,  whe- 
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ther  or  not  presented  to  or  printed  by  the  Hoois 
to  whioh  be  nay  belong. 


b.  Any  Member  wiahiag  it  to  reoeive,  as  at 
ent,  all  Papers  issued  to  the  House  to  which 
he  may  belong,  on  making  a  general  application 


I 

in  writing  to  l^at  effect. 

"  6.  In  cases  of  Papers  of  special  interest  a  full 
delivery  to  be  made  to  Members  of  either  House 
on  BD  order  to  this  effect  being  a^ven  in  writing  ; 
if  a  Command  Paper  by  a  Cabmet  Minister ;  if 
a  Paper  printed  by  the  House  of  Iiords  by  the 
Clerk  of  the  Parliaroenta ;  if  printed  by  order 
of  the  House  of  Commons  by  the  Speaker.** 

This  was  the  scheme  of  suggestions 
made  by  the  Oontroller  of  the  Stationery 
Department,  and  the  Joint  Committee 
to  which  he  had  referred,  having  con< 
sidered  the  scheme  on  its  merits,  as  to 
its  fea^bility  and  its  convenience  to 
hon.  Members  of  the  House,  decided 
that  such  a  scheme  was  not  *'  unworthy 
the  adoption  of  the  House."  The  Com- 
mittee used  the  word  "adoption,"  though 
in  the  drafl  Report  hon.  Members  would 
find  the  word  "  consideration  "  in  place 
of  "  adoption."  This  discrepancy  was 
explained  by  the  fact  that  after  the 
draft  Keport  was  prepared  the  Oom- 
mittee  reconsidered  the  matter  at  some 
length,  and  in  the  end,  by  a  very 
large  majority  —  in  fact,  he  believed 
there  was  no  division  —  decided  upon 
using  tiie  word  "  adoptinn  "  iaataaa  of 
"  oonsidwation."  The  Seeretacy  to  tho 
Treasury  was  himself  a  Member  of  the 
Joint  Committee,  and  it  was  satisfactory 
that  he  had  now  become  responsible  for 
th«  sfetement  contained  in  the  Beport, 
that  the  scheme  suggested  by  the  Con- 
troller of  the  Stationery  Department 
was  "not  unworthy  the  adoption  of  the 
House."  They  had  very  good  authority 
for  behoving  that  t^e  introduction  and 
adoption  of  such  a  scheme  would  be 
attended  with  great  convenienbe  to 
Members,  and  wtrald  invcAve  in  a  short 
time — he  did  not  say  in  the  first  or  the 
seoond  year,  bat  certainly  at  no  distant 
date— a  v^  large  saving  in  public  ex- 
pense. The  present  expenditure  of  the 
Department  was  a  very  large  sum — ^not 
lees  than  £ft 90,000  m  £570,000  a-year — 
and  it  was  Mt  <mly  a  very  la^,  but  it  was 
a  eooBtaatly  inereanng  sum ;  and  if  this 
expenditure  could  be  decreased  without 
interfering  with  the  facilities  which  hon. 
Members  have  for  obtaining  informa- 
tion, he  thought  the  House  would  agree 
with  him  that  such  a  reform  would  be 
very  advant^eous.  ISie  present  Eiystem 
was  not  altogether  a  satirfaetoty  one, 
inasmuch  as  it  was  not  ea^  to  tnutf 
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what  Papers  were  and  were  BOt  distri- 
buted ;  but,  by  the  acbeme  of  the  Ooa- 
troUw,  in&nuatioii  would  be  given 
to  Members  each  iBomiag  as  to  the 
Papers  keaed,  and  they  oftuld  at  onoe 
noti^r  to  the  proper  sutliority  those 
which  th^  wished  to  have  supplied  to 
them.  Aaotfaer  difficulty,  under  the 
present  system,  was  that  there  were  two 
inodes  of  distribution — one  distribution 
at  the  private  reaidenees  of  Members, 
and  another  distribution  at  the  Public 
Offices  to  Ministers.  He  thought  it 
would  be  well  for  Ministers  to  get  their 
Papers  at  their  private  houses,  by  which 
meauB  they  would  receive  them  several 
hours  earlier  than  at  their  Offices.  An* 
other  advantage  would  be  that  Members 
who  were  temporarily  absent  from  town 
would  be  able  to  hare  such  Papers  as 
they  required  delivered  to  them  in  the 
country.  There  were  many  other  respect* 
in  vfatoh  the  OontroUer'e  soheme  would 
be  odvantageoiiSf  and  he  thsreSwo  com- 
mended it  to  the  fuTOurable  eonaid oration 
of  the  House.  In  conoinsion,  he  begged 
to  move  the  reduotUm  of  the  Tote  by 
£600. 

Motion  made,  and  Qaestion  proposed, 
"That  a  Supplementary  aum,  not  exceeding 
£19,760,  be  granted  to  Her  Majeaty,  to  dofray 
th«  Charge  which  will  noma  io  course  pay 
moot  duriog  the  yeta  ending  on  Uio  aist  das' 
of  March  1883,  for  Ststioaonr,  PrintituTt  and 
Paper,  Binding,  nnd  Printed  Books  for  the 
Eeveral  Departments  of  GoYomment  in  Eng- 
land, Scotland,  and  Irelmd,  and  eopne  Depen- 
dencjeor  and  for  the  two  Uoosca  o£  Parliament, 
and  for  tho  SalotieB  and  Expensoa  of  tho  KeUb- 
liehment  of  the  Stationery  OlHcc,  and  the  cost 
of  Statutttery  Office  Publications,  and  of  the 
Gazette  Offices ;  nnd  for  stindty  Miscellsneoufl 
Serrioe^  indadioga  Ormtin  Aid  of  the  Fubli- 
oatioa  d  FarluuMBtary   Debates."  (Jfr. 

6u  "WAJIEEB.  B.  BASTTSLOT 
said,  ha  thought  fihe  ^rasesut  was 
Bceareely  the  .  most  appropriate  oocasion 
to  disouBB  the  whole  of  the  scheme 
which  had  been  unfolded  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Andover.  It  would,  he 
thoughty  come  much  more  properly  in 
the  debate  on  the  main  Eetimate  than 
iu'the  ooncdderation  a  Supplementary 
Estimate  to  a  sum  already  voted  and 
spent.  If  the  hon.  Member  would  fa- 
vour the  House  by  hriagiog  forward  his 
proposal  again  on  the  Estimate  for  the 
coming  year,  he  felt  sure  that  the  Com- 
Duttee  would  give  to  the  subject  all  the 
•Quideration  and  attention  wluoh  it 
Aasairred.    Wbat  he  (Sir  Walter  B. 

Ifr,  Buxton 


Barttektt)  wanted  from  his  hon.  Fnesd 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  was  as  ex- 
plaoation  of  the  very  great  increwe  in 
the  Vote.  He  should  hke  to  knov  vlte' 
ther  it  was  oawed  1^  the  Autumn  Sat' 
aion;  and,  if  so,  whether  that  *u 
thou^t  to  be  a  prudent  way  of  apend- 
iug  we  nation's  money  ?  He  ahonld  also 
like  to  know  how  it  eame  about  tiutn 
lai^e  a  sum  aa  £6,000  was  pat  dowR 
for  paper.  This  seemed  to  lum  to  be 
an  enormous  sum  as  compared  with 
£5,600  for  printing.  There  were  serenl 
other  points  whieh  would,  no  doubt, 
suggest  themselves  -to  his  hon.  'Fmoi, 
and  for  which  he  should  have  asked  for 
ftiUer  explanation  than  appeared  on  tke 
face  of  the  Estimate  had  there  beet 
more  time  to  oonsider  them. 

Mb.  BUCHANAN  soid^  he  also 
willed  to  ask  for  some  eaplanation  a> 
to  the  increase  in  the  coat  of  Failta- 
menfary  records.  The  original  Ead- 
mato  was  for  £5,100,  and  now  aa  aMi- 
taonal  £l,260  was  aafced.  Ferfaaps  tfaa 
addition  waa  dae*--a8  in  the^aae  ctf  tiie 
additional  grant  of  £i,000  to  Uenn. 
Hansard,  wi^out  doubt,  it  was— to  the 
holding  of  an  Autumn  Session ;  but,  is 
any  ease,  the  matter  was  one  falling  im 
fuller  explanatiGB. 

Sib  HBNBY  HOLLAND  also  deaii«d 
to  put  a  question  to  the  Finannsl  Se- 
oretary  to  the  Treasury.  In  the  fint 
place,  however,  he  wished  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Committee  to  the  enor- 
mous amount  of  the  Supplementary 
Estimatee  for  this  Departmeut.  No  lea 
than  £20,000  for  tiiia  year,  1883-83; 
and  £19,600  for  last  year,  isei-ti^- 
Now,  it  was  a  bad  thing  to  over  e^- 
mate  the  prohafale  expenditure  of  a 
Department  heeause,  if  a  fairger  ffttd 
waa  mode- than  waa  really  neoessaiy,  it 
led  to  eactravagfuioe ;  but  he  was  not  it 
all  sure  that  a  large  under-estinate  vai 
not  worse,  for  it  led  to  large  Snpl^ 
mentary  Estimates,  and  lessened  thenv* 
tr<^  of  Parliament  over  expenditure.  !■ 
February,  1882,  the  then  Secretajy  to 
the  Treasury  (Lord  Frederick  Oaraa* 
dish)  deploivd  the  steady  and  moat 
satisfactory  inorease  of  expense  in  tins 
Department ;  and  the  House,  vfon  ^ 
Motion,  passed  last  year  oertain  B»>> 
lutions  acting  this  Department. 
question  which  he  deaived  to  put  to  tb 
Finaueial  Seoretary  w«>t  whstte'  ^ 
could  inform  the  Coaaauitteo  what  hd 
been  thepraetical  effect, , if  anyi  of 
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voikiiu*  of  tliese  Bssoliitiaiiia.  He  de* 
sired  also  to  knoir  il  the  expense  of 
Vormga  Office  piintiiig,  whiflli  waseom- 
mmted  upon  last  year,  had  reoeived 
eon^deration?  He  could  not  ooncludo 
Tithoat  B&ytag  'tiiat  he  did  not  hold  the 
ControHar  of  the  Dapartment  re^n- 
sible  for  this  great  incraase  of.  expense. 
Ob  the  aoutrary,  he  beUeved  that  that 
officer  had  aoted  with  great  vigour  and 
efficiency,  and  had  saved  the  oountry 
oonsiderable  expease.  But,  ia  £aot,  that 
officer  was  the  Bocvant  of  other  Depart- 
meats,  and  had  no  power  to  ohsck  the 
Fapeos  or  d^ands  of  those  Depart- 
ments.  He  was  inoliaed  to  think  that 
a  Oommittae  should  be  again  a^^inted 
to "  investigate  and-  report  upon  the 
working  of  this  Bepartanant. 

Mb.  DILLWXK'  said,  he  thought 
tiiexe  shonld  be  some  explanation  of  the 
disCTepanoy  between  the  main  Tote  ftnd 
the  Supplementary  Estimate.  The  main 
Vota  was  one  of  £38S,944,  but  the  ibot 
note  pat  it  down  at  £580,000,  and  he 
wished  to  know  the  reason  of  this  very 
Urge  increaBe.  The  Department  ought 
to  have  estimated  moie  closely,  and  not 
to  hftvtt  found  it  nsoessaty  to  come  to  the 
Oommitbee.  for  eo  large  a  Supplementary 
Estimate  as  was  now  asked  to  be  voted. 
He.  oould  see  no  very  graat  Teason  for 
iha  lai^  additional  sum  demanded. 
Some  increase  was  due  to  the  holding  of 
ao.  Autnmn  Session.  It  could  not,  how- 
eveiv  be  all  doe  to  that  cause;  and  he 
hoped  the  Otxnmittee  wonld  have  af- 
fiu^ed'to  them  a  full  explanation  of  the 
reoKUW  which  had  led  to  this  great  ex- 
cesa  omt  the  original  ^timate. 

OExxnU/  Sib  G-EOSGE  BALFOUR 
said,  the  officials  n<»DiaaUy  responable 
for  this  Vote  ,  were  those  at  the  Trea- 
sury ;  but,  practically,  they  had  no  oon- 
teol  over  it.  The  Heads  of  the  Depart^ 
nwnts  were  men  of  great  power,  and 
tbeu ,  demanded  just  whatever  snppUes 
they  pleased,  the  Stationery  Office  being 
bound'  to  comply  with  their  demands. 
Xf  the  Oommittee  wished  to  effect  any 
eflooomical  reform  in  this  Department 
they  must  .go  back  upon  the  Treasury, 
vfaich  «ould  alone  do  what  was  neoes* 
■axy.  the  present  ixstancei,  the  Com- 
mxAeb  had  no  help  bui  to  pass  the  Vot^ 
inaftmueh  as  it  was  a  Sup^mantary 
Eatinato  far  mon^  which  had  already 
been  a^nft.  Haaoe  it  was  that  he  dspre- 
ostadf  m  the  stsoueat  possible  maimw; 
tike  sending  i^  afSi^lementaiy  Estu 


mates  over  which  the  OomHiittee  oould 
exereise  no  cheok  or  oontvol.  He  had 
on  many  ooeasiona  tried  to  get  the  ao- 
ooirats  sent  up  in  aomeintellinble  form, 
so  that  any  Membm  of  the  House  oould 
uederstond  them,  but  hitherto  without 
success.  The  Offices  adhered  to  Ihe  old- 
fashicmed  form  of  putting  down  lump 
sums,  whioh  it  was  next  to  Lmposeible  to 
analyze ;  and,  therefore,  they  could  not 
get  at  the  root  of  the  evil.  He  hoped 
the  financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
would  pay  particular  attention  to  tiiis 
point,  and  sea  to  it  that  reforms  wet9 
offeoted. 

Sib  B.  ABSHETON  OBOSS  agreed 
with  hon.  Members  ia  thinking  that  the 
matter  was  <me  requirii^  very  oair^ul 
oonuderation  ok  the  hands  of  the  €!om» 
mittee,  for  the  reason  mainly  that  the 
inttreasea  had  not  been  in  particular 
items,  but  had  pervaded  the  whole  Esti- 
mate. It  was  quite  easy  to  understand 
that  some  sadden  ptessoire  might  come 
upon  a  particular  Department,  and  that 
a  Supplementary  Estimate  might  be 
necessary  to  meet  each  ipreBsvab ;  but  he 
could  not  understand  how  it  came  about 
that  mistaken  Estimates  had  been  made 
in  the  first  instance  with  regard  to  nine- 
tenths  of  the  it^ms.  The  amount  of  the 
excess  they  were  asked  to  vote  was 
£^,000  over  the  original  Estimate ; 
and  he  should  like  to  ask  the  Financial 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether  this 
was  a  proportion  of  ejccess  which  might 
be  expected  in  another  year,  or  whether 
it  was  a  special  cironmstance  attaching 
only  to  this  particolar  flnandal  period? 
He  asked  this  because,  as  the  Com- 
mittee  would  see,  the  or^nal  Estimate 
upon  which  this  excess  Vote  was  asked 
amounted  to  £530,000,  while  the  Esti- 
mates for  the  current  year,  1882-3,  re- 
c«itly  presented,  amounted  to  £540,000. 
How  could  this  bo  explained?  Had 
there  been  any  especial  expenses  in- 
cnrred,  or  was  the  sum  of  £540,000 
mere  matter  of  guess  work,  with  the 
possibility  of  a  stiU  larger  Supplemm- 
tary  Eetunate  next  year?  The  Oom- 
mittee had,  in  his  view,  a  right  to  some 
fuller  explanation  on  this  point  than  had 
yet  been  ofEoided  them  foy  the  Financial 
Seenetaij  to  the  Treasury. 

Hn.  J.  HOLLOND  said,  there  was 
another  pcnnt  towhuth  he  shoold  like  to 
draw  die  attention  of  the  CommUtee. 
It  was  eertain  that  in  many  direotiMia 
there  was-  room  fbr  eeeoomy ;  but,  <m 

3La 

Digitized  by  VjOOgIC 


1 767    Supply—  Citil  Serm'eM,      {  OOMUONS  } 


j-f.  KaiimatM.  l76ft 


tho  other  hand,  he  thought  that  at  a 
comparatively  small  increase  of  expense 
many  of  the  Eetarns  issued  from  Public 
Offices  might  be  very  much  further 
utilized,  ft  had  often  struck  him  as 
being  surprising  that  many  of  the  Be- 
tnms  —  for  instance,  relating  to  the 
doings  of  local  authorities  in  various 
parts  of  the  country  —  were  not  sent 
down  to  the  local  authorities  themselves, 
for  the  purpose  of  conveying  what  was, 
in  very  many  instances,  most  valuable 
information.  Then,  again,  there  were 
Iletums  being  constantly  moved  for  by 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  and  by  private  Members  on 
matters  relating  to  pauperism,  which 
Betums  would,  in  many  cases,  be  very 
useful  to  Boards  of  Guardians,  to  whom, 
in  his  view,  they  ou^ht  to  be  sent  offi- 
cially, in  order  to  assist  in  reforming  the 
administration  of  the  Poor  Law. 

Mr.  salt  said,  he  thought  there 
was  not  much  use  in  moving  the  re- 
duction of  a  Supplemental  Estimate  ex- 
cept by  way  of  protest,  ^e  money  had 
already  been  spent,  and  unless  the  Com' 
mittee  could  protest  in  a  practical  way 
by  reducing  expenditure,  he  did  not  see 
that  much  good  was  gained.  In  regard 
to  the  observations  in  which  the  non. 
Member  for  Andover  (Mr.  Buxton)  com- 
mended his  Amendment  to  the  Com- 
mittee, he  would  only  make  one  or 
two  remarks  which  occurred  to  him  at 
the  moment.  He  understood  the  hon. 
Member  to  suggest  that  a  list  of  the 
printed  ^irliamentary  Papers  should  be 
sent  to  Members  of  the  House  each 
morning,  and  that  they  should  choose 
ftrom  that  list  the  Papers  which  they 
wished  to  have  sent  to  them.  There 
appeared  to  his  mind  to  be  several 
difficulties  in  the  way  of  carrying  out 
this  suggestion.  It  very  often,  or  at  any 
rate  not  unfrequently,  happened  that  at 
critical  periods  Papers  were  laid  on  the 
Table  late  at  night,  which  it  was  of  the 
ntmost  importance  should  be  in  the  hands 
of  Members  at  the  earliest  moment 
on  the  following  morning.  This  would 
not  be  possible  if  hon.  Members  were 
only  to  be  supplied  on  each  morning 
with  lists  of  the  Papers,  and  not  with 
copies  of  the  Papers  themselves.  An- 
other difficulty  that  suggested  itself  to 
his  mind  was  as  to  the  number  of 
copies  of  each  Paper  that  would  have 
to  be  printed.  The  issuing  Departments 
vonld  be  left  in  great  doubt  as  to  the 
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numbeir  of  copies  that  might  be  wanted ; 
and  while  in  some  cases  they  might 
cause  to  be  printed  a  large  number  of 
copies  where  few  were  needed,  in  oAers 
the  supply  might  fall  very  fer  short  of 
what  was  requisite.  He  would  wish 
to  ask  the  Hnancial  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  to  give  the  Committee  an  as- 
surance that  oefore  tbe  debate  on  the 
regular  Estimate  for  1882-3  came  on 
in  the  Spring  in  ordinary  course,  he 
would  consider  the  matter,  and  tell  the 
House  whether  he  would  or  would  not 
be  prepared  with  some  scheme  of  re- 
form in  this  Department.  The  hon. 
Member  might,  on  mature  conrfderatioa 
and  ftirther  examination,  find  tfae  pre- 
sent system  the  best  on  the  irhol« ;  but 
if,  on  the  other  hand,  he  fbund  it  within 
his  power  to  propose  some  efficient  plan 
of  economy,  he  would  find  that  he  had 
the  very  hearty  co-operation  of  both 
sides  of  the  House.  Ho  shouU'  also 
like  to  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  why 
details  of  an  excess  of  cxpenoita™ 
largely  exceeding  the  original  Estimate 
and  pervading  tne  whole  of  its  items 
were  not  given  to  the  House  at  the 
commencement  of  the  Autumn  Sesnon  f 
He  trusted  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasniy 
would  consider  this  matter,  and  affora 
some  satisfactory  explanation  with  re* 
gard  to  l^is  increase  of  ^£20,000. 

Mr.  IIYLANDS  said,  he  waa  tmable 
to  support  the  proposal  of  his  bon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Andover  XMr. 
Buxton),  which  seemed  to  him,  in  the 
first  place,  altogether  to  depart  from 
the  gravamen  of  the  charge  against  the 
Estimate ;  and,  so  far  as  the  omall 
change  his  hon.  Friend  had  snggosted 
went,  he  was  disposed  to  agree  very 
much  with  the  hon.  GenlSeman  oppo* 
site  (Mr.  Salt)  that  it  would  bo  a 
matter  of  inconvenience  to  carry  out 
the  proposal  to  the  extent  contem- 
plated. There  were  a  number  of  Papers 
kept  back  from  Membera,  because  ftey 
were  not  applied  for,  wMdk  -would  M 
much  better  circulated  amongsit  thvnL 
There  was,  for  instance,  the  Report  of 
the  Royal  Hint,  in  conneeHbn  -vitft 
which  there  were  matters  of  very  great 
public  interest,  and  he  believed  that 
attention  to  the  Boport  would  Inard  to 
a  considerable  saving  in  that  Depart- 
ment. The  hon.  Member  asked  what 
was  the  use  of  issuing  a  large  moss  of 
Papers  which  were  only  reaa,  p«t*haps, 
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Ify  10  or  20.  But  that  was  not  the 
point — the  knowledge  of  their  being  in 
the  handa  of  Members  waa  oonsidered  to 
be  a  useful  and  necessary  check.  Again, 
there  were  the  Beports  sent  from  the 
Consulates  abroad  to  the  Biitish  Qo- 
yemment,  These  were  not  distributed 
uptil  they  were  asked  for;  and  how 
many  Members  applied  for  them  ?  [Mt. 
Courtney  :  The  Consular  Beports  are 
distributed.]  He  could  assure  hoo. 
Gentlemen  that  the  Consular  Keports 
of  %ani  and  Japan  were  in  the  list  of 
"Cpmmand"  Papers,  which  were  only 
given  to  hon.  Membera  on  being  ap- 
plied for;  and  his  hon.  Friend  had 
entirely  overlooked  the  fact  that  this 
lia^  was  handed  to  Members  every 
day.  That,  however,  was  a  small  mat< 
ter.  They  had  before  them  the  fact 
l;hat  this  Vote  was  increasing  by  leaps 
and^bpimds;  and  although  he  was  quite 
willing  to ,  adopit  that  the  present  Con- 
troller of  the  Stationery  Pepartment  was 
a  very  able  and  efficient  officer,  that  he 
had.  introduced  some  reforms  and  carried 
out  certain  suggestions,  he  waa  bound 
to  say  that  he  entertained  a  strong  opi- 
nion that,  whenever  there  was  a  large 
increase  in  any  of  the  spending  Depart- 
ments, the  way  to  meet  it  was  by  the 
app^intntont  of  a  Select  Committee,  for 
tlie  purpose  of  investigating  the  matter. 
He  agreed  with  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Midhurst  (§ir  Henry  Hol- 
land) that  this  was  just  one  of  those 
oMes  ^n  which  Uie  appointmeiU  of  a 
Ooinnuttee  would  probably  lead  to  a 
very  considerable  saving.  He  considered 
thftt  the  very  fact  that  uiere  was  a  large 
increased  expenditure  in  connection  with 
the  Departpient  was  a  reason  why  that 
expenditure  should  be  looked  upon  with 
suepicion.  He  could  not  agree  with  all 
that  had  been  said  with  regard  to  the 
Supplementary  Estimates ;  but  the  de- 
mand for  £20,000  in  the  present  Tote 
was  so  extraordinary  that  the  Committee 
were  pound  to  ask  &om  the  Oovernment 
a  full  explanation  as  to  the  increased  ex- 
penditvre,  and  the  exact  nature  of  the 
-worJk  in  connection  with  which  it  had 
bean  incurred.  The  Committee  wished 
to  know  why  this  izicreased  expenditure 
had  been  incurred ;  and  whether  it  had 
been  incurred  because  th^  Departments 
were  so.ignofant  of  what  they  were 
likely  to  xsquve  tl^at  they  did  not  bring 
vo.  thair  Sistunates.  ftt  the  proper  time, 
W  Mine  Ittrward  at  the  eqa  of  the  Se«- 
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eion  with  a  Supplementary  Estimate  for 
£20,000.  He  was  now  able,  having 
referred  to  the  list,  to  satisfy  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
that  some  of  the  Consular  Beports  were 
only  distributed  to  hon.  Members  when 
applied  for.  It  happened  that  there  were 
only  five  Papers  on  the  list  this  year,  and 
under  the  terms  of  distribution  which  he 
had  described,  there  was  the  Beport  of 
the  Consul  in  the  t^orea,  a  Memorandum 
on  the  tradebetween  Japan  and  the  Corea, 
Beports  from  the  Consuls  in  China,  and 
the  Consular  Beport  from  Siam.  So 
that  out  of  the  five  Papers  presented  up 
to  that  time  for  the  year  1883,  four  of 
them  were  Consular  Beports,  which  were 
only  given  to  Members  on  being  applied 
for.  If  his  hon.  Frirad  would  withdraw 
the  Motion  to  reduce  the  Yote  by^  £fiOO, 
wliich  he  (Mr.  Bylands)  and  his  hon. 
Friends  could  not  support,  and  if  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  did  not  give 
satisfactory  replies  to  the  questions  he 
had  urged,  hon.  Qentlemen  on  those 
Benches  would  feel  it  their  dluty  ^  sup- 
port a  Motion  for  the  specific  reduction 
of  the  Vote,  and  to  ascertain  the  opinion 
of  the  Committee  as  to  whether  that  re- 
duction should  or  should  not  take  place. 

Me.  E.  H.  PAGET  said,  the  Com- 
mittee had  a  right  to  know  why,  in  the 
face  of  the  Vote  of  £530,000  taken  last 
year,  the  Department  which  had  spent 
so  much  money  should  now  come  to  the 
Committee  with  a  Supplementary  Esti- 
mate for  £20,280.  There  had  been, 
hon.  Members  would  see  b^  t^  detailed 
account  of  the  Yc^^  j^i^ff^  H^i 
almost  every  iteni(jo£  expq^Alw^p,;  wi4 
he  said  they  had  a  (rigp  tpksk  for  infor- 
mation as  to  the  excess  of  £3,000  over  the 
original  Estimate  of  £18,000  for  Print- 
ing, &c.,  for  Stationery  Office  Publica- 
tions, and  the  eict'ss  of  £1,250  under 
letter  0  for  Parliamentary  Records  on 
the  original  Estimate  of  £5,100,  which 
was  equal  to  moro  than  20  per  cent. 
These  were  matters  upon  which  tbey 
were  entitled  to  detailed  information,  in 
order  that  they  might  be  assured  that 
the  money  had  been  rightly  ^ent,  and 
that  the  causes  of  the  present  v  ote  could 
not  have  been  foreseen.  The  fact  n^ust 
not  be  lost  eight  of  that  the  practice  of 
putting  forward  Supplementary  Esti- 
mates tended  very  much  to  withdraw 
from  publio  notice  the  actual  expendi- 
tnre  in  the  various  Departments,  whi^ 
would  doHbUw  If^hSSSf^ 
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examination  at  the  hands  of  Members 
vera  the  whole  amount  placed  before 
them  when  the  Estimates  for  the  yeaf 
were  brought  forward.  The  Committee 
ha-ring  been  brong^ht  fbce  to  face  with 
such  an  exceptional  increase  of  cost  in 
respect  of  the  Stationery  Office,  he 
trusted  that  the  fullest  explanation  would 
be  afforded  by  the  Government  upon  the 
items  to  which  he  had  called  attention. 

Mr.  LABOUCHEEEeaid,  he  had  not 
quite  so  voracious  an  appetito  for  Blue 
Books  as  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Burnley  (Mr.  Eylands) ;  those  he  re- 
ceived were  almost  sufficient  for  him. 
At  the  same  time,  he  did  not  think  the 
Committee  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member 
fbr  Andorer  (Mr.  Buxton)  In  thinking 
that  his  proposal  was  a  desirable  one ; 
or,  at  all  events,  he  believed  there  was  a 
ooncurrenoe  of  oj^nion  that  tSie  point 
rdsed  by  l^e  Motion  before  the  Com- 
mittee might  be  discussed  with  more  ad- 
ratttage  on  the  general  Eertimates  than 
on  the  present  occasion.  He  believed 
some  hon.  Members  near  him  wished  to 
take  the  sense  of  the  Committee  on  a  re- 
duction of  the  Vote  to  the  extent  of 
£5,000.  The  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Andover,  however,  stood  in 
the  way  of  this  ;  and,  therefore,  with  all 
respect  to  him,  they  would  be  exceed- 
i"gV  g^^^  be  would  withdraw  it. 
Now,  he  had  this  complaint  to  make- 
that  the  printing  was  very  badly  done. 
He  had,  on  two  or  three  occasions,  asked 
Questions  of  Gentlemen  on  the  l^easury 
Bench  with  reference  to  Bills  vhieh  had 
not  been  presented  to  the  House  within 
a  reasonaUe  tidie ;  but  he  had  not  been 
able  to  get  any  answers  to  tiiem.  The 
reason  of  this  was  that  no  person  was 
specificaUy  responsible  in  the  matter. 
For  example,  a  few  days  ago  the  Bank- 
ruptcy Bill  was  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 
House,  and  one  or  two  printed  copies 
were  placed  in  the  Library.  This  Bill 
was  wanted  not  only  for  the  infbrmation 
of  Members  themselves,  but  the  Mem- 
bers connected  with  commercial  towns 
were  exceedingly  anxious  to  get  copies 
of  it  for  their  constituents.  Neverthe- 
less, they  were  only  able  to  send  l^e  Bill 
down  that  day.  Kow,  having  some 
technical  knowledge  of  printing,  he  was 
in  a  position  to  state  that  if  thOT  once  set 
up  a  Bill  it  was  absurd  to  say  they  could 
not  strike  off  any  number  of  copies. 
TbAt  was  one  inmdent.  Anoflier  was 
lihat  an  hon.  Friend  sHting  near  himj  v^ 

Mr,  R.  B,  Pegot 


widhed  to  make  certain  remasks  on 
of  the  Votes  in  Class  VH.^  vfaisik  re- 
lated to  special  packets  for  the  convBy- 
anoe  of  distinguished  perMms  across 
the  Oheuinel,  h^  asked  lor  a  B^nra  of 
the  names  of  those  gentleaua.  Th» 
Beturn  was  agreed  to,  and  he  believed 
it  had  been  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 
House.  But  it  had  not  bean^strHmtad, 
although  it  was  Thursday,  and  the  fie- 
turn  had  been  ordered  to  be  printed  on 
Monday  last.  Thoy  were  exooedingly 
anxioQs  to  know  who  the  distinguiaiied 
persons  were,  before  vettng  the  nmiey 
required  for  carrying  them  from '  this 
ocnintry.  He  hoped  that  an  explanatittii 
of  tiieee  matters  would  now  be  givenr  by 
someone  <»i  the  Treaettry '  Bench.  H» 
did  not  know  trh^her  tfao  Secretaiijr  ts 
the  TreasuTy  represented  the  Stattoneiy 
Department;  and,  as  he-hod  said' bcfcn^ 
he  had  never  yet  diseovered  by  w^m  it 
was  represented.  But  it  nnnfc  be  imAa»> 
stood  that  they  could  not  go  an  votrng 
vast  mrme  of  money  for  the  DexHoteiaat 
when  they  were  always  beisg  put-  oS 
with  old  excuses  on  the  port  of 'Minis- 
ters, who  did  not  want  He  turn  a  to  be  in 
the  hands  of  Members.  The  nsual 
answerwasthat— '^TheywareTery  sony, 
but  the  printer  was  not  ready  with  the 
Papers.'^  All  that  was  plainly  nouesse 
and  shun ;  but  eren  if  it  wwe  trae,  then 
by  all  means  let  ^em  hare  some  other 
printer  who  eonld  do  the  wovk.  -  Thar 
specific  complaint  was  that  they  did  oat 
get  the  ReiuniB  promised  to  tho'  Hentt 
within  a  reasonable  time  of  tho  fint 
copies  being  presented.  I^ieahiag  tebbr 
nically,  there  wBsnottheal^htestnoDao- 
ai*^  for  this  delay,  and  a  better  anange- 
ment  ong^t  to  exist,  seeing-  thab  duy 
paid  something  like  the  sum  eC  ££OOjOOO 
annually  for  ^e  Office. 

Mb.  SCHKEIBEH  said,  the  bni  thne 
years,  ae  fae  understood  it,  had  been 
years  of  Liberal  economy;  but  dvnag 
that  time  Ihe  public  had  been  atartled, 
and  were  now  not  a  little  perplexed^  \sf 
a  oontinaed  incmase  in  the  Civil  Sec^no9 
Estimates.  He  thcmgbt  hon.  Members 
would  perform  a  go«^  service  under 
the  circumetancee,  they  could  help  ^ 
pnbHo  to  understand  why  that  imaMSs 
had  taken  place,  and  under  wkat  hnaii 
He  suppoeeid  tibe  Financud  Semcetaty  to 
the  Tmswy  would  tell  him  thaianMi^ 
the  priadBal-  hnds  of  inmaao  vto-lo 
be  ia<MiM  tiiat  on  aooeant  «f  tfco  -Bait 
Office  Vote,  foe  uddoh-  no  fftmNr  ^ 
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that  House  was  more  respoDsible  than 
[        himself  (Mr.  Schreiber).    But  he  antici- 
pated that  reply  o£  ^  hon.  Qentleman 
I  aayieg  that  he  aeoepted  the  respon- 

!  ribUHy,  and  that  all  the  money  spent  in 
eonnectnmwith  the  Post  Office  had  been 
I  woU  sMct  If  this  year  waa  to  be  re* 
garded  as  a  year  of  liberal  economy, 
[  and  18S0  as  a  year  of  Conserratire  ex- 
travagance, he  thought  it  would  be  only 
^  fair  to  compare  the  expenditure  which 
;  had  taken  place  in  respect  of  the  Star 
tionery  Office  in  those  two  years.  In 
le&O  there  was  spent  £460,000,  and  for 
the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  of  March, 
there  wonid  have  been  spent  no 
less  a  sum  than  £550,380,  the  differ- 
ence being  £90,000,  and  equivalent  to 
an  annual  increase  of  £30,000  for  this 
Vote  alone.  He  thought  it  would  be 
a  proAtabie  ezer^se  ior  the  Fiaanoial 
Seoratery  to  explain  to  the  Committee 
and  ihe  oonntry  the  causes  of  that  in- 
orsase  of  en>endibi>e.  So  far  as  that 
ineraaee  Tesulted  from  the  Autumn  Ses- 
sion, which  was  held  for  the  purpose 
of  passing  the  New  Bales  of  Frooeduro, 
he  would  like  to  have  it  precisely  stated 
what  the  Antuma  Sesdon  had  cost.  He 
oonld  make  a  pretty  shrewd  guess  as  to 
the  valne  of  nie  New  Rules ;  but  what 
the  country  and  the  House  wanted  to 
know  was  the  amount  of  money  they  had 
orat.  He  apprehended  that  the  greater 
part  of  the  £20,000  now  asked  for  was 
to  be  placed  to  that  acoount ;  and,  if  he 
was  iiotniistaken,tiieAoiendment  of  the 
BobleLord  the  Member  fw  North  Noxth- 
umberland  (Earl  ^roy^  pointed  in  the 
earns  direcbw.  Therofore,  he  trusted 
the  Oommittee  would  receive  from  the 
Fiimnoial  Secretary  an  explanatory  stfUe- 
nient,  setting  forth  the  causes  which  had 
led  to  this  large  increase  in  the  ex- 
penditure of  the  Stationery  Office. 

Mb,  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  begged 
leave  to  remind  the  Oommiftee  that  the 
Stationery  Department  was  three  or  four 
yeare  ago  re-organized.  Now,  re-or- 
ganization waa  a  process  whioh  went  on 
eveiy  now  and  then  in  the  Civil  Service, 
and  with  ^e  invariable  result  of  in- 
creasing the  chai^  on  the  public.  The 
OoatroUerof  &e  Statioaenr  Department, 
about  two  years  and  »*faalf  ago,  was 
orderdd  to  render  an  acoount,  which 
waa.  indaed,  &e  fint  Report  rmdeved 
by  uu  Ocntnllev.  The  interesting  dooa- 
meat  went  to  diow  (hat  re-org^auati<m 
Vou^  peonie  «  ooq8i4anb|e  reduction 


'  in  the  Stationery  Vote.  Among  other 
things,  the  Controller  r^KBrted  that  in 
the  item  of  salanee  alone  a  saving  of 
£4,000  a-year  could  be  effected.  But, 
notwithstonding  this,  theoharge  for  sala* 
ries,  instead  of  decreasing,  bad  shown 
a  regular  inoreaEe.  Again,  the  item  for 
printing  had  gone  up  since  the  re-or- 
ganisation took  place  from  £136,000  to 
£160,000.  The  charge  for  paper  had 
also  risen  from  £95,000  to  £120,000, 
and  so  oa  through  the  great  majority  of 
the  items  in  the  Vote.  He  thought, 
however,  that  some  of  the  criticism 
which  they  had  heard  that  evening  with 
reference  to  the  Department  was  very 
unfair.  The  hon.  Member  for  Northi 
ampton  (Mr.  Laboucbero),  for  instance, 
did  not  hesitate  to  attribute  to  tha 
Stationery  Office  the  delay  which  often 
took  place  in  furnishing  Qovemment 
Befjorts  and  Papors }  hot  weryou  acr 
quainted  with  uie  facts  would  know 
that  no  blame  attached  to  the  Stationery 
Office  at  all.  It  was  the  Departments 
ooncemed  in  those  Papers  that  W'Ore 
alone  responsible  ;  and  ii  there  was  one 
Department  more  to  blame  than  another 
for  the  delay  of  which  the  hon.  Membear 
oomplained,  it  was  that  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  whose  Reports  were  invariably 
in  arrear.  Therefore,  he  said  that  to 
fix  the  blame  on  the  Stationery  Office 
was  extremely  unjust.  But,  during  the 
last  three  years,  the  Vote  had  in<veased 
from  £469,000  to  £530,000;  and,  ao- 
eording  to  the  Estimate  for  1883-4,  they 
were  to  be  asked  to  grant  a  still  larger 
sum.  NoWf  he  had  no  doubt  that  the 
money  was  really  required.  He  believed 
the  Stationery  Office  was  administered 
as  well  as  any  Department  in  the  Civil 
Service ;  but  he  wished  to  urge  on  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  the  desirability 
of  securing  an  annual  Report  from  the 
Contxollw,  in  order  that  ample  and  ds- 
taiied  information  might  be  afforded  to 
the  House  with  regard  to  the  regular 
inoreaae  which  took  place  in  the  expen- 
diture of  the  Department  If  that  Re- 
port were  supplied,  he  was  satisfied  tha 
House  would  see  that  there  was  reason 
for  the  expenditure;  but,  in  the  absenoe 
oi  it,  he  was  equalhr  sure  that  the  con- 
tinued increase  under  this  head  would 
be  challenged. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  expreseed  the 
hope  that  the  Motion  of  the  oon.  Mem- 
bw  for  Andovw  (Mr. .  Bazt<m)  would 
not  be  foxthev  pooeeded  with.  He  did 
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not  think  that  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Memher  woald  conduce  to  the  eftTing  of 
a  single  nxpence ;  whereas,  on  the  oUier 
hand,  it  would,  undoubtedly,  oanse  great 
ineonrenience  to  hon.  Members,  by  de- 
priring  them  of  a  large  amount  of  infor- 
mation which  ought  to  be  placed  in 
their  hands.  Any  Gentleman  nariag  a 
knowledge  of  printing  would  be  awiun 
that  ffae  expense  did  not  eondst  in  the 
distribution  of  copies  whieh  were  in  ex- 
istence, or  in  the  muHlpHcation  of  copies 
within  a  reasonable  limit.  There  would, 
therefore,  be  no  saving  to  the  public  if 
the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member  were 
adopted.  There  was,  howorer,  a  method 
by  which  a  considerable  saving  both  of 
public  time  and  money  could  be  effeoted 
— namely,  by  the  condensation  of  some 
of  the  voluminous  documents  presented 
to  Parliament.  He  was  sure  hon.  Mem- 
bers would  agree  that  the  exceeding  de- 
tail in  which  public  Papers  were  ^Ten 
constituted  a  public  misfortune,  and  that 
much  of  the  documentary  matter  put 
into  their  hands  might,  by  the  exercise 
of  a  little  labour  on  the  part  of  gentle- 
men engaged  in  Pablio  JDepartmeBte, 
be  decreawd  in  bulk,  and,  at  the  same 
time,  increased  in  Talue.  It  must  be 
borne  in  mind  that  for  many  years  past 
this  Vote  had  continued  to  increase; 
and,  although  efforts  had  been  made  to 
check  litat  increase,  they  had  failed  in 
their  object,  because  the  Stationery  De- 
partment was  the  servant,  so  to  speak, 
of  a  great  number  of  Public  Offices,  and 
it  WHS  out  of  the  power  of  the  Controller 
of  the  Department,  unless  backed  up  by 
some  superior  authority,  to  resist  the 
demands  made  upon  him  by  the  othear 
Offices.  However  convenient  it  might 
be  to  have  an  Office  dialled  with  sup- 
plying the  various  Puhlio  Departments 
with  the  stationery  and  printing  re- 
quired, there  was  this  to  be  Mid — 
toat  it  was  very  difficult  to  bring  home 
to  the  Heads  of  Departments  a  sense  of 
responsibility  for  expenditure,  when  (die 
amount  did  not  appear  upon  their  Esti- 
mates  in  any  way  ss  a  charge  against 
themselvee.  Undor  the  system  which 
existed  at  present,  whatever  work  was 
required  to  be  done  would  be  at  once 
ordered,  without  consideration  of  cost, 
because  tkhe  Departments  did  not  pay 
for  it ;  but  if,  by  any  means,  the  cost 
of  stationery  and  piling  could  be 
brought  home  as  a  onarge  against  them, 
he  thought  there  would  be  a  little  mon 
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economy  under  that  head.  Bo  long  u 
the  world  lasted,  if  a  man  had  not  to 
pay  for  the  expenditnre  be  inoarrei,  lis 
would  not  be  so  economical  as  ihe  ■■■ 
who  had  to  account  for  it. 

Mb.  COURTNEY  said,  h«  was  afraid 
the  propose  oi  the  hon.  Member  In 
Andover  (Mr.  Buxton)  had  net  gim 
very  great  satiefaotion,  althoogh  he  ooaU 
not  see  €bat  any  Gentilenum  who  bad 
followed  him  had  greatly  iniwovediqwa 
his  suggestion.  He  trustod,  faewenr, 
that  the  bon.  Member  would  be  satnfied 
with  the  discDSmon  which  had  takes 
place,  and  withdraw  his  Aeoendment 
Two  suggestions  had  been  made  wi^ 
regard  to  the  d^very  of  Papets,  both 
of  which  would  tend  greatly  to  increaie 
the  amount  of  this  Vote.  One  of  tbeae^ 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton 
(Mr.  J.  HoUond),  was  thai  all  Piroersof 
general  interest  should  be  distrioated, 
not  only  amongst  Members  of  the  Home, 
bnt  that  they  should  be  sent  broad-csst 
about  the  ocmutfy.  That  was  a  propostl 
which  the  Treasuxy,  having  Ae  fear  (rf 
the  Committee  before  them,  could  ■at 
look  upon  with  approral.  Then  tlie  hon. 
Member  tw  Northampton  (Mr.  Li* 
bouohere)  had  compliuned  that  the 
Papers  were  not  delivered  as  rapidly  ei 
they  ought  to  be.  No  doubt  there  might 
be  a  more  rapid  delivery  if  unHnited 
funds  were  allowed  to  the  Departomi 
It  must  be  remembered  that  the  Depart* 
ment  was  subjected  to  great  raressais  by 
the  demands  made  upon  it  for  the  pn- 
duction  of  many  Seports,  long  and  con- 
plicated  accounts.  Appropriation  Ac- 
counts, Estimates,  and  BiUs — aU  tbeee 
were  raquired  and  ordered  to  be  prin^ 
at  the  beginning  o£  the  Session,  and  then 
was  in  consequence  a  great  crush  and 
hun7  amongst  the  printon  in  order  to 
getlnemout.  One  question  ndaed  by  tbs 
hon.  Member  for  Poole  (Mr.  SefaMWr) 
was,  in  his  opinion,  in^ipH^aiato  to 
these  Estimates,  and  the  disoaesion  of  it 
would  be  more  fitting  when  the  yssr*! 
Estimates  were  brought  forward.  The 
hon.  Member  bad  inquired,  hdf- 
jestingly,  whether  the  Autwnn  Seeaon  . 
had  anything  to  do  with  the  increase  d  \ 
expenditure?  Undoubtedly  that  ws» 
the  case  to  a  certain  extent ;  bat  he  sub- 
mitted to  the  Committee  that  it 
largely  attributaUe  to  the  increseei 
activity  in  many  Departmanto,  eoiua- 
quent  upon  the  state  of  pcbfie  aflsiia 
The  Autumn  Sessioa  vaa  Mipea«U« 
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for  inoreaee  in  the  eost  of  pubUe 
reoorda  under  Hub-head  O ;  but,  as  an 
iutawie  of  tho  domande  upon  the  Sta- 
tioMry  Office,  the  War  Offioe  aloue  had 
inoreased  the  cost  of  tiio  X>^)«rbBient 
by  no  kes  a  sum  tbaa  £4,000.  The 
^iatiDg  fnr  the  Irish  QoTemBwiity  aa  the 
Comnuttee  would  imdontand,  had  been 
exceedingly  hoavy ;  and,  as  a  natter  of 
faot,  whaterer  Department  was  in  a  state 
of  excttemeot,  that  Department  must 
make  exb-aordinary  demands  upon  the 
Stationery  Office,  and  cause  a  eorrespoad- 
ing  increase  in  this  Vote.  A  question 
had  been  asked  by  the  hoa.  and  gallant 
Baronet  the  Member  for  West  Sussex 
(Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot]  with  regard  to 
the ikcreased  charge  of  £6,000  for  paper, 
as  compared  with  the  cost  of  printing. 
The  ansires  to  this  was  that,  under  the 
UBW  ooatraot  made  for  printing,  the 
supply  of  paper  was  made  by  toe  De- 
pavbnent  iteMf ;  aiod,  tliat  being  ao,  the 
ooat  was  indnded  m  these  JBstimates, 
wbiehi  had  it  been  met  by  the  eontraotoiv 
would  not  bare  been  due  until  after 
quarter  day.  The  business  of  the  8ta- 
Uonery  Office  had  also  been  inoreased  by 
the  talEing  over  of  the  Customs  Bills  of 
Entry,  which  had  necessitated  the  ap- 
pointment oi  a  special  staff  in  order  to 
conduct  those  publications.  Before  oon- 
dttdiag,  he  wi«ied  to  offer  his  tribute  of 
respect  to  the  present  Controller  of  the 
Stationery  Office.  A  better  public  servant 
did  not  exut,  and  the  exertioos  made  by 
him,  in  order  to  effect  reductions  of  ex* 
pendituie,  were  beyond  all  praise. 

Mb.  H.  H.  FOWLEH  said,  one  of  the 
remarke  made  by  the  Financial  Store- 
taiyiothe  Treaanry  had  raised  in  hia 
mind  a  great  doubt  aa  to  the  aufficieocqF 
of  Ms  replies  on  other  questions  which 
had  been  raised  in  connection  with  the 
Vote.  The  charge  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  La- 
bou<^ere)  was  that  the  Bankruptey  Bill, 
which  most  hon.  Members  were  in- 
terested in,  no  matter  what  might  have 
been  the  pressure  from  the  Tarions  De- 
partments for  printing,  was  on  the  Table 
of  the  House  a  fwtnight  ago,  notwith- 
atandtng  which  the  supply  of  Bills,  <hl 
which  Imn.  Members  depended  for  send* 
ing  e<^es  to  their  constituents,  was  not 
ready  until  last  night.  The  right  hon- 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Westminster 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  had  stated  that  when 
onoe  a  Bill  was  set  up  in  type  any  num- 
ber of  copies  ooold  be  furmwed  withoBt 


additional  eost  to  the  public.  The  hon. 
GentleiBan,howevor,badnot  touched  that 
point  in  his  reply.  A  Heturn  of  one 
page  ordered  to  be  printed  on  Monday 
last  was  not  in  the  hands  of  MeqiberB 
until  ZoDg  afterwards,  and  the  Oommit- 
tee  were  told  that  the  delsy  was  owing 
to  the  encHHUOUs  pressure  ^at  by  the- 
vartous  Deparianents  of  the  Civil  Service 
up<m  the  tUaticnwy  Office.  That  x<^y 
appeared  to  bim  quite  insufficient ;  and 
be  was  bound  to  point  out  to  the  hon. 
Oentleman  that  it  would  promote  a  very 
considerable  amount  of  disouasion^  wben- 
the  Estimate  for  the  DepaHment  for 
1883*4  was  brought  forward,  if  the  Com- 
mittee were  not  placed  in  possession  of 
the  details  now  asked  for.  The  country 
had  spent  £500,000  already  upon  print- 
ing and  stationery,  and  at  the  end  of 
the  0nanoial  year  the  Government  came 
forward  with  a  further  ^timate  of 
£20,000.  The  Ccnnmittee  was  powerleas 
to  go  through  all  the  details  of  the  De- 
partment and  aay  where  a  reduction 
ought  to  be  made.  When  oomplalots 
were  made,  replies  were  given  oy  the 
Heads  of  Departments  exactly  similar 
to  that  just  given  by  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury ;  and  the  only  way  to  deal  with 
the  matter  was  for  the  House  to  soy — 
"  We  will  not  go  beyond  a  certain 
amount  on  account  of  tius  Office."  If 
that  step  were  taken,  he  had  no  doubt 
the  Controller  would  see  his  way  to 
keeping  the  amount  of  expenditure 
within  the  prescribed  limit.  He  ap- 
pealed to  the  hon.  Membeir  lor  Andovor 
(Mr.  Buxton),  whose  proposal  it  had 
been  shown  would  not  weot  any  saving 
of  Doet,  to  withdraw  his  Amendmenti 
and  he  would  then  move  the  reduction  of 
the  Vote  by  the  anm  of  £5,000. 

Ha.  BUXTON  aftid,  he  trusted  boo. 
Members  would  bear  him  out  wheu 
he  said  that  his  wish,  in  bringing  few- 
ward  this  subject,  was  to  effect  economy 
in  the  Public  Printing  Department.  He 
hoped,  also,  before  the  Elstimates  for 
next  year  oame  forward,  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers would  consider  whether  such  a 
scheme  as  he  had  suggested  would  not 
be  very  useful,  and  effect  the  saving 
which,  on  high  authority,  he  believed 
would  result  &om  its  adoption?  At 
that  time  he  should  move,  ukd  carry  to 
a  division,  an  Amendment  to  the  Sta- 
tionery Vote  of  the  aame  kind  ae  that 
now  befWe  the  Oommittee,  whkih,  haring 
Qom*  to  the  con^tinon  that  the  preeeat 
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was  not  the  best  oceasion  for  pressing'  it, 
he  Doir  asked  leare  to  withdraw. 

Motion  by  leave  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  propoeecl. 

Mh.  H.  H.  fowler  said,  he  would 
now  move  that  the  Vote  be  redooed  by 
the  sum.  of  £5,000.  Aa  a  Momber  of 
the  Idberal  Party,  who  weat  into  Office 
on  the  ground  that  the  OcmtsflrratiTe 
Party  had  been  extraTagant,  he  thought 
it  was  high  time  liiat  some  oonsisteacy 
should  be  shown  to  exist  in  Ihe  matter 
of  expenditure. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed* 

"  That  a  Sai^emMitary  sum,  not  exceeding 

£15,280,  be  granted  to  Her  MajGsty,  to  dalray 
the  Charge  which  will  como  in  course  of  pay- 
ment during  the  year  ending  on  the  3l8t  day 
of  March  1883,  for  Stationery,  Printing,  and 
Paper,  Sinding,  and  Printed  Books  for  the 
several  DepBrtnicntB  of  Ctorenunent  in  Eag- 
land,  Scotumd,  and  Ireland,  and  voma  De- 
pendencies, and  for  the  two  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment, tind  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the 
Establishment  of  the  StAtionery  Office,  and  the 
cost  of  Stationery  Office  Pablieatwn^  and  of 
the  Gbizette_ Offices;  and  for  sundry  Miscel- 
laneous Serviees,  induing  a  Grant  in  Aid  of 
the  publication  of  Parliamentary  Debates." — 
{Mr.  Henry  B.  Ffwler.) 

Ms.  ABTHUB  O'OONNOB  said,  he 
rose  to  remind  the  Seor^ry  to  the 
Treasury  of  the  very  slinple  inquiry  he 
had  Tentttied  to  addresa  to  him  with 
regard  to  the  propoeal  that  the  House 
should  be  furnished  by  the  Contrc^erof 
the  Stationery  Office,  or  by  the  Treasury, 
with  an  annual  Statement  in  eontinua- 
tiou  of  the  Statement  made  on  a  ibrmer 
ocoasion.  His  reason  for  ashing  this 
was  that,  although  a  re-organization  had 
taken  place  which  the  House  was  as- 
sured would  effect  a  considerable  saving 
in  the  expenditure  of  the  Department, 
there  bad  been  a  considerable  increase 
of  charge,  reapeoting  whieh  there  was 
mbsolately  mo  information.  With  all 
vespeot  to  the  Seoretaiy  to  the  Treasory, 
he  was  rare  the  hen.  Gentleman  must 
feel  that  tiie  eaplanation  given  to  the 
Committee  had  been  wholly  inadequate. 
Moreover,  it  would  be  impossihle  for  any 
official  of  the  Qovernmentr  having  mul- 
tifarious duties  to  perform,  to  fami^ 
such  an  explanation  in  detail  as  the 
Oommittee  had  a  right  to  expect.  It 
oonld  only  be  supplied  by  the  Con- 
troller of  tbe  De^Hurtment ;  and  it  was 
on  that  ground  that  he  asfced  that  the 
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amatgement  he  had  indicated  ui^he 
made. 

Ma.  COURTNEY  said,  he  nwwtapob. 
gize  for  having,  through  inadvertOKe, 
omitted  to  reply  to  the  question  of  the 
hoa.  Member  for  Queen's  Gotmty.  He 
admitted  the  desirabitity  of  the  scheme; 
bot  he  was  bound  to  point  out  that  it 
involved  a  farther  increase  in  the  oett 
of  printinfr. 

Lord  BANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  he  rose  eimply  for  the  puipoM  d 
pointing  out  to  the  hon.  Memhw  oppo- 
site (&ir.  H.  H.  £V>wler),  with  -vhsn 
Motion  he  concurred,  the  utter  poww- 
lesenesB  of  any  Member  of  the  Oom- 
mittee to  (^eok  expenditnve.  If  Ae 
Committee  were  then  to  divide  it  woold 
be  seen,  from  the  attitude  taken  ap  by 
Members,  that  the  Oovernment  mint  be 
put  in  a  micority,  trnd  that  the  Tote 
would  be  reduced.  Tbe  Committee  w 
perfeetly  persuaded  of  the  justioe  oi  tbe 
Motion  to  reduce  the  Vote;  but  whit 
would  happen?  When  the  bell  wu 
rung  a  large  number  of  Oentlsmeo, 
who  had  not  heard  a  angle  word  of  tin 
discussion,  would  come  crowding  in  froa 
the  Library,  and  when  the  door  wu 
shot  they  would  be  ordered  to  go  ista 
the  €h)Temraent  Lobby.  In  that 
Motions  of  the  kind  now  before  tiieOom* 
mittee  were  rendered  perfectly  uieleai; 
and  he  tbonght  the  co*antry  o<^ht  to 
know  that  they  were  frequently  with- 
drawn, because  Members  had  not  ps- 
tienoe  to  attend  to  the  diecnesion. 

Mb.  cropper  said,  it  was  to  beifr 
gretted  that  everyone  who  had  in  bii 
mind  a  crotchet  had  the  power  of  loniBg 
the  Government  to  furnish  speoial  Be- 
turns.  So  long  as  Members  would  ask 
for  Returns  on  evwy  eonoeivable  sub- 
ject, which  ittTOlved  great  cost  forp^ 
and  printing,  there  would  alwayi 
Supplementary  Estimates  at  the  rad  flf 
Ute  year.  If  any  plan  could  be  adopted 
by  which  Uie  demands  for  fresh  Be^n> 
might  be  submitted  to  a  Oommittae  b« 
thought  that  a  great  saving  mi^t  bs 
made.  The  Setvetaiy  to  the  Tresiary 
had  just  informed  the  hon.  Usabm^ 
Wolverhampton  (Mr.  H.  H.  Mf) 
that  he  had  been  asked  for  a  spMi* 
Return  this  year  upon  a  subject  witi 
regard  to  which  a  similar  Return  had 
been  made  last  year;  and  it  vasin  1^ 
way  that  thousands  of  pounds  of  ^ 
]publio  money  was  annuaUy  speat  H* 
thought  that  ^  Oommittee  wvyild  do  •  | 
■ 
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great  serriee  to  tbe  Houm  of  Oommoui 
bj  reoommending  economy  in  the  matter 
of  Betaras. 

Hb.  UAOFABLAKE  said,  he  ehould 
Bupp(H>t  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
InWolTwhampton.  It  was  qntte  natural 
for  the  Secretary-  to  the  Treasury,  or  the 
Head  of  any  Department,  to  resent  the 
iBquisitiTfiness  Members  into  the  De* 
partmental  Estimates  ;  but  the  oountry 
had  oome  to  the  conclusion  that  its  ex- 
penditure needed  xeduottan. 

Me.  WIG0IN  said,  a  great  deal  of 
dissatisfaction  had  been  expressed  last 
year  with  the  enonnous  cost  of  the 
Frintinfi;  and  Stationery  Department, 
and  some  Itopea  were  then  held  out  that 
a  rednotion  would  be  eSeoted.  But  the 
Committee  now  found  that,  after  voting 
£600,000  for  this  purpose,  they  were 
called  upon  to  meet  a  deficit  of  £20,000. 
H»  agreed  with  the  hra.  Member  for 
Wolverhampton  that  the  ooantry  was 
ligMIj  oompluning  of  the  enormous  ex- 
pendifaire  of  the  Gtoremment ;  and  as 
they  (same  into  Office  with  the  cry  and 
oomplaint  that  the  expenditure  A  the 
late  Government  was  excessive,  he 
thought  the  least  they  could  do  was 
to  make  a  firm  stand  against  farther 
tnoarease  of  chaise.  Ho  was  most  re- 
luctant to  vote  against  the  Gtoveramont 
oa  thia  Motion  ;  but  he  felt  it  his  duty 
to  do  BO>  on  the  ground  that  if  no  be- 
ginning was  made  there  would  be  no 
economy.  He  should  support  the  hon. 
Members  for  Burnley  (Mr.  Bylands), 
Wc^vevhampton  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler), 
and  other  refbrmera  in  their  endeavoura 
to  raduoe  the  National  Expenditure. 

Sia  S.  ASSHETON  OBOSS  said,  he 
vas  glad  to  find  that  the  desire  for 
eeoBomy  was  finding  expression  amongst 
a  great  number  of  Members  in  all  parts 
oi  the  House.  It  was,  of  course,  ex- 
pected, when  the  (Government  came  into 
Office,  that  there  woukL  be  great  eco- 
nomy in  the  matter  of  expenditure ;  but 
anyoae  who  looked  into  the  Estimates 
dnring  the  time  they  had  been  in  Office 
would  see  that,  instead  of  a  diminution, 
there  had  been  a  growing  increase  of 
diarge  in  all  the  Departments.  There 
vas  -we  thing  whieh  tiae  Prime  Minhtor 
had  insisted  iq>on  more  than  another  in 
reference  to  the  comparison  of  Estimates 
—namely,  diat  vhen  Uliay  oompared  the 
Ezpenditoce  of  one  year  with  that  of  a 
£»mory  ear,  thmlumld  oompare  original 
vitb  Dii^iial  ^Bthnates.   Xf  the  Oosa- 


mittee  looked  at  the  original  Estimates 
of  this  year,  they  would  see,byoomparing 
them  with  last  year's  original  EstimateSi 
that  there  was,  on  the  whole,  an  increase 
of  £1,100,000.  The  oonntry,  at  all 
events,  was  not  aware  of  this ;  and  when 
ttw  Estimates  for  -  next  year  came  to  be 
disonssed,  he,forone,  should  be  prepared 
to  vote  for  any  proper  reduction  that 
might  be  proposed ;  although,  on  the 
prosent  oecaaion,  the  money  having  beMi 
spent  already,  he  did  not  sea  that  any 
useful  result  would  follow  from  opposi- 
tion to  the  Estimates  before  i^e  Oom- 
mittee. 

Mb.  ILLINGWOETH  said,  that, 
while  agreeing  with  the  principle  of 
economical  administration,  he  thought 
that  the  energies  of  economists  should 
bo  wisely  directed.  His  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  WolTorhampton  (Mr. 
H.  H.  Fowler),  in  his  opinion,  had  not 
takon  the  right  course  by  proposing  a 
reduction  of  the  presept  Vote.  The 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  had  informed 
the  Committee  that  there  had  been  io- 
oreased  activity  in  all  the  Departments 
of  the  Service,  and  that  this  activity  had 
found  its  expression  in  an  increased 
charge  for  paper  and  printing.  Now, 
he  thought  it  was  absurd  that  a  man 
whose  business  was  increasing  should 
object  to  the  increased  charges  which 
that  increase  of  business  rendered  neoea- 
eary.  Besides  that,  his  hon.  Friend 
appeared  to  have  missed  his  mark,  ia<- 
asmoeh  as  this  expenditure  had  already 
been-  incurred,  and  it  was  absolutely 
necasswy  that  these  Ydiea  ahould  m 
agreed  to^in  order  th^-Uie  House  might 
have  Boffioient  time  to  enkat  upon  qoes- 
tiona  of  general  l^slation.  Hebeliend, 
if  the  item  of  printing  ware  looked  into^ 
it  woald  be  found  that  no  gveat  zedno- 
tion  oould  be  made  under  that  head. 
Oommittees  had  &equently  sat  to  oml- 
uder  the  expenditnre  of  the  Pubho 
Offices ;  and  surely,  by  that  time,  they 
had  arrived  at  some  satisfactory  system 
with  regard  to  their  administraticm.  For 
bis  own  part,  he  did  not  wonder  at  the 
coat  of  the  Stationery  Dopartment,  con- 
sidering the  orgenny  with  which  Mem- 
bers insisted  upon  Bo  turns  being  printed. 
At  the  same  time,  fae  believed  thoee-lio- 
turns  were,  for  the  most  part,  useful, 
beoaaae  tiie  aountiy  oould  not  have  too 
maoh  infbrmatum  as  to  ita  affairB ;  and 
it  mnat,  tlierefore,  ba  willing  to  bera  the 
eost  q£  supping  U.   The  expenditur* 
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of  the  Departmeat  was  large  j  but  it  did 
not  amount  to  more  thaa  half  the  cost 
of  a  man-of-war.  Therefore,  while  offer- 
ing his  services  in  support  of  the  hon. 
Momber  for  Burnley  (Mr.  Bylands),  and 
evwy  other  reformer  who  would  assail 
extravagance  where  it  existed,  he  ho^ed 
the  Oommittee  would  not  ho  led  aside 
into  wasting  Ume  on  the  present  Supple- 
mentary Estimates,  and  partioularly  in 
connection  with  a  Department  where 
such  useful  expenditure  was  incurred. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  .*— Ares  50  ; 
Noes  118  :  Majority  6S.— <Z>it.  List, 
No.  20.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

&fK.  LABOUCHEBE  said,  ths  hon. 
Member  for  Queen's  County  (Mr.  A. 
O'Connor)  had  alluded  to  a  valuable 
Eepoit  made  in  1881  by  the  Controllar 
of  the  Stationecy  Office.  The  Secietary 
to  the  Treasury,  aa  he  understood,  bad 
stated  that  it  vottld  be  a  deurable  thing 
to  have  suoh  a  Beport;  and  he  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  trusted  that  the  House 
would  be  funushed  with  an  annual  Be- 
port  of  the  Department  in  future. 

Mr.  COUBTNEY  said,  he  had  aot 
pledged  himself  to  an  annual  Beport. 
He  had  said  it  would  be  oonvenient  if  it 
oDuld  be  psoduoed  without  fiirther  add- 
ing to  the  cost  of  the  Printing  and  Sta- 
tionery Department. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOB  said,  he  had  a 
few  observations  to  -make,  before  the 
Question  was  put  from  the  Ch&ir,  with 
reference  to  the  publloaflton  of  Fulia- 
mentary  debatee.  He  asked  whether 
the  Ooverament  bad  under  consideration 
the  puUioatioB  of  full  reports^  instead 
of  the  partial  and  varying  reports  fur- 
nished at  the  preseat  time?  He  thought 
the  present  system  involved  the  maxi- 
mum of  disadvantage.  He  would  not 
go  into  the  question  of  an  official  re- 
port ;  but  would  only  remark  that  any 
one  so  unfortunate  as  to  be  compelled 
to  read  through  the  Parliameatary  de- 
bates of  fornter  years  would  find  it  one 
of  the  most  difficult  and  embarrassing  of 
operations.  They  were  difficult,  and 
sometimes  self-contradictory.  He  under- 
stood Uiat  for  a  portion  of  the  evening 
the  reports  were  still  left  to  the  news- 
papers ;  but  that  the  proeee^nga  in  Com- 
mittee, and  after  a  certain  hoar  tiie  de- 
bates, were  recorded  by  the  reporters 
supplied  by  Mr.  Hansard.   Kov,  he 

Mr,  lUi^toorth 


su^ested  that  this  was  a  most  illogicsl 
and  absurd  compromise  between  two 
systems,  and  that  to  have  a  complete 
report  would  not  cost  very  much  more 
than  was  now  spent  He  could  not  un- 
derstand why  the  Government  should 
abstain  from  adopting  the  method  whicti, 
he  believed,  had  been  adopted  by  all  ths 
Colonial  legislatures.  He  would  not 
trouble  the  Committee  with  any  further 
observaUons  on  the  subject ;  out  mui 
express  a  hope  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  to  tJie  Treasury  would  not 
state  that  a  full  report  was  not  fur- 
nished because  of  the  expense  it  would 
involve. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  said,  this  question 
had  been  brought  forward  in  the  lost 
Parliament.  He  was  bound  to  say  that 
the  opinion  of  the  House  was  then  ea- 
tirely  against  the  adoption  of  any  scheme 
for  the  production  of  a  full  Beport, 

Original  Question  put,  and  agrmi  U. 

(3.)  £1,100,  Works  and  PubUeBoili- 
ings  Office. 

Oabxaiv  AYLMEE  asked  what  price 
had  been  obtained  for  the  old  Lsr 
Courts,  and  why  it  was  not  nienUoDed 
in  the  Estimate  ? 

Mb.  SHAW  LEPEVBE  said,  the 
total  amount  on  account  of  the  old  L&w 
Courts  was  £3,300,  and  iie  prssamed 
that  this  would  appear  in  the  orig^ 
Estimates.  The  present  Batiouites  were 
only  Supplementary. 

Genbral  Sir  GEOEGE  BALFOUfi 
pointed  out  that,  so  far  from  this  being  in 
the  nature  of  a  Supplementary  Yote  to 
meet  the  balance  of  ezpenses  inwirred  Ij 
the  Office  of  Works  and  Public  Building 
it  aotually  constituted  a  permanent  in- 
crease in  the  cost  of  the  staff  of  that 
Department,  and  that  it  was  for  salaziM 
and  waces  alone  that  £900  was  no* 
asked  ior  in  excess  of  the  sum  of 
£43,630  taken  in  the  original  EstimitM 
for  1U82-3.  But  that  was  not  all,  be- 
cause it  appeared  that,  though  the  tottl 
original  Estimate  for  1S83-3,  as  stated 
at  the  foot  of  the  Yote,  was  £46,480,  yet 
that  for  1883-4  was  £49,144,  or  an  in- 
crease of  upwards  of  £3,000  over  the 
amount  at  first  voted.  Such  an  item  assn 
increase  of  charge  for  the  Department^ 
salaries  had  never  before  been  alloTM 
to  appear  in  these  Supplementary  Eib- 
mates ;  and  he  was  bound  te  aaj  thstu 
it  was  neoeasary  to  appear  at  aU  it  skonld 

have  been  brought  to  the  notice  of  ^ 
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House  on  the  r6g;ulaT  i^imatea.  With  ■  more  correctly  be  addressed  to  his  right 
renird  to  the  item  of  £900  for  salaries  [hon.  Friend  the  Postmaster  General, 
and  wages,  on  account  of  the  increase  of .  Yota  ngrui  to 
bnsiness  arising  from  the  transfer  of  * 
change  of  Inland  Revenue  Buildings,  I  ("^O  £627,  Fishery  Board,  ScoUand. 
he  thought  that  a  transfer  in  connection  i  Mr.  J.  W.  BAKCLAY  said,  before 
\rith  buildings  of  that  nature  ought  not  the  Vote  passed,  he  wished  to  give  the 
to  have  inTolved  the  country  in  so  large  Government  an  opportanity  of  explain- 
an  increase  of  annual  expenditure.  But '  ing  the  grounds  upon  which  Sir  Thomas 
the  point  of  objection  to  which  he  re-  J.  Boyd  had  been  appointed  Chairman 
ferred  was  that  this  increase  of  salaries  of  the  Fishery  Board.  An  Act  had  been 
had  taken  place  at  the  middle,  instead  passed  last  year  for  the  re-organization 
of  the  beginning  of  the  year;  and  he  of  the  Fishery  Board  inSootland;  and  it 
upealed  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  might  have  been  expected  that,  in  order 
financial  Secretary  to  move  the  Treasury  to  make  the  Board  useiiU,  it  would  bd 
topreTenttherecurrenceoftluBinfuture.  ^composed  of  men  in  the  full  Tigoorof 
Mb.  BHAW  LEFETBG  said,  this '  life,  and  possessing  some  knowledge  of 
was  a  permanent  increase  of  the  Vote, ,  fishery  and  maritime  affiiirs.  Sir  Thomas 
and  it  was  rendered  necessary  by  an '  J.  Boyd  waa,  he  bdieved,  a  most  die* 
addition  to  the  staff  of  the  Depart-  tingnished  and  estimable  oltiKen  of  Edin- 
ment  of  a  Surveyor,  Assistant  Sur-  burgh,  and  a  pnblisher  of  books ;  but 
veyor,  and  Clerk.  The  increase  was  he  had  never  heard  that  he  possessed 
not  only  due  to  the  Inland  Bereuue  any  special  experience  of  the  kind  he 
Buildings  recently  thrown  upon  the  !  had  mentioned.  Besides  that,  the  gen- 
Office  of  "Works,  but  also  to  the  re- ,  tleman  in  queetion  was  wrfl  advano^  in 
quirements  of  the  Postal  Service,  which  years,  and  it  was  not  to  be  expected 
had  so  increased  the  duties  of  the  Office  \  that  he  could  infVise  such  vigonr  as  wae 
that  it  was  impossible  to  aroid  an  ex- '  desirable  into  the  action  of  the  Board, 
tension  of  the  staff.  He  pointed  out '  The  appointment  of  Sir  Thomas  J.  Beyd 
that  had  another  Surveyor  not  been  ap-  had  taken  all  those  who  were  interested 
pointed  the  Parcels  Post  could  not  have  in  fishing  in  Scotland  very  mnoh  by 
come  into  operation  when  it  did,  hut  surprise.  There  was  at  that  moment 
wtmld  have  been  necessarily  postponed  great  agitation  in  Scotiand  with  regard 
for  sereral  tnontha  to  come.  He  begged  to  fishing ;  the  line  fishers  and  vet  fishwa 
to  assnre  the  Cbmmittee  that  the  addi-  were  greatly  exasperated  with  tiie  sys- 
tional  assktance  was  rendered  hidispen-  tern  <n  trawling;  and  it  would  be  of 
sable  by  the  Increased  labour  thrown  great  advantage  ff  this  Boavl  were  to 
upon  the  Department  by  the  transfers  coDect  tmatworthy  informathMt  as  to  the 
indicated,  and  that  the  existingSurvoyors  '  effect  of  trawling  upon  the  supply  of 
were  at  the  time  of  the  fresh  appoint- '.  fish.  He  had  not  heard  that  the  Board 
monts  thoroughly  overworked.  |  had  taken  any  active  steps  in  this  mat- 

Gewiral  Sib  GEOBGE  BALFOUR  ter,  although  it  had  been  hoped  that  the 
said,  he  wished  it  to  be  clearly  under-  re-organixed  Board  woold  prove  itself  of 
stood  that  he  did  not  grudge  the  money  '  some  use,  if  not  directly,  then  indirectly, 
if  that  had  been  well  spent.  Hia  con-  I  by  obtaining  the  information  indicated, 
teotiott  was  that  the  Commissioner  of  j  He  hoped  some  Member  of  the  Govem- 
Works,  who  knew  of  the  overcha^ed  ;  ment  Would  be  able  to  explain  what  the 
stateoftheDepartment,  when  last  year's  |  Board  was  intended  to  aeoomplish,  the 
Estimates  were  before  Parliament,  should  purpoees  to  which  it  was  going  to  de- 
bave  laid  a  statement  immediately  before  vote  its  energies,  and  the  circumstances 
the  House;  and  not  have  made  the  ex- !  which  jueHfied  the  appointment  of  Sir 
penditure,  and  then  ask  sanction,  when  |  Iliomes  J.  to  the  Chairmanship 
it  could  not  be  refused.  I  of  the  Board  f 

M».  MOLLOT  asked  if  the  Govern-  Th«  LOBD  ADVOOATB  (Mr.  J.  B. 
ment  bad  in  contemplation  any  system  Balfottb)  eaid,  he  might  answer  the 
of  assurance  fn  conneolion  with  the  Post  '  question  of  the  hon.  (Gentleman  the 
Office  ?  Member  for  Forfhrehire  by  saying  gene- 

Mr.  BHAW  LEFEVBTE  admitted  the  '  rally,  in  the  first  place,  that  Sir  Thomas 
importance  and  interest  attaching  to  the  '  J-  Boyd  had  received  his  appointment 


question  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite, 


because,  after  the  ftillest  laquiry  into  the 


irhich,  however,  was  one  that  would  anbject,  he  waa  c<Hurideced  the  best  man  . 
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who  could  bs  obtaiaed  for  ih»  office  of 
Chairman  of  the  Board.  He  was  a  man ' 
of  great  admin  iatrative  experience ;  he 
had  been  twice  Zjord  Frovoet  of  Edin* 
burgh ;  be  had  given  evidence  of  his 
powers  of  oi^anizatwon  by  establishiag,  i 
upon  a  now  oaast  the  Merchant  Com- 

San;f  Schools  in  Edinburgh.   What  he ; 
id  in  oonneetion  with  these  schools,  and 
in  otiier  municipal  affairs,  showed  that  he 
was  possessed  of  administrative  powers 
of  a  high  order.    The  Fishery  Board 
was  to  be  placed  on  an  improved  foot> 
iog,  and  undoubtedly  it  became  an  im* 
portant  matter  to  discover  who  was  the 
pest  person  to  give  it  a  good  start  on  its  i 
new  footing.  Tlie  fishing  interest,  as  had , 
truly  been  stated,  was  a  large  one,  and : 
he  might  add  that  it  was  one  in  regard  i 
to  whioh  there  were  various  ccmflictiDg 
interests.  There  were,  as  the  Oommittee ' 
Well  knew,  as  regards  herring,  the  brand 
ai^  the  anti-brand  intecesta ;  and  in  the 
ease  of  salmon  the  oomplalnt  between ! 
the  upper  and  lownr  pxopriet(nrs,  and ' 
vaisouB  other  matters  in  reapeot  of  whioh  | 
there  were  adverse  interests.   Henoe  i 
there  oould  be  no  doubt  that  it.  was ! 
essential  to  have  the.  Board  presided  1 
over  by  a  gentleman  oC  approved  ability.  I 
and  who  had  given  evidence,  in  many ; 
capacities,  of  r  fairness,  and  moderatioin  < 
o£  mind,  and  who  Lad  no  sort  of  per-' 
sonal  interest  in  the  controverted  mat'  , 
ters  with  which  the  Board  would  have 
to  deal.   In  the  judgment  of  those  who 
had  the  dnl^  of  nOmmaUng  the  Board, , 
Sir  Thomas  J.  Boyd  possessed  these ; 
qualities,  and  seemed  to  be  eminently  \ 
fitted  for  the  office.   The  hon.  Member  , 
for  Forfanhire  (Mr.  Barday)  had  said  : 
Bomething  in  reward  to  the  age  of 
Thomas  J.  Boyd,    from  the  Book  of 
Keferenoe  oa  the  Table,  it  appeared . 
that  Sir  Thomas  J.  Boyd  was  bom  in  | 
18  IS,  and  he  did  not  think  any  hon. 
Membear  would  be. prepared  to  say  that  \ 
a  gentleman  o£  tbat/age  was  neeesearLly  : 
disqualified  from  holding  Jbhe  offiae  by  | 
reaeou  of  his  years. 

Mr.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  remarked  that  i 
he  had  not  said  anything  of  that  nature.  | 
ThbLOBD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B.  I 
Bauoxjb)  said,  he  thought  there  was 
every  prospect  of  Sir  Thomas  Boyd 
being  able  to  serve  in  this  ci^aAity  £oi 
a  oonuderaUe  time  to  eome.   Wilh  re- 
ganl  to  irawliag,  that  was  a  question 
wfai<^  was  under  eftz^il  oonsideration ; 
bat  as  to  the  puiiottlar  Bfeeps  the  Board 
had  taken,  cw  intended  to  take,  in  the 

Xh9  Lord  Advocate 


matter,  he  would  ventnre  to  ask  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  St.  AndreT** 
Burghs  (Mr.  WilliamBon),  who  was  a 
Member  of  the  Fishery  Board,  snd  vko 
would  be  able  to  giro  the  Oomnritfae 
mwe  predse  and  accurate  informatiOTi 
on  the  subject  than  he  (tha  Itord  AA- 
Tooate)  could,  for  an  esplanation. 

Mr.  WILLIAMSON  said,  he  wobU 
like  to  supplement  the  remarks  of  the 
Lord  Advocate  with  regard  totbeC1t■i^ 
man  of  the  Fishery  Board,  by  sarpag 
that  he  was  sure  tlrat  Sir  ThomasBojd 
was  a  man  of  ability  and  energy,  aod 
that  he  would  devote  his  time  and  power 
to  the  business  of  the  Fishery  Board 
with  enthusiasm.  Ha  was  sorry  that 
any  remarks  should  have  been  made  is 
that  House  in  any  way  derc^^atarj  fat 
the  Chairman  of  the  Board,  who  lotds 
a  most  admirable  President  in  enrj 
reject.  He  believed  that  the  bannw 
of  the  Fishery  Board,  under  the  CSmut- 
manship  of  Sir  Thomas  Boyd,  would  be 
condneted  with  nreat  Bdvaatage  to  Scot- 
land. He  was  able  to  form,  tl^  agiium, 
beoause  he  had  attended  most  of  tin 
meetings  of  the  Board.  With  rsspaet 
to  trawiiog,  he  had  not  oome  don 
there  believlag  that  that  question  mnild 
be  discussed  under  the  presmit  Estimate. 
He  wished  to  point  oot  that  the  Fiskfli; 
Board  of  Scotland  ware  only  the  ad- 
ministrators of  the  law.  They  had  not 
had  the  la.v  to  make^  nor  oould  tliej 
rescind  it.  Bepresei^ation  had  been 
made  to  the  Board  as  well  as  to  the  Qo- 
vetnment,  and  they  were  under  wrf 
careful  consideration ;  and  all  that  it 
was  poBsiUe  for  the  Board  to  do  vsnld 
be  done  for  the  &hermeo.  Za  tba 
meratime,  he  ooold  onfy  repeat  th^ 
they  were  simply  the  .administratsn  at 
the  law,  and  not  the  makais  of  it. 

aEHBaAL  Sia  OSOBaS  BAXFOGt 
said,  he  thought  that  his  hon.  Friaod 
the  Member  for  Forfarshire  (Mr.  3u- 
clay)  had  daae  good  service  to  tiio 
country  in  raising  tin'**  question.  3%' 
hon.  Member  hod  a  large  fishing  popu- 
lation among  his  oonstituents,  as  b« 
(Sir  Geoi^e  Balfour)  also  had  in  £is- 
oardineshire,  who  wwe  very  poor 
unprotected,  and  required  to,  be  cm** 
fully  looked  bAot.  IGb  hon.  Ftiend  bsd, 
by  his  useful  criticisms  and  remaib, 
done  good  service  to  the  puhdkintereit^ 
and  he  hoped  he  would  long  nauuaiB 
the  House  to  contiiuie  that  aerrice.  I> 
reference  to  the  £rtimate,  he  conMen^ 
repeat  ixh&i  he  had  stated  upon  the  lut 
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Estimate— namely,  that  Ht^  Oommittee 
liad  not  received  all  tbe  information 
oonneeted  with  the  expeaditoie  which  it 
was  entitled  to  have.  The  present  de- 
mand, though  fat  only  £627,  was  emly 
a  poetical  oi  the  extra  cost  for  the  re- 
organized Fishery  Board,  because  the 
Estimateforl8B3-4  amounted  to£l7,740, 
against  £16,307  in  1882-3,  b«ng  an 
addition  of  £1,438,  and  not  £637  as  now 
asked  &r.  That  was  the  result  of  the 
hurry  scurry  of  last  year  in  forcing 
through  the  House  the  Fishery  Board 
Bill.  FMSonally,  he  had  done  all  that 
he  could  to  induce  the  Oovnmment  to 
dday  the  passing  of  the  Act  constituting 
the  new  Fishery  Board,  until  they  had 
&ller  information.  He  had  no  hostility 
to  the  Board ;  bat  he  believed  the  Go* 
Temment  had  acted  upon  imperfect  in- 
fonoatiam  as  to  the  reqnirementB  and 
daties  of  &e  Board.  He  found  that 
there  had  been  an  inoreased  expenditure 
for  salaries  and  allowances  from  £6,537 
to  £8,430,  and  that  the  eum  of  £900  for 
travelling  expenses  had  been  increased 
to  £  1 , 1 00.  Incidental  expenses  had  also 
been  raised  from  £S50  to£400.  But,  to 
enable  these  inoreaBes  to  be  made,  the 
extra  grant  for  Fishery  Horboura  which 
last  year  was  £3,000,  was  in  l86d-4  put 
down  to  £2,300.  He  did  not  oom^ain 
of  the  money  that  had  been  given  to 
make  the  Fishery  Board  efficient ;  but 
he  thought  that  the  Government  ought 
to  lay  full  information  before  the  House 
at  the  time  the  ordinary  Estimates  were 
passed,  and  en  Estimate  of  the  extra 
oost  4if  the  new  Fishery  Board  over  that 
fiir  the  old  Board  ought  to  have  been 
submitted  to  PaiUament  before  the  Bill 
for  the  re'organizatlon  had  been  passed. 
He  oould  not  help  thinking  that,  with 
regard  to  the  financial  control  of  the 
House,  the  House  of  Oommons  was  fre- 
quently placed  in  a  false  position,  and 
in  this  case  some  deception  appeued  to 
have  been  practised,  in  askimgforcbanges 
without  making  known  the  cost  thereof. 
He  bad  no  wish  to  assert  that  there  had 
been  anything  positively  wrong ;  but  he 
waa  eatiafied  that  deception  ha^  existed, 
and  he  hoped  the  House  would  take 
steps  to  guard  against  it  in  future. 
He  thought  that  tiie  Secretary  to  the 
^Dnaanry  was  to  Uame.  Hon.  Gentle- 
men  opposite  were  probably  glad  to 
hear  him  making  thcne  remarn  about 
the  poliOT  of  his  Fneuds;  bathe  hoped 
be  would  not  be  wanting  in  eritioi^g 


their  policy  if  in  power  just  as  he  criti- 
cised that  of  the  Liberal  Party. 

Me.  J.  W.  BAKCLAY  trusted  that 
he  bad  not  said  anything  derogatory  of 
Sir  Thomas  Boyd  in  the  business  to 
which  he  had  devoted  so  much  of  his 
time,  nor  yet  of  his  connection  with  the 
orgattization  of  schools ;  but  it  did  seem 
to  him  a  most  extraordinary  statement 
to  hear  from  the  Lord  Advocate  that  a 
gentleman  was  qualified  to  be  Chairman 
of  the  Fishery  Board  who  was  65  years 
of  age,  who  possessed  no  knowledge  of 
fishing,  so  far  as  the  House  was  aware, 
and  who  had  passed  his  life  in  publi^ng 
books.  He  thought  it  not  only  desiralde, 
but  that  they  were  entitled  to  know  from 
the  Lord  Advocate  what  progress  had  been 
made  in  the  organization  of  the  work  of 
the  Fishery  Board.  Gould  tho  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  give  them  some 
idea  of  the  benefit  this  FiiAiery  Board 
was  going  to  confer  upon  -  Sootiand,  and 
what  it  had  done  since  its  re  -  ctm- 
atitution?  The  improvements  already 
pointed  out  by  the  Lord  Advocate  were 
improvemeuts  with  which  neither  the 
Gbverament  nor  the  State  had  anything 
to  do,  but  which  were  already  deter- 
mined by  the  law.  He  thought*  belbre 
they  voted  this  money,  it  was  desirable 
they  ebonld  have  some  idea  of  what  the 
Fishery  Board  had  already  done;  and 
unless  they  obtained  some  explanation 
they  had  a  right  to  challenge  the 
Vote. 

ICb.  WILLIAMSON  said,  he  was  of 
opinion  that  the  deoiand  for  answers  to 
these  interrogatories  was  ratiier  absordf 
seeing  that  ue  Board  bad  only  bean  in 
operation  for  three  or  four  months  since 
its  re-constitution.  It  was  somowbat 
preposterous  to  ask  a  Member  of  the 
Board,  after  so  short  a  period,  to  go  into 
all  that  the  Board  were  going  to  do  in 
the  interests  of  the  fishermen  of  Scot- 
land. The  Board  would  do  the  best 
tbey  could.  [Mr.  J.  W.  Barcliy  :  What 
are  they  doing?]  It  was  impossible  to 
enter  into  an  explanation  at  &at  mo 
meet. 

Mr.  MOLIiOY  said,  he  thought  it 
was  as  well  to  omphasiee  the  qualifica- 
tions of  the  Ohairman  of  this  Fishery 
Board,  as  they  had  been  stated  by  the 
Lord  Advocate.  He  presumed,  now* 
ever,  that  it  was  simply  a  lawyer's  idea 
of  the  business  qualifications  of  the 
President  of  the  Board.  The  only  ex* 
plonation  as  yet  given  of  this  appoint- 
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meat,  and  the  qnaUficationB  of  Sir 
Thomas  Boyd,  was  that  Sir  Thomas 
Bcmt  had  been  twioe  Lord  FroTOst.  He 
did  not  know  how  far  a  man  occupying 
the  position  of  Lord  Prorost  indulged  in 
fishing ;  bnt  it  further  appeared  that  Sir 
Thomas  Boyd  had  also  been  Chairman 
of  some  educational  establishment,  and 
that  he  was  a  bookseller.  He  would 
ask  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man one  single  question — had  this  dis- 
tingnished  gentleman,  who  was  to  be  an 
authority  upon  fishing,  ever  done  as 
much  as  publish  a  single  book  on  fish- 
ing? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Bai^ttr)  said,  he  was  unable  to  answer 
that  question.  He  had  no  list  of  the 
books  which  Sir  Thomas  Boyd  had  pub- 
lished. 

Mb.  O'OONNOB  POWEB  :  Will  ho 
promise  to  write  a  book  ?  [^Laughter.'] 

Ma.  BUCHANAN  said,  he  did  not 
think  it  should  be  a  qualification  for  the 
Chairman  of  the  Fishery  Board  that  he 
ehonld  write  a  boot.  [Mr.  O'Connor 
Powbr:  Oh!  do  not  take  me  seriously.] 
He  failed  to  see  what  possible  qualifi- 
cation it  would  bo.  It  was  desirable,  if 
possible,  to  get  a  scientific  man  to  preside 
on  the  Fishery  Board,  because  it  was 
desirable  that  the  Board  should  engage 
in  a  scientific  investigation  in  regard  to 
the  general  aspect  of  the  fisheries.  But, 
apart  from  that,  Sir  Thomas  Boyd  was 
eminently  qualified,  and  had  already  dis- 
played his  skill  in  the  successful  carzying 
out  of  many  useful  works  connected  with 
the  Oiiy  of  Edinburgh ;  and  he  thought 
the  Government  could  not  have  done 
better  than  select  that  gentleman  as  the 
President  of  the  Board. 

Sir  "WILLIAM  HAIIT  DYKE  pro- 
tested  against  the  argument  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  St,  Andrews  (Mr.  William- 
son), that  the  hon.  Member  for  Forfar- 
shire (Mr.  Barclay)  should  not  be  en- 
titled to  demand  some  sort  of  informa- 
tion as  to  the  working  of  an  important 
Board  of  this  kind.  It  was  unfortunate 
that  a  question  of  this  kind  should  have 
come  up  in  Committee  of  Supply.  No 
doubt,  there  was  a  very  great  and  grow- 
ing interest  taken  in  uese  fishery  ques- 
tions, especially  in  the  North  of  Eng- 
land ana  in  Scotland.  That  interest 
was  increasing  very  much,  and  the  pre- 
sent appointment  seemed  to  him  a  some- 
what lamentable  one,  when  they  con- 
sidered the  reasons  given  for  it.  The 
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people  of  Scotland  had  a  right  to  ask  for 
something  more  than  the  su^^eatioct  tiut 
the  Ohainnaa  of  the  Board  had  di^layed 
ability  in  other  pnrsnits.  They  had  no 
gaarantee  whatever  that  this  eentls- 
man  had  ever  had  anything  to  ao  with 
fishing.  Personally,  he  could  hardly 
conceive  what  possible  qualificatiOQ  Sir 
Thomas  Boyd  possessed  for  the  post, 
and  he  could  imagine  nothing  more  an- 
tbrtonate  for  the  fishing  on  our  Northern 
Coasts  than  this  appointment. 

General  Sir  GEOBGE  BALFOUR 
regretted  that  the  Lord  Advocate  had 
not  risen  to  give  an  explanation.  The 
reason  was  quite  clear — ^namely,  that 
the  Lord  Advocate  found  it  impossible 
to  p^ve  one.  His  right  hon.  and  learned 
Fnend  knew  how  earnest  he  had  been 
in  trying  to  obtain  information  as  to  Hte 
position  of  the  Board,  and  the  nature  of 
its  work,  before  it  was  decided  upon  con- 
stituting it ;  but  theLord  Advocate  said — 
"  No;  let  the  Board  be  constituted."  He 
(Sir  George  Baifour)  had  communicated 
all  the  information  he  possessed  as  to 
what  the  duties  of  the  Fishery  Board 
ought  to  be,  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Ban£P  (Mr.  DuflF)  knew  how  he  hod 
endeavoured  to  obtain  an  explanation  as 
to  the  nature  of  the  duties  which  the 
Board  would  officially  be  ordered  to 
perform.  The  Lord  Advocate,  however, 
refused  to  listen  to  him,  and  he  accord- 
ingly intimated  that  he  would  raise  the 
question  on  the  first  occasion  the  Estim^ 
was  brought  forward ;  nevertheless,  even 
now,  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
was  not  prepared  to  give  any  information 
as  to  what  the  Board  intended  to  do.  He 
did  not  ask  what  they  had  done,  because 
he  thought  they  had  done  nothing.  Bat 
the  Committee  had  eveiy  right  to  ask 
under  what  regulations  the  Board  acted 
apart  from  the  meagre  directions  con- 
tained in  the  Acts.  At  present  they 
knew  nothing,  except  that  the  Board 
said  they  intended  to  do  something ;  but 
what  that  something  was  nobody  knew. 
The  Lord  Advocate  represented  the  Go- 
vernment, and  it  was  to  him  that  he 
(Sir  George  Balfour}  appealed,  and  not 
to  any  Member  of  the  Fishery  Board. 
The  Lord  Advocate  was  an  officer  of 
the  Government,  and  it  was  his  dn^  to 
supply  the  information;  and  he  ongfat 
not  to  depend  upon  the  foot  of  a  Member 
of  the  Fishery  Board  beingin  the  Hones 
to  father  on  that  Member  the  du^  of 
giving  an  answer  to  the  question  whidi 
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liad  beea  put  by  his  hon.  Frieud  the 
Member  for  Forfarshire  (Mr.  Barclay). 

Mb.  WILLIAMSON  said,  he  was 
sorry  that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Kinoardineshiro  (Sir  Geoige  Balfour) 
should  have  asserted  that  the  Fishery 
Board  had  done  nothing,  and  he  Tonld, 
therefore,  take  the  opportunity  of  refer- 
rinfif  to  one  particular  work  which  they 
had  just  arranged.  The  Board  had  re- 
solved to  make  a  harbour  at  Ness,  in 
conjunction  with  the  representativea  of 
Sir  James  Mathieson.  That  harbour, 
which  would  cost  £4,000  or  £5,000, 
would  be  of  the  very  greatest  value  to 
fishermen,  and  would  relieve  the  distress 
which  now  prevailed  in  the  district,  by 
providing  labour  for  men  on  the  spot 
■who  were  also  fishermen.  He  was  sure 
that  it  would  be  a  most  valuable  work, 
and  tiiat  it  would  absorb  a  large  portion 
of  the  revenue  of  tho  Board  for  the 
current  year.  If  the  House  would  grant 
the  Board  £250,000,  they  would  be  able 
to  construct  harbours  all  round  the 
coast ;  and  he  would  suggest  that  tfaoir 
Irish  Friends  should  receive  an  equal 
amount  for  the  construction  of  harbours 
on  their  coasts.  Then  they  would  see  a 
large  amount  of  valuable  work  done ; 
but  as  long  as  the  House  stinted  the 
Board  in  the  amount,  and  asked  what 
they  were  going  to  do,  it  was  absolutely 
impossible  to  give  assurances  upon  the 
subject.  He  could,  however,  assure  hon. 
Alembers  that  the  harbour  they  had 
decided  upon  constructing  at  Ness  would 
Le  of  very  g^eat  value  indeed,  as  an 
important  point  in  the  interests  of  Scotch 
Fisheries. 

Mb.  J.  "W.  BARCLAY  said,  that  the 
duty  to  which  the  hon.  Member  had  just 
referred  was  part  of  the  duties  charged 
upon  the  previous  Board.  When  the 
Fishery  Board  was  re-oi^nized,  it  was 
understood  that  they  would  take  some 
general  interest  in  the  fishing  through- 
out Scotland ;  and  if  they  had  really  had 
on  the  Board,  as  Chairman  of  the  Board, 
some  gentleman  who  took  an  interest  in 
the  question  of  fishing,  either  scientific 
or  practical,  some  stops  might  by  this 
time  have  been  taken  in  regard  to  the 
question  of  trawling,  which  was  now 
occupying  so  much  attention.  What 
the  Scotch  Members  wanted  to  know, 
and  what  they  ought  to  know,  was, 
whether  the  Fishery  Board  had  made 
up  its  mind  to  see  how  they  were  to 
direct  inquiries  for  the  advantage  of 

YOL.  CCLXXVI.  [thibd  sbries.] 


the  fishermen  of  Scotland  ?  No  doubt, 
if  the  House  voted  the  Board  lar^  sums 
of  money,  the  Board  would  give  luatroo- 
tions  for  t^e  erection  of  harbours  of 
refuge.  Bat  what  he  underatood,  when 
the  Bill  was  passing  through  the  House, 
and  the  Board  was  being  ra-organized, 
was  that  the  nev  Board  would  put  itself 
to  some  trouble  in  order  to  gain  scnne 
information  respecting  the  sea  fisheries, 
and  not  merely  information  to  enable 
them  to  discriminate  between  the  private 
rights  of  the  upper  and  lower  proprietors 
of  ealnion  fisheries,  with  which  he  ap- 
prehended tlie  coimtry  had  nothing  to 
do.  He  hoped  the  result  of  this  dis- 
cussion would  be  to  put  some  vigour 
into  the  Fishery  Board  in  the  direction 
ho  had  intimated.  And  ho  begged  to 
give  Notice  that,  if  the  Fishery  Board 
were  not  prepared  to  give  a  dear  ac- 
count of  their  proceedings,  when  the 
regular  Tote  came  on  for  discussion, 
he  should  again  call  attention  to  the 
matter. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfovb)  remarked,  that  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  St.  Andrews  (Mr. 
Williamson)  was  a  member  of  the 
Fishery  Board,  which  he  (the  Lord 
Advocate)  had  not  the  honour  of  being, 
and  therefore  the  hon.  Member  was  in  a 
position  to  g^ve  more  information  about 
their  proceedings  to  the  Committee  than 
he  could.  But  there  had  not  yet  been 
time  for  an  annual  or  any  other  Re- 
port. The  Committee  must  bear  in  mind 
that  the  Board  had  only  been  estab- 
lished for  a  few  months,  and  tTiey  could 
not  be  expected  to  show  any  very  sub- 
stantial results  in  the  way  of  work. 
Ness  Harbour  was  truly,  looking  at  the 
unhappy  condition  .of  some  of  his 
countiymen  in  the  North  of  Scotland,  at 
the  present  moment  a  very  valuable 
piece  of  work  to  start  with  ;  and,  unless 
he  was  mistaken,  from  the  information 
he  had  received,  the  Board  was  now 
concerning  itself  in  making  regulations 
upon  various  matters  connected  with  fish- 
ing, and  he  hardly  thought  much  more 
could  be  expected  from  them  during  the 
short  time  they  had  been  in  existence. 
As  for  what  the  hon.  Member  for  Forfar- 
shire (Mr.  Barclay)  had  said  in  regard  to 
the  rights  of  proprietors,  it  had  not  been 
suggested  that  tiie  Board  should  deter- 
mine any  question  of  rights  between  the 
upper  and  lower  proprietors.  Almost  all 
the  main  questions  regarding  tho  fisheries 
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in  Scotland  had  veij  coatroTenial  elo- 
ments  in  them,  and  that  was  one  of  the 
considerations  which  made  it  dMirabte 
that  agenUemanof  administratiTeability 
and  of  undoubted  sense,  probitr,  and 
experience  in  bunness  affairs  should  take 
up  and  consider  and  deal  with  the  oppos* 
ing  interests  which  would  be  duly  repre- 
sented before  the  Board.  The  question 
raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Forfar- 
shire was  reasonable  to  the  extent  that 
when  the  Board  had  been  a  little  longer 
in  existence  it  should  justify  itself  in 
greater  detail  than  it  had  yet  had  an 
opportunity  of  doing.  He  had  never 
seen  any  cause  to  depart  from  the  view 
with  which  the  Bill  was  passed.  He 
believed  now,  as  he  believea  then,  that 
the  Board  would  effect  great  improve- 
ments, and  render  important  services  to 
the  fishing  community,  althoug^b  tiiwe 
had  as  yet  scaioely  been  an  oppratunitj 
of  their  doing  so. 

Kb.  WnXlAMSOK  said,  he  wished 
to  add  to  the  explanation  of  the  Lord 
Advocate,  that  the  question  which  was 
agitating  the  people  on  the  East  Coast 
of  Scotland  had  reference  to  trawling. 
They  were  all  aware  aware  of  that ;  but 
the  representations  of  the  fishermen  had 
been  addressed  chiefly  to  the  Board  of 
Trade,  to  the  House  of  Commons,  the 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  the  Lord 
Advocate,  and  others.  Very  few  of  these 
representations  had  come  <£rectly  before 
tHe  Fisherv  Board.  If  the  Board  of 
Trade,  or  uie  Government,  desired  the 
aid  of  the  IHshery  Board  upon  any 
question  in  regard  to  any  alteration  of 
the  law,  or  as  to  txawHng,  or  in  regard 
to  inquiriee  on  other  questions,  they 
would  be  most  happy,  and  only  too  glad, 
to  have  these  delieate  queetiona  setUed. 
It  was  not  right  to  accuse  them  of  indif- 
ference in  the  matter ;  but,  as  he  had 
already  stated,  the  Board  vere  only  the 
administrators  of  the  general  law,  and 
were  not  empowered  to  frame  new  laws 
in  regard  to  the  Fisheries. 

Qbnieal  Sxn  GEORGE  BALFOUE 
said,  they  were  now  told  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  St.  Andrews,  who 
had  a  seat  on  the  Fishery  Board,  that 
the  Fishei^  Board  were  making  a  har- 
bour at  Neas,  in  the  Island  of  Lewie, 
and  that  it  would  relieve  distress  in  that 
Island.  He  should  like  to  appeal  to  the 
Irish  Members  how  they  would  like  to 
find  that  £6,000  a-year  was  taken  away 
from  the  harbours  of  Ireland,  so  neces' 
saxy  fur  the  prosecuUonof  fishery  works, 
His  Lord  AdsoeiU* 


in  order  to  be  expended  in  the  relietof 
distress  ?  Tet  that  was  what  the  Fiahny 
Board  of  Scotland  had  dome.  They  wen 
taking  £6,000  a-^ear  from  fisheiy  W 
hours,  and  spending  it  in  giving  Tuief  b> 
distress.  This  amount  of  £6,000  *u 
the  annual  sum  given  for  fishery  bai- 
hours,  and  the  sum  was  to  be  spptied 
this  year  solely  for  the  purpose  of  con- 
structing one  new  harbour*  in  an  Islsud 
which  had  already  been  twice  aided  with 
grants  of  Fishery  Board  money  ;  so  that 
the  very  first  thing  the  Fishery  Board  of 
Scotland  was  doing  for  thomselret  vsa 
what  the  Irish  Members  insisted  on 
having  done  for  them  by  Govemmeut 
out  of  funds  quite  distinct  from  tLou 
applicable  to  fishery  havens.  Tba 
Fishery  Board  had  sent  an  engineer 
down  to  Ness,  who  reported  that  Um 
work  would  cost  about  £4,000.  That 
was  all  they  had  done ;  and  as  to  aii7 
lahoiu  or  brain  work,  not  a  nngl« 
partide  of  it  had  been  expended  in  tba 
matter.  Nutwithstandtnir  his  esrsest 
representations  to  the  Goverameot  to 
define  what  the  duties  of  the  Board  wue 
to  be,  the  Committee  was  still  left  in  the 
dark,  and  no  information  could  be  ob- 
tained. Unless  some  more  good  was  to 
be  done  than  had  been  done  hitheito,  he 
despaired  of  any  good  object  being 
accomplished  by  the  Board. 

Mb.  MOLLOY  desired  to  put  a  quee* 
tion  to  the  Lord  Advocate.  The  Estimata 
amounted  to  £16,000,  and  hefonndia- 
cidentally  that  out  of  diis  amount  £8,414 
was  to  be  expended  in  salaries.  There- 
fore, in  order  to  expend  for  the  bene&t  of 
the  fishery  interests  in  Scotland  ths  earn 
of  £16,000,  theOoTemraent  were  tsloDK 
£8,4 1 4  of  the  sum  voted  for  salaries,  IM 
the  only  thing  the  Committee  was  told 
the  Board  liadyet  arranged  to  do  vnto 
provide  a  harbour  whidi  was  to  eott 
£4,000.  Possibly  the  Lord  Advocste 
might  be  able  to  explain  to  the  Coffi- 
mittee  bow  it  came  to  pass  that, 
order  to  expend  £  1 6,000,  it  was  neoaaanj 
to  apply  £8,000  in  salaries? 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  R 
Balfoub)  said,  that  what  the  boo. 
Member  referred  to  was  by  no  means  all 
the  work  the  Fishery  Board  had  doD«>  of 
were  doing.  There  was  a  vez^  b^ge 
administrative  staff  em^oyed  m  coo* 
nection  with  the  herring  omul ;  wtd  fa* 
mi^ht  say  that  this  was  an  opentioit 
which,  so  far  from  resulting  in  any  coat 
to  the  National  Eiohequer,  orouguio* 
very  material  profit  of  8(Miiistlkili(  ^ 
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like  the  Scotch  Fisheries,  which  em- 
ployed and  supported  so  many  thousands 
of  worthy  men,  and  maintained  so  large 
and  industrious  a  population.  But  every 
argument  which  could  be  advanced  in 
favour  of  tho  support  of  the  Scotch 
!Rsheries  became  an  argument  against 
the  Tote  while  the  same  fair  play  was 
refused  towards  Ireland.     ["  Oh  !  "] 
Scotch  Members  cried  "Oh!"  Ho 
thought  this  objection  came  with  doablo 
force  from  Irish  Members,  because  on 
more  than  one  occasion  all  the  influenco 
of  Scotland  had  been  employed  with  the 
Government  for  the  purpose  of  prevent- 
I  ing  the  encouragement  of  the  Irish 
Fisheries.   ["No!"]    Hon.  Members 
I  said  "  No  !  *^  but  did  they  know  tho  his- 
1  tory  of  the  Lymph  Fishery,  in  regard  to 
I  which  tho  Irish  interests  had  been  on- 
'  posed  by  united  Scotland,  headed  by  the 
I  Duke  of  Sutherland  ?   He  bad  heard  a 
I  Scotch  Member  just  now  intimate  that 
j  he  would  welcome  a  proposal  for  a  grant 
.of  £250,000  for  the  encouragement  of 
j  the  Scotch  Fisheries,  and  a  similar  sum 
for  the  encouragement  of  the  Irish 
j  Fisheries ;  but  it  would  require  strong 
j  measures  to  induce  the  Government  to 
'  observe  the  rules  of  equality  and  fair 
!  play  as  between  Scotland  and  Ireland. 
Only  a  short  time  a^o  a  Hepresentative 
of  the  Irish  Flafaenes  asked  from  the 
Goremment  an  advance  of  the  paltry 
sum  of  £50  for  the  purpose  of  trying  the 
experiment  of  the  winter  cure  of  her- 
rings in  Ireland,  which  might  hare  pro- 
vided thefishing  population  with  a  means 
of  support.  Winter-cured  herrings  from 
Scotland  were  sent  all  over  the  world. 
He  read  only  the  other  day,  in  a  Con- 
sular Beport,  that  almost  all  the  cured 
herrings  which  formed  the  staple  article 
of  diet  in  Silesia  came  f^om  Scotland. 
The  Irish  people  were  refused  every  op- 
portunity of  developing  their  industries, 
and  too  often  it  was  some  Scotch  Mem- 
ber who  came  forward  and  referred  to 
the  want  of  industry,  the  want  of  self- 
dependence,  and  the  want  of  self-help 
which  characterized  the  Irish  people. 
Well,  this  was  a  specimen  of  the  self- 
help  of  the  Scotch.   They  got  thousands 
upon  thousands  of  pounds  to  help  their 
induatiy,  and  beyond  question  the  help 
they  got  from  the  Government  was  more, 
than  repaid  in  the  fees  returned.  All' 
the  Iriah  people  asked  was  that  they 
should  enjoy  the  same  privileges.  H!e 
repeated,  that  if  Ireland  was  treated  in 
the  same  way  as  Scotland,  he  would  not' 
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£6,000  each  year.  He  thought  that 
trfaen  the  whole  of  the  accounts  were 
placed  before  the  hon.  Member,  he  would 
see  that  it  was  quite  a  mistake  to  suppose 
that  they  were  spending  £8,000  in 
salaries  for  the  purpose  of  administer- 
ing £16,000.  There  was  a  large  sum 
of  money  received  from  the  herring 
brand. 

Mr.  DAWSON  asked  in  what  part  of 
the  Estimates  he  would  find  the  credit 
aecount  of  the  £10,000  ? 

Tata  LOKD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Baifour)  said,  it  was  in  the  ordinary 
Bstimates.  The  hon.  Member  must  bear 
in  mind  that  this  was  merely  a  Supple- 
inentary  Estimate.  Tho  whole  of  tho 
matter  was  gone  into  in  the  ordinary 
Estimates,  and  the  information  would 
he  found  fully  detailed  there  as  to  what 
•was  done  ^fith  tho  money  received. 
When  the  Estimates  came  up,  he  should 
he  glad  to  give  e%'ery  information  with 
wgard  to  them. 

Me.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  wished  to 
call  attention  to  a  matter  which,  very 
naturally,  did  not  attract  the  Scotch 
Members.  When  the  Irish  Members 
were  asked  to  vote  a  sum  of  money  for 
the  Fishery  Board  in  Scotland,  they 
ehould  bear  in  mind  that  this  was  an  ex- 
ceptional Vote  for  tho  encouragement  of 
the  Scotch  Fisheries.  He  failed  to  see 
why,  out  of  a  common  taxation,  these 
snms  should  be  demanded  for  the  sup- 
port of  the  Scotch  Fisheries,  while  the 
Irish  Fisheries,  which,  in  comparison, 
were  still  more  important  to  the  well- 
being  of  the  Irish  population,  were  com- 
fmratirely  neglected.  It  was  no  answer, 
on  the  part  of  the  Government,  to  say 
that  the  outlay  for  the  purposes  of  the 
fisheries  was  more  than  repaid  by  the 
results.  Thoy  wore  told  that  the  brand- 
ing system  more  than  paid  these  ex- 
penses by  the  fees  received.  His  con- 
tention was,  that  if  the  Scotch  system 
wore  extended  to  Ireland  in  a  similar 
way,  the  expenses  of  the  same  encour- 
agement would  be  more  than  repaid  by 
tho  returns.  He  wanted  to  know  why 
they  should  be  asked,  from  year  to  year, 
to  support  the  Scotch  Fisheries,  when 
there  was  no  similar  treatment  of  the 
Irish  Fisheries.  Under  ordinary  cir- 
cumstances, he  would  not  attempt  to 
interfere  with  the  encouragement  of  the 
Scotch  Fisheries,  because  he  thought 
there  could  be  no  bettor  way  in  wmch 
the  money  of  the  country  could  be  ex- 
pended ^han  in  promoting  an  industry 
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Bay  one  word  against  the  ooat  of  encour- 
aging Scotch  fishing  indastry.  No 
section  of  the  Scotch  people  vas  more 
remarkable  for  their  industrial  efforts. 
No  section  of  the  Scotch  peojde  was  more 
deserring  of  eneonragement  and  admira- 
tion than  the  fishing  population ;  bnt  he 
bad  felt  that  he  ought  not  to  allow  this 
oeoasios  to  pass  without  renewing  his 
protest  againd;  the  system  of  drying  to 
Ireland  the  encouragement  which  was 
lavished  on  other  parts  of  tiie  Kingdom. 

Me.  DAWSON  remarked,  that  at  any 
other  time  this  question  of  fair  play  be- 
tween Ireland  and  Scotland  would  have 
been  an  interesting  topic ;  but  at  a  time 
when  they  were  told  from  the  Treasury 
Bench  of  the  fearful  scenes  of  starvation 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  theOhief 
Secretary  had  seen  in  Ireland,  and  when 
they  knew  that  the  Irieh  foas  were  teem- 
ing with  food  for  the  starring  population 
and  for  export  abroad,  this  was  even  a 
more  effective  occasion  for  attacking  the 
Qovernment  for  having  treated  penuri- 
onsly  so  great  and  so  prolifio  an  interest. 
His  contention  was,  that  every  industry 
ought  to  be  encouraged  and  fostered ; 
and  he  suggested  that  they  would  never 
extend  the  Irish  Fisheries,  or  any  other 
Irish  industries,  until  they  received  the 
support  and  encouragement  of  the  Go- 
vernment. 

The  chairman  :  I  must  point  out 
to  the  hon.  Member  that  the  Vote  now 
before  the  Oommittee  is  for  the  Scotch, 
and  not  for  the  Irish  Fisheries. 

Me.  DAWSON  said,  he  would  go  on 
then  to  the  Scotch  question.  They  were 
now  called  on  year  after  year  to  vote 
these  large  sums  of  money  for  the  benefit 
of  Scotland,  and  that  they  did  cheerfully 
because  they  were  always  glad  to  BOO  the 
trade  and  industry  of  Scotliuid  develop- 
ing themselves.  It  was,  however,  pain- 
ful to  see  the  Scotch  industries  m  so 
flonrishing  a  state,  while  those  of  Ire- 
land were  depressed,  and  the  people  in 
a  starving  condition. 

Ghtraui,  Bis  GEOBGE  BAXFOUR 
said,  the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan 
(Mr.  O'Donnell)  was  altogether  wrong 
in  what  he  had  stated  with  regard  to 
Scotland,  and  he  himself  (Sir  Geoi^e 
Balfour)  had  assisted  the  hon.  Member 
for  Wicklow  (Mr.  Oorbet)  in  gettiog 
a  large  grant  for  a  harbour  in  Ireland— 
namely,  for  Wicklow,  for  which  £15,000 
was  granted,  and  a  loan  of  £2O,UO0  on 
low  interest.  It  did  not,  therefore,  be- 
come the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan 
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to  complaio  of  the  Scotch  Memben. 
No  less  than  £15,000  wwo  this  year 
bung  voted  to  Ardglass,  Kintail,  &Dd 
Arklow ;  and  if  tJbey  compared  the  pay- 
ments made  to  SeotUmd  witJi  those  made 
to  ibeland,  it  would  be  found  that  tk 
grants  paid  to  Ireland  far  excedcd  dio» 
given  to  Scotland.  In  ngard  to  Ha 
branding  quesUon,  the  h<ni.  Hemba 
knew  very  well  that  it  was  declared  by 
the  OommiseionerB  of  Irish  Fisheries  to 
be  impossible  to  brand  b»riogs  Jnm 
Ireland ;  theref<ve,  there  was  no  ne- 
cessity for  imposing  the  brand.  [Ur. 
O'DoiTNELL  dissented.]  He  observed 
that  the  hon.  Member  ahook  his  head; 
but  if  he  inquired,  he  WQuld  find  tbat  to 
be  quite  correct.  He  hoped  that  Irish 
Members  had  too  much  good  seoee  and 
good  judgment  to  indulge  in  such  absuid 
comparisons  and  such  extravagant  state' 
ments.  He  trusted  that  they  would  mt 
drop  comparifions,  wd  try  to  get  for  Sad- 
land  as  much  money  as  Ireland  hadgot- 

Mn.  BLAKE  said,  the  hon.  asd  gal- 
lant Member  had  appealed  to  him  ian- 
^rdtotheexpenditureon  Irish  harboan. 
He  willingly  responded  to  the  appeal 
by  saying  that  the  veiy  largest  expendi- 
ture which  had  taken  place  in  InUad 
for  some  time  past  had  been  done  en- 
tirely in  the  interests  of  Scotlaod.  Ha 
had  no  doubt  that  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  had  in  his  mind's  eye  the  har- 
bour of  Ardglass,  in  the  count;  of 
Down.  Now,  he  happened  to  hp  tlu 
Inspector  sent  down  by  the  Govmnnent 
to  report  upon  the  advisability  and  ne- 
cessity of  increasing  the  accommodatiai 
at  Ardglass.  Since  then  the  Govem- 
ment  had  agreed  to  ej:pend  £15,000 
upon  that  harbour. 

Genbral  Sie  GEOJiGE  BALFOUB 
asked  what  the  expenditure  had  bew? 

Ma.  BLAKE  said,  tha^  in  his  Seport, 
the  chief  iaet  he  laid  stress  ugan,  <Bd 
the  great  fact  which,  was  brought  hfSaa 
ihe  Govemmeniy  was  that  this  harbour 
was  more  larg^y  used  by  tiie  Soi^ 
fishing-boats  than  by  any  other  elasBitf 
boats.  From  that  point  the  Sootcii 
fishermen  were  able  to  carry  on,  vi^ 
great  success,  their  winter  fishing  j 
the  Scotch  who  used  it  were  as  tao  to 
one  compared  with  the  Irish  fishenaes. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Dungaryas  (Mr. 
O'DonnoU)  had  alluded  to  another  matter 
which  had  oome  under  his  (Mr.  Blake'a] 
experience.  While  he  was  oo  tii' 
Fishery  Board  in  Ireland,  the  Board  f^t 
that  a  large  incoute  might  be  »5li«d 
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from  the  winter  care  of  herrinns.  They, 
therefore,  reoomnfended  to  the  Seoretai^ 
to  the  Treaanry,  the  F^edecesaor  o!  the 
hon.  Gbntleman  who  now  oecapied  that 
position,  that  a  snm  of  £50  snould  be 
given  to  them,  in  order  to  try  the  ex- 
periment, and  after  some  oorrespon- 
dence  and  consideration  that  paltry  sum 
of  £30,  to  enable  the  Irish  fishermen  to 
try  the  experiment,  was  refused.  [Mr. 
CouHTHBTT  dissented.]  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man ehook  his  head  ;  bat  he  (Ur.  Blake) 
had  a  much  better  opportunity  of  know< 
ing  the  faots  than  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had.  He  was  an  officer  of  the  Fishery 
Board  at  the  time,  and  he  spoke  from 
Ins  own  knowledge.  He  would  tell  the 
lion.  Gentleman  another  fact,  and  that 
-was  tliat  since  the  Union  between  £ng- 
l^land  and  Ireland,  Scotland  had  receiveid 
£1,000,000  mora  for  the  encourag«nent 
of  her  fisheries  than  Ireland  had.  He 
ancrrted  that  positiTely.  la  a  work  he 
liad  written  on  tttesuhgeot  of  the  fidlieries, 
that  fact  stood  reeorded,  and  it  had 
never  been  contested.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man must  be  aware — for  he  believed 
that  he  understood  very  well  the  fisheries 
of  the  conntry— that  long  after  the  boun- 
ties were  removed  from  Ir^and  they 
were  continued  to  Sicotland,  and  that 
Scotland  received  every  possible  help 
she  required  for  the  purpose  of  har- 
boQTS,  and  for  other  purposes,  until  she 
was  able  to  walk  alone.  While  no  ad- 
vances were  made  to  distressed  Irish 
fishermen,  a  sum  of  money  annnally  con- 
tinued to  be  given  in  aid  of  the  Scotch 
fishermen,  until  they  continued  no  longer 
to  require  it.  He  had  the  honour  of 
sitting,  about  a  year  ago,  upon  an  In- 
quiry, under  the  Fresidenoy  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  janior  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, upon  the  subject  of  the  Sootoh 
Fisheries ;  and  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  recollect  that  he  had  worked  very 
zealously  in  the  interests  of  Scotland. 
He  believed  that  the  recommendations 
^vhich  he  made  at  that  time  had  since 
been  carried  into  effect  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent. He  believed  that  It  was  a  great 
mistake  that  they  had  not  been  carried 
out  still  fVirther,  because  he  thought  that 
a  great  deal  depended  upon  their  being 
carried  into  effect.  The  hon.  Member 
for  St.  Andrews  (Mr,  Williamson)  asked 
tiiat  £350,000  should  be  given  to  Scot- 
land, and  a  similar  sum  to  Irriand.  He 
(Mr.  Blake)  would  be  glad  to  dose 
with  that  ofFesr.  He  was  hapmr  to  say 
th«ft,  M fitr         fiabsKiMi  of  Sooltaaa 


and  Ireland  wen  eoneemed,  there  was 
ample  room  for  both,  and  nothing  could 
do  more  good  than  a  wise  and  judicious 
expenditure  upon  harbours.  Hundreds 
of  thousands  of  pounds  -of  fish  went 
unoanght  in  consequence  of  the  want 
of  harbour  accommodation.  Perhaps  it 
would  be  as  well  if  he  should  now  return 
to  Scotland  again,  orhemightfind  him- 
self called  to  Order  by  the  Chair.  He 
thought  that  the  Sootoh  people  knew 
very  well  how  to  manage  their  own  busi- 
ness ;  and  he  was  indisposed  to  pass  any, 
except  a  favourable,  commentary  on  the 
late  appointment  which  had  be«i  made 
upon  theFishery Board.  Hon. Gentlemen 
had  questioned  the  qualification  of  Sir 
Thomas  Boyd,  because  he  had  written 
books  and  bad  filled  the  office  of  Lord 
ProTOBt ;  but  he  (Mr.  Blake)  did  not  see 
that  those  faots  interfered  hi  any  way 
with  his  qual^eation  for  the  a|^point- 
ment.  He  was  oonfident,  from,  -what 
he  heard  and  ^ew  of  Sir  Thomas 
Boyd,  that  the  appointment  was  a  most 
excellent  one ;  ana  that  under  his  very 
able  Presidency  the  Suoieh  Fishery 
Board  would  do  satisfactory  work.  He 
wished  all  good  luck  to  it,  and  to  Uie 
efforts  to  promote  the  fisheries  of  his 
country  by  the  hou.  Member  for  St. 
Andrews  (Mr.  Williamson),  who  was  a 
member  of  it.  At  the  same  time,  he 
thought  it  was  unjust  to  Ireland,  when 
everything  had  been  done  that  could  be 
done  for  Scotland,  when  the  Scotch 
Fisheries  were  now  well  able  to  walk 
alone  and  pay  their  own  expenses  from 
branding  fees,  to  refuse  the  same  ad- 
vantages to  Ireland  which  had  so  long 
and  usefiiUy  been  extended  to  the  Sister 
Oountry. 

Mb.  DAWSON  ssid,  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers did  not  grudge  the  money  asked  fixe, 
for  the  encouragement  at  the  fisheries, 
or  that  they  should  be  able  to  go  with 
superior  gear  and  fish  in  Irish  waters ; 
i  but  what  they  did  object  to — and  he  be- 
:  lieved  the  objection  was  equally  shared 
,  by  Scotland— was  that  foreigners  oould 
'  oome  upon  their  coasts,  and  take  away 
;  from  their  very  doors  the  food  wbiofa 
;  Nature  had  prorided  them  with. 

!    Vote  agrtti  to. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
.  not  present ;  Oommittee  counted,  and 
40  Members  being  found  present,  the 
Oommittee  resumed. 

(5.)  £18,  Lord  Lientenanf  •  Hoiise- 
hold,  IreUutd. 
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(0.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed. 

"  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  ezceedinif 
£2,7fiO,  lie  granted  to  H«r  Majestj-  to  dcbay 
the  Charge  which  will  oome  id  course  of  pay- 
ment during  the  year  ending  on  tb«  Slit  day  of 
March  1883,  for  the  fialarias  and  Enensea  of 
the  OiBcw  of  the  Chief  Secretary  to  Uie  Lord 
Lieatooant  of  Ireland  in  Dnhlinand  London, 
and  Subordinate  Departments." 

Mb.  O'BRIBN  begged  to  move  that 
the  Vote  be  reduced  by  the  sum  of 
X2,000.  He  thought  it  would  be  the 
duty  of  the  Irish  Members  to  make 
every  opposition  in  their  power  to  this 
Vote  80  long  as  Ireland  was  adminis- 
tered upon  the  present  principle,  on  the 
ground  that  so  long,  instead  of  deserv- 
ing grants  of  money,  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary and  his  assistanta  deserved  the 
rebuke  of  this  House,  and  at  aU  events 
must  expect  no  mercy  from  the  Irish 
people  or  their  Bepresentatives.  He 
hoped  they  would  have  other  oppor- 
tunities for  discussing  other  portions  of 
the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman's  policy;  but 
the  thmg  that  it  was  most  important  for 
him  to  explain,  and  for  the  Committee 
to  hear,  was  what  was  to  become  of  the 
unfortunate  |>eople  whom  he  (Mr.  Tre- 
vedyan)  saw  in  the  first  stages  of  star- 
vation as  far  back  as  January  last.  The 
ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  had  himself  put 
this  fact  beyond  dispute.  It  was  part 
of  the  Government  case  for  emigration, 
that  the  number  of  people  who  could 
not  live  in  Ireland,  who  were  wasting 
away  towards  death,  owing  to  bad 
And  insufficient  food,  might  be  counted 
by  thousands  and  tens  of  thousands. 
Then  what  was  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man going  to  do  with  them,  until  his 
only  remedy,  the  emigrant  ship,  was 
ready  ?  Was  he  going,  as  a  matter  of 
experimental  philosophy,  to  wait  and 
to  see  how  much  longer  a  human  being 
oould  go  on  famishing  by  slow  degrees 
in  an  Empire  able  to  aSford  £55,000 
for  the  r*Dairof  a  Boyal  yacht  ?  It  was 
very  kind  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  visit  the  unfortunate  peasantry  of 
Donegal  in  their  little  cabins,  and  to 
and  out  all  about  their  being  hungry 
find  half  naked,  and  living  in  the  same 
room  as  their  cattle.  He  (Mr.  O'Brien) 
only  wished  that  thousands  had  any 
cattle  to  live  with ;  but,  unfortunately, 
although  the  Donegal  peasants  did 
manage  to  subsist  upon  seaweed,  they 
were  not  able  to  live  on  the  light  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentiemon's  eountenanoe; 
and  during  the  three  months  vhioh  had 


passed  since  his  visit,  what  had  tbw 
unfortunate  people  received  from  DaUin 
Castle  except  a  few  barren  offldtl  B«- 
ports  P  A  few  bags  of  meid  would  hm 
been  of  much  more  conseqmnee.  tte 
right  hon.  Gentleman  stated  that  \% 
himself  WW  women  and  little  duUns, 
whom  he  described  to  tiie  Hobw  si 
starving,  or  next  door  to  starvfalgT 
the  early  stage  of  the  distress  nw 
nearly  three  months  ago.  Was  Um 
right  hon.  Gentleman  satisfied  that 
these  people  should  go  on  starring, 
losing  health  and  strength,  and  thwr 
hope  every  day,  while  he  was  tfcw 
theorizing  about  the  workhouse  teM? 
Was  it  to  be  a  crime,  punishable  will 
death,  that  these  people  refused  t« 
quench  their  little  hearths  for  evflv  ani 
go  into  the  workhouse  P  He  was  almoct 
afraid  to  dwell  on  the  misery  of  whidi 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  took  so  |lulo- 
sophical  a  erurvey,  and  he  would  torfl 
for  a  moment  to  the  argument  by  vlnob 
English  Ministers  tiiought  themselfss 
justified  in  goading  the  people  on  ta 
emigration.  it  happened,  be  (Mr. 
O'Brien)  could  daim  to  have  had  nftv 
more  than  three  days'  experienee  ob  a 
jaunting  car  among  the  cabins  of  Iht 
Irish  poor.  It  was  his  business  to  mske 
himself  acquainted  with  every  portiot 
of  these  so-called  congested  districts, 
and  he  protested  against  the  atteoiptt 
which  had  been  too  often  made  in  ^ 
House,  and  out  of  it,  to  speak  of  th«e 
districts  as  if  they  were  -incurable  wastes 
and  nothing  more,  and  to  repm^ 
some  of  the  most  hard-working  pessaats 
in  the  wOTld  as  if  they  were  litue  beMei 
than  professional  beggars,  soliciting  ahas 
on  the  doorstep  of  Eng^nd.  On  the 
contrary,  he  said  that  their  povwtfi 
instead  of  being  dne  to  natuve,  or  te  Acu 
own  timfdessnesB — instead  of  being  due 
to  their  drinking  tea,  ot  baying  drwe* 
as  they  had  been  so  gmerouriy  taonted 
with  doing,  their  poverty  was  the  dinct 
result  and  consequence  of  the  ^iten 
which  those  who  had  gone  before  had 
set  up  in  Ireland,  and  which  the  Oo> 
vernment  were  now  maintaining.  The 
entire  stigma  and  blame  restM  upon 
the  Government  and  the  people  «f  tbia 
country,  and  not  upon  the  Irish  petaaats 
themselves.  It  was  their  Oronnrdl  vbt 
first  drove  them  where  they  we*e.  Pw* 
bably  he  did  not  anUoipale  that  fat*  ^ 
woold  fall  on  the  heads  of  Mf  maa; 
generations  of  Bnglisbmea,  or  fa*  wmM 
EitTe  drim  tim  fivtber  than  Oon- 
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naught.  But  even  CromveU  did  not  find 
out  what  landlords,  far  more  cruel  than 
he,  were  not  loof?  in  disoovoring  — 
namely,thateTeninOonnaughttherewere 
tracts  of  land  too  fertile  for  mere  Celtic 
refugees — the  traota  of  land  they  had 
been  driven  to  were  too  good  for  them. 
The  6rat  process  was  to  dnre  them  into 
Connaught;  the  next  process  was  to 
sweep  them  off  every  bit  of  fertile  land 
in  Oonnaughtf  and  to  drive  them  back 
among  the  rooks  and  bo|^,  where  it 
hardly  seemed  worth  while  to  follow 
them.  But  there  was  a  third  pro- 
cess. The  landlords  pursued  them,  and 
ibnnd  them  out  even  in  these  wretched 
places ;  and  he  spoke  from  a  pretty  fair 
knowledge  of  the  South  and  West  of 
Ireland  when  he  stated  that  as  heavy 
rack  rents  per  cultivable  acre  were  ex- 
acted from  them  for  the  miserable 
patches  they  occupied  in  Kerry  and 
Connemara  as  for  the  same  extent  of 
the  richest  land  in  Tipperary.  Anybody 
who  knew  the  interests  of  Irish  land- 
lordism oould  explain  why.  It  was 
because,  in  dealing  witii  the  stubborn 
fanners  of  Tipperary,  the  landl<»:d8 
had  to  enoounter  a  sort  of  "rigour 
beyond  the  lav/'  whioh  made  them 
cautions  iu  xeai  raising.  He  knew  of 
many  instances  in  the^tV^est  in  which 
the  vahie  of  the  land  had  been  paid 
three  and  four  and  five  times  over  in 
the  shape  of  rent.  He  need  only  quote 
Mr.  Take's  book  to  show  that  it  was 
estimated  by  that  gentleman  that  the 
fee-simple  value  of  the  small  holdings 
in  Connemara  had  been  purchased  over 
and  over  again  by  the  labour  and  recla- 
mation and  rent  paid  by  the  peasants 
who  cultivated  them.  Mr.  Tuke  said, 
in  the  postscript  to  his  pamphlet,  that  a 
friend  of  his,  who  was  agent  for  some 

Sroperty  in  Yorkshire,  writing  from 
^alwayonthe  29th  of  July,  1880,  said— 

**It  is  no  wonder  tliat  Eng^IiduDsn  do  not 
iinddTBtuid  the  demaiid  £or  flxi^  of  tenure  in 
Trcland.  I  have  co  hesitation  in  saying  that 
the  tenant'i  ootlay  thronghout  the  digtrict  I 
em  in,  in  the  erection  of  baQdiDM  and  cabuH, 
in  feadBff  tfas  bid  and  olssxiSg  amy  tiw 
atones,  azioeeds  many  timM  the  value  of  the  fee< 
jumple  of  the  land  before  such  outlay." 

Yet  these  men  were  the  very  men  on 
whom  rack  rents  were  jaled  up^  until 
they  were  double  and  treble  the  valua- 
tion of  the  land.  These  were  the  men 
whose  cattle-rans  were  taken  from  them 
and  given  to  the  graziers ;  who  were 
t»:ted  lor  the  turf  ^ey  raised  on  their 


own  land,  and  for  the  very  seaweed  (hey 
drew  out  of  the  sea.  These  were  the  men 
whom  Lord  Sligo,  for  instance,  grouped 
together  in  "  co,'*  as  it  was  called,  in 
Mayo,  in  order  to  evade  payment  of 
the  poor  rates  which  the  law  made  him 
liable  for  in  respect  of  holdings  of  a 
valuation  under  £4,  so  that  he  might  be 
able  to  throw  the  payment  of  the  poor 
rates  upon  these  poor  creatures  them- 
selves.  It  was  these  men  who,  for  many 
long  years,  had  been  forced,  in  weari- 
ness and  want,  to  trudge  through  Eng- 
land in  search  of  employment  throu^ 
harvest  time,  and  bring  home  the  rent 
for  the  Lord  Sltgos.    Yet,  as  if  to  add 
insult  to  injury,  when  bad  seasons  over- 
took these  men,  when  they  left  them- 
selves bare  in  the  efi'ort  to  raise  the 
year's  rent  necessary  to  take  advan- 
tage of  the  Arrears  Act,  they  were 
taunted  with  being  beggars  and  "ne'er- 
do-weels,"  because  they  had  left  them- 
selves poor  and  starving.   He  denied 
that,  in  any  countiy  less  fatally  governed 
than  Ireland,  these  men's  case,  even  as 
it  stood  at  present,  would  he  hopeless. 
Their  case  was  only  hopeless  in  the 
sense  that  any  man's  case  would  be 
hopeless  when  he  found  himself,  bound 
hand- and- foot,  in  sight  of  &  eranary, 
with  the  key  in  the  pocket  of  the  Eng- 
lish Government.  AQ  the  Irish  people 
asked  for  was  to  give  them  feax  Pl^y* 
They  would  then  not  only  be  able  to 
live,  but  to  live  in  comfort  m  these  very 
places.    They  did  not  ask  Parliament 
for  its  charity.   If  they  would  set  any 
great  works  of  National  improvement 
going  in  any  part    of  the  country, 
they  would  swnrm  to  it   as  tliey  at 
present  swarmed  to  ]'jri;_'laiul  and  Scot- 
land for  employiiHint.    Cfivo  them  some 
encouragement  to  reclaiin  the  buntlrodg 
of  thousandB  of  acres  in  front  of  their 
holdings;  do  something  to  enable  them 
to  catch  the  fishes  teeming  in  the  seas 
before   their   eyes;   migrate   some  of 
them  to  land  further  inland,  which  Pro- 
fessor Baldwin  said  was  unUt  for  grazing, 
and  whi(dL  they  wQuld  be  rea^r  to  dig 
and  break  u^i'a^&i^^m  'Mo^^mik 
in  England  £  'ffifSiia*®^  "tteri^hf  til. 
Kr.  I?oude<mtf<A£e^mti,j^^ 
Isle  of  Wight  was  fti^ti^^Mtff^ 
population,  when  the  ■'lslASa"Ww''W 
coming  deserfi'd  !iy  its  iiihabitftnts, 
House  passed  a  very  summary  law—  " 

"  That  DO  manner  of  penon  ihoold  take  any 
sovand  farms,  more  than  one,  wheroof  the 
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yearly  vahie  should  not  exMed  the  BOm  of  ten 
marko." 

Ifr.  Froude  remarked  that  it  was — 

*'  An  Act  tynumioal-  in  form,  yci  nng:iilarly 
jiuttQed  by  its  oonsequenoes." 

The  farmhouseB  were  rebuilt,  tiie  land 
reploughed,  and  the  Island  repeopled. 
Now,  if  the  Government  proposed  to 
treat  Ireland  to  the  penal  legislation 
of  £dward  III.'b  time,  at  least  let  them 
have  the  advantage  of  some  of  these 
methods  of  medieeval  relief,  instead  of 
the  methods  recommended  by  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland.  If  the  grazing 
tracts  must  remain  grazing  tracts  still, 
let  them  throw  the  burden  of  poverty 
on  the  wealthy  graziers,  who  mono- 
polised the  lands  of  the  people ;  let 
them  saddle  them  with  the  poor  rates, 
just  as  (iiey  did  the  duty  upon  distillers 
and  the  Sucoesston  Duty ;  but  do  not 
go  on.  charging  poor  rates  upon  these 
miserable  people.  Let  them,  at  all 
eventSi  do  something  worthy  of  a  Go- 
vernment that  had  the  rich  and  un- 
bounded resources  of  Ireland  under  their 
control.  Let  them  do  something  that 
was  more  like  statesmanship  than  fall- 
ing back  upon  the  workhouse  and  coffin- 
ship — their  only  instruments  of  govern- 
ment. If  they  would  not  do  anything, 
all  he  could  say  was  that  the  Chief  Se* 
cretary  could  hardly  hope  to  escape  the 
execration  of  the  world  by  exhibiting 
as  paupers — branding  them  as  hopeless 
panp6r»~men  whom  their  own  cruel 
qrstem  had  reduced  to  poverty,  and  who 
would  never  find  it  neoessanr  to  emi- 
grate if  English  officials  would  emigrate 
instead.  UutU  ^e  right  hon.  Gentleman 
gave  the  Committee  something  like  a 
satisCaotory  assanuioe,  first  as  to  the 
present  of  these  unfortunate  people,  who 
were  slowly  dying,  and  next  as  to  their 
Aiture«  he  hoped  the  Committee  would 
reCuse  to  pass  this  Vote. 

Mn.  TREVELTAN :  The  epeeoh  of 
the  hon.  Member  is  not  very  relevant  to 
the  Vote  which  stands  at  the  head  of 
this  Supplementary  Estimate  ;  but  I  am 
not  sorry  that  the  hon.  Member  has 
made  ii,  because  I  know  that  the  hon. 
Member  desired  to  take  an  early  oppor- 
tunity of  attacking  me.  In  regard  to 
tiiis  point,  he  has  already  attacked  me 
elsei^ere,  in  a  manner  which  I  am  glad 
to  have  an  opportunity  of  alluding  to 
before  this  House  and  we  eountiy.  The 
hon.  Member — I  b^  his  pardon,  I 
should  rather  say  a  certain  paper — ^has 

Mr.  O'Brien 


suoceesively,  and  with  mngular  fteodt;, 
and  in  terns  and  with  charges  slmost 
inoonceivablo  to  gentlemen  aceastomed 
to  read  only  newspapers  on  this  side  of 
the  Channel,  attacked  four  GeDdemm 
who  have  been  connected  with  Ireland. 

Mb.  PABNELL  :  I  rise  to  Order. 
We  are  diseusung  the  aalaries  of  tin 
right  hum.  Gentieman  the  CHiief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieufenant,  and  dia 
salaries  of  the  officials  connected  witk 
his  Office.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  i) 
also  President  of  the  Local  Gxjvemment 
Board,  which  has  to  deal  with  tfaeqnce- 
tion  of  distress  in  Ireland,  and  tkere- 
fore  I  suppose  he  has  a  good  deal  to  do 
with  the  direction  of  the  policy  of  the 
Irish  Government  with  reference  to  tint 
matter.  Therefore,  the  speech  of  my 
hon.  Friend  was  strictly  in  Order.  I 
wish  to  ask  you  now,  Sir,  whether  tha 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  entitled  to  go 
out  of  his  way,  as  he  was  proceeding  to 
do,  to  criticize  any  newspaper  arnde 
written  by  my  hon.  Friend — [An  hoiL 
Mbubeb:  Or  not;  md  Crin  of  "Ob!"] 
—or  not  written  by  my  hon.  "EntiaA,  bst 
appearing  in  a  newspaper,  at  all  erenti, 
of  which  he  is  editor,  in  reference  to 
matters  not  connected  with  this 
or  with  the  relief  of  the  distress  is 
Ireland  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  hon.Membw, 
in  his  remarks  on  this  Vote,  seemed  to 
me  to  travel  over  a  wide  range  indeed, 
yet  I  was  unwilling  to  interrupt  him- 
But  I  have  observed  nothing  in  the  re- 
marks of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  vbo 
is  now  replying  to  the  hon.  Member, 
which  is  not  completely  in  Order.  In- 
deed, they  seem  to  me  to  be  eomewhit 
called  forth  by  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member. 

Mb.  TBEVBLTAN  :  I  was  going  to 
say  that  the  newspaper  to  which  I  th 
referring  has  held  up  to  the  ezeKatioA 
of  the  people  of  ibeland  four  Qeifle- 
men.  Now,  I  wish  to  explun  to  Ike 
Committee  what  being  hela  up  to  ^ 
execration  of  the  people  of  Irdaaa 
means.  I  say  tiiat  four  men  have  bMS 
so  held  up  ;  these  men  were,  my  rt^ 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Brsdfcw 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster),  Mr.  Burke,  Mr. 
Justice  Lawson,  and  Mr.  Field,  and  I 
ask  hon.  Members  to  observe  tbe  con- 
necting link.  Within  the  last  fisw  weeb 
the  same  class  of  attacks  has  begun  to 
be  directed  against  me ;  and  I  have  nor 
in  this  newspaper  been  told  that  I M 
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the  moBt  hated  man  in  Ireland ;  that  up 
to  tfais  time  it  had  been  beliered  that  no 
one  oonid  be  found  more  inhuman,  or 
more  destitate  of  feeling,  than  my  right 
hon.  Predeceeeor,  Those  life  was  at- 
tempted three  times ;  but  at  last  a  man 
has  been  found,  more  inhuman,  and  more 
destitute  of  common  feelings  still.  I 
hare  been  told,  in  regard  to  a  speech  I 
made  on  a  former  occasiou,  and  to  which 
reference  has  bean  made  in  the  most 
stirring  terms — I  hare  been  told  that 
that  speech  was  heard  tbroughont  the 
House,  except  on  the  Tory  Benches, 
with  a  feelinfi*  little  short  of  horror. 
In  the  first  place,  with  r^ard  to  the 
Toiy  Benches,  I  must  say  what  I  have 
nerer  mentioned  before,  because  it  was 
not  necessarily  called  for,  that  this 
policy  which  the  hon.  Member  has  been 
denoniuang  was  a  reversal  of  the  policy 
of  theOonservative  Government  in  1879- 
80.  No  doubt,  this  reversal  of  policy 
was  accepted  by  the  Conservative  Party 
themselves,  and  adopted  by  the  general 
consent  of  the  nation.  If  the  Tory 
Party  have  changed  their  minds,  I  be- 
lieve the  nation  has  gone  against  them. 
Bat  for  this  newspaper  in  Ireland  to  tell 
the  House  that  this  enunciation  of 
policy  was  heard  on  the  Liberal  Benches 
with  horror,  is  nothing  else — I  am  speak- 
ing only  of  the  newspaper,  I  have 
nothing  to  do  with  the  hon.  Member 
opposite  (Mr.  O'Brien)— is  nothing  else 
than  a  calumny,  because  it  was  not 
heard  on  the  Liberal  Benches  with 
horror,  but  with  adhesion,  and  with  a 
sort  of  subdued  applause  which  came 
from  mm  who  agreed  with  the  senti- 
ments of  the  speech,  although  they  were 
not  anxious  to  cheer  ife  lest  tbey  might 
give  offence  to  others.  And  when  a 
division  came  there  were  onlytwo  Liberal 
Members  who  did  not  vote  with  the 
Government.  As  for  myself,  I  have 
been  for  17  years  in  this  House,  and 
hon.  Members  know  very  well  whether 
I  am  inhuman  and  inconsiderate,  and 
desire  to  take  pleasure  in  the  sufferings 
and  misery  of  the  poor.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Mallow  (Mr.  O'Brien), 
coming  here  with  the  experience  of  a 
fortnight,  is  not  likely  to  persuade  my 
old  Colleagues,  either  on  the  other  side 
of  the  House  or  on  this,  that  I  have 
been  all  this  time  a  monster,  such  as  I 
have  been  described,  rather  than  a  gen- 
ttemoQ  with  the  ordinary  sense  and 
feding  of  gentiemea  of  this  House.  I 


have  said  that  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
G^entleman  was  irrelevant  to  the  Vote 
before  the  Committee ;  but  I  must  say 
a  single  word  on  the  class  of  persons  he 
has  attacked,  for  be  has  attacked  others 
as  well  as  myself.  The  class  I  refer  to 
is  the  landlords  of  the  congested  dis^- 
tricts  to  which  he  refers.  The  hon. 
Member  says  that  the  misery  of  these 
poor  people  has  come  from  the  landlords 
insisting  on  their  rack  rents ;  and  I 
think  I  heard  him  say,  insistiog  on  them 
until  a  vigour  beyond  the  law  taught 
them  to  take  another  course.  Now,  what 
have  rack  rents  to  do  with  the  sufferings 
of  these  distressed  districts?  Allow  me  to 
refer  to  one  of  these  distressed  and  con- 
gested districts  to  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man alluded.  In  the  'one  which  I  in- 
spected the  rents  amounted  to  something^ 
like  30fl.  apiece ;  and  will  anyone  pretend 
to  tell  the  Committee  that  whether  a  man 
pays  SUx.,  or  does  not  pay  it,  makes  a 
difference  as  to  whether  he  Uvea  a  life 
a  human  being  ought  to  live,  or  does 
not?  Even  were  the  30*.  exacted,  it 
would  not  make  so  much  difference ;  but 
it  is  not  exacted,  and  in  this  district  for 
four  or  five  years  successively  none  of 
these  people  have  paid  any  rent  at  all, 
and  the  landlord  is  not  a  man  who  cares 
to  enforce  it.  To  say  that  in  this  dis- 
trict of  Donegal  the  Messrs.  Musgrove 
are  inclined  to  coin  the  blood  of  the 
people  into  drachms,  is  not  truo.  I  am 
very  sorry  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  has 
led  us  into  these  regions.  I  am  a  little 
suprised,  I  must  own,  that  some  hon. 
Members  who  Iulto  had  a  long  ez- 
perienee  in  the  House  should  ima^puae 
that  I  could  sit  quiet  when  I  was  told 
that  I  had  earned  the  execrations  of  the 
people  of  Ireland. 

Mb.  O'BBIEN  :  What  I  said  wa«, 
that  if  you  could  not  propose  anything 
better  than  the  workhouse,  or  the  emi- 
grant ship,  you  could  hardly  hope  to 
escape  the  execration  of  the  people. 

Mr.  TREVELYAN:  At  any  rate, 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  cheered  that  sen- 
timent will  feel,  in  all  fairness  and 
justness,  that  it  was  one  that  I  could 
not  listen  to  without,  at  any  rate,  making 
a  protest.  As  regards  this  Supplemoo- 
tary  Vote,  neither  my  own  salary  as 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  nor  the 
salary  of  my  Colleagues  upon  the  Local 
Government  Board,  oome  i&to  questioo. 
The  Supplementary  Vote,  for  the  most 
part,  consists  <^  the  salariea  and  allov* 
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ances  of  the  new  0nd«r  Secretary  for 
Crime  and  Police,  and  ioft  snbsistence 
allowance  to  the  Under  Secretary  for 
Ireland  and  his  Prirate  Secretary.  Hon. 
Members  in  that  quarter  of  the  House 
said,  when  we  were  introducing  the  Pre- 
vention of  Orhne  Bill,  that  instead  of 
having  more  stringent  laws  we  ought  to 
alter  and  improve  our  police  aystem. 
Well,  the  best  way  to  do  that  is  to  altar 
and  re-oi^anize  the  P(dioe  andOonstabu- 
lary  and  the  Dublin  Detective  Porce,  and 
to  have  a  gentleman  -who  was  able  to 
give  his  whole  time  and  attention  to 
utat  important  branch  of  administration. 
The  gentleman  we  have  appointed  is 
Mr.  Jenkinson,  and  his  salary  forme  a 
very  large  part  <^  this  extra  Tote.  In  a 
great  crisis  the  Qx)vemment  thought  it 
right  to  look  roiind  for  a  soocessor  to  Mr. 
Burke,  and  they  Lad  to  consider  two 
things.  They  had,  in  the  first  place,  to 
choose  with  promptitude.  The  Chief 
Secretary  of  State  was  dead ;  the 
Under  Secretary  was  dead.  My  noble 
Friend  the  Lord  lieutenant  had  only 
been  three  days  in  his  {daoe,  and  it  was 
neoesiaiy  to  have  the  machinery  of  the 
Oovenment  set  going  with  the  greatest 
poBuble  mpidi^.  Promptitude  was, 
therefore,  ttie  first  object.  The  next 
great  object  was  to  choose  the  most  able 
man  we  could  set;  and,  therefore,  wetook 
from  the  En^ish  Public  Service  a  man 
who  appeared  to  be  pointed  out  by 
everyone.  I  refer  to  Mr.  Hamilton. 
He  was  a  man  who  was  very  much 
relied  upon,  and  he  gave  up  a  most 
agreeable  and  delighuul  position  in 
Older  to  go  to  Ireland,  where  he  gained 
no  advantages  at  all,  but  really  suffered 
a  peouniary  loss.  Mr.  Hamilton,  who, 
with  great  public  spirit,  accepted  the 
appointment,  shi^ily  asked  for  that 
common  subaiBtenee  allowance  which  is 
given  to  an  ordinary  cleric  when,  away 
nom  his  own  home.  These  are  the 
two  principal  items  in  the  Estimates, 
and  I  think  hon.  MemberSj  in  order  to 
make  the  discussion  in  Committee  prac- 
tical and  bosiae^like,  will  do  wul  to 
pass  them  by,  and  to  direct  their  atton- 
tioa.  to  tluwB  more  material  points  of  the 
Estinu^s  whioh  may  be  attacked. 

Ms.  SEXTON  said,  he  agreed  with 
the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  that  their  de- 
bates in  Committee  ought  to  be  praotioal 
and  bnsineBS>like ;  but  as  there  were  so 
few  occasions  nndwr  l^e  New  Bules  of 
raising  important  questions,  he  thought 

Mr,  Tretelyan 


that  his  hon.  Friend  tlxe  Member  for 
Mallow  (Mr.  O'Brien)  had  selected  ui 
apt  and  suitable  occasion  for  rusiiig 
the  whole  question  of  the  admimstzs- 
tion  of  Ireland.  He  was  sorry  he  vu 
obliged  to  say  that  the  right  hon.  GeoUe- 
man  had  approached  the  discussion  of 
the  question  in  a  most  nnf  ortunate  spiiit; 
and  his  sorrow  arose  &om  this  con- 
sideration. If  he  had  regarded  tbi 
advent  of  the  right  hon.  GeDtlemsB  t> 
official  life  witii  hope,  tiiat  hqw  wu 
rapidly  dying,  even  if  it  was  not  al- 
ready dea!d.  The  right  faoo.  GentlsnUD 
claimed  his  right  to  protest  against  the 
references  whioh  had  been  made  to 
him.  He  admitted  the  right  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  so  long  as  he 
conducted  his  protest  in  a  rattonal 
manner,  and  in  a  reasonable  spirit; 
but  he  (Mr.  Sexton),  in  his  turn,  pio- 
tested  with  all  his  might  against  the 
ri^ht  of  the  right  hon.  Oentlemsa  to 
Bbfle  debate  in  that  House  nndw  an  li 
eaptandun  appeal  to  Bnglish  pr^odiee. 
What  right  tmd  the  right  hen.  Qentls- 
man  repfy  to  an  indictment  of  the  Qo- 
vemraent  upom  the  qnestian  of  distnei 
by  attacking  an  Irish  Member?  !Die 
right  hon.  Gentleman  talked  of  inelt- 
vanoy.  What  was  it  to  the  House  vbit 
an  Irish  newspaper  had  written,  or  who 
was  reaponsilue  for  it  f  The  qusrtia 
before  them  was  the  reasonableneH  «r 
unreasonableness  of  the  policy,  or  the 
inadequacy  of  the  policy,  of  the  GoTarn- 
ment  upon  the  question  of  distress.  His 
hon.  Fnend  the  Member  for  Mallovksd 
referred  to  a  county  in  whioh  the  sd- 
mixture  of  English  blood  was  Isrgn 
than  in  any  other  county  in  Ireland ;  isd 
Englishmen  must  give  credit  to  tluir 
own  race  for  the  obstinacy  with  vhA 
the  landlords  had  been  met  in  tbst 
county.  Never  had  an  Englishman  be- 
trayed move  ignorance,  or  more  though 
lessness,  than  the  rig^t  hon.  Gentismu 
when  he  taunted  the  hon.  M«nber  £)r 
Mallow  witih  his  experience  of  a  IW* 
night  in  that  Honae.  His  experiso«a 
what?  Was  it  in  that  Chamber  ttat  t 
man  learnt  to  know  Ireland  t 

MR.TREVELTAN:  I  ssid  tfaattiien 
were  Gentlemen  in  this  House  who  bid 
sat  here  with  me  for  17  yean,  and! 
appealed  to  them  as  to  my  P^*'^ 
character  against  the  sftateateiitB  sno* 
by  the  hon.  Member. 

Mb.  SEXTON  said,  the  rigti  fWL 
Gentleman  had  appatreatly  ooatiuw 
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his  own  knowledge  of  Ireland  ^th  that 
of  his  hon.  Friend.    [Mr.  Tbuveu-yn  : 
No !  1   The  right  hon.  Geotleman  said 
that  his  hon.  Friend  had  attempted  to 
hold  him  up  to  execration ;  but  t?aa  not 
that  purely  hypothetical  ?   It  depend«i 
npon  a  hypothesis  vhich  might  nerer 
arise.    What  bis  hon.  Friend  said  was 
that  the  adminiatratioaof  the  ri^ht  boa. 
Gentlttman  would  be  an  ntier  £ulare,  if 
hft  perrasted  in  dealing  with  the  lai^e 
dislren  in  the  West  of  traland  by  means 
o£tbe  inhuman  and  bsrbaroui  aherna* 
tive  of  the  wovkhonse  test,  or  the  emi- 
grant ahip;  and  that  in  that  ease  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  ineriiafoly, 
in  the  end,  expose  himself  to  the  execra- 
tion of  the  Irish  people.   Nobody  more 
sinoOT^y  deplored  than  he  that  the  time 
should  ever  aosae,  or  would  be  more 
sincerely  sorry,  when  the  gifts  the  right 
hoa.  Gentleman  poseessed  in  regard  to 
literature,  and  in  his  public  life  should 
be  worse  than  wasted — that  hie  life 
shnild  be  wasted  and  his  reputation 
thrown  away  on  tiie  dreary  morass  ei 
English  politics  in  Lreland.   Now,  why 
did  the  right  hon.  Gmtleman  Ice^  tha 
Oommittee  in  Hke  dark  ?   He  had  led 
the  Hoose  to  expeot  at  the  end  of  the 
Autiunn  Session  that  the  House  would 
be  presented  with  Beports  upon  this 
sabject.    He  was  aware  that  the  Looal 
GoTomment  Board  bad  made  numerous 
BeportB  as  to  the  state  of  distress  in  Ire- 
land. Where  were  those  Beports  ?  Why 
shoiuld  they  moulder  in  the  pigeon-holes 
of  Ihiblin  Oastle  ?  Why  should  they  not 
be  communioated  to  the  House  ?  Why 
were  the  Besolutions  passed  by  various 
Boards  of  Guardians  last  winter,  not 
only  warning  "the  GoTemment  of  the 
actual  existence  of  distress,  but  pointing 
oa^  with  t^e  knowledge  of  men  who 
posaeoaed  fuU  acquaintance  with  the 
faetia,  'tbe  heat  method  of  dealing  with 
thai  diatreas— 'why  were  they  k»pt  back? 
I3i8  Houae  was  aijced  to  discuss  1^- 
quiestioa  entiroly  m  Ae  dark  ;  and  he 
complained  wtth  bittenieas  that  Ihe  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  plaoed  the  inti- 
mates before  them  that  nig^t  without 
aooompanying  them  with  that  informa- 
tion, -which  would  alone  enable  them  to 
coxae  to  an  acourate  decision  upon  the 
question.   His  hon.  Friend  had  been 
taamted  with  his  experienoe  of  a  fort' 
night.    No  other  man  in  that  House 
better  know  the  candkiou  of  the  farmers 
and  iHaaaootry  of  Xreland  tban  his  hon. 


Friend,  who  had  been  for  years  god- 
neoted  with  the  Press  of  Ireland ;  and  it 
was  a  curious  instance  of  the  irony  of 
Iri^  polities  exhibited  in  that  House, 
that  the  Chief  Secantary  should  contents 
himself  with  an  inspeotion  oonduoted  in  a 
carriage  withchjsed  windows,  and  should 
tanat  a  man  with  ignorance  whose  know- 
ledge and  experience  of  Ireland  was 
second  to  that  of  none.  Of  oo<u>ae,  they 
had  to  oome  to  London  to  hear  such 
taunts.  Waa  it  not  true  that  the  ri^ght 
hon.  GenUemanleft  a  certain  town  in  the 
North  of  Ir^and,  and  drove  for  15  or  30 
mtlee  on  a  tour  of  inspection  with  the 
windows  of  the  carriage  almost  henneti- 
cally  closed? 

Mb.  TEEVELYAN  :  If  the  hoo. 
Gentleman  puts  ihe  question  to  me,  Z 
have  already  aoawered  it.  I  have  already 
explained  that  my  remarks  as  to  the  ex- 
perienee  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mallow 
did  not  refer  to  his  exprnience  of  Ireland, 
but  to  his  experience  of  me  in  this 
House.  As  to  my  eelebrated  tour  in  a 
closed  carriage,  it  is  sfiarcely  worth  while 
mentioning;  bat  I  have  already  ex- 
phoned  to  the  House  that  that  journey 
was  made  from  Done|^  •  to  Killyheg 
through  a  diatriiet  in  whioh  thwe  was  bo 
distress,  and  I  certainly  did  ride  in  a 
closed  carriage. 

Ma.  SEXTON  said,  there  might  be  a 
di£Eerenoe  of  opinion  as  to  the  distress 
which  existed  in  that  district  at  the  time 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  tour  of  in- 
spection. Upon  that  morning,  when  the 
windows  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
carriage  were  dosed,  he  passed  through 
a  district,  parh^s  nnoc»iBciDuaIy,  tmtt 
was  permeated  with  distress.  There 
happened  to  be  on  his  trail  a  newspaper 
reporter  who  found  in  that  district  a 
cottage' in  whioh  a  woman  and  four 
children  were  etarriug ;  they  had  not 
tasted  food  for  two  dai^ra ;  and  the  right 
hon.  Qentlemen,  in  hu  doead  oarriage, 
bowl^  imconaoionBly  by  witfiouft  seeing 
them.  Heolfjeotedto  such  a  tour  behig 
called  a  tour  of  ini^peotien.  The  Iiim 
Membero  were  not  respcaLsible  fov  the 
action  of  wild  and  undisciplined  minds. 
They  were  respomaible  for  the  manner 
in  which  they  discharged  their  duty  to 
their  constituente  and  the  public;  and, 
for  his  own  part,  he  would  never  abate 
one  word  from  what  he  oonoeived  to  be 
truth  because  criticisims  upon  puUio 
men  had  led  to  videnoe.  [Mr.  Gud- 
STOHB :  Hear,  hear !]  The  Prime  Mii 
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nister  cheered  thai  sentiment.  He  should 
like  to  know  if  the  Prime  Minister,  dur- 
ing a  long  and  eminently  successftil  Hfe, 
had  imposed  silence  upon  his  tongue 
because  of  consequenceB  to  those  who 
became  the  objects  of  his  criticism?  He 
claimed  the  right  of  following  so  emi- 
nent an  example ;  and  for  his  own  part, 
and  that  of  his  Friends,  they  would  ever 
in  that  House  speak  what  they  knew  to 
be  the  truth,  and  uphold  what  they 
knew  to  be  justice,  without  the  slightest 
regard  to  what  might  be  the  conse- 
quences to  any  person.  He  hoped  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary 
would  never  again  meet  an  argument  by 
ointing  out  that  the  consequences  might 
e  violence  to  others.  If  violence  re- 
sulted to  others  it  was  not  the  fault  of 
the  Irish  Members,  but  it  was  the  fault 
of  the  evil  system  maintained  in  Ireland 
against  their  will,  and  in  the  looe  of  their 
denunciations.  He  assured  the  Com- 
mittee, and  the  hon.  Member  for  Drog- 
heda  (Mr.  Whitworth),  who  appeared 
sensitive  upon  this  part  of  the  question, 
that  the  Irish  Members  would  never 
cease  A'om  speaking  the  truth,  whatever 
the  consequences  might  be.  His  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Mallow  had 
been  told  that  his  remarks  were  not 
relevant.  They  were  strictly  relevant, 
because  his  hon.  Friend  had  proposed 
remedies  large  and  drastic.  What  had 
been  done  in  the  West  of  Ireland  as  to 
the  construction  of  harbours?  Had  the 
Local  Government  Board,  or  the  Board 
of  Works,  taken  any  action  to  provide 
a  single  day's  wa^  or  labour  for  any 
man  in  Ireland  ?  If  that  question  was 
answered  in  the  negative,  both  the  Local 
Government  Board  and  liie  Government 
stood  condemned.  Was  it  true  that  the 
Prelates  of  Oonnaught,  who  understood 
as  well  as  any  man  in  the  world  the  con- 
dition of  the  people  of  Ireland,  had 
waited  upon  the  Government  and  im- 
plored them  to  authorize  the  construc- 
tion of  productive  works  ?  And  had  not 
the  Government,  by  maintaining  a  sys- 
tem of  red-tape,  made  their  effort  use- 
less ?  Bid  not  the  Bishops  implore  the 
Government  to  withdraw  the  regulation 
requiring  a  farmer,  on  receiving  a  loan, 
to  give  securi^for  it? 

Ma.  COURTNEY:  Security  for  the 
repayment  of  loans  has  long  ago  been 
dispensed  with. 

Ms.  SEXTON  asked  if  other  seoority 
was  still  required  ? 

Mr.  Sexton 


Mh.  COUHTNET  :  Not  for  the  re* 
payment  of  a  loan. 

Mr.  sexton  inquired  if  the  Com- 
mittee was  to  understand  that  a  Ion 
was  still  embatraased  by  secnritj  ? 

Mr.  OOTTRTNBT:  Security  is  re- 
quired for  the  expenditure  of  the  monej 
in  order  to  see  that  it  is  expended  forth* 
purpose  for  which  it  is  granted ;  bat  the 
security  for  the  repayment  of  the  lorn 
has  been  dispensed  with. 

Mr.  sexton  said  that,  neverflielew, 
the  security  was  so  embarrassing  as  to 
render  the  loan  of  no  value. 

Mr.  COUETNET  :  There  is  only  « 
limited  temporary  security.  As  I  hm 
already  stated,  the  security  for  the  re- 
payment of  a  loan  in  SO  years  is  di^ 
pensed  with. 

Mr.  SEXTON  said,  he  should  hare 
imagined  that  tiiat  was  a  matter  fer  ia- 
spection.  It  was  exceedingly  hard  fin 
any  poor  farmer  in  Ireland  to  obtain 
security  whatever,  and  why  not  hm 
allowed  the  loan  to  be  granted  after  in- 
spection ?  The  money  could  be  paid  ia 
instalments;  and  if  the  Department  pro- 
vided the  means  of  inspection,  so  as  to 
ascertain  the  actual  position  of  the  W 
rower,  this  embarrassing  and  absurd 
security  might  be  got  rid  off.  Bat  it 
seemed  to  be  the  policy  of  HerMsjeety'B 
Government  to  endeavour  to  defeat  what- 
ever gift  Parliament  made  to  the  IriA 
people.  Parliament  had  originally  been 
moved  by  an  impulse  of  justice,  p»- 
haps  by  an  impulse  of  generosity.  He 
could  say,  honestly  and  sincerely,  ih>t 
that  was  the  impulse  of  the  Prime  Mi- 
nieter ;  but  it  unfortunately  happffled 
that  whenever  Parliament  passed  any 
Act,  the  Treasury  made  some  underiuaa 
arrangement  to  take  away  the  moit  of 
the  nf  t.  He  would  tell  the  right  boa. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary,  in  ra- 

gard  to  this  question  of  distress,  that  if 
e  persevered  in  the  course  he  was  pw- 
suing ;  if  he  met  reasonable  argumeBto 
by  appeals  to  passion  and  prejudioe ;  if 
he  attempted  to  stifle  debate  by  te^ 
rorism  ;  if  he  met  rational  proposals  fw 
relief  and  distress  in  the  spirit  of  a  oold 
and  obstinate  doctrinaire,  it  wooM  be 
better  for  him  and  his  reputation  that 
he  should  abandon  Office  in  a  mfflrth. 
rather  than  that  he  should  remain  in  it 
fbr  another  year. 

Mn.  PABNEXiL  said,  he  was  Bor?^ 
be  obliged  to  press  the  right  hoa.  wa- 
tleman  the  C%ief  Secretary  to  thelff^ 
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Xdeutenant,  more  particularly  on  s(Mne 
points  which  had  heeu  hrought  forwarcl 
by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Memhor  for 
Mallow  (Mr.  O'Brien),  and  aubsequently 
ended  by  hie  hon.-  Friend  the  Memher 
for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton).  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  not  attempted  to  answer 
the  main  point  o{  the  apeeoh  of  hi*  hon. 
friend  ihe  Member  for  Mallow.  His 
hon.  S^nd  wanted  to  know  if  the  Go- 
vernment intended  to  adhere  to  insist- 
ance  upon  their  policy  of  the  workhouse 
test  as  the  main  condition  of  relief? 
His  hon.  Friend  wished  further  to  know 
what  steps  the  GoTemment  were  pre- 
pared to  take  in  regard  to  relief  mea- 
sures? Tbe  Chief  Secretary  had  turned 
these  questions  aside  by  an  entirely 
irrelevant  attack  on  some  newspaper 
article  which  had  appeared  in  a  journal 
of  whioh  his  hon.  Friend  was  the  editor. 
The  ru;ht  hon.  Gentleman  had  entirely 
evaded  and  neglected  to  answer  the  im- 
portant point  of  saving  from  famine  Irish 
women  and  children  during  the  next  few 
months  in  the  congested  districts,  and 
he  had  gone  off  into  the  side  issue  of  an 
attack  upon  his  hon.  Friend.  He  wished 
to  point  out  to  Uie  Committee  that  he 
and  his  hon.  Friends  were  strictly  go- 
verned by  precedent  in  raising  this  ques- 
tion of  Inah  distress.  On  the  Vote  for 
the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Office 
of  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Lreland  at  the  beginning  of 
the  second  Session  of  1880— the  first 
Session  of  the  present  Parliament — he 
liad  raised  precisely  the  same  question 
upon  the  same  Yote.  It  was  not  a  Sup- 
plementary Vote,  but  the  main  Vote;  and 
AO  knew  that  if  they  allowed  this  Vote 
to  paea  the  necessity  would  be  gone,  for 
the  people  would  be  dead  before  tbe 
main  Vote  was  reached.  He,  therefore, 
could  not  allow  this  last  chance  to  be 
thrown  away  of  drawing  the  attei^onof 
the  Government  to  the  important  and 
weighty  matters  which  they  were  now 
disoussing.  He  had  asked  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  in  the  debate  on  the 
Address,  several  questions  which  the 
light  boa.  Gentleman  was  not  able  to 
answer,  being  prevented  by  the  Bulos 
of  Uie  House  from  replying  to  those 
questions.  He  had  asked  him  then,  and 
he  asked  him  again,  whether  or  not, 
when  he  pledged  himself  a  few  days 
before  the  end  of  last  Sesaiou  to  give 
outdoor  rdief  in  Ireland  in  order  to  save 
tiie  people  from  hunger,  he  knew  it  was 


the  iutontion  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to 
address  the  letter  to  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  which  appeared  a  fortnight 
afterwards  ?  Was  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  aware  then,  when  he  ^ave  that 
solemn  pledge,  that  the  Lord  laeuteuaut 
was  about  to  write  to  his  Department  in 
Ireland  a  letter  insisting  upon  the  ri^id 
enforcement  of  the  workhouse  test  as  a 
oondition  of  relief?  That  was  a  plain 
question,  and  was  capable  of  an  easy  an- 
swer. He  wished  also  to  know  whether, 
before  Lord  Spencer  issued  this  cold- 
blooded letter — as  cold-blooded  as  any 
that  had  ever  been  issued  from  a  De- 
partment of  the  State  in  Ireland — whe- 
ther the  Cabinet  was  consulted  in  regard 
to  the  letter,  or  whether  it  was  done  on 
the  responsibility  of  Lord  Spenoer,  in 
order  to  satisfy  some  idea  of  his  own  iu 
regard  to  the  best  means  of  driving  the 
Irish- people  by  starvation  into  an  un- 
wiUing  emigration  ?  Was  the  Cabinet 
consulted  or  informed  be&re  Ijord  Spen- 
cer wrote  this  letter  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board?  Dr.  James  Fer- 
guson, of  Whithorn,  in  the  county  of 
Donegal,  in  reporting  upon  the  condition 
of  the  poor  in  that  district,  said  that  the 
people  were  suffering  from  poverty  and 
dastitution,  and  this  was  clearly  evi- 
denced in  their  appearance.  Diarrhoea 
and  influenza  prevailed  amongst  tUem, 
the  outcome  of  insuihcient  Kiod  and 
general  debility.  And  this  was  a  Report 
prepared  by  one  of  their  own  Commis- 
sioners, a  paid  officer  connected  with  the 
Poor  Iaw  system  in  Ireland.  Dr.  Fer* 
guson  vei^  on  to  say — 

"  That  In  ahoioatvveiy  house  th«re  was  a  sick 
patiwt,  oapeoialty  amongst  the  old  folk,  for 
whom  medicine  was  useleBS,  the  only  thing 
necessaiy  being  nourishment.  He  had  been 
fladly  disappointed  on  visiting  one  of  the 
acfaoob.  He  saw  aothing  hot  doll  eyes  and 
languid  faoee,  beteaying  w«ariae«8  and  daproa* 
sion  of  spiritti.  He  also  noticed  the  die«dfiil 
sleeping  accommodation  with  which  the  houses 
were  supplied." 

In  order  to  meet  that  frightfully  alarm- 
iog  state  of  affairs,  the  Chief  Secretary 
said  the  Gororomont  insisted  upon  the 
enforcement  of  tlio  workhouse  teat. 
They  knew  very  well  what  the  enforce- 
ment of  the  workhouse  test  meant. 
They  knew  that  it  meant  moro  deaths 
from  starvation  ;  that  tiie  famine  fever 
would  break  out  in  extensive  districts, 
both  before  and  after  people  sought  that 
remedy.   That  was  thp  experience  they 
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had  already  had,  and  the  experience 
whieh  every  one  of  ^ose  who  lived  in 
any  part  of  Ireknd  had  gained.  The 
Rngbah  Membera  of  that  House  did  not 
know  the  chronk  dietrees  wh«A  was  the 
portioB <tf  the labonringolasBes and  the 
atnaUer  tmiants  in  the  Western  districts 
every  winter  that  came  round.  But  it 
was  also  the  fact  that  the  people,  rather 
than  break  up  their  homes,  rather  than 
leave  their  little  huts  and  go  into  the 
workhouse,  would  endeavour  to  put  up 
with  the  pangs  of  povei-ty,  and  wait 
until  death  reached,  or  almost  reached, 
their  door.  He  was  not  using  exagge- 
rated language ;  he  was  not  capable  of 
uniw  exaggerated  langaage ;  but  it  was 
the  bistory  of  successive  attempts  to 
relieve  famine  and  distress  in  Ireland, 
that  if  they  insisted  upon  the  iroi^house 
test,  people  would  die  in  large  numbers, 
and  tliat  many  others  would  become  so 
infected  with  disease,  and  by  the  march 
of  disease  and  by  starvation,  that  the 
woriEhouse  would  come  too  late  to  save 
their  Uvee.  They  were  told  that  tliey 
oug^  to  advise  the  people.  They  would 
be  very  glad  to  give  their  advice ;  but 
he  could  not  wonder  much,  as  he  knew 
what  the  workhoneo  system  in  Ireland 
was,  that  the  people  reused  to  accept  it. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Wexford  (Mr. 
Healy),  now  in  prison,  had  repeatedly 
urged  the  [>eople  to  go  into  the  work- 
house ;  but  they  wonld  not  go  there. 
They  had  never  gone  there  in  famines 
far  worse  than  the  present.  They  had 
steadily  refased  to  go  until  pestilence 
took  hold  of  them,  and  until  it  was  too 
late  to  save  thousands  and  hundreds  of 
thoueaDde  of  lives.  He  did  not  wonder 
at  this,  bttoaose  he  knew  very  well  what 
the  workhouse  system  in  Ireland  was. 
Little  children  were  separated  from  their 
mothers ;  young  girls  were  exposed  to 
tiie  contamination  of  associatiog  with 
immoral  women  ,*  husbands  were  sepa- 
rated from  their  wives  ;  and  all  the  ties 
of  home  were  broken  up  and  entirely 
set  aside.  It  was  not  surprising,  in  the 
face  of  this,  that  the  people  in  these 
districts  should  go  on  from  day  to  day 
husbaoding  their  last  bag  of  meal,  and, 
when  that  meal  was  gone,  resorting  to 
seaweed  rather  than  enter  the  doors  of 
an  Irish  workhouse.  Tho  priests  know, 
and  everyone  connected  with  Ireland 
knew,  that  it  was  utterly  impossible  to 
induce  them  to  go  into  the  workhouse. 
They  askedi  as  a  means  of  stemmiiig 
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the  distress,  that  a  small  grant,  by  vsj 
of  loan,  not  exceeding  £150,000,  shoaM 
be  made,  ia  order  to  enable  outdoor  re- 
lief to  be  administered.  Let  Hie  Loc^ 
Oovemment  Board  appoint  a  regular 
o6Sser  to  see  that  the  money  was  not 
squandered.  That  was  Uie  policy  erf  the 
late  Government.  They  gave  outdoor 
relief,  and  the  rig^t  hon.  Oentlemah  ftc 
Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Fors- 
ter)  gave  outdoor  relief.  Then  why  should 
not  the  present  Chief  Secretary  ?  It  was 
only  because  Lord  Spencer  had  set  his 
mind  on  facilitating  a  scheme  of  emi- 
gration by  insisting  on  the  workhouse 
test.  The  Government  would  undertake 
a  veiy  great  resfionsibility  if  they  ig- 
nored the  signs  of  the  times,  and  left 
the  people  to  their  inevitable  fate,  un- 
less something  was  done,  and  that,  too, 
very  shortly.  The  Government  were 
very  foolish  for  having  undertaken  their 

S resent  policy ;  because  thOT  were  de- 
berately  spreading  abroad  the  ideatfaat 
they  wished  to  take  advantage  of  the 
famine  and  hunger  of  the  people  to 
force  them  to  emigrate.  He  ventured 
to  say  that  everyone  in  Ireland  was  dis- 
posed to  consider  any  well-prepared 
scheme  of  emigration  brooght  in  by  the 
Government,  with  a  desire  to  give  it  a 
fair  chance ;  but  he  doubted  if  snch  a 
policy  as  this  would  not  render  it  abso- 
lutely imposEsble  to  support  any  scheme 
of  emigration,  but  would  render  it  es- 
sential for  the  Irish  Members  to  offer  a 
strong  opporition  to  any  system  of  emi- 
gration bolstered  up  by  such  means  as 
these.  This  question  of  the  relief  of 
distress  in  these  districts  must  not  be 
eottfosed  witii  the  permanent  amctiota- 
tton  of  the  condition  the  peoi^. 
These  were  two  separate  and  distinct 
problems.  Hie  Government  must  save 
tbeir  lives ;  they  oould  not  let  the  people 
die.  [An  hon.  Mieubbb  :  You  hare  the 
Land  League  money.]  IHiat  money  was 
not  subscribed  for  purpcmes  of  charity, 
but  to  stem  the  tide  of  landlord  oppres- 
sion, and  it  would  continue  to  "be  used 
for  that  purpose.  It  was  entirely  inade- 
quate for  the  purposes  of  wholesale  re- 
lief which  was  required  in  these  dis- 
tricts. The  Government  were  respon- 
sible for  the  state  of  afikirs  now  existing 
in  Ireland,  and  they  would  be  held  re- 
sponsible for  it  at  the  proper  time.  Die 
people  would  die  if  the  Government  did 
not  do  something ;  and  he  thought  he 
wa$  entitled  to  an  bbswm  on  tile  points 
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that  had  been  raised.  Did  the  Chief 
Beoretary  mean  to  roaiataia  the  work- 
houM  test  aa  a  ooaditaon  of  outdoor 
relief?  Was  he  aware,  when  he  pledged 
himself  to  giro  outdoor  relief,  that  Lord 
Spenoer  intended  to  vrite  that  letter  to 
the  Local  Government  Board  of  whioh 
he  was  President  ?  Were  the  Govern- 
ment aware  that  this  policy  was  to  be 
inaagurated — this  ohange  of  policy  in 
Ireland  ?  Up  to  that  time  outdoor  re- 
lief had  always  been  giT4»i  in  periods  of 
pressure ;  and  what  was  now  demanded 
was  that  the  wants  of  the  people  should 
be  attended  to,  and  that  they  ^ould  be 
saved  from  starvation  and  pestilence. 
The  Lrish  people  would  then  be  willing 
to  consider  with  the  Government  other 
proposals  for  the  permanent  ameliora- 
tion of  the  condition  of  these  districts, 
whether  by  emigration  or  migratioQ. 

Mb.  S.  smith,  a«  a  new  Member, 
wished  to  say  a  few  words  on  this  subject. 
Ha  was  sure  that  the  universal  feeling 
in  the  House  was  one  of  great  sympathy 
with  the  poor  people  who  were  in  di»tress 
in  Ireland ;  but  he  was  grieved  to  see 
matters  of  recrimination  mixed  up  with 
questions  of  distress.  Most  hon.  Mem- 
bers wished  to  look  at  this  subject  from  a 
faumauitarian  point  of  view,  with  the  sole 
desire  to  help  the  imfwtunate  people  in  , 
the  West  of  Ireland.  The  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Faruell)  said 
very  few  English  Members  were  aware 
of  the  condition  of  the  people  in  Ireland. 
He  himself  had  shared  several  times  in 
measures  for  the  relief  of  distress  in 
Ireland ;  he  had  made  himself  acquainted 
with  the  Bubjeot;  and  the  judgment  to 
whidi  he  had  o(»De  was  that  whidi  he 
was  sure  was  univeraal  in  the  House — 
aaraely^  tiiat  it  was  quite  impossible  for 
the  people  in  those  ban«k  and  remote 
distnois  ever  to  be  in  any  but  a  state  q£ 
ohvonio  poverty.  Thej  must  remain  in 
a  condition  of  perfect  bopeleseness ;  be- 
cause it  was  found  that  ev^ery  few  years 
this  misery  recurred,  if  possible,  in  an 
aggravated  form;  and  the  concluBion 
of  philanthropic  men  desirous  of  benefit- 
ing the  people  was  that  there  was  no 
practical  remedy  but  either  emigration 
or  migration.  The  land  on  the  West 
of  Ireland  would  not  maintain  more 
than  half,  perhaps  scarcely  more  than 
a  fourth,  of  Uui  population  in  decent 
comfort ;  and  for  the  sake  of  the  people 
themselves,  the  best  thing  would  be  to 
take  Uiwa  from  these  abodes  of  hope- 


less misery,  which  had  become  stereo- 
typed, and  movetheminto  new  somes  and 
surrouadinga.  He  tob  very  sure  that  if 
the  OoTemment  would  introdaoe  any 
liberal  meaaure  for  remoring  the  people 
in  a  comfiort(U>le  manner,  so  as  to  main- 
tain home  ties  as  far  as  poauble,  the 
House  would  vote  any  reasonable  sum  of 
money  for  that  purpose.  It  seemed  to 
him  that  no  practical  scheme  presented 
such  advantages  as  emigrati(Hi  to  Mani- 
toba. There  they  ooidd  acquire  fertile 
laud  virtually  for  nothing ;  and  it  would 
be  quite  possible  to  move  a  large  section  of 
the  population  to  that  eountty,  and  insure 
them  happiness  and  comfort.  But  such 
was  the  aversion  of  people  to  emigration, 
that  he  should  be  glad  if  some  sf^eme 
of  migration  could  also  be  devised.  If 
any  reasonable  plan  were  advanced  by 
which  these  people  oould  be  settled  in 
eomf  art  at  bomOf  he  was  sore  tlw  House 
would  be  most  willing  to  oon^der  it.  At 
all  events,  many  hon.  Members  would  be 
thankful  if  they  oould  efilsot  some  per- 
manent good  for  Uie  people  of  Ireland. 
He  did  not  himself  inttrnd  to  suggest 
anything  specific,  because  he  felt  sure  the 
Government  had  given  all  possible  oon- 
sideration  to  the  subject ;  he  rose  rather 
to  assure  the  Committee  that  there  was 
a  large  measure  of  true  sympathy  for 
the  Irish  people,  and  perfect  readiness 
to  discuss  any  plan  proposed  in  a  reason- 
able and  kindly  way. 

CoLONEi.  DAWNAY  said,  he  quite 
agreed  with  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
M<Mnber(Mr.  S.  Smith),  which  were  in  re- 
markable  contrast  with  those  of  several 
previous  speakers.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Mallow  (Mr.  O'Brien)  had  made 
several  suggestions  for  the  relief  of  dis< 
tress  in  Ireland,  one  being  that  the 
great  grazing  districts  should  be  broken 
up ;  and  he  had  observed  that  at  present 
the  starving  inhabitants  of  some  districts 
had  to  choose  between  the  workhouse 
and  the  coffin-ship.  At  all  events,  the 
workhouse  would  save  them  from  actual 
starvation  if  they  choose  to  go  there; 
and  with  regard  to  the  "coffiu-ship,"  or 
emigrant  ship,  if  it  took  them  from 
misery  and  famiue  to  comfort  and  pros- 
perity, he  thought  they  bad  reason  to 
be  theLukful  to  the  emigrant  ship.  But 
hon.  Members  from  Ireland  would  have 
nothing  to  say  to  emigration ;  they  set 
their  faces  against  it.  He  believed  that 
was  because  they  dared  not  allow  the 
people  to  escape;  they  must  keep  them 
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as  the  tools  of  their  agitation,  which 
had  been  ao  well  described  by  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  £• 
Forster).  Were  tbwe  no  starving  paupers 
in  this  country,  and  within  a  short  dis- 
tance of  that  House,  that  the  wbole 
time  of  Parliament  must  be  token  up 
with  starving  Ireland?  England  bad 
lavished  millions  on  Irish  starvation, 
and  would  do  so  agun ;  but  that  would 
be  in  spite  of,  and  not  because  of,  the 
hon.  Members  for  the  City  of  Cork  and 
Hallow  and  their  Friends. 

Mr.  DAWSON  said,  he  thought  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
l^evelyan),  considering  his  antecedents, 
would  be  heart-bi-eaking  to  the  Irish 
people.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  could 
not  be  ignorant  of  the  Poor  Law  prin- 
ciples in  Ireland  when  he  proposed  this 
system.  Lord  John  Eussell,  when  that 
Poor  Law  system  was  introduced,  re- 
commended the  reclamation  of  waste 
lands  and  reproductive  works.  That  was 
the  spirit  with  which  the  system  was 
proposed ;  but  they  had  had  more  recent 
evidence  of  what  the  Poor  Law  could 
do  if  properly  worked.  How  was  it 
worked  in  England  at  the  time  of  the 
Cotton  Famine  ?  Was  there  any  red- 
tape  then  ?  Were  there  any  of  these 
heart-breakingstatomeuts.thatthepeople 
must  die  or  break  up  thoir  homes?  No  ; 
the  Poor  Law  system  in  Ecgland  was 
elastic  and  self-go veroing ;  but  the  Go- 
vernment were  utterly  powerless  to  do 
anything  in  an  elastic  w^y  with  the  Poor 
Law  system  in  Ireland.  When  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Poor  Law  Board,  ut  the 
time  of  the  Cotton  Famine,  took  upon 
himself  to  suspend  red-tapeism  in  Lan- 
cashire, and  to  give  outdoor  relief,  the 
late  Chancellor  of  tlie  Duchy  of  Lan- 
caster (Mr.  John  Bright)  wrote  to  him 
and  urged  that  the  widest  discretion 
should  he  given  to  the  Guardians  to 
deal  with  that  great  evil,  for  there  was 
no  body  to  which  the  spending  of  the 
ratepayers'  money  could  be  more  wisely 
intrusted.  Contrast  that  with  a  recent 
case,  in  which  when  some  Guardians  in 
Ireland  ventured  to  be  elastic  and  to 
spend  some  money,  they  were  at  once 
discharged  by  the  Auditor  of  the  Local 
Government  Board.  An  hon.  Member 
who  had  just  spoken  Iiad  asked  what 
could  be  done  in  the  present  emergency  ? 
What  could  be  done  in  tho  shape  of 
emigration  or  migration  ?  He  would 
rather  put  it :  What  could  be  done  from 


migration  and  emigration,  ?  As  a  last  re- 
source, he  would  go  to  emigration,  for  he 
was  not  one  of  those  sentimental  peoplo 
who  would  keep  the  poor  at  home  to 
starve,  and  when  the  last  resource  became 
necessary,  he  would  even  advise  emigra- 
tion ;  but  he  was  strongly  against  emi- 
gration while  the  country  was  tewcing 
with  undeveloped  wealth,  which  vas 
sufficient  to  support  its  populatioo. 
What  did  Xx>rd  John  Bussell  say  when 
the  population  of  Ireland  was  8,000.000  ? 
He  said  that  although  he  found  that 
vagrancy  required  the  Poor  Law  in  Ire- 
land, yet — 

' '  Let  it  not  be  supposed  that  I  balieve,  wbec 
I  speak  o<  emi^tum,  tluit  the  presaot  &,IH10,eOO 
of  mbabitants  living  in  Ireland  may  not  be 
very  \rell  sustained  with  good  and  sofficieBt 
meana  by  the  soil  of  Ireland?** 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  now  stated, 
after  many  years  of  beneficial  16>\gli^>h 
legislation,  Ireland  was  not  able  to  sap- 
port  4,000,000  or  5,000,000.  It  had 
been  said  that  the  aotiaa  of  the  Zjond 
League  had  led  to  crime  in  Ireland ;  but 
it  was  the  Poor  Law  ^stem  that  had  lad 
to  crime.  That  was  the  opinion  of  a 
Government  official  high  in  office  in  Ire- 
land. Dr.  Hancock  sorted  that  not  only 
was  the  Poor  Law  system  had,  but  was 
the  sure  origin  of  a  fruitful  crop  of 
crime,  which  the  Government  were  for 
over  punishing,  but  never  eradicating. 
He  stated  that  one  of  the  earliest  cases 
of  shooting  at  an  emplojfi  of  a  landlord 
last  autumn  was  the  shooting  of  the  agent 
of  an  Fnglish  clergyman  who  demanded 
Uia  rents,  but  refused  to  make  any  abate- 
ment, tho^h  so  many  landlords  had 
done  so.  He,  no  doubt,  thought  the 
Poor  Law  in  Ireland  was  the  same  as  in 
England,  and  that  outdoor  relief  would 
be  given  without  his  reducing  tiie  renU; 
and  upon  that  misoonoeption  he  pressed 
for  his  rents,  families  were  ruUtlesaly 
broken  up,  anger  and  revengeful 
ings  were  engendered,  and  the  outcoma 
was  murder.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Liverpool  (Mr  8.  Smith)  asked  what 
could  be  done ;  and  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tioman  ought  to  answer  the  qaestioa. 
The  Government  had  been  told  in  Be> 
ports  from  theirownOommisaioneie,  Pro- 
fessor Baldwin,  in  his  evidence  before 
the  Commission  had  stated,  that  in 
Donegal  half  of  an  estate  had  beeo 
given  over  to  the  people  to  oidtivate  free 
of  rent  for  a  time ;  they  hadreclaimed  the 
land,  and  the  holdings  were  now  pajru( 
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a  good  rent ;  while  the  land  on  the  other 
side  of  the  estate  was  not  paying  ^d. 
Could  it  be  said  that  there  were  not  pro- 
ductive resDurcefl  in  Donegal  after  that  ? 
la  the  chapter  on  Feasant  Proprietary 
in  his  Political  Economy,  Mr.  John  Stuart 
Mill  described  how  the  Waste  Lands 
Society  took  half  the  side  of  a  mountain, 
gave  the  people  £2  apiece  for  tem- 
porary sustainment ;  the  people  re- 
claimed the  land,  and  before  their 
leases  were  half  out  they  repaid  all  the 
money,  and  had  live  and  dead  stock  in 
enperabundanco  for  their  maintenance. 
That  case  was  only  typical  of  hundreds 
and  hundreds  in  Ireland.  It  was  time 
to  tell  the  people  and  the  Government  of 
England,  and  the  whole  world,  that  the 
Irish  people  were  not  unreasonable,  and 
that  when  they  had  exhausted  the  re- 
sources of  their  own  country,  which  at 
present  could  support  them  in  a  state  of 
prosperity  and  wealth,  they  would  be 
glad  to  send  the  honourable  surplus 
away  from  Ireland ;  but  while  the  re- 
Bouroes  of  the  country  were  undeveloped 
they  would  not  allow  the  English  Go- 
vernment to  outrage  their  countrymen  by 
hunting  them  away  from  their  own  land. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  he  would 
invite  the  Committee  to  make  a  de- 
scent for  a  moment  from  the  height 
to  which  they  had  been  invited  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Lord  Mayor 
of  Dublin  (Mr.  Dawson)  to  the  prac- 
tical issue  before  them.  He  had  lis- 
tened with  great  pleasure  to  the  prac- 
tical observations  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Liverpool  (Mr.  8.  Smith),  who  was 
woU  known  to  have  some  actual  know- 
ledge of  this  subject ;  and  he  was  glad 
to  find  one  hon.  Member  giving  utter- 
ance to  sentiments  which  he  himself  had 
frequently  expressed.  He  had  always 
said  there  was  only  one  sound  practical 
remedy  for  the  great  mass  of  evil  which 
existed  in  Ireland,  and  that  remedy  he 
had  always  called  migration,  though  in 
a  different  sense  from  that  in  which  it 
had  been  used  that  night.  He  had 
always  held  that  the  removal  of  a  British 
subject  from  one  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
Dominions  to  another  was  simply  migra- 
tion, even  though  the  removal  might  be 
from  the  United  Kingdom,  so-called,  to 
some  other  portion  of  the  Empire.  He 
used  the  words  "  so-called,"  because  he 
believed,  in  reality,  that  the  whole  of 
Her  Migesty's  Empire  was  as  firmly 
united  as  was  what  was  called  the 
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United  Kingdom ;  and,  therefore,  he 
used  the  term  "  migration,"  because  he 
thought  the  removal  of  the  surpliu 
populatioa  fcom  one  portion  of  the 
Bntash  Empire  to  another  could  not  be 
termed  emigration.  But  without  bandy- 
ing arguments  upon  that  question,  he 
was  glad  to  find  that  it  was  recog- 
nized by  practical  philanthropists  on 
the  Liberal  side  of  the  House  that 
emigration  or  migration,  whichever 
was  the  correct  term,  was  the  true 
remedy  for  the  existing  evils  in  Ire- 
land. Without  dwelling  further  upon 
that  matter,  which  he  thought  had  been 
raised  not  quite  within  the  four  comers 
of  the  discussion  on  the  Vote,  he  would 
say  that  if  the  Government  intended 
seriously  to  promote  emigration,  no 
agency  could,  in  his  opinion,  be  les9 
calculated  to  carry  that  system  out 
efi'ectually  than  that  in  whose  hands  it 
had  been  placed — namely,  the  Poor  Law 
Guardians.  When  a  clause  was  intro- 
duced into  the  Arrears  of  Bent  Bill, 
somewhat  late,  it  was  thought,  by  some 
who  had  not  had  his  painful  experience, 
that  the  House  was  taking  a  very  large 
step  in  the  direction  of  promoting  emi- 
gration ;  but,  as  he  had  remarked  to 
some  of  his  friends  at  the  time,  no  prac- 
tical step  at  all  was  taken.  The  Govern- 
ment had  handed  over  the  administra- 
tion of  the  only  good  clause  in  that 
measure  to  an  Executive  body,  who 
were  bitterly  hostile  to  the  principles  of 
that  clause.  Hon.  Members  spoke  of 
the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster  as  having  guaranteed  his 
authority  to  the  statement  that  the  re- 

Centatives  of  the  ratepayers,  the 
rdians,  were  the  proper  persons  to 
administer  the  money  of  ttie  ratepayers; 
but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  never 
gone  much  into  the  details  of  Irish 
afiiairs;  he  had  only  generalized  upon 
them  ;  and  any  person  who  knew  any- 
thing of  the  administration  of  the  Poor 
Law  in  Ireland  knew  perfectly  well  that 
the  Guardians  were  representatives  of 
those  who  paid  a  very  infinitesimal  frac- 
tion of  the  rates — they  were  the  repre- 
sentatives of  those  who  elected  the 
Guardians;  but  they  took  very  good 
care  that  the  rates  should  come  from  the 
pockets  of  other  people.  The  Guardians 
represented  those  who  invited  them  to 
retard  the  operation  of  the  Emigration 
Clauses ;  they  were  the  nominees  of  agi- 
tators,  sometimes  agitators  tfaemselves. 
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He  trnsted  Her  Majesty's  GoTemment, 
seeing  tliat  emigration  was  no  longer  a 
mere  Tory  "  fad  " — that  it  was  no  longer 
a  panacea  recommended  exclusively 
from  that  Bench,  but  urged  upon  the  Qo- 
Temment  by  well-known  phifanthropiBts 
and  practical  men  in  all  parts  ot  the 
House — would  devise  some  measure  for 
carrying,  oat  in  a  hondfide  manner,  the 
power  already  vested  in  the  hands  of  the 
Government  under  several  Acts  of  Par- 
liament. Under  an  Act  passed  40  years 
ago  large  powers  were  vested,  not  only 
in  the  local  authority,  but  also,  with  the 
consent  of  the  Treasury,  in  private  in- 
dividuals, for  the  promotion  of  emigra* 
tion,  by  means  of  advances  from  the  Oon- 
soHdated  Fund.  These  powers  might 
wisely  be  called  into  operation.  Why 
could  not  Mr.  Tuke  be  multiplied — to 
use  an  Hibernicism — many  times,  and  in 
every  way  great  agencies  be  called  into 
existence,  prirate  agencies  or  acting 
under  Government  control,  to  carry 
out  the  work  which  the  Guardians  did 
their  utmost  to  defeat?  So  long  as 
action  was  left  to  the  hands  of  the 
Guardians  there  would  be  no  practical 
result.  Her  Majeety^s  Government 
might  now  show  that  they  had  real- 
ized that  emigration  was  the  only  true 
remedy  for  the  state  of  things  in  Irdand ; 
and  he  trusted  they  might  use  some  effi- 
cient agency  to  carry  out  sections  that 
already  existed  in  Acts  of  Parliament. 
He,  for  one,  was  very  glad  that  the 
Govemmmt  had  declined  to  listen  to  the 
demand  for  subsidies  for  relief  works. 
He  more  especially  desired  to  express  his 
satisfaction  at  this,  though,  as  was  well 
known  at  the  time  when  he  was  respon- 
sible for  Irish  affairs,  the  Government 
took  an  opposite  course.  But  the  Go- 
vernment then  had  to  deal  with  a  very 
different  state  of  affairs.  They  were 
compelled  to  relax  the  rules  as  to  out- 
door relief,  and  to  have  recourse  to  these 
agencies ;  but  he  must  own  he  would  be 
sorry  to  see  the  experiment  tried  a^ain. 
There  were  then  no  means  of  avoiding 
it.  The  circumstances  were  widely  diffe- 
rent to  what  they  were  now.  There  were 
no  practical  means  at  the  moment  for 
encouraging  emigration.  The  Canadian 
Government,  however,  eventually  ac- 
ceded to  a  suggestion  made  daring  the 
late  Qoveminent's  tenure  of  Office.  But 
he  ought  to  observe  that  these  proposals 
were  never  formally  submitted  by  either 
the  Home  or  Dominion  Government,  as 
Mr.  J.  Lowtker 


they  had  not  advanoedat  that  time  beyood 
the  stage  of  communieatioDs  between 
himself  and  the  representaUves  of  vi- 
rions Emigration  Offices,  and  with  tbon 
who  acted  for  the  Canadian  Govemmeot, 
with  a  view  to  obtaining  the  assiBf&nce 
of  that  Government  to  a  compreheosiTe 
system  of  emigration.  He  had  alwajs 
maintained  that  an  ill-advised  eohemeof 
emigration  weis  calculated  to  do  immense 
harm.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
the  other  night,  mentioned  certain  statis- 
ticB  showingthata  large  number  of  people 
had  been  exported  from  Ireland  dntng 
a  certain  time.  Now,  that  sort  of  emi- 
gration was  most  undesirable,  indmsBg 
the  able-bodied  to  leave  the  Iand,leani^ 
the  aged  and  helpless  behind,  a  most 
imwiee  course,  especially,  also,  when  the 
emigrants  left  their  native  land  without 
proper  precautions  for  their  oomfmt  and 
safety  in  transition,  and  when  thg 
landed.  Such  exportation  was  cako- 
lated  to  do  infinite  harm.  It  was  lu^ 
only  cruel  and  inhuman  to  the  poorpw- 
sons  connected  with  it,  but  it  not  un- 
naturally engendered  a  feeling  agaiutl 
even  a  wholesome  scheme  of  weU-con- 
sidered  emigration.  Therefore,  he  had 
always  felt  that  until,  by  the  aid  of 
our  Colonies,  some  well  thought  out, 
duly-pre|>ared  scheme  could  be  presented 
to  the  Insh  people  it  would  w  uDwiae 
to  raise  the  cry  for  emigration.  He 
never,  for  a  moment,  advocated  the 
wholesale  exportation  of  Irish  peofde 
without  proper  arrangements  for  tboi 
well-being ;  but  since  the  Canadian  Go- 
vernment had  placed  at  the  disposal  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  their  willing 
assistance  and  co-operation,  without 
which  emigration  could  not  be  sa^y 
conducted,  he  hoped  the  Government  at 
home  would  not  be  slow  to  avail  them- 
selves of  such  co-operation ;  and,  working 
in  harmony  with  the  Dominion  Govern- 
ment, or  other  of  our  Colonies,  would 
see  their  way  to  form  a  comprehen- 
sive scheme  of  State-aided  emigratica 
to  relieve  Ireland,  and  to  confer  in 
advantage  on  the  British  Empire  it 
large. 

Mh.  O'CONNOK  power  said,  he 
was  very  glad  that  some  views  vbidi 
were  put  forward  in  tiie  debate  on  ^ 
Address,  and  which  had  reference  to  * 
permanent  remedy  for  chronic  Ineh 
distress,  had  already  gone  so  far  in  im- 
messin^  themselves  on  o;|^on  on  the 
Opposition  side  of  the  House.  He 
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gRibered  from  the  speeoh  of  the  right 
Eon.  G^entlemaa  that  he  was  anxioua,  bb 

well  as  ibe  hon.  Member  for  Liverpool 
(Mr.  S.  Smith),  t^at  whatevetr  emi- 
gration from  Ireland  was  promoted  by 
the  GbTeramettt  should  be  promoted  in 
a  systematio  manner,  giving  a  large 
amount  of  oomfort  and  expectations  of 
prosperity  to  the  people  who  left  for 
another  country.  He  addressed  the 
House  at  length  on  this  subject  in  the 
debate  on  the  Address,  and  would,  there- 
fore, not  dwell  upon  it ;  but  he  was 
thankful  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Liver- 
pool that  he  advocated  a  plan  that  om- 
braoed  a  concurrent  scheme  of  migra- 
tion and  emigration ;  and  he  oonld  as- 
sure him,  from  intimate  knowledge  of 
many  parts  of  the  West  of  Lruand 
where  the  Buffering  from  distress  was 
great,  that  there  were  large  tracts  of 
land  there  the  fee-sirople  of  which  was 
so  small  that  it  could  be  easily  purchased 
by  Qovemment,  under  a  scheme  that 
would  allow  a  tonaut  to  bo  put  on  the 
land  with  advantage  to  himself  and  a 
guarantee  for  his  permanent  prosperity 
in  his  new  home.  He  was  glad  that 
reference  had  been  made  to  the  offer  of 
the  Oanadian  Government  in  making 
proposals  for  the  reception  of  Iris^  emi- 
grants;  and  he  would  make  only  one 
observation  upon  it  now,  to  contrast  the 
generosity  of  the  Canadian  Government 
with  the  niggardliness  of  the  Imperial 
Parliament.  If  it  was  trae,  as  the  hon. 
Member  said,  that  various  Acto  (tf  Par- 
liament had  been  passed  heretofore  to 
promote  emigration,  and  if  it  was  equally 
true  that  they  had  not  been  effectual  in 
carrying  out  that  object,  then  it  was 
perfecUj  plain  that  a  new  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment was  required  to  deal  servioeably 
with  this  large,  this  grave,  and  im- 
portant question.  He  trusted,  notwith- 
standing the  pressure  of  other  Public 
Business,  he  might  have  an  opportunity, 
on  an  early  day  after  Easter,  to  invite 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  sub- 
ject ;  and  he  could  {womise  the  House 
that  he  should  approach  the  considera- 
tion of  the  subject  with  a  great  sense  of 
Tesponsibilitj  indeed ;  bu^  as  claiming 
to  represent  a  large  section  of  the  coun- 
try, now  in  a  state  of  great  distress,  he 
ehould  give  the  Hoase  some  practical 
suggestions  on  the  point.  But  the  real 
point  to  which  the  attention  of  the 
House  ought  to  be  directed  was  not 
the  sohema  of  the  hon.  Member  who 


recently  addressed  the  Committee.  This 
was  not  the  time  for  it.  The  question 
was,  whether  it  was  in  the  power  of  the 
House,  within  the  next  few  weeks,  even 
supposing  it  put  aside  every  other  Busi- 
ness, to  bring  real  relief  to  the  distressed 
districts  in  Ireland  by  means  of  legisla- 
tion? He  believed  that  outdoor  relief 
had  a  demoralizing  tendency ;  but  if  pre- 
cautions against  coming  distress  were 
neglected  until  the  last  moment  thero 
was  no  other  resource.  If  direct  mea- 
sures were  taken  beforehand,  and  the 
requisite  machinery  were  provided  for 
the  relief  of  distress,  then  the  Govern- 
ment would  not  be  obliged  to  fall  back 
on  this  resource.  But,  owing  to  the 
state  of  feeling  in  the  West  of  Ireland, 
the  Government  were  face  to  face  with 
the  fact  that  the  people  were  not  willing 
to  be  relieved  in  the  workhouses ;  and  if 
the  intensity  of  the  distress  became  ex- 
tensive, as  it  was  feared  by  many  of  the 
clergy  and  Bishops  of  the  West  it  would 
become,  it  would  be  impossible  for  any 
machinery  at  the  disposal  of  the  Boards 
of  Guardians  alone  to  cope  with  the 
difficulty.  Therefore,  on  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  of  Ireland  rested  the 
responsibility  of  taking  adequate  mea- 
sures to  meet  the  distress  at  the  present 
time.  The  harsh  periodical  cry  of  famine 
which  proceeded  from  Ireland  was  not 
only  a  source  of  shame  and  humiliation 
to  the  Irish  people,  but  it  was  still  more 
a  matter  of  grave  reproach  to  the  Go- 
vernment xMponsible  for  their  condi- 
tion. He  hoped,  notwithstanding  the 
temporary  demoralization  which  must 
result  from  the  application  of  outdoor 
relief,  that  it  would  not  be  forgotten  by 
the  Irish  Local  Government  Board  that 
the  workhouse  form  of  relief  was  equally 
demoralizing.  Ample  reasons  had  been 
given  by  those  who  had  referred  to  the 
workhouse  test,  and  the  separation  of 
families  it  involved,  for  the  feeling  of 
shame  with  which  they  afterwards  moved 
about  among  their  fellow-men  ^ter 
leaving  these  temporary  abodes.  It 
paralyzed  their  manliness,  and  deprived 
them  of  self-respect,  the  only  sure  basis 
of  self-reliance.  In  putting  these  views 
before  the  Chief  Secretary,  he  hoped 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  be  in- 
duced to  be  guided  more  by  the  assur- 
ances he  gave  to  Parliament  in  the 
Autumn  Session ;  and,  in  order  to  tide 
the  people  over  the  inevitable  distress 
of  the  next  sax  weeks  or  two  montiis, 
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would  not  be  reluctant  to  relax  the 
stringent  rule  laid  down. 

Mb.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  said,  a  great 
deal  had  recently  been  heard  of  what 
was  called  the  "  workhouse  teat."  The 
Ohief  Secretary  dwelt  a  good  deal  on 
tiiis  phrase,  liie  workhouse  test,  it  had 
been  repeated  again  and  again,  must  be 
availed  of  in  this  emera;ency.  The  Irish 
Government  were  resoh^ed  on  that ;  but 
he  wanted  to  know,  when  a  test  was 
spoken  of,  did  it  not  mean  some  means 
of  finding  out  the  truth  in  reference 
to  some  matter  doubtful  and  dubious  ? 
Now,  he  would  ask,  was  there  not  ad- 
mitted distress  in  these  districts  in  Ire- 
land ?  "Was  it  not  matter  of  notoriety, 
and  admitted  by  the  Ohief  Secretary  him- 
self ?  If  so,  it  was  a  misapplioation  of 
words  to  talk  of  the  application  of  a  test. 
That  there  was  no  need  of  a  test  he 
would  call  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself  to  witness.  He  had  travelled 
through  these  very  districts ;  he  saw  evi- 
dences of  the  distress,  and  he  gave  testi- 
mony to  it ;  he  saw  the  diet  with  which 
the  people  were  staving  <^  the  pangs  of 
hunger;  he  described  their  wretched, 
miserable  condition.  In  addition  to  that, 
the  Government  Inspectors  had  told,  in 
words  that  horriBed  every  man  of  right 
feeling,  the  lamentably  destitute  condi- 
tion of  numberless  families  in  the  dis- 
tressed districts.  Children  wasting  with 
hunger;  faces  pinched  with  starvation, 
and  bodies  scarcely  clad;  with  such  a 
state  of  things,  represented  on  official 
testimony  and  by  the  Bishops  and  clergy 
by  letters  in  the  Press,  surely  it  was  not 
to  be  supposed  it  was  all  fiction.  What 
interest  could  anyone  have  in  inventing 
and  publishing  such  things?  He  ap- 
pealed to  this  body  of  testimony  u  proof 
positive  for  the  Committee  and  for  tiie 
Government  that  there  was  distress, 
most  grievous  distress,  in  these  dis- 
tricts; and,  that  being  so,  he  contended 
that  to  talk  of  the  workhonse  test  was 
misleading,  heartless,  and  cruel.  It  was 
not  to  be  wondered  at  that  the  poor 
people  suffered  to  death's  door,  and 
even  to  death  itself,  rather  than  go  into 
the  workhouses.  He  would  not  ex- 
patiate upon  it ;  it  had  been  spoken  of 
before ;  it  was  ruin  to  a  family,  abso- 
lute ruin,  to  have  their  home  brc^en  up 
by  going  into  the  workhouse.  What 
was  the  fate  of  those  who  went  into 
the  workhouses  in  the  terrible  Famine 
years  of  1847  and  1848  ?   These  houses 
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were  miscalled  —  they  were  daugfatsr- 
houses.  Under  circumstances  such  v 
these,  the  Government  referred  to  work- 
hoases  as  the  test  of  destitution  I  Uid« 
ordinary  oiroumstanoes,  and  when  tfae 
country  was  in  a  fkdr  ooadition-^n  it> 
nsoal  condition — when  there  was  bo  crias 
of  destitution  and  misery,  no  impoidiirg 
famine,  the  workhonse  might,  in  sonu 
sort,  serve  as  a  test  of  destitution ;  bit  he 
denied  that  in  times  like  the  present  this 
test  should  be  arbitrarily  applied.  But 
why  was  the  Ohief  Secretary,  or  ntbei 
the  English  and  Irish  Gtovemments,  m 
anxious  to  apply  this  so-called  test  ?  It 
was  in  order  not  that  the  people  niglit 
be  relieved  or  saved  from  the  piucfa  «f 
hunger  and  death,  but  in  order  to  work 
out  a  certain  policy  on  which  the  Qorsnt- 
ment  had  set  their  hearts,  and  that  wu 
to  drive  the  people  into  the  workboaie, 
to  break  up  their  familiesj  and  thai 
force  them,  by  way  of  esei^M.  to  tafc«  to 
the  emigrant  ship.  That  was  net  Ue 
use  for  which  the  workhouee  ms  in- 
tended ;  that  was  not  tiift  ase  im{^ 
when  it  was  called  the  test  of  destitiiMi ; 
it  made  the  workhouse  an  engine  U 
torture  for  the  working  out  ^  a  eertiii 
policy  in  Ireland.  It  was  not  as  ardief 
agent  the  Government  wanted  to  tueit; 
but  as  an  agent  for  the  depopulatioQ  of 
the  country.  The  Ohief  Secretary  sd- 
mitted  that  the  people  showed  a  disin- 
clination  to  enter  the  workhouse;  bat, 
said  he,  they  would  do  so  when  the;  felt 
the  pinch  of  starvation.  He  hoped  tke 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  duly  con- 
sidered these  terrible  words.  It  wu  * 
fact  that  they  had  shocked,  not  only  Iridt 
Members,  but  the  Iridi  people ;  and  it 
was  well  he  should  be  told  it  in  plain 
terms.  They  had  created  a  thiill  of 
horror  in  Ireland,  because  of  the  ds- 
liberately  avowed  confession  irf  a  emit 
cold  -  blooded  poUcy.  But  he  did 
not  wish  to  attack  the  Chief  3eec«l«T 
personally ;  he  never  oared  to  attack  in- 
dividuals ;  he  regarded  them  as  merely 
part  of  the  works  of  the  machine  that 
governed  Ireland.  One  after  anotb^ 
they  were  agents  of  a  poKey  not  in 
sympathy  with  the  Irish  people— a  poli<? 
not  to  do  what  was  best  for  the 
people,  but  to  carry  on  Uie  old  game  of 
English  rale— a  policy  of  barbarian,  to 
destroy  the  people  in  order  to  gowrn 
them.  T^e  pinch  of  starvation  had  loog 
been  felt  in  Ireland,  and  it  was  veil 
known  where  it  came  from;  Irduid 
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would  not  be  any  oonuderable  time  with- 
out it,  so  long  as  she  hod  the  finger 
and  thumb  of  the  British  Goremment  to 
give  it  to  them.  As  to  emigration,  for 
the  moment  it  had  nothing  to  do  with 
the  relief  of  the  starving  people.  What 
were  grand  schemes  for  emigration  to 
Oanada,  Manitoba,  and  elsewhere,  while 
hundreds  and  thousands  of  starving 
peo|^e  had  to  trust  to  the  charity  of 
n^ghbours  to  keep  them  alive  ?  But  it 
was  the  duty  of  Government  to  keep 
them  alive,  and  not  to  abandon  them 
to  private  charity.  It  had  been  said 
• — "Why  not  relieve  them  with  the 
Land  League  Funds ; "  but  these  funds 
ought  not  to  be  applied  to  the  relief  of 
the  British  Government.  The  British 
Goveirnmnat  must  do  its  duty.  It  was 
in  ocMnequenoeof  their  misrule  that  Ire- 
land had  these  miseries ;  and  they  were 
bound  before  Gtod  and  man  to  help  the 
peojde,  not  to  look  for  a  rate-in-aid  from 
the  servant  girls  of  America.  Some  of 
the  money  had  been  contributed  for  cha- 
ritable pnrpoaes,  and  had  been  so  em- 
ployed ;  but  the  major  portion  was  con- 
tributed for  a  different  purpose ;  to 
effect  suoh  changes  in  Ireland  as  would 
not  merely  relieve  the  distress  of  to-day 
or  to-morrow,  but  would  put  an  end  to 
the  controlling  cause  of  it — the  disastrous 
Bystem  of  landlordism  and  British  mis- 
government.  The  Glovernment  could  not 
ride  ott  on  tiie  plea  that  the  earnings  of 
hBid-wodking  men  in  America  shonld  be 
ftpplied  to  me  relisf  of  Irish  distross. 
Ireland  stood  to  her  daim  on  the  British 
GoTertment;  they  had  Irish  lesouroee 
in  their  hands ;  and  it  was  for  them  to 
do  their  duty  to  a  starving  people.  If 
there  were  emigration  schemes  to  be 
discussed,  let  them  be  discussed  at  the 
proper  time.  It  was  now  a  question  of 
immedute  relief;  and  he  called  upon 
the  Government  to  do  their  duty,  and 
oettse  discussion  of  schemes  to  come  into 
operation  a  year  or  a  month  hence. 

Mb.  lea  said,  he  was  not  aware  that 
this  Bttbiect  would  come  before  the  Com- 
mittee that  ni^ht ;  bat,  since  it  had  been 
raised,  he  desired  to  say  a  word  or  two. 
Distress  existed  at  the  moment  in  many 
parts  of  the  We«t.  The  Chief  Secretary 
admitted  that ;  and  in  his  view  the  dis- 
tress was  <dir(nue,  and  a  nuare  efibctoal 
meUiod  wm  nqnired  to  deal  with  it,  or 
flvetr  two,  three,  or  four  years  there 
would  be  B  reeutrenoe  of  distress  in  tiie 
W«9t  of  ZNand.   l^e  Chief  Secretary 


believed  that  the  means  adopted  should 

not  be  for  temporary  relief.  Three  years 
ago  a  good  deal  of  relief  was  given,  but 
now  tiiere  was  practically  the  same  state 
of  things  ;  and  whenever  there  came  a 
bad  season,  or  the  failure  of  crops,  came 
this  private  distress.  But  he  should  like 
to  ask,  how  far  the  Government  had  dis- 
tinct information  ?  His  desire  was  that 
the  Chief  Secretary  should  not  allow  the 
distress  to  assume  too  serious  a  shape. 
If  it  was  serious,  then  some  temporary 
method  of  relief  should  be  taken  ;  but  if 
the  Chief  Secretary  thought  that  the 
crisis  could  be  passed  without  disastrous 
results,  then  he  hoped  he  would  devote 
his  energies  to  some  means  of  perma- 
nentiy  improving  the  position  of  the 
popmation.  A  good  deal  had  been  said 
of  emigration  and  migration  j  and  it  was 
known  that  there  was  much  land  in  Ire- 
land not  under  cultivation,  but  which 
might  be  cultivated  with  advantage.  He 
was  not  aware  that  any  authentic  infor- 
mation existed  on  this  subject;  and  he 
would  like  to  ask  if  the  Government 
would  issue  a  Koyal  Commission  to  in- 
quire into  the  quantity  of  land  that  could 
be  cultivated,  and  how  far  it  would  be 
likely  to  pay  for  cultivation?  Again, 
there  could  be  no  doubt  that  poverty 
existed  in  the  most  remote  dtsmcts  of 
the  West — in  Donegal,  Mayo,  Galway, 
and  other  parts — districts  where  there 
were  no  railways,  and  which  were  com- 
pletely isolated.  Now,  he  believed  that 
if  some  system  of  narrow-gauge  rail- 
ways were  introduced  it  would  introduce 
also  some  sort  of  civilization  among  the 
people,  and  possibly  the  poverty  would 
be  in  a  measure  relieved.  A  good  deal 
had  been  said  about  the  workhouse  test, 
and  the  objection  to  sending  the  people 
to  the  workhouse.  He  did  not  see  that 
the  workhouses  in  Ireland  were  very 
much  worse  than  those  in  England  ;  but 
the  antagonism  to  them  was  even  strouger 
in  Ireland ;  and  he  had  been  told  oy 
Guardians  that  the  workhouses  in  Ire- 
land were  regarded  by  the  people  as  not 
only  the  type  of  poverty,  but  of  immo- 
rality. How  far  that  was  true  he  did 
not  know ;  but  the  people  thought  so. 
Whether  by  the  adoption  of  emigration 
or  migration,  or  by  assisting  public  works 
without  jobbery,  he  ho^d  the  Chief 
Secretary  would  find  some  suocesafhl 
means  of  relieving  the  state  of  bcAand. 

Lobd  BAKBOLPH  OHUBOHILL 
said,  he  oould  not  help,  after  listening 
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to  the  disouBsion,  and  having  had  some 
experience  of  the  effect  of  distress  in 
Ireland,  asking  the  Chief  Secretary  if  he 
vonld  take  the  opportunity  of  making 
an  anthoritatire  statement  to  the  Com- 
mittee as  to  what  was  the  condition  and 
extent  of  the  distress,  for  very  strong 
statements  had  been  made  by  Irish 
Members,  and  these  statements  had  been 
supported  to  a  certain  extent  by  autho- 
rities like  Dr.  Ferguson,  which  were  not 
to  bo  set  aside,  and  again  by  the  autho- 
rity of  the  Eoman  Catholic  Bishops. 
This  was  strong  testimony,  and  the  Com- 
mittee must  not  conclude  that  it  was 
false  or  exaggerated.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  under 
the  late  Government  stated  with  some 
poritiveness  that  there  was  a  material 
aiflbrence  between  the  present  distress 
and  that  of  1879 ;  hat  that  was  a  point 
npon  which  he  would  like  to  have  infor- 
mation, because,  though  there  might  not 
he  snch  ^roo&  as  there  were  in  1879, 
it  was  quite  posnble  that  in  Donegal, 
Mayo,  and  parts  of  Galway,  very  acute 
distress  prevailed.  On  this  point  he 
would  like  to  have  an  authoritative 
statement  from  the  Chief  Secretary  upon 
the  information  supplied  by  Poor  Law 
Inspectoi-s,  and  it  would  be  a  relief  to 
the  Committee  to  have  such  a  statement. 
Of  course,  the  policy  of  the  late  Govern- 
ment in  adopting  outdoor  relief  was  not 
only  sanctioned  oy  the  late,  but  by  the 
present  Parliament ;  but  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary had,  no  doubt  for  very  good 
reasons  of  his  own,  chosen  to  take  an 
entir^  new  departnre,  and  was  dealing 
with  Lish  distress,  whatever  its  extent 
might  be,  by  workhouse  relief,  making 
that  the  test  of  distress.  While  this  was 
an  interesting  experiment,  he  rather 
envied  the  nerve  of  the  Chief  Secretary 
in  being  able  to  try  it.  If  he  had  good 
authority  for  believing  that  a  great  deal 
of  the  distress  was  fictitious,  then,  of 
course,  it  was  a  safe  method ;  but  the 
experiment  was  attended  with  some  risk. 
If  the  Local  Government  Board  were  to 
receive  information  that  it  had  been  mis- 
taken, and  that  there  had  been  deaths 
from  starvation  or  from  disease,  from 
bad  food,  then,  he  thoiight,  the  Chief 
Secretary  would  never  sufficiently  regret 
having  tied  himself  to  this  strict  work- 
house test.  At  the  present  moment  there 
vas  irritation  against  the  Government 
in  Ireland  on  account  of  the  Government 
being  carried  on  in  a  more  or  leas  un- 

Zord  Band-  Ijih  ChwrchiU 


Oonetitntional  manner.  Did  die  Ohief 
Secretary  think  it  was  altogether  wiM 
at  such  a  time  to  ran  in  other  royatt 
counter  to  the  popular  feeing  ?  Woald 
it  not,  on  the  other  hand,  render  the 
work  of  Government  in  Ir^md  eaaier  if 
the  Government  oould  their  way  to 
being  a  litUe  more  in  accord  with  the 
popular  mind  in  Ireland  on  this  queetion 
of  outdoor  relief?  It  would  save  the 
Government  from  a  heavy  responsibility; 
and  he  did  not  think  it  would  have  a 
permanently  ill  effect.  He  would  press 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  mue  a 
statement,  for  really  the  Committee  had 
not  information  enough. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  had  that 
evening  received  a  document  whi<^ 
might  interest  the  Chief  Secretair,  and 
divert  his  meditations  from  na^uloted 
reflections  on  the  articles  in  Viuttd  Ire- 
land. This  doottm«&t  was  a  telegram 
from  the  Most  Bev.  Dr.  Logue,  ^hop 
of  Baphoe,  Don^al,  whose  diooeee  in^ 
eluded  almost  the  whole  of  the  die* 
tressed  dis^iots,  and  the  tel^Tom  r«a 
thus — 

"  Please  God  wo  will  save  the  poople  in  spite 
of  the  Chief  Sdcretarr.  He  mav^  give  hit 
emignUon  scheme  to  niaviiids.  Wo  sppeal 
from  him  to  the  Irish  race." 

Was  there  anything  in  any  of  the  lead- 
ing articles  in  any  Irish  newspaper  ooa- 
taining  a  more  emphatic  condemnation 
of  the  poUcy  of  the  Government  than 
these  words  ?  It  was  from  a  Prelate 
responsible,  in  a  high  sense,  for  the  lives 
of  the  people  among  whom  hie  ministra- 
tions were  east.  Several  Membea  frcna 
that  side  of  the  House  had  appealed, 
and  appealed  in  vain,  tol&e  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  some  statement;  some  fiiete  more 
relevant  to  this  question  before  the  Com- 
mittee than  his  own  sense  of  the  injury 
he  had  received  from  the  attacks  on  his 
administration  made  by  the  editor  of 
Untied  Ireland.  Why,  up  to  that  mo- 
ment, had  the  Government  refrained 
from  laying  before  the  Committee  the 
strong  facts  in  the  Beporte  from  official 
sources  relating  to  this  very  sabjeot?  The 
□oble  Lord  (Lord  Bandolph  Ohurchill) 
had  repeated  the  request — the  entntiij 
almost — that  at  this  grand  and  solemn 
time  the  Committee  should  be  pUuied  by 
the  responsible  Minister  in  poesessltm  <tf 
the  official  facts  which  were  snppoeed  to 
be  within  the  reach  of  ihe  tnih  Go- 
vemment.  The  noble  Lord  stated  that 
when  the  strict  apj^oation  of  th«  wodc- 
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house  teet  had  resulted  in  sioknees  and, 
perchance,  in  death,  then  a  heavy  re- 
nxnuibility  vould  rest  on  the  authority 
that  allowed  each  a  state  of  things  to 
come  to  pass;  and  many  Members  of 
the  Gommittee  would  agree  with  the 
noble  Lord  in  admiration  <^  the  nerve 
of  the  Chief  Secretary  under  the  cir- 
cumstancee  in  which  he  insisted  upon 
this  test.  At  a  recent  meeting  of  the 
Svinford  Local  Board,  it  was  reported 
that  a  great  amount  of  distress  prevailed, 
and  that  over  SO  persons  were  in  the 
poorhouse  suffering  from  famine  fever. 
Why  was  there  not  some  statement  irom 
the  Chief  Secretary  as  to  facts  of  this 
description?  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Thirsk  (Colonel  Daw- 
nay)  was  under  the  impression  that  the 
objection  of  the  Irish  Party  to  emigra- 
tion— which,  by  the  way,  was  not  an 
absolute  objection,  not  an  objection  to 
emigrati<m  at  tiie  right  place  and  at  the 
right  time — was  due  to  we  desire  of  the 
Part^  to  keep  the  means  of  agitation 
within  their  reach.  !niehon.  and  gallant 
Member  professed  to  he  unaware  that 
these  miserable  distressed  districts  in 
Donegal  were  also  the  <^uietest  districts 
throughout  the  agitation.  They  des- 
paired even  of  agitation  ;  and  now  the 
law-abiding  people  of  these  districts 
were  to  be  subjected  to  the  rigorous 
workhouse  test  of  the  Chief  Secretary, 
or  to  the  seaweed  test  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  had  an  opportunity 
of  observing  with  his  own  eyes.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  preferred  small- 
hoJding  and  closely  congested  districts ; 
but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  al- 
ready been  informed  that  in  the  imme- 
diate neighbourhood  of  these  small 
holdings  there  were  large  traotato  which 
the  people  oould  he  transplanted,  and 
on  which  they  would  find  ample  room 
for  earning  a  prosperous  livelihood ;  and 
even  with  regard  to  the  existing  conges- 
tion, if  the  hon.  Member  for  Donegal 
t  Mr.  Lea)  ohose  to  speak,  he  oould  in- 
form the  right  hon.  Oentieman  that 
within  the  omtury — since  the  year  1800 
— the  rents  of  Donegal  had  risen  from  a 
total  of  £47,000  to  a  total  of  £367,000, 
and  that  not  a  single  penny  of  all  that 
difference  was  accounted  for  or  repre- 
sented by  any  landlord  contribution  to 
the  fertility  of  the  soil,  or  to  the  pro- 
ceeds thereof.  The  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  PameU)  had 
stated  that  the  r6B|>onsibility  for  this 


distress — for  the  misery  and  for  the  pro- 
bable loss  of  life  that  might  result — 
would  rest  upon  the  Head  of  the  Go- 
vernment. But  how  were  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  he  made  to  feel  their  re- 
sponsibility ?  As  to  this  House,  Her 
Majesty's  Government  were  not  likely 
to  be  made  to  feel  their  responsibility 
in  such  a  case  ;  but  he  commended  the 
matter  to  the  consideration,  and  to  the 
more  and  mora  serious  attention,  of  the 
Irish  Bepresentatives.  If  it  was  impossi- 
ble in  this  House  to  realize  the  responsi- 
bility of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  it 
waaforthosewhoclaimed  to  represent  the 
Irish  people,  and  who  were  responsible 
for  the  lives  of  those  people,  to  endea- 
vour to  make  Her  Majesty's  Government 
responsible  to  a  wider  tribunal — some- 
thing beyond  the  tribunal  of  this  House. 
The  right  hon.  Gentieman  the  Chief 
Secretary  had  appealed  to  this  House  in 
impassioned  terms  from  the  judgment 
of  .the  peo^  of  Ireland.  Unfortu- 
nately, this  Mouse  was  not  trusting  to 
the  tender  mercies  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary, but  the  people  of  Ireland  were ; 
and  no  amount  of  good  opinion  in  this 
House,  and  no  amount  of  Party  ap- 
lause,  ought  to  compensate  the  right 
on.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  the  opinion  which  he  was  fast  de- 
serving, and  which  was  growing  around 
him  more  and  more  from  one  end 
of  Ireland  to  the  other.  If  there  was 
one  thing  which  was  more  remarkable 
even  than  the  attitude  of  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary, it  was  the  attitude  the  Prime 
Minister  on  the  present  oocasion.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Minister 
of  the  Crown  had  sat  unmoved,  without 
giving  the  slightest  indication  of  bis  in- 
tention to  take  any  steps  tosrapple  with 
the  misery  in  Ireland.  "Sb  sat  there 
unmoved,  his  attitude  contirastin^  won- 
derfully with  the  interest  which  he 
took  in  Irish  affairs  in  other  days^ 
when  Ireland  was  a  more  certain  step- 
ping-stone to  power.  He  sat  there 
now,  to  all  ap^arance,  as  calmly  oon- 
sidering  the  distress  in  Ireland  as  he 
had  considered  the  cause  of  nationality 
in  Egypt. 

The  CHAtRMAN  was  about  to  put 
the  Vote,  when^— 

Ma.  T.  P.  O'COKNOH  rose,  and  said 
he  must  request,  on  behalf  of  the  Irish 
Members,  that  the  Chief  Secretary 
would  make  some  reply  to  what  ha4 
been  said. 
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Mb.  TBETfiLYAK  said,  it  was  rather 
difficult  to  avoid  speaking  after  the 
appeals  which  had  been  made  to  him ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  he  had  no  desire 
to  weary  the  Committee.  But  even  in 
the  few  words  which  he  had  to  offer,  he 
must  say  that  the  G-oremment  had  been 
put  to  considerable  disadvantage  in  the 
debate,  from  the  fact  of  the  debate 
having  been  of  an  unexpected  character. 
He  came  down  here  prepared  to  defend 
the  appointment  and  salary  of  Mr.  J en- 
kinson,  and  he  found  himself  treated  to 
a  speech  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mallow  (Mr.  O'Brien),  to  which  he  had 
replied  with  a  warmth  which  he  must 
own  was  unusual  wiUi  him ;  but  which 
he  thought,  oonsiderinpr  the  unexpected 
nature  of  the  discussion,  and  the  un- 
usual  character  of  the  speech  made 
by  the  hon.  QenUeman,  was,  to  a 
certain  extent,  excusable.  With  the 
exception  of  the  more  serious  questions 
which  had  been  put  in  the  course  of  the 
debate,  he  had,  unfortunately,  not  come 
down  prepared  with  the  Toluminous  and 
carefully  prepared  answers  to  the  special 
allegations  of  distress  which  had  been 
BO  often  made  to  the  House  at  Question 
time,  and  which  he  had  prepared  against 
the  chance  of  their  being  made  in  an 
anticipated  debate  on  distress,  by  care- 
fully reading  thenewspapera  in  every  case 
that  was  cited.  In  answer  to  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord 
Ban^lph  Churchill),  what  he  would 
■ay  was  this — that  it  was,  indeed,  the 
case  that  the  (JoTemment  had  taken  the 
most  aerioua  interest  of  the  very  highest 
kmd  in  the  distr^,  and  were  most 
carefully  watching  it.  In  the  faoe  of  so 
much  that  had  been  said,  it  was  rather 
difficult  for  him  to  do  other  than  repeat 
the  fact  that  the  Government  Inspectors, 
whom  they  had  multiplied  together  with 
the  relieving  officers  in  great  numbers 
in  those  places  where  the  distress  ap- 
peared to  be  ^making  any  headway — 
the  GoTcmment  Inspectors  had  told 
them  that  there  was  no  reason  at  the 
present  moment  to  believe  that  in  order 
to  meet  that  distress  they  need  go  out- 
side the  statutory  provisions  of  the  ex- 
isting Foor  Law.  If  the  noble  Lord,  or 
any  other  hon.  Gentleman  who  was  at 
all  interested  in  the  wel£Eu«  of  the  Irish 
people,  but  who  conld  not  be  more 
deeply  interested  in  their  well-being 
than  the  noble  Lord  had  always  shown 
himself  to  be— if  the  noble  liord,  or 


anyone  else  interested  in  the  matter, 
would  name  any  district  about  whidi 
he  was  anxious  to  have  special  infor- 
mation, he  (Ur.  Trevelyan)  would  pro- 
cure a  Beport  and  lay  it  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  gave  Notice  for  to- 
day of  a  Question  as  to  the  nature  of 
the  information  which  the  Government 
were  willing  to  lay  upon  the  Table,  and 
he  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  was  quite  prepared 
at  the  time  to  answer  the  Question ;  but 
as  the  hon .  Member  was  not  in  his  place, 
he  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  was  anable  to  si^ 
what  he  wished— namely,  that  the  Go- 
vernment would  be  ready  to  prodoee 
any  Memoranda  or  Memonals  of  Boards 
of  Guardians  which  he  chose  to  tuak  for. 
As  for  the  Beports  of  the  Inspeotcv^ 
they  were  made  for  the  private  inilBr- 
mation  of  the  Government;  buthewonld 
see  if  there  were  any  of  l^iem  Thieh  the 
hon.  Gentleman  would  like  to  ask  for, 
and  he  would  add  to  them  General 
Beports  as  well  as  Beports  on  the  dis- 
tress in  any  particular  district  ab<Hit 
which  any  hon.  Gentleman  desired  to 
have  any  informatdon.  It  was  only 
reasonable  that  hon.  G^entlemen  should 
be  supplied  with  such  information.  The 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamell)  had  twice  put  to  him  two  or 
three  questions,  and  on  the  first  occasion 
he  was  unable  to  answer  them.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  had  asked  whether  the 
Cabinet  were  consulted  as  to  the  poli<7^ 
which  Lord  Spencer  thought  it  right  to 
pursue?  Lora  Spencer  acted  iriUi  die 
full  authority,  and  with  the  previously 
obtained  authority,  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  Of  Aat  there  was  no 
question  whatever,  and  he  used  thcne 
words  exactly  in  the  sense  in  which 
they  applied.  Then  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  had  also  asked 
whether  it  was  not  the  case  that  dnring 
the  Autumn  Session  he  (Mr.  Trevelyan) 

Sledged  himself  to  give  outdoor  relief? 
'n  &at  point  he  oould  satisfy  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  he  must  oc^  him  to 
follow  oorefiilly  what  he  was  now  about 
to  read. 

Ma.  PABNELL  said,  that  what  he 
asked  was,  whether  ^e  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman knew  of  the  intention  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  to  direct  the  lettor 
which  he  sent  to  tlie  Boards  of  GufiJ^ 
dians  at  the  time  tiiat  he  ^Hr.  TrevelyBn] 
did  pledge  himself  to  give  oatdoov  re- 
lief f 
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Ma.  TBETELYAN  Mid,  he  knew 
perfeetly  well  of  the  intention  of  the 
Lord  lieutenant,  not  perhaps  to  write 
that  exact  letter,  hut  to  adopt  the  policy 
which  he  did  adopt,  and  which,  at  that 
time,  had  obtained  the  sanction  of  the 
Government. 

Me.  PAENELL  :  Of  the  English  or 
tiie  Irish  GloTemment  ? 

Me.  TKEVELTAN  said,  of  the  Eng- 
lish Gkivemment.  But  the  question 
was  whether  he  (Mr.  Treveljan)  pledged 
himself  to  give  outdoor  relief;  and  on 
this  point  he  again  asked  the  hon.  Oen- 
tleman  to  follow  hie  words  carefully, 
construing  them  fairiy,  and  not  catching 
at  any  single  word.  In  answw  to  a 
Question  from  the  hon.  Gentleman,  ask- 
ing generally  whether  the  reoommenda- 
tions  which  Ihe  Government  had  received 
from  the  Irish  Local  Government  Board 
had  met  the  anticipated  distress,  and  in 
answer  also  to  a  Question  pnt  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Clare  (Mr.  O'Shea) 
about  the  Eonis  and  West  Clare  Bail- 
way,  he  (Mr.  Trevdyan)  replied  as 
Jollows — 

"  The  permanent  officials  of  tho  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  fa&ve  reported  that  at  preaent 
the  information  b^re  them  re^>ectiQg  aatici- 
distr«8a  in  certain  districts  in  the  Weet  of 
d  wh«re  it  is  most  uiprehended  is  not  of 
such  a  character  as  would  lead  them  to  believe 
that  the  relief  which  may  be  afibrded  noder  the 
existing  Poor  Law  Acts  will  be  found  insaffi- 
oient  to  provide  for  the  wants  of  tba  destitnte 
pow  in  the  coming  winter." 

He  intended  that  passage  to  govern  the 
next  sentence. 

"They  havo  already  issued  a  Circular  to  tho 
TTnions  in  the  West  of  Ireland — that  is,  to  all 
the  UnienB  in  Gonnaoght,  and  to  the  UnionB  in 
the  coantiflB  of  Donegal,  Clare,  Kerry,  and 
West  Cork,  calling  their  attention  to  the  ne- 
cessity of  making  every  provision  both  for  in- 
door and  ontdoor  relief,  and  especially  to  see 
that  the  relieving  officers'  districts  are  not  too 
large,  and  that  the  reJiering  officers  are  within 
eaay  readi  ef  tlw  poor  penona  reading  in  every 
part  thereof." 

Now,  that  outdoor  relief  he  referred  to 
as  the  relief  which  could  be  given  under 
f^e  esisting  Poor  Laws  —  the  relief, 
namely,  for  the  infirm  and  the  sii^—and 
the  Oireular  which  was  issued  'two  days 
before  he  spoke  on  the  ooeaoon  to 
whidi  he  now  referred,  and  which  was 
laid  before  the  House,  specially  desired 
the  Guardians  to  receive  in  the  work- 
hoQses  an  unusual  number  of  poor 
people.  He  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  went  on  to 
«»7- 


**  In  short,  ths  Oovwnment  luwa  given  every 

care  to  see  that  the  uOTmal  machinery,  for  the 
relief  of  distress  is  in  proper  order/' 

— that  was  the  normal  statute  machi- 
nery— 

"and  they  expect  to  bo  aUe  to  meet  the 

distress  with  the  aid  of  that  macbinery.  If 
exceptional  pressure  comes,  it  will  be  their  duty 
to  see  that  the  administration  of  the  required 
relief  is  not  interfered  with  from  want  of  enffi- 
cient  funds.  I  may  say  that  this  is  a  sutgect 
which,  of  all  others,  is  most  engaging  the 
attention  of  the  Qovemment." 

Then  he  was  asked  from  the  Front 
Bench  opposite — 

**  Fnun  what  source  will  these  fonda  he  pro- 
vided P" 

and  to  that  he  ref^ed — 

'*  distress  amounting  to  fiunine  in  soch  a 
state  of  things  has  always  been  a  sntfject  for 

special  treatment  by  the  Gk>vemmant;  and  I 
conclude  that  in  the  event  of  such  a  misfortune 
they  would  adopt  the  example  of  the  Govem- 
menta  which  have  preceded  them,  and  provide 
funds  to  keep  the  people  from  Btarvidion, 
trmting  to  Parliament  to  support  them  altar- 
wards."— (3  Smsardy  [274]  17U-12.) 

In  exact  accordance  with  what  he  stated 
on  that  oooasicHi,  the  Qovemment  in- 
formed the  Boards  of  Gnardiane,  in  that 
very  Circnlar  which  had  been  so  often 
quoted,  that  if  the  funds  of  the  Chiar- 
diana  failed  to  support  the  poor,  eithn 
in  the  workhouse,  or  in  sapplying  ou^ 
docnr  re^ei,  or,  if  tiie  worluouses  were 
full,  in  those  oaaea  the  Government 
would  go  to  then-  aid  with  a  loan,  and 
that  was  a  plan  which  had  been  already 
in  force  on  a  very  small  scale  in  one 
Union ;  and  the  dovemmeat  intended 
before  long  to  lay  on  the  Table  of  the 
House  a  Bill,  which  was,  in  truth, 
somet^iug  like  an  Indemnity  Bill,  to 
justify  them  in  taking  that  oonrse. 

LoED  RANDOLPH  CHimCHILL 
asked  what  was  the  name  of  the  Union 
referred  to  ? 

Mb.  TBETELTAN  replied,  that  it 
was  Belmnllet.  The  hon.  Member  ibr 
the  Oity  of  Cork  had  asked  him  one 
other  Question—namely,  whe^er  the 
Ooremment  intended  still  to  rely  npoa 
the  workhouse  test,  wbieh  tiie  hoa.  Gen- 
tleman said  they  had  adopted  for  thA 
purpose  of  facilitating  their  scheme  of 
emigration — a  scheme  iriiioh,  on  anothw 
occasion,  be  (Hr.  Trevelyan)  would  be 
very  glad  to  explain  in  order  to  interest 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  in  it,  for  it  was 
a  well-considered  scheme,  and  he  hoped 
it  would  extend  itself.  But  it  was  net 
for  the  reasons  which  the  hon.  Membw 
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for  the  Oity  of  Oork  had  stated  that  the 
QoTemmeot  had  been  primarily  guidsd 
ID  the  enforcement  of  the  workhouse  test. 
They  would  be  very  glad  if  emigration 
were  largely  adopted  by  the  inhabitantsof 
the  congested  districts;  but  they  had 
had  two  motires,  and  two  motives  only, 
in  enfordng  the  workhouse  test.  One 
was,  because  they  believed  that  it  en- 
couraged self-reliance,  and  weaned  people 
from  depending  on  the  help  of  others. 
They  believed  that  that  was  true  in  Ire- 
land, as  it  was  true  in  England.  One 
hon.  Member  opposite  had  said  that  he 
(Mr.  Trevelyan)  had  been  "  sucked  into 
the  vortex  of  Oastle influence,"  and  thus 
induced  to  believe  in  this  system ;  but 
the  fact  was  that,  for  several  years  past, 
he  had  been  a  snbscriber  to  a  Society 
which  was  carried  on  for  the  pur- 
pose of  inducing  Boards  of  Guardians  to 
enforce  the  workhouse  test  more  strictly  . 
in  England ;  and  as  to  the  remark  of 
tAie  hm.  Gentleman  who  said  the  Go- 
vernment would  not  apply  this  system 
to  England,  the  fact  was  that  it  was 
being  drawn  tighter  and  tighter  on  this 
side  of  the  Channel.  It  was  because  he 
believed  it  was  good  for  England  that 
he  hoped  it  would  be  good  for  Ireland. 
The  other  motive  was  to  save  the  pockets 
of  the  ratepayers,  who,  otherwise,  would 
be  ruined.  Several  Unions  were  rendered 
absolutely  bankrupt  in  the  course  of  the 
last  distress,  and  they  were  only  saved 
by  the  Government  going  to  their  aid 
aod  distributing,  he  thought  from  the 
Church  Fund,  a  sum  of  £19,900  in 
order  to  keep  them  going.  The  Govern- 
ment oould  not  find  it  within  their  duty 
to  expose  those  Unions  to  the  mnoas 
burdens  whiah  outdoor  relief,  givm,  as 
he  was  afraid  it  would  be  given,  in  the 
absence  of  the  workhouse  test,  would 
involve. 

Mb.  DAWSON  said,  it  was  he  who 
had  made  the  remark  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  referred  to,  and  he 
felt  that  it  was  due  to  himself  that  he 
should  make  this  explanation.  He  had 
SEud  that  England  would  make  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Poor  Law  elastic  in 
times  of  very  great  famine  and  distress, 
88  was  done  in  the  case  of  the  liaooashire 
Cotton  Famine.  He  agreed  with  tiie 
right  hon.  GenUeman  that,  in  the  ordi- 
nary normal  ccmdition  of  the  country,  the 
Fot»  Law  test  should  be  enforced  in 
order  to  avoid  vagranoy  and  its  effects ; 
but,  in  times  of  famine,  they  shouM  do 

Mr.  Ireielj/m 


in  Ireland  as  they  would  do  in  England. 
He  would  also  like  to  say  this  parting 
word.  Let  the  Chief  Secretary  of  the 
preeent  remember  a  Chief  Secretary  <rf 
the  past,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  anxious  to  win  the  love  of  the  Iridi 
people.  What  was  the  motto  of  a  Chief 
Secretary  who  did  win  their  love  ?  Ina 
sentence  which  ou^t  to  be  written  in 
letters  of  gold  over  the  portals  of  tiie 
Castle,  he  said — 

"  When  the  people  of  a  coontry  are  obliged 
to  leave  it  en  maw,  th«  GoTmuoMit  tA  mt 
couatry  Btaods  judged  and  condcnmed." 

[Several  hon.  Mehbeeb  :  Name,  name!] 
That  was  the  language  of  Chief  Secre- 
tary Brummond,  and  the  principal  figure 
in  that  condemnation  should  be  he  who 
had  himself  adopted  the  respoosibility. 

Mb.  O'BBIEN  said,  he  should  have 
to  press  his  Amendment  to  a  divisitm. 
He  had  no  intention  of  entering  into  an 
^tercation  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man  the  Ohi^  Secreta^,  though,  poan- 
bly,  were  he  to  do  so,  he  might  aaj  as 
much  as  th«  i^ht  hon.  Gmtlemaa  had 
done ;  but  he  was  sorry  to  see  that  the 
debate  was  closing  without  anything 
like  a  satisfactory  answer  to  the  ques- 
tion as  to  what  was  to  beoome  of  the 
unfortunate  people  whom  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary found  starving  ?  Until  that  impor- 
tant question  was  answered,  he  thought 
the  other  question,  of  what  was  to  be- 
come of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  or  of 
himself,  was  a  matter  of  cranparatively 
trifling  importance. 

The  OHAIIOIAN :  The  hon.  GenUe- 
man  has  not  moved  any  Amendment. 
He  stated  his  intention  of  so  d(ung,  but 
he  has  not  carried  it  out. 

Mb.  ABTHUB  O'GONNOB  said,  he 
would  be  very  pleased  to  move  an 
Amendment  in  the  form  of  a  reduction  of 
the  Vote ;  and,  if  he  could  have  his  ova 
way,  he  would  be  prepared  to  vote,  not 
only  against  this  Supplementary  Charge, 
but  against  the  whole  Yote  for  the  Chief 
Secretary's  Office.  He  wanted  no  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant;  he 
wanted  no  Lord  Lieutenant.  But  the 
question  now  was  as  to  the  policy  which 
the  Chief  Secretary  represented  in  Ire- 
land ;  and  that  poHcy  would  be  hereafter 
known  in  Irdand  as  the  "  Pinch-of- 
hungOT  poUcy."  That  term  would  ffdlow 
the  name  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  present  Chief  Secretary  as  sur^y 
and  as  faithfully  as  the  term  "Buck- 
shot" folloved  his  Fredeoeasor.  1^ 
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GoTerament  in  Ireland  nov  oflsred  to 
the  starving  people  not  tvo  alternatives, 
but  three.  They  offered  not  only  emi- 
gration or  the  workhouse ;  but,  accord- 
ing to  official  information,  they  had 
ofiPered  reoently,  or  were  abont  to  offer, 
a  further  alternative,  and  that  altema- 
Uve  was  the  reoruiting  eergeant.  He 
trusted  that  the  expectations  of  the  Go- 
Ternment  would  be  disappointed  with 
regard  to  all  three.  But  that  which  had 
the  longest  reaoh — that  which  was  likely 
most  permanently  to  injure  the  people 
of  Ireland — was  the  prop<»al  for  emi- 
gpration.  No  proposal  for  meeting  the 
difflonlties  of  the  Government  in  Ireland 
had  ever  obtained  auoh  general  endorse- 
ment and  acoeptanoe  at  tiie  hands  of 
Englishmen  as  that  of  emigration,  and 
none  had  ever  been  received  in  Ireland 
witii  so  mnch  indignation  and  di^ust. 
In  all  other  countries,  and  in  all  other 
times,  the  increase  of  population  had 
been  looked  upon  as  a  sign  of  national 
well-being ;  and  in  the  Estimates  which 
were  made  from  time  to  time  of  the 
comparative  progress  of  the  nations 
of  the  world,  increase  of  population 
was  always  taken  as  a  sure  indi- 
cation of  national  prosperity.  Bnt  in 
Ireland,  and  in  Ireland  only,  the  aim  of 
the  Government  was  to  depopulate  the 
ooantry,  and  in  that  they  had  oeen  very 
suocessflil.  In  tiie  year  1 8-1 1  there  were 
8,175,000 persons  in  Ireland;  10  3rears 
later  tiiere  were  but  6,600,000.  They 
bad  been  told  that  that  deorease  was 
due  to  a  famine  of  unprecedented  se- 
verity in  1846  and  1847;  but  long 
after  the  effects  of  that  famine  had 
gone  by  they  fonnd  the  same  dimi- 
nution going  on.  In  18G1  the  popula- 
tion had  dropped  below  6,000,000 ;  in 
1B71  it  was  not  5,000.000;  in  1»81  it  was 
only  a  little  above  5,000,000,  and  the 
depletion  was  still  going  on.  The  Lord 
Mayor  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Dawson)  had 
juBt  quoted  a  former  Chief  Secretary 
as  being  the  author  of  the  c^ebrated 
8«ntenoe  pointing  out  that  when  the 
znfaabitants  of  any  country  left  it  in 
great  numbers,  because  they  could  no 
hmger  lire  in  it,  die  Government  of  that 
oountiy  was  thereby  tried  and  con* 
domnM.  It  was  not  an  Irish  Cttiief 
Secretary  who  said  that;  it  was  a  man 
who,  as  a  writer  and  as  a  political  econo- 
mist, might,  he  thought,  be  considerably 
overrated;  but  it  was  perfectly  fair  to 
^uote  him  to  tiie  present  QoTOviiaient, 


and  to  hon.  Gentlemen  who  flat  on  the 
Uiniatmal  side  of  the  House.  It  was 
Jchn  Stuart  Mill,  and  his  wcvds  would 
receive  very  genual  acceptance  in  that 
House.  While  the  population  of  Ire- 
land had  for  30  or  40  years  been  dimi* 
nishing,  and  while  it  still  continued  to 
diminish,  the  stream  of  emigration  went 
on  inoreaedng.  In  the  year  1876,  37,000 
persons  emigrated;  in  the  year  1877, 
38,000;  in  1878,  41,000;  in  1879, 
47,000;  in  1880.  95,000;  and  in  1881, 
78,000.  From  what  he  had  heard,  he 
was  afraid  that  this  year  the  figures 
would  pass  those  of  the  year  before 
last,  and  be  about  100,000.  Bnt  that 
was  not  enough.  That  decay  of  the 
population  was  not  sufficient  to  satisfy 
this  enlightened  Government ;  they 
knew  that  of  the  men,  women,  and 
children  who  left  Ireland  as  emigrants, 
67  per  cent,  or  more,  were  between  the 
ages  of  15  and  35  years;  and  of  the 
emigrants  from  Ireland  for  the  last  year 
for  which  the  statistics  were  complete — 
the  year  1861 — the  proportion  between 
the  ages  of  15  and  39  years  was  exactly 
75  per  cent.  These  people  left  behind 
them  relatives  who  were  generally  old 
and  infirm,  and  who  were  a  drag  upon, 
instead  of  an  assistance  to,  the  country ; 
and  these  relatives  so  left  behind  went 
to  increase  the  amount  of  misery  and 
destitution  which  prevailed.  Well,  what 
did  the  Government  do  ?  They  feU  back 
upon  the  proposals  of  that  abominable 
Cktmmittee  of  an  unre£t»med  Parlia- 
ment, which  in  18S7  adopted  the  prin- 
ciples of  Malthas,  and  advocated  emi- 
gration ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  advising 
that  when  a  landlord  cleared  away  100 
of  his  ancient  tenantry,  the  holdings  of 
those  tenants  should  be  consolidated,  so 
that  they  oould  not  be  separately  occu- 
pied again,  forgetting  that  it  was  to  the 
British  Government  that  the  mischief  of 
continual  subdivision  was  due,  and  that 
the  congestion  of  which  the  Govern- 
ment now  oomplained  in  Connaught  was 
also  due  to  the  action  of  the  British 
Gk>vernmuit.  It  was  the  British  who 
decreed,  and,  to  a  great  extent,  enforced 
their  decree,  that  the  native  Oeltic  pec^a 
should  beyond  the  Shamum,  and  they 
were  dnven  to  a  great  extent  beyond  the 
Shannon ;  and  m>m  that  day  to  this 
Oonnaught  had  been,  to  a  great  extent, 
oongested,  especially  in  the  poorer  dis- 
tricts ;  and  another  English  decree  was 
niade,  providing  that  when  an  Irish 
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oooQpier  died  his  holding  should  be  com- 
pulsorily  subdivided  among  his  children. 
The  same  spirifc  vhich  prevailed  in  1827 
prevailed  now,  and  the  same  principles 
-which  were  advocated  then  were  advo- 
cated now.  The  point  was  to  get  rid  of 
the  poorer  portion  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land. The  Oovernment  proposed  a 
system  of  emigration  ;  but  he  wondered 
whether  they  had  seriously  considered 
all  the  difficulties  which  lay  in  their 
path — the  difficulties  of  arranging  the 
details,  managing  multiplied  officials, 
and  so  forth.  Supposing,  however,  that 
the  elaborate  machinenr  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  perfect,  and  that  they  were 
prepared  to  deport  a  good  number  of 
the  people,  who  were  the  people  who 
were  to  be  sent  out  of  the  country  ? 
Was  it  the  dissolute  and  the  worthless, 
or  was  it  the  induBtrions,  intelligent, 
and  self-reliant  portion  of  the  people  ? 
If  the  latter  class  were  sent  abroad,  they 
would  probably  do  well  wherever  they 
went;  becanse  the  Irish  people,  when 
driven  out  of  Ireland,  had  managed  to 
push  their  way  to  the  front  in  almost 
every  country  of  the  world  so  soon  as 
they  were  &ee  iVom  English  laws.  If  it 
was  the  ne'er-do-wells  and  the  lawless 
who  were  to  be  sent  away,  bow  was  it 
proposed  to  select  them,  in  order  that 
they  might  be  deported  ?  Then,  what 
was  the  whole  thing  to  cost  ?— for  that 
was  a  point  which  had  not  been  exa- 
mined so  far.  If  it  was  proposed  to 
spend  a  large  amount  of  publie  money 
in  assisting  emigmtion,  that  money 
would  be  spent  nnnecessiuilv  and  almost 
uselessly ;  becanse,  as  he  had  pointed 
out,  there  was  already  a  continual  stream 
of  voluntary  emigrants  going  out  from 
Ireland  to  America.  If  a  large  sum  of 
money  was  voted  to  assist  people  to 
America,  the  result  would  be— as  they 
could  never  get  any  man  to  go  to  Ame- 
rica at  his  own  expense  if  he  could  go 
at  the  expense  of  the  State — that  there 
would  be  an  enormous  number  of  appli- 
cations made  for  the  money,  applica- 
tions by  real  intending  emigrants,  which 
would  never  have  been  made  but  for  this 
policy  ;  and,  no  doubt,  Parliament  would 
in  the  end  discover  that  it  had  been  freely 
voting  money  away  without  removing 
the  difficulty.  But  again,  he  aaked, 
what  would  the  Mfaemo  eoat?  The 
Oanadian  Government  issued  a  Oirctdar 
feome  time  griring  instructions  to 
those  who  proposed  to  emigrate,  aad 
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from  that  Oironlar  it  mi^t  be  ga&md 
that  the  minimum  amount  neceseaxy  to 
support  and  establi^  an  emigiaat  in 
Manitoba  wauB  about  £34  a-hwd.  To 
t^at  must  be  added  the  cost  of  transit, 
which  was  about  £8  more,  indoding  in- 
cidental expenses ;  and  the  average  cost, 
therefore,  was  about  £43  per  head.  But 
if  the  Government  scheme  of  emigration 
was  to  eflfect  anything  tangible — any- 
thing appreciable — it  was  neoessary  tfa&t 
it  should  embrace  a  very  mnoli  larger 
number  of  persona  than  voluntary  emi- 
gration would  remove;  and,  therefore, 
if  the  emigration  scheme  was  to  be  effec- 
tive at  all,  the  smallest  number  whom 
the  Government  ought  to  oonnt  on  re- 
moving was  160,000  persons.  Acoording 
to  the  figures  he  had  quoted,  it  wmild 
cost  to  removo  them  asum  of  £6,460,000; 
and  now  he  would  ask  the  Goremnnrt, 
did  they  not  think  they  could  spend  tlut 
money  to  much  greater  advantage  in 
directions  vetj  different  from  omign- 
tion  f  If  this  scheme  which  the  Govera- 
ment  were  now  prepared  to  adopt  wu 
carried  out,  what  would  be  the  result? 
What  was  the  result  of  a  similar  move- 
ment about  120  years  ago,  when  the 
Presbyterians  of  the  North  of  Ireland, 
suffering  from  the  Test  Aot,  and  fWm 
tithes,  and  tVom  multiplied  injuetieeB 
and  extortions  under  which  they  laboured 
in  common  with  the  Catholics,  l^t  Iie- 
land  for  America  in  great  numbers  ?  A 
similar  state  of  things  was  then  pro- 
duced to  that  which  the  Government 
wished  now  to  produce ;  and  at  that  time 
the  fathers  of  Andrew  Jackson,  Jo^n  0. 
Ciolquhoun,  and  J.  0.  Buchanan  fbond 
new  homes  on  the  other  side  of  th«  At- 
lantic. Those  were  the  very  men  who 
formed  the  Pennsylvanian  line,  and  had 
the  satisfaction  of  destroying  British  rule 
there.  If  150,000  persons  were  now  re- 
moved from  Ireland  to  America,  the  day 
would  oome  when  Manitoba  would  form 
another  Irish  line,  fronting,  and  he 
trusted  with  equal  success  to  the  forma-, 
a  second  Bed  Biver  Expedition.  Bat 
that  result  would  not,  he  Uiought,  occur, 
because  the  designs  of  the  Oovernment 
would  be  frustrated,  not  merely  wHh 
regard  to  em^ration,  but  aleo  with  re- 
gard to  tiie  other  alternatives  in  llie  pro- 
gramme. The  people  of  Ireland  wonld 
not  go  ont  from  t&e  eoimtiy,  and  they 
would  not  go  into  the  wwkhonaet  until 
it  was  absohitely  impossible  for  dwB  to 
live;  and  long  beftHre  the  ^nat  bulk  of 
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the  people  could  be  driven  in  by  the 
jnoeh  -  of  -  hunger  policy  hundrods  of 
thoonndB  would  be  ruined  throughout 
the  country.  The  resources  of  the  coun- 
try in  men  would  be  materially  dimi- 
nished, and  the  Goremment  would  have 
an  increase  of  pauperism  and  of  the  poor 
rates  to  deal  with,  whioh  go  far  to  coun- 
tervail any  advantages  which  they  might 
hope  at  present  to  derive  from  their  Bys- 
tern  of  emigration.  The  third  alterna- 
tive offered  to  the  Irish  people  was  the 
recruiting  sergeant.  For  some  years  the 
Irish  M^tia  had  not  been  embodied, 
and  it  was  observed  by  the  military 
au^rities  that  recruiting  in  Ireland 
had  Tei^  sensibly  fallen  off— a  circum- 
Btance  whioh  was  ascribed  to  the  fact 
that  the  Irish  Militia  had  not  been  called 
out  for  their  annual  training.  Now,  it 
wasprc^KMed  to  oallout  the  Militia  again, 
in  order  that  the  recruiting  field  mi^ht 
supply  a  larger  crop ;  but  he  trusted 
Uiat  the  Iri^  people  would  perfeoUy 
-well  nnderatand  the  reason  of  this  last 
move  of  the  Government ;  and  he  trusted 
that  that  reason  being  appreciated,  and 
thoroughly  understood,  the  peo^e  of 
Ireland  would  know  how  to  act  under 
the  circumstancee,  and  how  to  disappoint 
the  expectations  that  had  been  formed. 
He  moved  the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by 
£2,000. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceodtng 
£750,  be  granted  to  Iler  Majesty,  to  defray  the 
Charge  wMch  will  come  in  course  ol  payment 
doting  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  luty  ol 
March  1883,  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of 
the  Offices  of  the  Chief  Secretary  to  uio  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  in  Dublin  and  London, 
and  Subordinate  Depiuiments." — (Mr.  Arthnr 
(yContwr.) 

Me.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT, 
though  he  did  not  support  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  moved  the  reduc- 
tioa  of  the  Vote,  thought  there  might 
be  a  few  reasons  for  Irish  discontent 
whioh  escaped  general  observation,  and 
which,  in  a  few  words,  he  would  en- 
deavour to  make  clear.  There  was  the 
reason  assigned  by  the  late  Chancellor 
of  the  Bu<uty  of  Lancaster,  one  of  the 
right  hon.  Members  for  Birmingham 
(Mr,  John  Bright),  that  "  the  Irish  were 
idle,  thwefore  they  starved ; "  and  that 
"tiie  Irish  starved,  and  therefore  they 
rebdled."  There  was  also  the  reason 
aaeigned  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Leeds 
(Mr.  Herbert  Gladrtone),  that  the  Go- 


vernment of  Ireland  was  "  as  bad  aa  it 
could  possibly  be,  and  one  of  the  worst 
Governments  in  Europe."  The  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down  had 
spoken  in  language  unfairly  condemna- 
tory  of  the  recruiting  sergeant.  The 
average  Irishman  was  never  so  happy  as 
when  he  was  fighting.  He  had  a  com- 
bative disposition,  and  it  was  far  better 
for  himself  and  for  his  country  that  he 
should  be  fighting  the  enemies  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland  than  that  he  should 
be  struggling  with  the  Government  at 
home.  He  (Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett)  dis- 
puted altogether  the  proposition  of  the 
hon.  Member,  that  an  increase  of  popula- 
tion was  always  considered  a  sign  of  the 

Srosperity  of  a  country.  That  was  often 
leoretically  and  practically  wrong,  and 
was  proved  to  be  wrong  by  the  case  of 
India ;  for  the  political  economists  and 
the  social  economists  of  the  day  regarded 
the  great  increase  of  population  in  India 
as  a  serious  evU.  He  was  not  at  all  sure 
that  the  decrease  of  population  in  Ire- 
land had  been  a  senous  injury  to  the 
Irish  people;  and  he  wished  to  point 
out  one  great  benefit  which  it  had  oeen 
to  the  hon.  Members  who  represented  the 
extreme  Irish  Party  in  that  House.  The 
decrease  of  population  in  Ireland  had 
greatly  increased  the  population  of  the 
United  States  and  of  Australia  ;  and  the 
increase  of  the  Irish  population  in  those 
parts  had  enabled  them  to  send  homo 
large  sums  of  mou^  for  the  susten- 
tation  of  the  Land  League  and  other 
amiable  objects.  Then  he  objected  to 
another  remark  which  had  been  made 
by  the  hon.  Member — that  Irishmen 
always  came  to  the  front  whenever  they 
went  abroad.  That  vaa  not  quite  an 
accurate  statemmt.  Irishmen  ^ad  many 
admirable  qualities,  and  they  always 
came  to  the  front  in  the  matter  of  fight- 
ing ;  but  in  the  matter  of  prosperity  they 
did  not  always  come  to  the  front.  It 
might  not  be  their  own  fault  altogether ; 
but  they  sometimes  adopted  a  eto-ategio 
movement  to  the  rear.  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary had  beon  endeavouring  to  do  his 
duty  in  the  Government  of  Ireland  under 
great  difficulties.  The  righthon.  Gentle- 
man had  been  in  a  very  difficult  and 
trying  position,  but  he  had  done  his 
work  well ;  and  he  (Mr.  Ashmead-Bart- 
lett} should  certainly  oppose  any  reduc- 
tion of  the  Vote  when  moved  upon  anoh 
grounds  as  had  been  stated.  The 
greatest  benefit  that  could  be  (M>nf«Ted 
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on  the  suffering  population  of  the  West 
of  Ireland  womd  be  the  developinent  of 
a  vell-oonsidered  and  economical  scheme 
of  emigration ;  and  he  lioped  the  theo- 
retical objeotioni  of  hon.  Members  from 
Ir^nd  Tonid  not  prerent  the  (Jorem- 
ment  from  considering  the  beet  means  of 
removing,  for  their  own  interest  as  well 
as  for  the  benefit  of  Ireland,  a  large 
number  of  these  distressed  people.  No 
practical  reasons  had  been  given  for  the 
proposed  reduction  of  the  Vote ;  and,  as 
he  had  already  said,  he  should  oppose 
the  MotioD.  It  had  been  said  that  the 
decrease  of  a  population  was  necessarily 
A  source  of  national  danger;  but  he 
thoaght  the  reverse  might  occasionally 
be  true,  and  he  was  not  at  all  sure  that 
the  increase  of  the  population  in  this 
ooantry  at  the  present  time  was  not  a 
very  serious  dangler  to  England,  just  as 
the  density  of  population  in  parts  of  Ire- 
land had  been  a  considerable  difflonlty 
to  that  country.  He  should  oppose  any 
reduction  of  the  Vote. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided:— Kyw  16; 
Noes  156:  Majority  141.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  21.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
(7.)  £142,  Record  Office,  Ireland. 

Cuss  III. — Law  Ain>  Justice. 

(8.)  £1,700,  Wreck  Commission. 

Me.  ARTHUE  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
did  not  wish  to  oppose  this  Vote,  but 
simtdy  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  ^urade  to  explain  how  this  amount  was 
reconcilable  with  his  statement  last 
Bauion,  that  the  new  arrangement  with 
regard  to  the  Assessors  of  Wrecks  would 
not  increase  the  charge  to  the  public. 
Last  Session  considerable  alterations 
were  introduced  in  the  mode  of  remune- 
ration of  the  Wreck  Commissioners ;  and 
when  he  had  pointed  out  that  that  would 
impose  a  permanent  charge  on  the  public 
in  place  of  certain  fees,  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  said  there  was  no  ground 
for  that  supposition,  as  there  would  be 
no  increase  of  the  amount. 

MB.GHAMBERLAINsaid,  bethought 
the  hon.  Member  was  under  some  misap- 
prehension. He  had  no  recollection  of 
having  made  such  a  statement,  although 
he  did  remember  the  hon.  Gentleman 
asking  a  question  with  regard  to  un- 
claimed wrecksge.    He  could  not  recol- 

Mr.  Aakm«ad-BartleU 


leet  any  question  as  to  the  charge  for 
Assessors.  The  additional  charge  now 
made  was  due  to  the  inquiries  befote  the 
Wreck  Commissioners  having  been  more 
numerous. 

Vote  agre$d  to. 

(9.)  £210,  Revising  Barristers,  £ng^ 
land. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  a  Supplemraitary  Bum,  cot  exceeding 
£40,000,  bo  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray 
the  Charge  which  vfll  come  in  course  of  pay- 
moit  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day 
of  March  1683,  of  Crimioal  Prosecutions  and 
other  Law  Charges  in  Ireland,  incloding  cer- 
tain Allowances  under  the  Act  15  and  16  Vic. 
c.  88." 

Mb.  T.  V.  O'CONNOR  said,  ha  in- 
tended  to  more  the  reduction  of  the 
Vote  by  £30,000.  He  thought  hon. 
Membera  opposite,  who  had  been  en- 
deavouring to  bring  about  a  q^rit  of 
economy  in  these  Estimates,  would  be 
rather  surprised  at  the  amount  of  aum^ 
which  Irish  Law  Charges  required. 
The  original  Vote  was  something  OTor 
£86,000;  but  here  was  a  Supplementaiy 
Estimate  of  £40,000,  or  nearly  half  the 
whole  original  Estimate.  That  was  his 
first  point ;  and  the  second  point  was  the 
nature  of  some  of  the  proseoutions  fw 
which  this  money  was  asked.  The  first 
prosecution  was  that  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy) ; 
and  he  thought  the  Chief  Secret*^ 
ought  to  be  obliged  for  having  this 
opportunity  of  speaking  upon  this  sub- 
ject to-night ;  for  if  he  remembered  the 
words  ooKTeotly,the  ri^ht  hon.  GenUeman 
had  said,  on  a  prenone  ocoaaion,  that 
there  was  no  proseoutioa  and  no  aoti«i 
of  the  Government  on  which  they  more 
anxiously  invited  disouedion  than  the 
prosecution  of  that  hon.  Member.  Wh^ 
was  the  hon.  Member  prosecuted  for? 
For  some  sentences  taken  out  of  a  con- 
siderable speech  in  County  Oariow; 
and  he  wished  to  invite  the  attention  of 
the  Committee  to  this  extraordinary  act 
on  the  -^xt  of  the  Government.  The 
Government  possessed  various  powers 
for  instituting  prosecutions  of  this  kind, 
and  all  the  madbinery  placed  at  thsit- 
disposal  by  the  Prevention  of  Crime  Aot ; 
but  instead  of  resorting  to  that  machinery 
they  went  bat^  to  a  Statute  of  Charles  I. 
in  order  to  prosecate  his  hon.  Frimd. 
His  next  point  was  that  tiie  Govenuneot 
did  not  venture  to  bring  any  definite 
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chargo  against  the  hon.  Member.  All 
they  said  was  that  the  wordsjf  persevered 
in,  would  have  such  and  such  a  tendeocj. 
He  ventured  to  say  that  an  indictment 
of  that  kind  suffered  from  the  very  worst 
vice — namely,  vagueness.  The  nest 
point  was  that  the  punishment  inflicted 
fell  not  80  much  upon  his  boo.  Friend 
as  on  the  constituency  he  represented ; 
and  although  the  Chief  Seoretaij  gave 
what  to  him  seemed  to  be  a  satisfactory 
answer,  he  could  not  help  noticing  that 
the  term  of  the  hon.  Member's  imprison- 
ment  was  co-extenaive  with  the  duration 
of  the  Session.  He  was  sure  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  bear  testamonj, 
as  would  any  of  the  hon.  GenUemen 
opposite,  to  the  remarkable  Parliamen- 
tary abiUty  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
"Wexford,  and  was  quite  aware  that  in 
the  course  of  this  Session  several  mea- 
sures would  be  proposed  for  discussion 
with  regard  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
was  acknowledged  to  be  a  very  skilful 
authority.  On  Wednesday  next  there 
was  proposed  to  be  an  Act  to  amend  the 
Land  Act  of  last  year ;  and  the  Prime 
Minister  had  admitted  that  almost  next 
to  himself  the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford 
was  one  of  the  most  trustworthy  autho- 
ritlM  on  thib  most  important  and  most 
vexed  question.  He  thdnght  the  House 
had  treated  his  hon.  f^end  almost 
acurvily  by  the  manner  in  which  they 
had  received  the  Judge's  intimation  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  imprisonment.  But 
he  would  not  go  over  all  that  again, 
except  to  say  that  in  the  insolence  of 
his  ignorance  the  disticguished  Chief 
Justice  of  the  Queen's  Bench  in  Ireland 
did  not  even  correctly  describe  the  con- 
stituency of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  nor 
correctly  give  his  name — although  in  20 
or  30  years  the  name  of  Healy  would 
probably  be  far  more  familiar  to  the 
people  of  Ireland  than  that  of  Chief 
Jnsnce  May.  He  did  not  wish  to  dwell 
on  ^e  words  which  were  used  in  con- 
nection with  this  trial ;  but  he  would 
extend  an  invitation  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  The  Chief  Secretary  fre- 
quently had  to  say  things  and  to  express 
opinions  which  were  not  welcome  to  hon. 
Members  on  the  Irish  Benches,  or  to 
the  constituencies  they  represented ;  but 
he  would  invite  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  take  advantage  of  this  oppor- 
tunity, and  not  to  let  tbis  Sitting  of  the 
House  terminate  without  getting  up  and 
winonncing  that  the  Government  had 


resolved  to  release  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wexford  and  the  two  other  gentlemen 
who  were  imprisoned  on  the  same 
charge,  and  to  allow  the  constituency  of 
Weword  the  enormous  advantage  of 
having  their  Bepresentative  in  the  House 
to  advocate  their  cause.  He  was  sure 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  words  had  pro- 
duced no  bad  effects  in  Ireland ;  and  he 
challenged  the  Chief  Secretary  to  trace 
to  those  words  a  single  act  of  violence 
or  illegality  in  the  county  in  which  those 
words  were  uttered,  or  elsewhere.  He 
wished  further  to  say  that  he  was  afraid 
the  right  hon.  Gentlemui  was  adopting 
some  of  the  ways  and  opinicmB  of  his 
Predecessor  and  some  of  the  Liberal 
organs  in  this  country ;  but  he  could  not 
help  remarking  that  the  action  of  the 
Government  in  this  matter  had  met 
with  the  unanimous  disapproval  of  the 
Liberal  organs  in  England.  In  a  friendly 
spirit  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  he 
would  again  invite  him  to  seize  this  ex- 
cellent opportunity  of  a^mouncing  the 
approaching  release  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber. Passing  from  this  case  to  that  of 
Mr.  Harrington,  he  did  not  tiiink  the 
Government  would  be  able  to  say  a 
single  word  in  their  defence  in  regard 
to  this  matter.  He  was  not  going  to 
fight  over  again  the  words  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Westmeath  had  used ; 
but  here  was  a  fact  which  must  strike 
anybody.  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
County  of  Westmeath  was  at  this  mo- 
ment serving  a  term  of  imprisonment 
for  intimidating  the  farmers  of  West- 
meath ;  and  yet  fonr  nomination  papers 
were  sent  in  onbehalf  of  Mr.  Harrington, 
three  of  which  were  signed  exclusively 
by  farmers  in  that  county  whom  the 
hon.  Member  was  accused  of  having 
intimidated.  In  other  words,  the  Govern- 
ment said  to  the  farmers  of  Westmeath 
that  Mr.  Harrington  was  intimidating 
them,  and  yet  these  poor  shivering  in- 
timidated farmers  came  forward  and 
signed  nomination  papers,  and  snb- 
scribed  towards  Mr.  Harrington's  ex- 
penses !  These  were  the  farmers  whom 
he  had  been  intimidating.  He  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  if  he  really  seriously 
believed  that  the  farmers  were  intimi- 
dated by  Mr.  Harringfton  ?  That  was  a 
categorical  question ;  and  he  asked  for 
a  categorical  answer.  If  he  could  not 
say  conscientiously  and  truly  that  he 
believed  that  those  farmers  were  intimi- 
dated, was  it  not  his  duty  at  once  to 
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acknowledge  his  mistake,  and  open  the 
prison  doore  to  the  hon.  Member  ? 
Practically,  the  charge  of  the  Govern- 
ment against  Mr.  Harrington  was  that 
he  was  endeavouring  to  force  the  farmers 
bj  intimidation  to  the  employment  of 
labourers,  whether  they  wanted  labourers 
or  not.  On  that  point  he  wished  to  say 
that  there  was  no  such  inBammable 
material  in  Ireland,  except  in  periods  of 
distress,  as  the  labourers ;  and  no  strike 
oould  be  more  fierce  and  furious,  or 
more  murderous,  than  a  strike  between 
the  fanners  and  the  labourers;  and, 
further,  if  once  the  spirit  of  crime  and 
outrage  took  possesion  of  the  labourers 
against  the  farmers,  the  Government 
would  find  that  a  far  more  dilRcult  strike 
to  put  down  than  one  between  the 
farmers  and  the  landlords,  for,  as  per> 
haps  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  had 
heard,  a  leading  gentleman  in  Ireland, 
when  conversing  with  an  agricultural 
labourer,  was  told  by  the  labourer — 
*'  We  can  fight  the  landlords  a  great 
deal  better  than  the  farmers  can  ; "  and 
being  asked  how,  he  took  a  box  of 
matdiefl  from  his  pocket,  and  said— 
*'  That  is  the  only  weapon."  In  recom- 
mending the  farmers  to  approach  the 
labourers  in  a  kindly  spirit,  Mr.  Har- 
rington was  really  making  himself  the 
custodian  of  peace  between  the  two 
parties  instead  of  stirring  up  strife 
were  the  farmers  intimidated  ?  If  so, 
why  did  they  support  Mr.  Harrington  ? 
If  they  were  not,  were  not  his  words 
calculated  to  preserve  peace  and  order 
between  those  two  important  classes  ? 
He  would  now  pass  from  the  Bentence  on 
Mr.  Harrington  to  the  circuni stances  of 
his  imprisonment ;  and  he  must  say  he 
thought  the  Chief  Secretary  himself 
oould  scarcely  read  some  of  the  details 
given  in  the  newspapers  with  regard  to 
the  treatment  of  Mr.  Harrington  with- 
out feeling  somethiog  like  shame.  In 
an  account  of  the  transfer  of  Mr.  Har- 
rington from  Mullingar  Gaol  to  Galway 
Gaol,  The  Wtttmeath  Exawtintr  of  March 
8rd  stated  that  he  was  required  to  carry 
slops  from  his  cell  some  distance  to  a 
yard,  past  the  Governor's  house,  where, 
perhaps,  he  might  be  the  object  of  the 
jeering  observations  of  some  of  those 
very  landlords  whose  power  he  had 
helped  to  break  in  AVestraeath.  Mr. 
Harrington,  like  a  man  of  courage  and 
spirit,  refused  to  do  this  degrading  and 
ignominious  service,  and  what  was  the 
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result  ?  Because  he  refused  to  carry 
the  slops  from  his  oell  a  considerable 
distance,  he  was  kept  from  the  Friday 
to  the  Wednesday  without  being  allowed 
out  of  his  cell  for  a  moment's  fresh  air. 
From  Friday  to  Wednesday  this  man 
was  kept  in  solitary  confinement.  This 
man  was  a  Member  of  this  House,  and 
within  a  few  weeks  of  this  would  be 
walking  up  the  floor,  and  would  have  a 
ri^ht  to  take  part  in  the  disoussiona  of 
this  Assembly,  just  as  much  as  the  Prime 
Minister,  or  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Ohief  Secretary  himself.  Hetliought 
the  Ohief  Secretary  would  do  him  at 
least  this  justioe— that  he  never  made 
any  strong  attack  upon  him  personally, 
and  he  hoped  never  to  do  so,  strongly 
as  he  resented  the  right  hon.  Gentie- 
man's  political  doctrines  ;  but  he  would 
say  this — that  he  would  rather  be  Mr. 
Harrington  and  clear  out  the  slops  of 
his  ceU  for  12  months,  than  be  the 
Kadical  Ohief  Secretary,  who  sanctioned 
the  proceedings  taken  against  Mr,  Har- 
rington. There  were  other  things  which 
arose  on  this  Vote,  and  he  hoped  the 
Committee  would  excuse  him  for  enu- 
merating them  very  briefly.  Some 
them  were  brought  forward  on  an 
Amendment  proposed  previously.  He 
did  not  take  part  in  the  discussion,  and 
he  did  not  now  intend  to  enter  at  any 
length  into  them.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Ohief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land was  sufficiently  acquainted  with 
political  and  economical  doctrines  to 
know  that  the  end  did  not  always  jus- 
tify the  means.  He  thought  nothing 
was  more  instructive  in  the  remarks 
that  were  made  on  a  previous  occasion 
by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Mallow  (Mr.  0*Brien),  and  nothing 
should  commend  itself  more  seriously  to 
the  statesmanship  of  the  inner  circle 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  mind 
than  the  contrast  between  the  manner 
in  which  the  Irish  people  received  the 
verdict  in  the  Maamstrasna  murder 
cases,  and  the  other  cases  which  had 
been  tried  subsequently.  In  the  cose 
of  the  Maamstrasna  murders  there 
was  this  feeling  amongst  all  others— 
that  the  men  had  received  a  fair  trial ; 
that  there  was  no  jury-packing ;  that 
men  of  tho  prisoners'  own  creed  and 
feoling  were  not  excluded  from  the  jury 
box,  and  thatt  here  could  be  no  doubt 
whatever  of  the  patience  and  the  con- 
scientiousness of  the  jury  empanndled. 
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He  did  not  believe  there  was  a  man  or 
woman  in  Ireland  who  did  not  approve 
of  the  verdict  in  those  cases,  and  who  did 
not,  BO  far  as  it  was  possible  for  any 
human  being  to  rejoice  over  the  doom 
of  a  fellow-creature,  rejoice  that  Uie 
trials  had  resulted  in  we  men  being 
sentenced  to  death.  But  leit  them  oon- 
trest  the  reception  of  the  verdiots  in 
these  cases  with  that  of  recMit  verdicts 
in  Ireland.  If  tiie  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  were  to  talk  for 
12  months  in  this  House  he  would  not 
induce  any  eane  man  to  believe  that  the 
exclusion  of  every  Catholic  from  the 
juries  recently  empannelled  was  there- 
suit  of  accident,  and  was  not  the  result 
of  a  deliberate  design  on  the  part  of  the 
Crown.  The  feeling  was  universal  in 
Ireland  that  some  of  the  men  who  had 
been  convicted  by  means  of  informers 
and  packed  juries  died  on  the  gallows 
innocent  men.  He  would  not  attempt  to 
enumerate  or  particulanze  the  oases; 
but,  in  his  mind,  there  wae  no  doubt 
that  some  of  the  men  were  innocent  of 
the  crime  for  which  they  had  been  de- 
prived of  life.  An  hon.  Friend  beside  him 
reminded  him  of  the  dying  declarations 
of  Poff  and  Barrett.  He  could  not  be- 
lieve, knowing;  the  character  of  the  Irish 
tenant^  knowing  what  he  did  of  the 
farmers,  of  their  faith  and  of  their  re- 
ligious feeling — he  could  not  believe  that 
these  two  unfortunate  men,  Pofif  and 
Barrett,  would,  when  standing  upon  the 
brink  of  death,  have  written  declarations 
of  innocence  if  they  were  guilty  of  the 
crime.  And  he  put  that  to  the  Com- 
mittee, that  it  would  be  better  for  the 
permanent  peace  of  Ireland,  it  would  be 
better  for  the  peace  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  own  mind,  that  even  20 
murderer&ehould  go  unpunished  than  that 
two  innocent  men  should  be  put  to  death 
upon  the  verdict  of  a  packed  jury.  He 
promised  the  Committee  that  he  would 
not  detain  them  very  long,  and  he  would 
not  allude  to  the  matters  with  which  he 
had  dealt  at  any  greater  length.  Ho 
would  only  repeat  his  request  and 
earnest  prayer  to  the  right  hon.  Gfflitle- 
man  that  he  would  seize  this  opportunity 
of  announcing  the  unconditional  release 
of  those  gentlemen  who  had  been  put 
into  gaol  under  obsolete  proceedings  for 
freely  expressing  their  opinion  on  public 
platforms  in  Ireland.  He  begged  to 
move  the  reduction  of  the  Tote  oy  the 
nun  of  £30,000. 

VOL.  CGLXXTI.  [iHX&D  sxrxbs.] 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  a  SnppIemeDtary  sum,  not  exceeding 
£10,000.  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defny 
the  Chai^  which  will  come  in  course  of  pay- 
ment during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slet  day  of 
March  1883,  of  Criminal  Prosecations  and  other 
Law  Charges  in  Ireland,  incladinr  certain 
Allowanoee  under  the  Act  IS  and  16  Vic.  c.  83." 
—(Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor.) 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  that,  in  rising 
to  sapport  the  Amendment  of  his  hon. 
Friend,  he  ventured  to  express  the  hope 
that  the  Committee  would  take  this 
occasion  of  marking  its  sense  of  the 
manner  in  which  recent  prosecutions 
had  been  conducted  in  Ireland.  He 
did  not  wish  to  refer,  of  course,  to  the 
debates  in  the  present  Session ;  but  they 
knew  that  in  the  public  Fress  there 
were  very  strong  expressions  of  surprise 
and  condemnation  at  the  declarations  of 
the  Irish  Party  that  the  belief  of  the 
vast  majority  of  the  Irish  people  was 
that  the  manner  in  which  prosecutions 
were  conducted  in  Ireland  had  led  to 
many  iniquitous  sentences,  and  to  the 
execution  of  innocent  persons.  There 
was  not  a  man  who  travelled  tfanragh 
Ireland,  and  who  even  only  paxtiiuly 
learned  the  condition  of  the  Irish  nation, 
who  would  not  OOTroborate  that  state* 
ment.  Throughout  Ireland  the  vast  ma- 
jority of  the  people  did  believe  that 
iniquitous  sentences  were  passed,  and 
that  innocent  persons  had  been  executed. 
Now,  he  would  ask  any  fair-minded  man, 
any  man  of  a  statesmanlike  disposition, 
what  could  be  the  legitimate  effect  of  such 
a  system  of  legal  procedure,  which  pro- 
duced an  impression  of  that  kind  upon 
the  minds  of  a  whole  population  ?  They 
knew  very  well  that  it  was  very  easy  for 
officers  of  the  Crown  to  rise  in  that  House 
and  to  declare  that  they  were  utterly- 
unaware  of  any  such  thing  having  taken 
place  as  jury  packing,  and  to  assure  the 
House  that  any  unpleaBant  appearaneea 
that  might  be  presented  by  the  faots 
were  purely  acradental.  Accidents  of 
that  description  were  zegaided  as  ymy 
deliberate  oontriranoes  by  the  public 
opinion  of  nations.  In  case  after  case 
hundreds  of  Protestants  and  men  of 
strongly    anti-popular   opinions  were 

§ laced  upon  the  juries  who  had  to 
eal  with  crime  of  an  agrarian  cha- 
racter. Now,  if  it  occurred  omXy  once 
that  upon  a  jury  panel  consistiDg  of 
scores  and  scores  of  Catholics,  and  scores 
and  scores  of  FrotestantSf  that  only  once 
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a  purely  Protestant  jury  of  12  men  was 
struck,  it  Tould  seem,  even  in  that  single 
instance,  to  be  a  curious  and  singular  sort 
of  accident.  But  when  on  the  next  day, 
when  the  next  trial  of  the  next  prisoner 
was  before  the  Oourt,  they  found  that  in 
a  similar  manner,  out  of  the  hundreds 
and  hundreds  of  Oatiiolio  jurors,  every 
one,  somehow  or  other,  was  not  u^on 
the  jury  that  was  struok  for  the  trial, 
and  that  the  jury  for  the  aeoond  trial 
consisted  exclusively  of  men  chosen  from 
the  Protestant  members  of  the  panel, 
then,  he  said,  the  doubt  and  the  surprise 
as  to  the  possibility  of  accident  which 
were  felt  on  the  first  occasion  became 
singularly  increased  and  intensified  when 
the  second  accident  occurred.  And  when, 
on  a  third  occasion,  the  da^  after,  on 
the  next  trial  of  an  agrarian  offence 
before  the  same  Court,  they  again  found 
all  the  Catholic  jurors  excluded  from 
the  jury,  and  none  but  Protestants  and 
political  partizans,  antagonistio  to  the 
people,  placed  on  the  jury,  it  was  beyond 
the  power  of  mortal  man  to  convince 
any  Assembly  that  on  the  third  occasion 
that  was  an  accident  also ;  and  when 
npon  the  next  day,  in  the  case  of  the 
next  prisoner  accused  of  au  agrarian 
offence,  they  found  that  a  fourth  j  ury  was 
struck  of  an  exclusively  Protestant  com- 
plexion out  of  this  mixed  panel  of  Pro- 
testants and  Catholics,  then  the  public 
opinion  of  the  Irish  nation  must  be  for- 
given, if  it  attributed  the  circumstance 
to  a  strained  use  of  the  powers  the  Go- 
Temment  possessed,  to  arrive  at  a  con- 
Tiction  by  fair  or  foul  means,  and  if 
they  believed  thattheQoveTnment,having 
the  ohoice  to  arrive  at  a  conviction 
by  fair  means,  deliberately  chose  foul 
means  to  do  men  to  death.  It  might 
happen  that  a  prejudiced  jury  might  ar- 
rive at  a  trne  verdict.  It  might  happen 
that  a  panel  struck  and  chosen  by  foul 
means  would,  nevertheless,  find  verdicts 
in  accordance  with  the  foots;  but  that 
was  not  trial,  and  was  not  law;  that  was 
simply  as  much  a  case  of  assassination 
as  where  a  man  committed  such  a  crime 
with  a  pistol  or  some  other  weapon.  Let 
them  leave  the  case  of  Ireland  out  of 
consideration  for  a  moment,  and  take  the 
case  of  England.  Let  them  imagine  that 
in  the  City  of  London,  or  any  city  of 
Bneland,  Protestant  jurors  were  ex- 
cluded, and  none  but  Catholics  put 
npon  the  jury  in  some  important  case; 
lot  them  imagine  that  that  was  repeated 
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four  times  over,  and  then  ask  themselves 
how  they  could  impress  the  public  opi- 
nion of  England  with  the  belief  that  they 
were  acting  in  conformity  with,  justice 
or  the  principles  of  common  honesty.  It 
was  an  old  observation  of  English  visitoi^ 
to  Ireland,  and  observers  of  the  Irish 
character,  that  there  was  nothing  that 
tKe  Irish  respected  and  loved  so  much 
as  fair  and  equal  justice ;  but  there  was 
no  shadow  of  even  the  appearance  of 
equal  justice  about  the  proceedings  at 
the  recent  Assizes ;  and  if  persons  in  the 
country,  or  out  of  the  country,  engaged 
in  8tirrni||^  up  seditious  feeling  and 
creating  disaffection  amongst  the  people, 
it  was  the  Government  by  themselves 
who  had,  by  such  a  misuse  of  the  powers 
of  the  law,  supplied  the  emissaries  of 
sedition  and  disaffection  witli  the  best 
argument  for  sowing  hatred  and  enmity 
between  the  people  and  the  G-ovemment 
of  Ireland.  On  a  former  occasion,  in  a 
speech  delivered  somewhere  in  the  coun- 
try, though  not,  he  believed,  in  Ireland, 
the  administration  of  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  appointed  to  con- 
duct, the  Chief  Secretary  attempted  to 
defend  the  treatment  which  was  extended 
to  Mr.  Harrington  by  stating  that  Kr. 
Harrington  was  an  opponent  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  a  formidable  description; 
nay,  he  believed  that,  even  in  this  House, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  endea- 
voured to  extenuate  the  conduct  of  the 
Government  bj  speaking  of  Mr.  Har- 
rington as  a  formidable  man.  What 
impression  could  be  derived  from  such 
a  view,  what  inference  could  be  drawn 
by  the  Irish  people  from  such  a  defence, 
except  that  the  Government  made  use 
of  the  powers  of  the  law,  unfairly  and 
strainedly,  in  order  to  place  a  formidable 
opponent  within  the  four  walla  of  a 
prison?  He  read  carefully  every  word  in 
the  case  against  Mr.  Hamngton ;  he  read 
it  most  carefully,  with  a  sincere  desire  to 
discover,  even  on  grounds  of  expediency, 
some  reason  for  the  prosecution;  and  he 
did  not  heritate  to  say  that  from  the  be- 
ginning to  the  end  of  those  proceedings 
not  a  single  fact  was  revealed  that  called 
for  any  condemnation  of  Mr.  Harring- 
ton. On  the  contrary,  the  facts  showed 
that  Mr.  Harrington  was  deserving  of 
the  thanks  of  every  man  interested  in 
the  welfare  of  the  Irish  people.  When 
Members  of  the  Irish  Party  defended  the 
case  of  the  tenant  farmers  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  was  there  a  more  frequeat 
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reproach   mBda  againat  them  —  and 
he  put  it  to  the  honour  of  English 
Members  sitting  on  both  sides  of  the 
House — was  there  a  more  frequent  re- 
proach made  against  them  than  that 
they  were  neglecting  the  interests  of 
the  ag^cultural  labourers  because  they 
had  not  the  votes  possessed  by  the  tenant 
farmers  ?   There  could  be  no  doubt  that, 
whatever  was  the  condition  of  the  Irish 
tenant  farmers,  the  condition  of  tho 
Irish  agricultural  labourers  was,  unfor- 
tunately, worse.    Mr.  Harrington  went 
down  to  the  county  where,  undoubtedly, 
the  tenant  farmer  had  gained  consider- 
able benefit  by  the  Land  Act ;  and  ho 
pointed  out  to  the  farmers  of  the  district, 
vho  had  gained  reductions  of  rent  of 
15  and  25  per  cent  under  the  Land  Act, 
thai  they  bad  gained  those  reductions 
solely  on  account  of  an  Act  which  had 
been  passed  largely  through  the  co- 
operation with  themselves  of  the  agri- 
cultural labourers ;  and  he  appealed  to 
their  sense  of  gratitude  and  honesty  of 
feeling  to  stand  by  the  men  who  had 
stood  Dy  them  hitherto  ;  and  he  warned 
thom  that  unless  they  did  aid  the  agri- 
cultural labourers  in  the  demands  for 
redress  they  were  now  making,  unques- 
tionably the  force  of  the  labourers' 
agitataora  would  be  turned  against  them. 
What  was  that  but  a  form  of  words  and 
a  statesmanlike  thought  deserving  to 
bo  [made  and  entertained  by  everyone 
honestly  engaged  in  Irieh  agitation  ? 
But  it  was  upon  that  expression,  it  was 
npon  those  appeals  ana  those  words 
ah>ne,  that  l^e  magistrates,  who  pro- 
fessed to  deid  out  justico,  sent  Mr.  Har- 
rington to  gaol  for  two  months.  They 
had  the  admission  of  the  Chief  Secretary 
that  there  was  another  reason;  and  they 
wore  to  conclude  that  the  magistrates, 
who  were  the  creatures  of  the  Govern- 
ment, who  were  dependent  upon  the 
Government  for  their  bread,  and  who 
had  recently  seen  some  of  their  fellow- 
magistrates  removed  from  the  Magis- 
terial Bench  and  driven  into  retirement 
against  their  own  protests,  were  over- 
borne by  the  will  of  the  Government  on 
whom  tbey  were  so  absolutely  depen- 
dent.   The  unanimous  conclusion  of  the 
Irish  people  must  be  that  the  magistrates 
who  sentenced  Mr.  Harrington  to  two 
months'  imprisonment  for  doing  his 
duty  did  so  becanse  Mr.  Harrington  was 
a  formidable  political  opponent  of  Her 
HajeetT's  Government.  The  right  hon. 
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Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  appealed,  and  appealed 
with  good  reason,  to  his  high  reputation 
in  that  House,  and  to  his  many  years' 
experience  in  the  service  of  the  country. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had,  no 
doubt,  a  high  reputation  here ;  but  he 
possessed  no  such  reputation  amongst 
the  people  of  Ireland.  He  (Mr.  O'Don- 
nell)  did  not  say  that  by  way  of  re- 
proach ;  he  only  stated  it  as  a  fact.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  came  to  Ireland 
as  a  new  man  ;  and  he  (Mr.  O'Donnell) 
asked  if  the  way  to  create  a  reputation 
in  Ireland  for  himself,  similar  to  the 
reputation  which,  he  believed  he  enjoyed 
in  the  House  of  Commons,  was  to  cast  a 
formidable  political  opponent  into  the 
common  gaol  for  two  months  for  laud- 
ably and  honourably  doing  his  duty 
between  man  and  man  and  clajss  and 
class  in  an  Irish  county  ?  Her  Majesty's 
Government  might  be  indifferent  to  the 
opinion  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  and 
Her  Majesty's  Government  might  wish 
to  emigrate  several  more  thousands  of 
the  people  of  Ireland  to  foreign  shores. 
He  asked  the  Government  if  they  wished 
these  emigrants,  be  they  willing  or  com- 
ulsory  emigrants,  to  carry  a  good  or  a 
ad  opinion  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment m  Ireland  when  they  went  to 
foreign  shores  7  Most  assuredly  the 
packed  juries  in  the  Green  Street  Court 
House,  the  dying  deolarations  of  in- 
nocent men,  the  scandalous  and  ini- 
quitous sentences  upon  formidable  oppo- 
nents were  not  calculated  to  make  the 
new  Ude  of  Irish  emigration  more 
favourable  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment than  those  Irish  settlers  now 
living  under  the  fiag  of  the  great  Ke- 
public  of  America.  The  jurisdictions  of 
foreign  countries  might  dismiss  with  con- 
tempt the  paltry  grounds  on  which  Minis- 
ters charges  were  supported  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government ;  out  the  Committee 
knew  that  the  creatures  of  Governmental 
choice  in  Ireland  were  always  ready  to 
carry  out  any  decisions  that  were  sug- 
gested by  the  Government.  All  the 
force  of  the  military  and  police  was  at 
the  back  of  the  unjust  Judges  in  Ireland 
to  induce,  at  least,  a  material  respect  for. 
their  decisions.  But  the  period  of  oo- 
ercion  must  come  to  an  end  sooner  or 
later,  or  the  Government  most  establish 
new  and  worse  coercion.  The  present 
system  was  intended  to  last  for  three 
years.   Tho  Prevention  of  Crime  Act 
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would  oome  to  an  end  just  as  the  last 
Coercion  Act  came  to  an  end,  and  Eng- 
land would  then  be  faced  by  the  usual 
problem  of  an  irritated  and  exasperated 
IrelaBd.  There  had  been  many  attempts 
to  boIts  that  problem.  He  saw  the 
notion  was  gaining  ground  of  turning 
Ireland  into  a  Grown  Colony ;  but  even 
in  Jamaica  the  experiment  of  a  Crown 
Colony  waa  not  favourable  to  British 
administration.  The  Irish  people  defied 
the  Ooeroionists  to  turn  Ireland  into  a 
Crown  Colony,  for  &e  very  day  they  did 
that  woold  oommence  the  final  and  vic- 
torions  stmg^  of  the  bish  race  for  the 
complete  attainment  of  the  national  idea. 

Mr.  LEAUY  rose  to  support  the 
Amendment,  and  to  mention  one  or  two 
cases  of  hardship,  in  the  hope  of  obtain- 
ing some  information  with  regard  to 
them  from  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land. On  the  21at  of  December  last, 
three  men  were  sentenced  to  14  days' 
imprisonment  with  hard  labour  for  stop- 
ping the  Galway  hunt  at  Dalystown. 
The  magistrate  before  whom  the  men 
were  brought  was  himself  a  member  of 
the  hunt ;  and  he  would  ask  the  right 
hon.andleanwd  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  to  say  whether  the 
Government  approved  of  a  magistrate, 
who  was  ont  in  the  hunt  stopped  by  the 
men,  presiding  in  tiie  Court  when  the 
charge  against  the  men  was  brought  ? 
He  would  like  also  to  ask  the  right  lion, 
and  learned  Gentleman  whether  it  was 
a  fact  that  34  men,  tenant  farmers  and 
labourers,  residing  near  Kilmacthomas, 
County  Waterford,  were  prosecuted 
under  the  Prevention  of  Crime  Act  for 
interfering  with  a  hunt  there ;  whether 
it  was  a  uot  that  the  evidence  did  not 
show  that  any  violence  was  committed  ; 
whether  some  of  them  were  sentenced 
to  a  month's  imprisonment  with  hard 
labour ;  whether  others  were  sentenced 
to  B  fortnight ;  or  whether,  in  the  latter 
case,  it  was  desired  that  the  sentence 
should  be  increased?  He  also  wished 
to  asked  whether  it  was  s  fact  that, 
during  the  hearing  of  the  charges 
against  these  prisoners,  the  orders  of 
committal  were  printed  and  filled  up 
before  any  verdicts  had  been  returned 
at  ail?  He  would  ask  tiie  right  hoD. 
and  learned  Gentleman  another  question, 
in  order  to  show  how  the  law  was  dis- 
liked in  Ireland,  and  howitwas  adminis- 
tered  when  tiie  person  accused  happened 

Mr,  O'Donnell 


to  be  one  of  the  people,  and  when  the  per- 
son accused  happened  to  be  one  of  what 
was  called  the  gentry.  He  had  mentioned 
the  case  of  34  men  sentenced  to  hard  la- 
bour for  stopping  a  hunt.  The  case  on 
which  he  would  like  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  also  to  give  an  expla- 
nation was  one  that  occurred  in  Klldare 
the  other  day,  where  a  gentleman,  a  mem- 
ber of  the  hunt,  was  prosecuted  by  a  far- 
merforintimidationand  fornsing  threats. 
What  happened  in  that  case  ?  Was 
there  a  prosecution  brought  by  Uie 
police  under  the  Prevention  of  Crime 
Act  ?  No ;  in  this  case  it  was  left  to  the 
farmer  to  put  the  law  in  motion  against 
the  gentleman,  and  what  was  the  result  ? 
Whereas  the  farmers  and  labourers  for 
stopping  a  hunt  had  been  sentenced 
to  different  terms  of  imprisonment 
with  hard  labour,  the  prosecution  being 
brought  at  the  instance  of  the  police, 
the  gentleman  in  question  was  not  sent 
to  hard  labour,  but  was  simply  bound 
over  in  two  sureties  of  £5  each  to  keep 
the  peace.  How  could  the  Government 
expect  that  the  people  would  respect  the 
law,  when  a  farmer  who  obstructed  a 
huntsman  was  prosecuted  by  the  police 
and  sent  to  gaol,  and  when  a  member  of 
the  hunt  who  broke  the  law  was  simply 
bound  over  to  keep  the  peace  ?  If  a 
farmer  was  sent  to  gaol  for  threatening 
a  gentleman,  surely  a  gentleman  ahouH 
be  sent  to  gaol  for  threatening  a  ttam.&. 
If  the  Government  wished  that  the  lav 
in  Ireland  should  be  respected,  they 
should  make  it  clear  that  the  law  had  no 
respect  for  persons  ;  and  ho  hoped  that 
in  this  case  the  Committee  would  re- 
ceive some  satisfactory  explanation  from 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman. 
There  was  another  case  that  he  would 
mention,  in  order  to  show  what  the  Pre- 
vention of  Crime  Act  was  capable  of 
doing.  The  Committee  had  neard  a 
great  deal  of  the  absurd  prosecutions 
under  the  Statute  of  Edward  m.  at 
Armagh  Petty  Sessions  recently;  how 
James  M'Closkey  was  charged  for  put- 
ting out  his  tongue  in  a  threateniitf 
manner.  Surely  it  was  only  in  Ir^ano, 
under  the  Prevention  of  Crime  Act,  that 
such  a  thing  would  be  regaidad  as  an 
offence.  Therewasalsoanouier  case  of  in- 
justice, and  it  was  the  lost  one  he  should 
refer  to  ;  it  was  that  of  the  OToseoution 
of  the  Mayor  of  Wexford.  The  Mayor 
of  Wexford  had  been  cast  into  prison 
for  inserting  in  his  newspaper  a  oopy  of 
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a  resolution  passed  at  a  meeting  In  which 
sorrow  was  expressed  that  Jmin  Fljnn 
still  held  land  from  which  a  farmer  had 
been  evicted  12  months  ago.  That  was 
a  resolution  passed  at  a  meeting,  a  re- 
port of  which  the  Mayor  of  "Wexford,  as 
the  editor  of  a  paper,  received  in  an 
ordinary  way  of  buBiness ;  and  for  in- 
serting that  resolution  he  was  charged 
under  the  Prevention  of  Crime  Act,  and, 
as  the  Committee  knew,  sent  to  gaol. 
"When  the  Prevention  of  Crime  Bill  was 

{>as8ing  through  the  House  no  one  be- 
ieved  that  an  editor  would  be  brought 
up  under  the  7th  clause.  .  There  were 
special  clauses  dealing  with  the  Press, 
and  everybody  believed  that  the  pro* 
prietor  or  an  editor  of  a  paper  woula  not 
be  dealt  under  the  7th.  The 

Governxnenti  however,  diacorered  that 
by  the  7th  olanse  there  was  a  handy 
means  of  dealing  with  the  Mayor  of 
"Wexford,  and  thej  accordingly  put  it 
into  execution,  much  to  the  surprise  and 
oonstemation  of  the  whole  country.  It 
was  the  more  to  be  wondered  at  that  the 
Mayor  of  Wexford  was  committed  to 
prison  in  this  manner,  because  he  was 
the  first  prosecuted,  and  prosecuted  under 
a  clause  which  it  was  believed  would 
never  be  applied  to  the  Press.  It  gene- 
rally happened  that  when  a  man  was 
brought  up  under  a  new  Act  he  was  dis- 
charged simply  with  a  caution.  The 

firoceedings  m  this  case  were  particu- 
arly  unjust,  because  the  7th  clause  had 
been  enforced  against  a  man  who  was 
never  supposed  to  have  had  any  crimi- 
nal knomedge  at  all.  He  (Mr.  Leamy) 
maintained  tiiat  so  long  as  the  Govern- 
ment administered  the  Prevention  of 
Crime  Act  in  such  an  arbitrary  and  un- 
jast  manner,  bo  long  the  people  would 
regard  the  Act  as  an  engine  of  oppres- 
sion. In  conclusion,  he  simply  wished 
to  repeat  his  questions — wasit  a  fact  that 
meniQ  Ireland  had  been  sent  to  gaol  for 
stopping  a  hunt,  though  it  was  proved 
they  had  used  no  threat  or  violence ;  was 
it  a  fact  that  these  men  were  prosecuted 
by  the  police;  was  it  a  fact  that  a  gentle- 
man huntsman,  chained  with  an  equally 
grievous  offence,  was  not  prosecuted  by 
the  polioe,  and  was  only  bound  over  to 

keep  the  peace  ?  

MB.  H.  H.  FOWLER  said,  he  wished 
to  ask  two  questions  from  a  financial 
point  of  ^ew.  He  observed  that  the 
original  Estimate  under  this  head  was 
j&47,}t00,  and  tha(  tiie  8^m  actually  ex- 
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pended  last  year  was  £64,600.  This 
Vote  presented  all  the  vicious  appear- 
ances  of  Supplementary  Estimates,  for 
the  Government  produced  an  apparent 
reduction  of  something  like  £17,000, 
and  now  asked  for  an  additional  sum  of 
£40,000.  He  should  like  to  have  some 
explanation  of  this  matter.  He  also 
observed  that  £29,300  was  set  down  as 
fees  for  counsel,  in  addition  to  the  large 
sum  voted  for  the  Crown  Solicitor  and 
the  Sessional  Solicitor.  If  the  Com- 
mittee would  consider  the  matter,  they 
would  find  that  £29,300  was  at  the  nte 
of  £560  a- week  for  counsels'  fees;  and 
he  could  only  say  that  the  fees  paid  to 
counsel  in  Ireland  must  he  upon  a  renr 
different  scale  to  those  paid  to  English, 
counsel.  Then  they  came  to  the  sum  of 
£10,000  for  general  law  expenses,  and 
£15,000  for  prosecutors,  in  addition  to 
the  luge  snm  already  voted.  He  did 
not  intend  to  enter  upon  the  general 
questions  of  policy,  which  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  nad  raised ;  but  he  must 
say  that  if  any  Vote  on  this  Paper  in- 
dicated a  lavish,  he  thought  he  might 
almost  say  a  reckless,  expenditure,  it 
was  this  Vote. 

SiE  R.  AS8HET0N  CROSS  said,  it 
might  be  a  convenience  to  the  Committee 
to  know  whether,  after  this  Vote  was 
passed,  the  Government  would  not  con- 
sent to  report  Progress.  If  there  was 
no  assurance  of  that  kind,  he  should  be 
very  much  inclined  to  move  that  Pro- 
gress be  reported  now.  At  all  events, 
they  ought  not  to  go  beyond  this  Vote. 
There  was  a  fair  understanding,  when 
the  New  Rules  were  passed,  that  Sup- 
ply would  not  be  taken  too  lata  in  the 
night.   

Thb  CHANOELLORof  tbeEXCHE- 
QHER  (Mr.  Ohzldebs)  said,  that,  in  re- 
ply to  the  appeal  of  the  right  hon.  (gen- 
tleman opposite,  he  wished  to  state  very 
plainly  to  the  Committee  what  position 
Supply  was  in.  The  Government,  of 
course,  had  no  desire  to  sit  later  at  night 
than  was  absolutely  necessary ;  but  to- 
day they  had  very  carefuUy  ascertained, 
at  great  pains,  what  was  the  latest  day 
on  which  the  Supplementary  Estimates 
must  be  taken.  If  they  passed  the 
Supplementary  Estimates  and  Excess 
Votes  to-morrow,  it  would  be  possible  to 
conclude  the  necessary  Business  in  con- 
nection with  Ways  and  Means  on  Tues- 
day week— that  was  to  say,  they  would 
be  able  to  pass  a  Ways  and  Meaas  Act 
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on  that  day.  If,  on  the  other  hand, 
they  did  not  complete  the  Supplementary 
Votes  and  the  ifxcese  Votes  to-morroT, 
it  would  he  practically  impossible  for 
the  House  to  rise  for  the  Easter  Re- 
cess until  Thursday  fortnight,  the  day 
before  Good  Friday.  These  were  the 
simple  facts,  and  he  would  put  it  to  the 
Committee  whether  they  were  willing 
this  Business  should  be  thrown  off  tiU 
the  day  before  Good  Friday,  or  whether 
they  would  determine  to  get  through 
the  Supplementary  Votes  to-night  and 
to-morrow,  and  thus  rise  on  Tuesday 
week  7  Of  course,  if  the  House  and  the 
Committee  were  determined  not  to  go 
further  than  the  present  Vote  to-night, 
it  wonid  he  absolutely  impossible  for 
the  GoTemment  to  resist ;  but  he  would 
appeal  to  the  Committee  to  allow  the 
Chrremment  to  take  the  present  Vote 
now,  and  to  do  their  best  to-morrow  to 
get  thro^h  the  remaining  Votes. 

Mb.  "WTH.  smith  said,  he  was  sure 
there  was  every  desire  on  the  part  of 
hon.  Members  on  the  Opposition  side  of 
the  House  to  give  all  reasonable  assist- 
ance to  the  Government  in  taking  Votes 
which  were  necessary;  but,  on  the  other 
hand,  looking  at  the  importance  of  the 
Votes  to  be  considered,  he  thought  the 
House  would  be  prepared  to  undergo 
some  inconrenienoe  in  the  discharge  of 
a  ^  grave  public  duty,  even  though  it 
might  amount  to  their  not  rising  for  the 
Easter  Holidays  until  the  Thursday  in 
Passion  Week.  He  thought  there  was  a 
general  feeling  in  the  House  that  tho 
amounts  now  asked  for  the  Public  Ser- 
vice were  of  ao  grave  a  character  that 
they  ought  not  to  sit  to  an  hoar  of  the 
morning  when  it  was  utterly  imposnble 
that  the  Votes  could  receive  ttiat  con- 
sideration they  demanded.  Eia  ri^t 
hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer would  understand  that  he  did 
not  call  in  question  the  dates  and  figures 
he  mentioned ;  he  simply  rose  to  express 
the  belief  that  the  Committee  would  be 
perfectly  ready  to  put  themselves  to  some 
amount  of  personal  inconvenience  in 
order  that  these  Votes  might  receive 
proper  attention. 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOTJE  said,  he  thought 
that  the  Government  might  have  ex- 
pressed some  regret  at  the  position  in 
which  they  themselves  had  placed  the 
Committee.  They  knew  perfectly  well 
what  wae  the  law,  and,  had  they  referred 
to  any  almanack,  they  would  nave  seen 

J%e  Chancellor  of  th«  ^hequtr 


what  time  there  was  at  the  disposal  isi 
the  House  for  the  consideration  of  the 
Estimates.  They  passed  the  New  Bales 
of  Procedure  largely  with  the  view  of 
having  full  and  adequate  discussion  of 
the  Estimates.  Had  the  Government 
really  desired  that  the  Estimates  should 
receive  proper  attention,  they  ought  to 
have  called  the  House  together  earlier 
than  they  did ;  Easter  was  exceptionally 
early,  and,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  House 
met  exceptionally  late.  He  thought  it 
was  BO  important  that  theae  Estimates 
should  receive  adequate  discussion,  that 
he  should  very  much  prefer  taking  a 
Saturday  Sitting  rather  than  hurrying 
through  the  Votes  at  3  or  4  o*<uoclc 
in  the  morning,  when  there  was  but 
a  thin,  discontented,  and  incompetent 
House.   

Tbe  GHANCELLOB  of  thbEXCHE- 
QUEB  (Mr.  Childers):  The  Govern- 
ment  cotud  not  anticipate  that  the  debate 
on  the  Address  would  last  11  nights. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  It  happened 
last  year. 

Me.  T.  p.  0*C0NN0B  :  And  tho  year 

before. 

SiE  E.  ASSHETON  CROSS :  Do  wo 
understand  that  after  this  Vote  the  Go- 
vernment will  consent  to  report  Pro- 
gress ?   

Thb  CHANCELLOR  of  toxEXOHE- 
QUERCMr.  CHitDERs):  Yes. 

Mr.  FARNELL  said,  he  thought  it 
more  regular  that  this  discussion  uould 
proceed  on  the  Motion  to  report  Vxo- 
gress.  He  therefore  proposed  to  con- 
clude with  a  Motion  to  that  effect.  He 
joined  with  previous  speakers  that  the 
House  should  give  every  facility  to  the 
Government  to  enable  them  to  take 
Votes  in  Supply  at  a  proper  hour,  and 
it  had  been  suggested  that  it  would 
he  reasonable  to  take  a  Homing  or  a 
Saturday  Sitting.  It  was  perfectly  true 
that  tho  Government  had  been  placed 
in  a  difficulty  by  the  prolongation  of  the 
debate  on  the  Address;  but  it  was  a 
difficulty  that  they  might  very  readily 
have  foreseen— it  was  a  difficulty  which 
had  arisen  in  two  previous  Sessions,  fur 
the  debates  u^on  the  Address  on  both 
of  those  occasions  had  been  prolonged 
for  more  than  a  fortnight.  It  was  not 
very  reasonable  for  the  Government  to 
say — "We  require  these  Estimates  by 
to-morrow  night,  otherwise  we  shall  not 
be  able  to  adjourn  on  Tuesday  in  Pas- 
sion Week."   He  did  not  thinic  it  wa« 
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too  much  to  ask  the  House  of  Commoaa 
to  sit*  for  a  day  longer,  either  by  taking 
a  Saturday  Sitting,  or  by  taking  a 
Morning  Sitting,  or  even  by  ritting  a 
day  more  in '  PaBsion  Week,  in  oraer 
that  these  most  important  Estimates 
should  be  taken  decently  and  in  order. 
They  vere  at  present  engaged  in  dis- 
cussing a  Vote  of  a  most  exceptional 
character,  amounting  to  £40,000,  in  ad- 
dition to  the  Tery  largely  swollen  Vote 
which  they  had  previously  taken ;  and 
the  Committee  were  justified  in  believ- 
ing that  at  20  minutes  past  1  o'clock  in 
the  morning  the  facilities  for  discussing 
a  Vote  of  such  a  character  were  not 
those  they  were  entitled  to  demand.  He 
therefore  hoped  that  the  G-overnment 
would  agree  to  report  Progress  on  this 
important  Vote,  and  that  the^  would 
afford  those  facilities  for  criticizmg  their 
proceedings  and  their  action  which  the 
Constitution  required  when  the  Gtovem- 
ment  were  asking  the  Committee  to  vote 
money.  He  begged  to  move  that  the 
Chairman  do  now  zeport  Progress. 

Ifotion  made,  and  Question  put, 
"  Tluat  the  Chairman  do  report  Pto- 
gresB,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Mr. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  17; 
Noes  97  :  Majority  80.— (Div.  List, 
No.  22.) 

Original  Qnestion  again  proposed. 

Thb  attorney  general  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Poetee)  said,  that,  in 
reference  to  the  item  of  fees  for  counsel, 
it  was  a  fact  that  the  Estimate  for  this 
year  had  been  exceeded  very  consider- 
ably. The  total  Estimate  of  the  year 
under  the  head  of  Law  Charges  for 
Ireland  amounted  to  the  sum  of  about 
£86,000,  and  the  present  application 
was  im  a  Supplementaty  Vote  of 
£40,000.  The  expenditure  under  the 
same  head  last  year  was  about  £  1 06,000. 
He  supposed  it  was  not  expected  that 
the  law  expenses  would,  during  this 
present  year,  have  been  bo  very  largely 
icoreased.  The  increase  was  certainly 
due,  to  a  large  extent,  to  the  passing  of 
the  Prevention  of  Crime  Act.  If  it  nad 
not  been  for  the  passing  of  that  Act, 
there  would  not  have  been  trials  in 
many  murder  cases;  and  it  must  be 
remembered  that  the  trials  which  had 
taken  place  had  been  of  exceptional 
importance  and  exceptional  magnitude. 


l^  c.  Satiihalet.  1870 

In  many  of  those  oases  the  venue  had 
been  changed,  which  involved  oonsider- 
able  outlav;  and  he  was  quite  cer- 
tain the  House  would  not  have  con- 
sidered that  those  who  were  in  diarge 
of  these  important  matters  had  done 
their  duty  if  they  had  not  secured  the 
best  legal  ability  they  could  command. 
Tho  hon.  Member  was  in  error  in  assum- 
ing that  the  sum  in  the  Estimate  was 
exclusively  for  fees  to  counsel  and  to  the 
Law  Officers  ;  and  it  might  turn  out,  at 
the  end  of  the  financial  year,  that  this 
Vote  would  not  all  be  required.  In  the 
course  of  the  year  there  were  not  only 
ntunerous  and  expensive  murder  trials, 
but  a  great  many  other  cases  under  the 
Prevention  of  Grime  Act,  and  there  was 
also  the  regular  Assize,  which,  owing  to 
the  amount  and  pressure  of  the  business, 
was  unusually  prolonged.  That  circum- 
stance explained,  to  a  large  extent,  why 
the  general  law  expenses  and  the  fees 
to  counsel  were  mu<m  larger  this  yeur ; 
and  he  could  assure  the  Committee  that 
those  having  the  administration  of  this 
matter  in  Ireland  had  been  in  communi- 
cation with  the  Treasury,  giving  the 
matter  their  closest  attention,  a^  en- 
deavouring to  effect  the  utmost  economy 
in  their  power.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Galway  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  had  made 
several  complaints  against  the  Govern- 
ment in  the  course  of  his  observations. 
In  reference  to  the  prosecution  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  "Wexford  (^Mr.  Healy), 
that  matter  had  been  often  before  the 
House,  and  the  language  used  by  the 
hon.  Member  had  been  frequently  re- 
peated, and  had,  he  believed,  shocked 
the  country.  The  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  was  considered  to  be  of  such 
a  character  that  it  could  not  possibly  be 
allowed  to  pass  without  severe  censure, 
and  proceewngs  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment. The  proceedings  that  were 
taken  were  not  taken  under  the  Preven- 
tion of  Crime  Act;  and,  as  he  understood, 
that  was  one  of  the  complaints  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Galway,  beoaose  he 
aaked  why  the  proceedings  were  taken 
under  a  Statute  of  Charles  I.  They  were 
not  taken  imder  that  Statute  at  all,  al- 
though, to  a  certain  extent,  they  were 
controlled  by  regulations  passed  in  the 
Reign  of  Charles.  Many  political  rights 
and  privileges  depended  upon  Statutes 
of  that  age.  But  when  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber referred  to  this  ground  of  complaint, 
he  would  remind  uie  Committee  that, 
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nnder  the  piooeeduiff|i  agaioat  tiie  hon. 
Membra  for  WetSard,  hxm.  Gtaitle- 
man  had  it  in  his  power  at  any  time  to 
rive  seenrity  which  would  have  enabled 
him  to  attmd  to  his  Parliamentory 
duties.  Proceedings  were  taken  against 
him ;  and,  had  it  not  been  for  hia  own 
action  in  support  of  an  application  for 
postponement,  that  coincidence  of  time 

g>inted  ont  would  not  have  occurred, 
ut  while  the  hon.  Member  for  Galway 
objected  to  the  conduct  of  the  Gbvern- 
ment  in  not  proceeding  under  the  Pre- 
Tentiott  of  Orime  Act  in  that  case,  when 
he  came  to  the  case  of  Mr.  Harrington 
he  complained  because  the  Government 
did  proceed  under  that  Act. 

Me.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  had 
never  done  anything  of  the  kind.  He 
had  not  made  the  slightest  complaint  of 
Ifo.  Harrin^n  having  been  tried  nnder 
the  FreTenti<Hi  of  Orime  Act.  He  had 
complained  that  Mr.  Hanington  was 
dkarged  with  intimidating  lAxo  very 
people  who  had  subsequently  elected 

las  ATTOBNET  QENHBAL  ros 
IREL&IID  (Mr.  PoBT£B)  said,  that  if  he 
had  misunderstood  the  hon.  Gentleman 
it  was  unintentional ;  but  in  r^erence  to 
the  qaestion  of  intimidation,  it  did  not 
follow  that  because  persons  who  had 
been  intimidated  afterwards  came  for- 
ward and  signed  nomination  papers, 
therefore  the  intimidation  did  not  exist. 
He  ootild  not  accept  the  statement  in  the 
newspapers  as  totheoircumstanoes^about 
which  be  know  nothing  more  than,  pcw- 
sibly,  the  hon.  Member  did.  The  hon. 
Member  had  next  referred  to  the  con- 
duct of  the  juries  in  a  number  of  oases, 
and  expressed  his  opinion  tiiat  two  in- 
nocent men  had  been  convicted  and 
executed,  and  based  that  opinion  on  their 
having  inade  dying  declarations  of  inno- 
cence. He  was  not  present  at  the  trial 
to  whidi  the  hon.  Member  referred.  The 
laial  took  place  at  Cork.  The  case  was 
twice  tried ;  in  the  first  trial  the  j  ury  dis- 
agreed ;  but  in  the  second  there  was  a 
conviction.  He  was  acquainted  with 
the  evidence.  Nothing  could  have  been 
clearer  or  more  distinct  than  that  evi- 
dence, and,  in  his  opinion,  there  never 
was  a  case  more  dearly  and  conclusively 

f roved;  and  that  opinion  was  shared,  he 
elieved,  by  those  who  took  part  in  or 
were  present  at  the  trial.  These  men 
made  dyine  statements  that  were  incon- 
sistent wiu  their  guilt ;  but  tliose  state- 


ments  did  not  appear  to  him  to  be  of  As 
slightest  importanoe  in  a  matter  of  thia 
kind.  No  person  of  sense  could,  for  a 
moment,  lay  down  the  propoaitioa  tfut 
becanae  a  criminal  at  the  last  moment, 
and  evrai  nnder  solemn  circnnutanoes, 
announced  his  innocence,  Aerefore  the 
sentence  should  not  be  carried  oat.  If 
any  such  doctrine  were  laid  down,  very 
few  criminals  woald  ever  be  executed  ; 
for  a  man  who  would  commit  a  fiml  and 
base  murder  was  equally  capable  of 
making  a  declaration  of  innocence.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Dungarvaa  (Mr. 
O'Donnell)  had  used  some  strong  lan- 
guage as  to  the  constitution  of  the  juriea 
in  Dublin ;  but  in  reference  to  that 
question,  when  the  hon.  Member  epoka 
of  trials  conducted  without  a  shadow 
justice,  he  differed  &om  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Galway  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor), 
who  said  the  luamtraana  trials  w«m 
conducted  in  a  manna:  whkh  commended 
itself  to  amwovnl. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL:  I  was  re^brmg 
to  the  first  four  iriak  at  tiie  Lamm 
Assize,  where  the  juries  oonsisted  <rf 
Protestants. 

Thb  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  ran 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Poetbb)  replied,  that 
at  the  Lawaon  Assize  the  Judge  had  no 
morepoweritttheoonstitHttonofthejariee 
than  the  door-keeper  had;  and  witii 
regard  to  the  Maamtrasna  trials,  if  tJn 
hon.  Member  would  an^yize  the  juries, 
he  would  find  that  in  two  cases  the  joriee 
weresimilarlyconatituted.  [Mr.O'BEim: 
There  were  four  and  five.]  In  one  ease 
there  were ;  but  in  that  trud  there  was  a 
conviction.  Then,  with  r^ard  to  jury- 
packing,  those  oases  were  not  Party 
cases — there  was  no  question  of  Pko- 
teatants  and  Catholics ;  Hor  the  pemons 
charged  and  the  witnesses  were  Catho- 
lics. And  so,  in  ereiy  cas^  were  tiie 
unfortunate  victims  whme  death  was  the 
Bulgect  of  inquiry.  They  were  oases  of 
justice  being  administered ;  and  he  did 
not  believe  that  in  thwr  cooler  momeatt 
hon.  Members  would  say  that  Protest- 
ants would  be  guilty  of  the  orime  at 
returning  verdicts  against  innocent  men. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Waterford  City 
(Mr.  Leamy)  had  mentioned  several 
cases  of  the  administratitm  of  the  Pre- 
vention of  Crime  Act,  and  had  referreiil 
to  a  case  in  which  8i  men  were  sent  to 
prison  for  stepping  the  hunt.  Well,  he 
could  conceive  that  even  if  no  aasaolt 
was  ecMomitted,  and  no  bones  wsts 

Digitized  by  Google 


1873   Supply—Civil  Serviett,      {ICarck  8,  1883)  ^-t.  EttimaUt.  1874 


Inoken,  yet'  a  mob  of  40  peojde,  nsing 
Tifdent  language,  clearly  came  witlun 
the  daueeB  of  the  Aot ;  and  it  turned  out 
Hiat  one  person,  who  was  desoribed  as  a 
member  of  the  hunt,  used  language  of 
vhioh  the  justice  did  not  approve,  and  for 
which  he  was  punished.  It  was  not  con- 
ceivable  that  the  action  of  one  person 
against  40  would  amount  to  intimida- 
tion, and  that  caae  certainly  did  not 
come  within  the  claiises  of  the  Act.  The 
bon.  Member  mentioned  another  case  in 
which  a  magistrate,  who  was  stated  to 
have  taken  part  in  the  trial,  was  a  mem- 
ber of  the  hunt.  The  fact  of  the  magis- 
trate being  a  member  of  the  bant  did 
not  disqualify  him  from  sitting  on  the 
Bench ;  but  if  the  magistrate  were  pre- 
omt  on  the  oooaaion,  and  were  in  any 
way  mixed  up  with  the  transaction,  and 
afterwards  sat  on  the  Bench  and  adjudi- 
cated on  tiie  case,  he  thought  that  was  a 
case  of  inadvertenoe  on  the  part  of  the 
magistrate.  The  bon.  Member  also  re- 
ferred to  the  case  of  a  newspaper  editor 
who  had  written  an  intimidating  article, 
and  said  that  was  the  first  offence  of  the 
editor,  and  was  not  of  that  character  to 
which  it  was  supposed  the  Act  would 
apply.  He  did  not  know  on  what  ground 
it  was  supposed  that  the  Act  would  not 
apply  to  a  newspaper;  and  he  could 
ccmeeiTeofnocase  of  intimidation  coming 
more  clearfy  under  the  Act  than  publioa- 
tion  in  a  newspaper.  If  publication  by 
word  of  mouth  was  intimidation,  far 
more  would  publication  be  in  a  news- 
paper, which  was  circulated  all  over  the 
world.  It  seemed  to  him  that  there  had 
been  no  reason  shown  why  this  Vote 
should  notpasa. 

Mb.  LABOnCHEEE  said,  it  seemed 
to  him  that  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  made  no  sort  of  reply  to 
the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler) 
with  regard  to  the  economical  question. 
He  had  stated  that  there  had  been  many 
more  cases  in  consequence  of  the  Fre- 
Tention  of  Crime  Act.  Of  course  there 
were;  but  £18,000  were  put  down  for 
fees  to  counsel  in  cases  arising  from  that 
Act  alone.  Could  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Qentleman  state  how  many 
oases  did  arise  from  that  Aot?  Were 
there  100  prosecutions  ?  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  wonld  not  say 
there  were  more  than  100 ;  therefore,  if 
there  were  not  more,  then  counsel  re- 
ceived in  each  case  £180.  Now,  in  Ire- 
laud,  as  a  role,  when  a  man  was  prose- 


cuted,  he  gave  counsel  £10  or  £15.  and 
fbr  that  he  generally  got  Queen's  Coun- 
sel. Why  did  the  Government  thrust 
this  expenditure  upon  the  country  ?  He 
had  always  wondered  why  there  were  so 
many  barristers  opposite.  The  reason 
was  that  there  was  a  r^^ular  system  of 
bribery  in  Ireland.  It  was  preposterous, 
unless  it  was  to  be  said  that  everyone 
who  went  to  the  Bar  in  Ireland  was  to 
be  bribed  to  remain  one  of  the  English 
garrison,  that  this  Vote  should  be  passed. 
Without  going  into  the  question  in  de- 
tail, he  l^onght  a  great  deal  of  what 
hon.  Members  opposite  said  was  -^t- 
fectly  right  on  the  mere  economical 
question ;  and  unless  he  heard  a  clear 
explanation  from  the  Attorney  General 
for  Irdand,  or  from  the  Chief  Beoretary, 
respec^g  Ihis  enormous  erpenditure, 
he  shonld  Toto  with  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite.  Taking  the  number  of  cases 
at  100,  counsel  in  each  case  got  £180 ; 
but  there  was  also  an  item  of  £15,000 
for  Crown  Prosecutors,  who,  he  sup- 
posed, were  solicitors.  Therefore,  the 
solicitors  made  £150  in  each  case,  and 
counsel  £180.  That  was  too  much ;  and 
he  thought  that  if  the  English  Attorney 
General  were  present,  he  would  say 
that,  although  admitting  that  in  Eng- 
land the  fees  were  excessive,  especially 
when  the  Government  paid  them,  stiU 
these  fees  were  far  in  excess  of  any  fees 
given  in  this  country. 

Me.  DAWSON  said,  he  thought  these 
facts  threw  light  on  the  whole  history  of 
Ireland.  The  country  had  been  re- 
duced to  such  a  state  of  prostration 
under  English  government,  that  there 
was  no  successful  thing  there  to  be  com- 
pared with  the  rich  harvest  of  the  law 
in  these  cases.  In  an  Irish  Court  to 
ask  a  question  or  make  a  motion  there 
must  be  five  or  six  counsel.  It  was  the 
etiquette  that  one  must  ask  the  question 
first ;  then  another  must  ask  it ;  and 
then  a  third,  and  so  on.  That  was  why 
the  Government  could  not  find  money 
for  relieving  the  people.  Where  was 
the  spirit  of  Plunket  and  Bush  ?  Where 
was  the  spirit  even  of  a  man  like  Butt 
or  MacDonagh,  or  other  mea  who  had 
gone  to  the  Bar  and  won  credit  ?  It  was 
all  gone ;  and  there  was  no  spirit  now 
alive  but  that  which  was  kept  viciously 
alive  by  these  over- payments.  That  was 
the  whole  explanation.  This  accounted 
for  the  pnwtration  of  the  glorious  pro- 
fession of  the  Irish  Bar ;  and  he  didnot 
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think  bon.  Gentlemen  wotild  deny  that 
that  this  must  suggeet  to  the  Irieh 
people  a  raiton  d'etre  for  these  continual 
Crimee  Acts  and  pTosecutiona.  They 
were  the  only  harvest  left  in  an  im- 
poverished coantry  for  a  degenerate  Pro- 
fession. 

Mb.  JUSTIN  M'CARTHT  felt  that 
so  many  new  questions  arose  ovt  of 
these  facts  that  it  would  be  impossible 
to  disouaa  them  with  advantage  that 
night.  The  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land had  said  he  would  not,  at  that  hour 
of  the  night,  enter  into  details;  but 
what  were  these  questions  if  details  were 
not  entered  into  ?  Some  of  the  details 
involved  the  whole  heart  of  the  ques- 
tions at  issue ;  but  they  could  not  be 
discussed  now.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  been  most 
anxious  to  do  the  best  he  oould  in 
putting  bis  case  before  the  Committee. 
He  said — "  I  shall  not  go  into  this  ques- 
tion ;  "  "I  am  not  acquainted  with  the 
other  question ; "  "I  have  the  question 
under  consideration ; "  and  so  be  passed 
from  point  to  point,  and  be  bad  for  his 
sole  support  the  *<  atill  small  Toioe  "  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Stockton  (Mr. 
Dodds).  He  could  say  nothing  but 
"According  to  the  best  of  my  judg- 
ment ; "  "I  beliere  that  this  is  the  oon- 
cluuon  I  bare  formed ; "  and  so  on.  He 
did  not  disr.u8s  a  single  point,  and  gave 
no  reasons  to  the  Committee.  It  was 
the  idlest  waste  of  time  to  go  on  pro- 
fessing to  discuss  these  questions  under 
such  conditions,  and  at  such  an  hour. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said 
the  Government  found  themselves  deter- 
mined to  go  to  a  certain  point  of  Supply 
within  a  certain  time  that  night  or  to- 
morrow. What  did  that  mean  ?  That 
the  Government  were  determined  to 
pass  this  Vote,  discussion  or  no  discus- 
sion; that  they  were  determined  to  dra- 
goon the  Committee  to  pass  Votes  in  a 
certain  time.  Why  should  the  House 
not  have  a  Morning  Sitting  on  Saturday, 
or  «t  until  Thursday  week,  the  day  be- 
fore Good  Friday?  Surely  there  was 
nothing  so  serious  in  those  penalties 
that  the  Committee  must  pass  important 
Votes  of  this  kind,  involving  great  sums 
of  money,  without  receiving  any  reasons. 
He  should  move  that  the  Chairman  do 
now  leave  the  Chair. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."— (3£r.  Jtutin  McCarthy.) 
Mr.  DawMH 


Mr.  sexton  said,  he  wished  to  re- 
call the  statement  made  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer.  The  right  bon. 
Gentleman  said  that  if  they  got  through 
the  necessary  Votes  to-morrow  night 
they  would  suffer  no  matorial  inconve- 
nience. After  the  Vote  now  before  the 
Committee,  there  were  only  three  others 
upon  which  the  Irish  Members  de- 
sired to  offnr  any  lengthened  obser- 
vations— namely,  those  for  the  Land 
Clommi88ion,the  Metropolitan  Polke,  and 
the  Irish  Prisons.  They  had  no  d«Bre 
to  delay  the  Committee  for  a  single 
moment  on  any  Vote  on  which,  in  their 
opinion,  it  was  not  necessary  to  obtain 
explanations.  But  in  reference  to  this 
Vote  they  thought  explanations  were 
necessary.  There  bad  been  no  real 
discussion  upon  the  Vote  ;  the  discussion 
had  been  all  on  one  side.  They  claimed 
their  right  to  bear  what  the  responsible 
Minister  for  Ireland  bad  to  say.  This 
was  not  a  matter  for  a  "  dry-as-dust '* 
exposition,  but  for  a  statement  of  polity. 
All  that  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land had  shown  was  that,  though  Ire- 
land was  a  miserable  country  for  Uie 
people,  it  was  a  good  country  for  the 
lawyers.  Not  onfy  was  it  true  that 
there  was  a  bribe  for  every  lawyer; 
but  he  actually  believed  that  Oonnty 
Chairmanships,  luspectorsbips  on  the 
^fVrroft^^  -  ■-  -  - 

Thb  CHAIRMAN :  Under  the  New 
Bules  the  bon.  Member  is  bound  to 
confine  himself  to  the  Question  before 
the  Committee,  which  ia  that  I  leave 
the  Chair. 

Me.  SEXTON  said,  be  thought  the 
Question  was  the  necessity  of  taking 
this  Vote.  This  was  not  a  suitable  time 
for  disposing  of  the  Vote  ;  for,  a^r  a 
considerable  discussion  on  this  side,  they 
had  only  received  a  dry  legal  speech— 
and  in  the  presence  of  the  responsible 
Minister  for  Ireland— and  until  the 
Chief  Secretary  replied  the  discussion 
could  not  be  satisfactorily  concluded. 

Mr.  PAHNELL  said,  he  could  not 
understand  why  the  Government  dnng 
so  pertinaciously  to  having  this  Vote 
that  night.  A  certain  amount  <d  dis> 
cussion  must  take  place  upon  it  before 
it  was  obtained ;  and  it  was  manifest 
that  that  discussion  could  not  be  pro- 
ceeded with  with  advantage  that  night 
The  Committee  was  not  in  a  frame  of 
mind  to  listen  to  arguments  raising  th« 
importantquestions  it  would  be  neoeasai^ 
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to  bring  before  the  CammitteB;  and, 
taking  all  the  oircumstances  iato  con- 
sideration, it  was  not  reasonable  to  ex- 
pect the  Oommittee  to  Bit  up  any  later 
now.  Suppose  the  Ooremment  agreed 
to  a  Motion  to  report  Progress,  would 
tbej  lose  any  time  by  giving  to  Mem- 
bers from  Ireland  fa<nlitLes  which  they 
asked  for,  for  discoasing  the  queationB 
they  wished  to  diBonss  f  The  Qordm- 
ment  might  bargain  with  the  !E*ront 
Opposition  Bench  not  to  take  the  rest 
of  the  Votes  that  night;  but  it  would 
be  necessary  to  go  into  Oommittee  of 
Supply  on  some  other  day ;  and  on  the 
Motion  for  that  purpose  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers could  raise  the  question  of  his  hon. 
Friends  the  Members  for  Wexford  (Mr. 
Healy)  and  Westmeath  (Mr.  Harring- 
ton). That  question  had,  however, 
ready  been  partially  gone  into  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Galway  (Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor),  and  it  would  be  capable  of 
an  answer  &om  the  Ohief  Secretary.  It 
vould  be  fair  and  right  to  give  the 
light  hon.  Gentleman  time  to  consider 
the  Important  considerations  placed  be- 
fore the  Oommittee  with  regard  to  the 
release  of  these  two  hon.  Members,  or 
tileir  ooatiDtMd  detention,  between  now 
and  the  next  Sitting  of  the  Oommittee. 
When  he  introdnoed  a  Motion  to  refer 
the  question  of  the  imprisonment  of  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Wexford 
(Mr.  Healy)  as  a  Question  of  Privilege 
to  a  Select  Oommittee,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  admitted  it  was  a  matter 
which  might  profitably  and  properly 
occupy  the  attention  of  the  House.  It, 
of  course,  became  a  question  for  the 
House  to  consider  what  time  they  ought 
to  take  before  bringing  the  matter  before 
the  attention  of  the  Oommittee;  and 
they  certainly  had  been  under  a  con- 
siderable hope,  and  they  did  still  hope, 
that  if  the  GhsTemment  rMieived  a  little 
more  time  for  the  oonsidaration  of  the 
matter,  the  time  that  they  now  ni^^ 
upon  the  Gtoremniant  to  take  by  agree- 
ing to  the  proposal  to  report  Progress, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chi«f  Be- 
cretaiy  tothe  Lord  lieutenant  would  find 
himscdf  in  a  position  to  g^ve  more  satis- 
factory assurances  to  hon.  Members  sit- 
ting on  the  Irish  Benches  than  he  had 
et  been  able  to  give.  They  hoped  that 
y  the  adoption  of  the  Motion  they  now 
made  there  would  be  a  distinct  gain  in 
the  matter  of  the  progress  of  Public 
business  and  the  progress  of  Supply. 


He  and  his  hon.  Friends  trusted  that 
the  Government  would  be  able  to  see 
their  way  to  release  the  hon.  Member 
for  Wexford,  in  ordw  that  he  might  be 
able  to  be  present  next  Wednee^y  on 
the  debate  on  the  Land  Bill  which  he 
was  80  largely  instrumental  in  drafting. 
And  now  he  would  ask  the  Government 
what  they  hoped  to  gain  by  asking  for 
this  Vote  that  night  ?  It  must  havo 
been  {Mainly  seen  by  the  course  of  the 
debate  that  these  were  various  matters 
of  great  importance  requiring  further 
time  for  o^wsideration.  There  was  the 
question  of  the  swollen  payments  that 
were  proposed  to  be  made  to  the  law- 
yers. They  had  heard  that  a  new 
light  had  dawned  on  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampt<Hi  (Mr.  Labouchere)  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton 
(Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler);  and  they  had  every 
reasMi  to  hope  that  if  a  little  more  time 
were  allowed,  perhaps  that  light  might 
be  increased  and  intmsified,  and  that 
those  hon.  Members  might  derive  the 
greatest  possible  benefit  by  the  delay 
asked  for.  There  were  consideratums 
of  immense  importanoe  in  oonneotion 
with  this  Vote,  whioh  had  not  yet  been 
put  before  the  Oommittee ;  and  he  would 
ask  the  noble  Marquess  the  Leader  of 
the  Govemment  (l^e  Marquess  of  Har- 
ting^on)  whether  he  really  thought 
there  was  any  material  advantage  to  be 
gained  by  refusing  the  concession  now 
asked — namely,  that  they  might,  at  a 
more  reasonable  time  than  the  present, 
be  called  upon  to  discuss  this  matter  ? 

The  Maequess  of  HAETINGTON 
said,  some  r^ret  had  been  expressed 
that  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  had  not  replied  to  the 
speeches  that  were  made  &om  the  other 
side  of  the  House.  His  right  hon.  Friend 
would  be  perfectly  ready,  even  at  a  later 
hour,  to  say  what  he  had  to  say  on  this 
subject ;  but  he  (the  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington)  feared,  trom  the  observations 
that  had  just  fallen  &om  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Oity  of  Cork  (Mr.  Famell), 
that  there  was  no  disposition  to  allow 
the  Govemment  to  take  this  Vote  thai 
night,  and  he  was  a&aid  that  the  Gh>- 
vemmoni  found  themsdves  not  in  a 
position  to  press  the  Committee.  He 
hoped,  however,  he  might  gather  from 
the  observations  that  had  just  fallen 
from  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Pamell), 
that  if  the  Govemment  acceded  to  the 
Motion  now  made,  that  there  would  bo 
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no  disposition  on  the  part  of  him  or  bia 
hon.  Friends  to  interpose  any  obataoles 
to  the  Speaker  leaving  the  Ohair  to- 
morrow when  the  Motion  was  put ;  and 
he  hoped  he  might  also  take  it  for 
granted  that  the  discussion  on  these 
Votes  to-morrow  would  not  be  protracted 
to  any  unreasonable  length.  He  must 
remind  the  Committee  that,  after  all, 
(bey  were  only  disonesing  Supplementary 
Yotes,  and  that  it  would  be  posmble  to 
discuss  the  principleB  involved  in  the 
Totes  when  the  Estimates  of  the  year 
were  brought  up.  He,  therefore,  would 
ask  hon.  Qentleraen  to  confine  them- 
selres,  as  much  as  possible,  to  such  ex- 
ceptional matters  as  might  be  iuToIred 
in  the  Supplementally  Estimates.  If  the 
Motion  now  before  the  Committee  were 
withdrawn  he  would  agree  to  report 
Progress. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Beaoluticaks  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 

Committee  also  repcnrt  Frogress ;  to  sit 
again  7h-morrow. 

ISLE  OF  MAir  (HABB0UR8)  BILL. 
(Jfr.  JohnSdmtf  Jfr.  Chamheriain.) 
[bill  101.]     8K00NL  HEADINa. 

Otdex  for  Seocmd  Beading  read. 

Mb.  J.  HOLMS,  in  moving  that  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  eeoond  time,  said,  it 
was  to  give  the  Government  of  the 

Inland  power  to  raise  money  by  pas- 
senger duties  for  the  purpose  of  repair- 
ing their  harbours  ;  and  when  he  told 
the  House  that  the  Bill  had  the  sanction 
of  the  people  of  the  Island,  and  bad  also 
received  the  sandmen  of  the  Treaaary,  he 
did  not  imagine  any  opposiUoii  would 
be  offered  to  the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  tiie  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (afr.  /.  Svlmt.) 

Motion  agretd  U. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommiited 
for  Thartday  next. 

BOEOUQH  FRANCHISE  (IRELAND) 
BILL.— [Bill  22.] 
{Ur,  Sifiggr,  Mr.  DamoHt  Mr.  Orag^Mr.  Callm, 

Mr.  Ltm^.y 
SKOND  BUBina.    [adjoubitkd  sibatk.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  to  miona  Bead- 
ing  [Tth  March] 

Th*  Marjueu  of  Bartit^ton 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (ifr.  Dawion.) 

Mb.  SFEAEEB:  The  hon.  Member 
sees  there  la  an  Amendment  to  the  Bill 
in  the  name  of  the  lion.  Member  for 

Downpatrick  CMr.  Mulholland). 

Mr.  PARNELL  asked  whether  that 
Amendment  did  not  come  under  the 
alteration  of  the  Bale  known  as  the  Half- 
past  Twelve  o'clock  Bule,  by  which  it 
was  provided  that  a  Kotice  of  opposition 
must  be  renewed  in  writing  ?  It  appear^ 
to  him  that  that  Notice  had  not  been 
renewed  in  tho  case  of  this  Bill,  aa  there 
was  not  a  letter  of  opposition  before  the 
Order. 

Me.  SPBAKEB  :  This  Order  of  the 
Day  is  on  the  Order  Book,  under  the 
Order  of  the  House,  and  an  Ammdment 
is  attached  to  tlie  Order  of  the  Day.  Thn 
Amendment  stands  on  the  Paper.  It  is 
quite  obvious  that  until  that  Amendment 
is  withdrawn  the  Order  of  thie  Day 
comes  within  the  operation  of  the  Bnle^ 

Me.  DAWSON  said,  that,  with  tlie 
permission  of  the  House,  lie  would  put 
the  Bill  down  for  to-morrow. 

Adjoomed  Debate  fmih»T  M^imiMt  tiU 


LilTD  DRAINAOB  FBOTIBZOITAL  OBDBB  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  HiBBBtrr,  Bill  to  conflns  \ 
ProTUonal  Oid«r  and«r  "  Xlie  Land  Dtsimge 
Act,  1861,"  rektii^  to  Bur^  SuiU  Potec  Im- 
nrovements,  sitoate  in  tho  parish  of  Butgh 
baint  Peter,  in  the  county  of  Norfolk,  ori2rnrf 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  HiBBEax  and  Secretary 
Sir  WiLLiAH  Hakcourt. 

BU]  pm»nUd^\  r«ad  the  first  time.  [Bill  1 14.] 

House  a^oorsed  at  a  qnattar 
after  Two  o'clock. 


HOtrSE   OF  LOBDS, 
THins,  9th  Sf»reh,  1«88. 


MINUTE8.]— Skmct  Oohmiibb— Land  Lmt 

(Irdand),  mamimatHt. 
Pdbuo  BshU~Firat  Jtmjwv— Sal*  of  lA^tm 

on  Sunday  (Ireland)  *  [17J. 
Third  Readinff—Couad^iaioi  Fond,  ftc.  (Ponnii- 

nent  Char^ Redemption)  Act  (1873)Amaid- 

meat  *  [13j,  and  ptmed. 
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MALTA  (CONSTITUTION  AND 
ADMINISTRATION}. 

UOTION  FOB  AS  ADDRESS. 

Earl  DE  LA  "WAEE,  in  rising  to 
call  attention  to  the  affairs  of  Malta, 
with  special  reference  to  Oorrespondence 
Tes^eoting  tlie  constitution  and  admioiB- 
tration  of  Malta  pTeaented  to  Parliament 
inAtigpist,  1882;  and  to  more  for  fur- 
ther Papers  and  Correspondence  relating 
thereto,  said,  that  the  subject  wfts  one 
which  had  often  engaged  the  attention 
of  Parliament  and  of  the  Government. 
There  had  been  Petitions,  addresses  to 
Colonial  Secretaries,  correspondence  with 
the  Maltese  Government,  and  all  sub- 
stantially agreeing  in  one  point — namely, 
that  some  modification  was  required  in 
the  farm  of  Government  now  existing 
in  the  Island.  The  Papers  showed  how 
far  from  satisfactory  was  the  condition 
of  the  inhabitants.  Poverty  and  men- 
dicity vere  constantly  increasing.  The 
dweUings  of  the  labouring  class  and 
poor  were  unhealthy ;  agrioultiire  from 
TariouB  causes  was  not  developed ;  com- 
merce and  shipbuilding  were  almost  at 
a  standstill,  while  no  efforts  were  made 
jbo  encourage  industry  and  enteiprize. 
He  did  not  propose  to  enter  into  details 
upon  these  subjects  ;  but  he  might  add, 
from  his  personal  knowledge  of  Malta, 
that  he  did  not  think  that  picture  was 
very  far  from  being  correct.  As  to  the 
alleged  cause  of  distress  and  want  of 
improvement  in  the  country,  it  might  be 
briefly  stated  that  it  was  attributed  to 
the  form  of  Government  which  had  ex- 
isted in  Malta  since  it  became  a  part  of 
the  British  Dominions.  It  was  that 
there  was  a  Military  Governor  only,  and 
that  there  was  no  Civil  Administrator 
of  the  civil  functions  of  the  Government. 
During  the  period  that  Malta  had  been 
annexed  to  the  British  Crown  there  had 
been  one  Civil  Governor,  Mr.  More 
O'Ferrall,  and  he  held  the  office  only  a 
short  time.  As  to  the  objection  which 
was  sometimes  raised  with  regard  to 
the  appointment  of  a  Civil  Governor  in 
place  of  a  military  one  —  that  Malta 
being  a  fortress  of  great  importance  to 
the  Imperial  interests  of  this  country  it 
would  not  be  possible  to  intrust  the 
supreme  authority  to  a  civilian — he  ad- 
mitted there  was  some  weight  in  the 
argument ;  but  it  might  be  answered 
that  the  General  commanding  the  forces 
would  retain  the  entire  military  autho- 


rity and  command  of  Malta  as  a  fortress, 
but  at  the  same  time  there  might  be  a 
Civil  Administrator  responsible  to  the 
Colonial  Office,  who  would  preside,  as- 
sisted by  a  Council,  over  the  local  and 
general  internal  affairs  of  the  country. 
Precedents  of  such  a  kind  might  be 
found  in  the  Colonies ;  but  in  hardly  any 
of  the  British  Dependencies  had  Britiw 
subjects  had  bo  few  British  rights  in  the 
way  of  self-government  as  the  Maltese. 
In  reviewing  the  history  of  Malta  since 
it  first  became  subject  to  the  British 
Crown,  which  it  did  by  its  own  act,  it 
was  hardly  possible  not  to  see  that  Malta 
had  been  regarded  almost  as  a  fortress 
only,  with  comparatively  little  considera- 
tion for  its  development  as  a  country 
possessing  a  hard-working  and  indus- 
trious population.  It  had  been  heavily 
taxed  for  Imperial  purposes,  while,  at 
the  same  time,  little  progress  had  been 
made  in  the  material  welfare  of  the 
people.  He  ylras  not  argaing  that  g^at 
advantages  would  at  once  be  gained  by 
the  appointment  of  a  Civil  Governor ; 
it  would  be  a  work  of  time.  Neither 
did  he  suppose  that  muoh  good  had  not 
resulted  Irom  the  offloe  bein^  held  by 
distinguished  military  men,  acbng  under 
the  highest  sense  of  duty  and  responsi- 
bility as  Gt>vemor8 ;  bat,  at  the  same 
time,  he  could  not  bat  think  that  if  a 
Civil  Administrator  were  appointed  bene- 
fits would  accrue  in  the  development  of 
the  resources  of  the  country,  and  in  pro- 
moting the  general  welfare  of  the  popu- 
lation. But  there  was  a  further  ques- 
tion, not  necessarily,  though  in  a  great 
measure,  connected  with  that  to  which 
he  had  referred—he  meant  not  only  the 
extension  of  the  franchise  in  the  election 
of  non-official  Members  of  the  Council, 
but  that  the  Council  should  have  a 
greater  control  over  the  expenditure  of 
the  country,  and  in  matters  of  local 
legislation  and  the  imposition  of  taxes. 
Very  urgent  representationa  had,  from 
time  to  time,  been  made  by  pwsona  of 
influence,  and  by  the  inhabitants  gene- 
rally of  Malta,  showing  that  control  in 
these  matters  was  enjoyed  by  British 
subjects  iu  almost  all  other  places.  A 
Petition,  signed  by  upwards  of  8,000 
inhabitants,  was  presented  to  Parliament 
in  1879 ;  this  was  followed  by  an  address 
to  which  a  reply  was  given  by  the  noble 
Earl  opposite,  then  Colonial  Secretary, 
and  now  Secretary  of  State  for  India. 
That  reply  was  referred  to  in  a  eubsa- 
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quent  Petition  sa  haviog  "  produced  a 
most  painful  impreenon  among  the  whole 
population,"  the  noble  Earl  having  de- 
clined to  take  any  steps  in  answer  to 

the  prayer  of  the  Petition.  It  was 
not  diflioult  to  eee  where  the  objee- 
tion  laid  with  regard  to  thia  Council. 
The  Oounoil  was  composed  of  10  offi- 
cial Members,  and  eight  elected  Mem- 
bers ;  consequently,  when  any  question 
arose,  not  only  of  Imperial  interest,  but 
also  of  local  interest  or  taxation,  the  rote 
might  be  carried  by  the  oiBcial  Members 
against  the  elected  Members  of  the  Coun- 
cil. This  occurred  in  a  recent  instance  on 
a  question  of  drainage,  where  the  unani- 
mons  Tote  of  the  elected  Members  was  de- 
feated by  the  votes  of  the  official  Mem- 
bers. He  regretted  to  find  that  the  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Oamarvon).  who  was 
not  now  in  his  place,  laid  down  this  doc- 
trine, when  Colonial  Secretary,  that  this 
power  of  out-voting  the  elected  Mem- 
bers should  be  retained  by  the  Imperial 
Government,  even  on  questions  of  local 
interest  and  taxation.  Very  different, 
however,  was  the  language  of  some 
other  Colonial  Secretaries.  Lord  Card- 
well,  when  Colonial  Secretary  in  1864, 
raid — 

"  I  will,  however,  take  this  ojiportunity  of 
expressing  the  desire  of  Her  Slajesty's  Govern- 
ment  that  this  principle  should  never  he  lost 
sight  of  hy  thosA  who  admiDister  tho  Govennnent 
oi  Malta— that  great  coosideratioa  should  be 
Bhown  to  the  opinions  of  Uie  elected  Memhers 
ckI  Council  in  matters  of  local  and  dotoeatio 
interest ;  and,  above  all,  that  no  Yote  of  money 
dioold  be  passed  against  the  najorit;  of  ihe 
elected  Members  except  under  very  special  cir- 
cumstances in  whioh  the  public  interests  or 
credit  were  seriously  at  stake." 

Lord  Gbey  also  in  1868,  when  Colonial 
Secretary,  in  Lord  Bnssell's  Qovemment, 
said  that  every  opportunity  ought  to  be 
taken  of  giving  increased  development 
to  rejffesentative  institutions  where  tliey 
already  existed,  but  in  an  imperfect 
order ;  and  he  added  that  it  was  wise 
and  politic  to  intrust  the  civil  govern- 
ment to  a  person — Mr.  More  O'Ferrall — 
who,  not  being  burdened  with  the  com- 
mand of  the  troops,  might  have  more 
leisure  to  look  closely  into  the  state  of 
its  civil  affairs,  and  ascertain  what 
improvements  were  required  in  their 
management.  He  believed  that  they 
might  look  for  these  questions,  so  vital 
to  the  interests  of  Malta,  meeting  with 
due  consideration  at  the  hands  of  Her 
Uajeety*B  Government.   The  noble  Earl 

Earl  Se  la  Warr 


opposite  the  late  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  (the  Earl  of  Ejmberiey\ 
in  a  deapatoh  of  the  24th  of  June,  1882, 
now  took  a  more  fkvoarable  view  of  the 

claims  of  the  Maltese  people.  He  said — 

"The  arguments  in  favour  of  appointing  a 
Civil  (Governor  to  administer  the  Government  of 
Mnlta  have  received  my  special  attention." 

And,  again—- 

"  I  do  not  desire  it  to  he  enpposed  that  I  am 
inssnnble  to  the  oonriderations  to  which  it  may 
be  admitted  tiiie  jpiesMit  cironnutsooes  of  tlia 
Island  lend  inneaamg  force  in  favonr  of  intnut- 
lag  the  Government  to  a  civil  officer  of  ex- 
perience. " 

These  statements  afforded  ground  for 
hope  that  the  just  and  reasonable  de- 
mands of  the  Maltese  people  would  re- 
ceive fair  consideration,  and  that  the  in- 
habitants of  the  Island  would  be  plaeed 
under  a  Qovemment  which  would  give 
to  British  subjeots  British  rights  by  en- 
abling them  to  manage  their  loeal  and 
domestic  affairs,  and  to  exercise  a  due 
control  over  the  taxation  of  the  country. 

Moved,  "  That  an  fanmbla  Address  be  pre- 
sented to  Her  Majesty  for  further  papers  and 
correspondence  respecting  the  consbttrtfaw  and 
admtnutootifHi  of  Malta."— <7X«  Sari  Jk  £m 
IFarr.) 

Viscount  SIDMOUTH  said,  that  he 
had  recently  returned  from  Malta,  where 
he  had  heard  a  great  deal  of  the  sub- 
jects referred  to  by  the  noble  Earl.  In 
his  opinion — and  his  experience  of  Malta 
extended  over  40  years — it  was  not  cor- 
rect to  say  that  the  inhabitants  were 
unanimousV  in  favour  of  the  ^point- 
ment  of  a  Civil  Governor.  The  Maltese 
did  not  speak  of  the  days  when  the 
affairs  of  the  Idiand  were  administered 
by  a  Civil  Governor  aa  days  of  unnsnsl 
prosperity.  It  was  true  the  rule  of  Mr. 
More  CFerrall  had  been  very  popular; 
but  then  the  fact  of  tiiat  gentieman 
being  a  Boman  Catholic  prejudiced  the 
I&landers  somewhat  in  his  favour.  The 
appointment  of  a  Civil  Governor  was 
not  the  great  want  in  Malta.  What  the 
people  complained  of  was  that  proper 
sympathy  was  not  extended  to  them  by 
the  authorities  at  home  and  those  who 
governed  them,  and  this  complaint 
should  receive  consideration.  The  lets 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  said 
on  one  occasion  that  he  was  of  opinion 
that  the  number  of  voters  was  not  in 
proportion  to  the  population  of  the 
Island,  and  held  out  hopes  that  the  sub* 
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ject  would  receWe  the  attention  of  the 
GoTemment.  At  present  there  were 
only  3,300  electors  out  of  a  population 
of  160,000.  The  noble  Earl,  with  less 
than  his  usual  accuracy,  said  that  the 
franchise  should  be  extended  to  allper- 
eons  who  paid  rates  and  taxes.  There 
"waa,  however,  no  such  person  as  a  tax- 
payer in  the  Island  ;  and  people  thought 
that,  by  making  such  a  statement,  the 
noble  Earl  showed  that  he  had  not  paid 
80  much  attention  to  the  question  as  he 
ought  to  have  paid  to  it.  The  fact  was 
that  the  people  of  Malta  bad  been  treated 
more  like  a  conquered  people  than  as 
men  who  ought  to  possess  the  rights  of 
British  8ub|ect8.  The  higher  classes  of 
the  popnlateon  were  very  intelligent  and 
able ;  and  the  lower  ranked  among  the 
most  industrious  commumties  of  the 
world.  The  people  were  much  interested 
in  all  ihe  afifairs  of  the  Island,  and  they 
felt  that  they  had  not  that  share  in  its 
representation  which  they  deserved. 
They  were  most  sincerely  attached  to 
the  British  Crown,  and  desired  to  retain 
their  connection  with  England.  It  was 
an  error  to  suppose  that  the  Island  was 
in  a  wretched  condition.  In  all  direc- 
tions signs  of  improvement  were  to  be 
seen,  and  agriculture  was  in  as  flourish- 
ing a  condition  as  it  could  possibly  be 
in.  It  was  a  matter  for  regret  that 
there  was  not  more  sympathy  between 
the  English  officials  and  their  Maltese 
fellow-subjects.  The  wtLnt  of  such  sym- 
pathy, and  not  the  absence  of  a  Civil 
Governor,  was  the  principal  cause  of 
discontent  in  the  Island. 

The  Eabl  of  DERBY  said,  he  thought 
the  practice  of  discussing  in  that  House 
the  affairs  of  our  Colonial  Dependencies 
was  a  satisfactory  practice,  for  those  who 
resided  in  the  Colonies  were  thus  made 
aware  of  the  interest  felt  at  home  in 
their  well-being.  He  was  glad,  there- 
fore, that  the  noble  Earl  had  introduced 
this  subject.  Though  he  could  not  en- 
tirely approve  some  of  the  arguments 
that  had  oeen  used,  or  accept  as  correct 
all  the  statements  which  had  been  made, 
he  was  not  disposed  to  enter  into  a  con- 
troversy with  the  noble  Earl.  He  felt, 
in  fkot,  bound  to  accept  many  of  the 
conclusions  at  which  the  Mover  of  the 
Besolution  had  arrived.  He  thought, 
however,  that  his  noble  Friend  nad 
drawn  rather  too  gloomy  a  picture  of 
the  material  condition  of  the  Islaod. 
No  doubt  a  good  deal  of  poverty  was 


prevalent ;  but  it  would  be  diAcolfc  to 
show  f^t  that  poverty  had  been  pro- 
duced by  administrative  neglect  or  mis- 
management. It  was  the  natural  con- 
sequence of  the  presence  of  a  very 
dense  population  within  narrow  confines 
on  a  barren  soil.  His  noble  Friend 
(Viscount  Sidmouth)  spoke  of  a  want  of 
sympathy  with  the  people  as  prevailing 
among  the  official  classes,  and  of  a  feel- 
ing that  improvements  were  discouraged. 
That  was  a  charge  of  so  comprehensive 
a  character  that  it  was  impossible  to  deal 
with  it  in  the  absence  of  details.  The 
only  local  improvements  about  which 
much  interest  had  been  excited  lately 
were  the  repeal  of  the  import  duty  on 
grain  and  uie  new  dnunage  scheme, 
which  was  dedared  by  the  best  local 
sanita^  authorities  to  be  indispensable. 
The  people  objected  to  the  removal  of 
the  import  duty  and  the  substitution  in 
its  place  of  a  direct  tax.  The  drainage 
scheme  also  was  the  subject  of  very 
great  complaint;  so  that  in  these,  the 
only  cases  of  the  kind  that  had  recently 
occurred,  the  officials  were  in  favour  of 
improvement,  and  the  people  against  it. 
Setting  those  questions  aside,  he  agreed 
with  the  general  views  expressed  by  his 
noble  Friends.  There  was  no  disafifec- 
tion  in  Malta,  and  the  people  had  no 
desire  to  be  placed  under  any  other  Go- 
vernment. They  were  too  few  to  enter- 
tain the  idea  of  standing  alone,  and 
they  certainly  did  not  desire  that  the 
Island  should  be  annexed  to  Italy ;  for 
if  it  were  annexed  to  that  country,  they 
would  be  much  more  heavily  taxed 
than  they  were  now.  He  believed  the 
people  of  Malta  were  sincerely  attached 
to  the  British  connection ;  nut  there 
was,  no  doubt,  a  certain  amount  of  dis- 
content in  the  Island,  arudng  from 
causes  to  a  great  extent  of  a  local  cha- 
racter. The  first  question  which  his 
noble  Kelative  mentioned  was  the  ques- 
tion of  a  Civil  as  against  a  Military 
Governor.  That  was  not  a  question 
on  which  opinion  in  the  Island  was 
unanimous ;  it  was  one  very  open  to 
argument,  and  of  which  the  merits  were 
not  all  on  one  side.  The  argument  in 
favour  of  a  Civil  Governor  was  that  a 
Military  Government  confined  itself  to 
military  interests,  and  did  not  extend  its 
care  to  the  requirements  of  the  (uvil 
population.  The  argument  agunst  a 
Civil  Governor  waa  uie  obvious  inoon- 
venimoe  of  separating  the  civil  firom  the 
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military  power,  and  diriding  the  decision 
of  questions  connected  with  one  another 
between  twoco-ordinateauthorities,  who, 
if  they  were  not  more  than  ordinarily 
prudent  and  cautious,  were  likely  to  be 
Drought  into  coUieion.  The  question  was 
an  important  one,  he  fully  admitted; 
but  no  change  could  be  made,  if  it 
were  to  be  made  at  all,  until  the  expi- 
ration of  the  present  Governor's  term  of 
Office,  and  that  would  not  be  for  a  period 
of  one  or  two  years.  Upon  that  matter, 
^erefore,  he  sn^ended  the  expression 
of  any  opinion.  He  would  only  say 
that  he  would  give  a  careful  considera- 
tion to  the  question  when  the  time  came. 
With  regard  to  the  Legislative  Council, 
two  matters  were  made  the  subject  of 
complaint  One  was  that  the  elected 
Members  wore  chosen  on  too  narrow  a 
basis ;  and  the  other  that,  from  the  com- 
position of  the  Council,  the  elected  Mem- 
bers were  always  outvoted  by  the  official 
Members.  With  regard  to  the  first  of 
these  complaints,  he  had  dealt  with  it 
already.  The  number  of  electors  was 
now,  ho  believed,  a  little  over  2,000 ; 
but  by  an  arrangement  already  made, 
the  liOtters  Patent  having  been  granted, 
the  sufitage  would  be  extended  to  about 
a  £6  rating.  The  effect  of  that  would 
be  to  substitute  some  6,000  electors  fbr 
the  2,000  and  odd  who  now  held  the 
franchise.  That  would  not  be  considered 
a  very  revolutionary  change,  the  total 
number  of  the  inhabitants  being  upwards 
of  160,000.  At  the  same  time,  it  mnlti- 
plied  the  present  electoral  body  nearly 
three-fold,  and  was  a  substantial  conces- 
sion. With  regard  to  the  other  and  pro- 
bably more  important  question,  that  of 
the  powers  which  the  Legislative  Council 
exercised,  he  had  thought  it  desirable 
to  deal  with  that  also.  Undoubtedly, 
it  was  a  fair  ground  of  oomplaint  if 
the  elected  Members  of  the  Council 
were,  on  purely  local  matters,  liable  to 
be  outnumbered  and  outvoted  by  an 
official  body  which  gave  its  vote  as  one 
man.  He  had  endeavoured  to  deal  with 
thai  grievance  bv  limiting  the  number 
of  officials  who  should  attend  the  meet- 
ings of  the  Oonnoil  to  a  number  equal 
to  tiiat  of  the  non-offioial  or  elected 
If  embers,  eo  that  the  two  parties  would 
exactly  balance  each  other.  He  did 
not  propose  that  the  Governor  should, 
as  a  general  rule,  vote  at  all ;  it  was 
only  in  case  of  an  exact  balance  of  votes 
that  he  would  give  a  castisg  vote.  The 
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Governor  was  directed  that  if  the  ques- 
tion was  one,  in  his  judgment,  involving 
only  local  interests,  and  in  which  no  Im- 
perial interests  were  concerned,  he  was 
to  accept  the  decision  of  the  elected  Mem- 
bers. If,  on  the  other  hand.  Imperial 
matters  were  concerned,  then  the  Gover- 
nor might  either  suspend  his  deciaioB* 
or,  if  he  thought  fit,  he  might  outvote 
by  his  casting  vote  the  eleotea  Members. 
But,  in  case  of  his  so  doing,  he  was  im- 
mediately to  report  the  fact  to  the  Se- 
cretary of  State.  The  consequence  would 
be  that  his  powers  would  not  be  exer* 
Olaed  exc^  under  the  immediato  super- 
vision and  control  of  the  Oolonial  Office. 
He  did  not  know  whether  that  concession 
would  satisfy  all  who  had  complained ; 
possibly  not ;  but  it  was  a  very  large  con- 
cession to  their  reasonable  wante,  and  it 
would  exhibit  evidence  of  a  desire  to 
make  local  self-govemmentin  matters  not 
affecting  Imperial  interests  a  reality  and 
not  a  mere  show.  Another  proposal  was 
that,  instead  of  all  the  electors  voting 
in  one  constituency,  the  Island  should 
be  divided  into  electoral  districte,  seven 
or  eight  in  number.  That  proposition 
had  been  inquired  into.  It  wae  one  which 
he  saw  no  reason  for  opposing.  It  was 
a  point  on  which  local  opinion  and  local 
feelings  should  be  consulted,  and  he 
proposed  to  leave  it  to  the  Legisl^ve 
Council  to  deal  with  as  &ey  might  Aink 
fit.  His  noble  Friend  would  see  tbat  be 
had  to  a  very  considerable  ctxtent  an^ 
cipated  his  requests,  and  had  brought, 
or  was  bringing,  into  operation  changes 
which  those  whom  his  noble  Fri«id 
represented  desired.  He  had  laid  the 
Papers  on  the  Table  that  afternoon, 
and  he  believed  they  would  be  in  tiie 
hands  of  their  Lordships  some  time  next 

The  Earl  of  BELMOEE  said,  that  it 
appeared  from  the  Papers  that  what  the 
Petitioners  asked~  for  was  that  a  Civil 
Governor  might  be  appointed,  who  should 
be  snbordinate  to  a  Military  Qtjvemor. 
He  thought  he  was  correct  in  sayiog 
that  there  was  no  modem  instance  m 
BUoh  an  arrangement.  In  Ireland  thera 
was  a  Lord  Lieatenant  and  a  Iditaiy 
Oommuider  -  in  -  Ohi^  onder  him ;  but 
that  was  the  reverse  ol  what  was  nam 
asked  for.  He  should  like  to  ask  whe- 
ther the  noble  Earl  would  think  it  de- 
sirable to  advise  Her  Majesty  to  i^point 
a  Civil  Governor,  who  should  be  sab- 
ordinato  to  a  Military  one  ? 
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Thb  Eael  of  DEEBT  said,  he  had 
stated  that  he  did  not  contemplate  anj 
change,  because  the  question  would  not 
arise  for  one  or  two  years.  Until  then 
he  could  not  decide. 

Motion  (bj  leave  of  the  House)  with- 
drawn. 

AFRICA  (WEST  COAST) -THB  CONGO 

RIVER. 

QtVZVSWS.  OBSERVATIONS. 

LonD  MOUNT-TEMPLE:  I  wish  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  it  is  in  the  contempla- 
tion of  Her  Majesty's  Qovornment  to 
recognize  the  claim  of  Portugal  to  domi- 
nion over  the  territory  adjoining  the 
Eiver  Congo  ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  has 
reason  to  anticipate  that  the  policy  that 
has  hitherto  prevailed  in  that  territory 
will  not  be  reversed  in  regard  to  the 
Slave  Trade  and  freedom  of  commerce  ? 
I  have  been  prompted  in  this  matter  by 
the  alarm  of  the  manufacturers  and  mer- 
chants concerned  in  the  trade  of  this  dis- 
trict. They  are  of  opinion  that  if  the 
Portuguese  should  succeed  in  exercising 
a  Sovereign  jurisdiction  over  the  Native 
Tribes  of  that  country,  the  restrictive 
and  obstructive  policy  which  has  hitherto 
been  oharaotenstio  of  the  Portuguese 
Government  would  serioudy  interfere 
with  the  existing  trade,  and  would  also 
prevent  that  full  development  of  it  which 
IS  now  anticipated.  There  is  every 
reason  to  believe  that  hereafter  the  Eiver 
Congo  may  become  the  great  highway 
to  Inland  Tribes,  who  are  industrious 
and  peaceful,  and  ready  to  enter  into 
commercial  relationship  with  Europeans. 
The  civilization  of  these  African  Tribes 
appears  to  depend  in  a  great  measure 
upon  free  and  legitimate  commerce  with 
Europeans ;  and,  therefore,  all  who  are 
interested  in  the  development  of  the 
civilization  of  the  African  Tribes  must 
be  interested  in  the  answer  that  the 
noble  Earl  will  give  to  my  Question. 

Eaaz.  GBANTILLE  :  I  am  glad  that 
the  noble  Lord  has  put  this  Question  to 
me,  as  it  will  enable  me,  I  trust,  to  put 
an  end  to  misapprehensions  which  seem 
to  exist,  and  which,  to  a  certain  degree, 
are  shared  by  himself,  as  to  this  import- 
ant matter.  It  appears  to  be  supposed 
by  some  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
propose  to  give  up  a  vast  extent  of  terri- 
tory which  belongs  to  this  country,  with 
some  vague  hope  that  the  Fortugurae 
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will  furnish  an  obstacle  to  the  ambitious 
designs  of  other  Powers.  The  noble 
Lord  is  not  misinformed  to  this  extent ; 
but  even  he  has  considerable  misapive- 
hensionson  the  subject.  I  do  not  thinlc 
it  is  unnatural  that  those  who  have 
taken  a  great  interest,  either  in  the  ques- 
tion of  slavery  or  as  to  the  question  of 
religious  efforts,  or  on  questions  of  trade 
and  commerce  in  these  countries,  should 
feel  most  sensitive  with  regard  to  any 
proceedings  that  are  likely  to  be  taken. 
It  is  not  so  very  long  ago  that  the  in- 
terests of  Europeans  in  the  Congo  and 
other  African  Rivers  were  centred  in 
the  desire  of  monopolizing  the  Slave 
Trade  in  them.  It  will  be  a  great  glory 
for  this  country  that  she  took  the  lead 
in  reversing  this  policy  and  leading  the 
way  to  a  suppression  of  this  abominable 
traffic.  But  a  great  change  has  come 
over  the  African  question.  The  labours 
of  men  like  Livingstone,  of  Stanley,  and 
others,  have  given  us  a  knowledge  of 
the  physical  character  of  Central  Africa, 
and  of  the  populations  which  inhabit  it, 
showing  that  there  are  great  capabilities 
for  the  development  of  trade,  and  we 
are  now  better  informed  as  to  the  civi- 
lizing effects  which  are  the  sure  results 
of  commerce.  The  work  of  the  Philan- 
thropic International  Aasociation,  in 
which  the  King  of  the  Belgians  takes  a 
neat  interest,  the  mission  of  M.  de 
Brazza,  the  increasing  trade  in  different 
degrees  of  the  English,  the  PortugueGe, 
the  French,  the  Germans,  the  Dutch, 
and  the  Belgians  on  the  Congo  and  its 
banks,  is  acting  as  a  stimulus,  and 
affords  grounds  why  no  reasonable  en- 
deavours should  be  neglected  to  insure 
freedom  of  commerce  and  navigation, 
and  to  anticipate  possible  jealousies, 
which  so  easily  oheok  trade,  and  which, 
under  the  pretence  of  securing  peculiar 
advantages  to  some,  are  really  injuriooe 
to  all.  Then  is  much  now  which  is  not 
satisfactory  on  the  Congo.  In  those 
territories  which  we  acknowledge  to  be- 
long to  Portugal,  complaints  are  made 
of  high  duties,  of  a  differential  treat- 
ment of  the  foreign  and  Portuguese  flags, 
of  arbitrary  flnes,  and  of  other  vexations, 
all  of  which  are  great  impediments  to 
commercial  intercourse.  On  the  Congo 
itself  the  Portuguese  declare  that  the 
Slave  Trade  is  entirely  at  an  end ;  and 
there  can  be  no  doubt  that  it  is  greatiy 
diminished,  partiy  owing  to  the  ceasing 
of  the  Transatlantic  demand  for  slaves, 
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partly  to  our  efforts,  and  partly  to  a 
change  of  poUoy  on  the  part  of  the 
Fottugueae  Ooremment;  But  this  is 
not  in  the  least  the  ease  as  reganle  East 
Ahiea,  where  we  struggle  at  great  die- 
advantage  when  trying  to  suppress  the 
Slave  Trade,  in  eonseqnenoe  of  the  want 
of  a  proper  understanding  with  the  Por- 
tuguese Oaremment.  But  there  are 
territories  on  the  Congo  to  which  the 
Fortvguese  lay  a  claim,  in  the  most 
solemn  maimer  in  which  it  is  possible 
jEbr  a  nation  to  put  it  forward,  by  diplo- 
matio  declarations  and  by  legislative  en- 
actments, which,  however,  have  been  as 
constantly  repudiated  and  resisted  by  us 
as  a  matter  of  right.  Successive  Secre- 
taries for  Foreign  Affairs  have  stated 
that  the  fear  of  encouraging  the  Slave 
Trad«^  and  the  danger  of  interference 
widi  our  oommeroe,  were  the  politioal 
reasons  wliioh.  induced  them  to  lay  fur- 
ther streas  on  the  matter  of  right.  The 
present  state  of  these  territories  is  un- 
aatisfactory  as  regards  the  present  and 
the  future.  It  is  true  that  there  are 
many  respectable  firms  who  manage  to 
work  fairly  uid  liarmoniouRly  with  the 
Natives.  But  it  cannot  be  denied  that 
there  is  no  acknowledged  jurisdiction ; 
that  iu  places  anarchy  prevails  ;  that 
there  are  many  cases  of  practical  slavery, 
ofcruelty.and  then  of  retaliatory  outrages, 
without  any  opportunity  for  redress.  It 
became  thus  a  matter  of  some  urgency 
to  consider  whether,  without  abandoning 
Our  position  as  to  the  matter  of  right, 
the  political  objections  to  which,  I  have 
alluded  could  in  any  way  be  met.  An 
important  interchange  of  views  took 
place  in  1881  between  our  Minister,  Mr, 
(now  Sir)  Bobert  Morier,  and  M.  de 
Serpa,  who  initiated  it.  In  last  October, 
1882,  M.  de  Serpa  renewed  this  conver- 
sation. The  chief  object  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  in  assenting  to  the 
renewal  of  Ihe  conversation  was  stated  by 
me  to  be  the  abolition  of  slavety,  and  the 
civilization  of  Africa  by  the  extension  of 
legitimate  commerce.  The  Fortuguese 
Government  declared,  in  still  more  em- 
phatic terms,  that  their  objects  were  the 
same.  They  gave  proof  of  their  being 
in  earnest  by  expressing  their  assent  to 
the  perfectly  free  navigation,  not  only 
of  the  Congo,  but  of  other  African 
Eivers,  which  are  arteries  of  trade ;  and 
agreed  _  not  only  to  establish  in  the 
territories  which  we  have  not  recog- 
nized as  belonging  to  Portugal,  but  in 
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all  the  African  possessions  of  FtKtngal, 
the  liberal  commercial  system  which 
was  established  in  1877  in  Mozambique. 
The  general  princi^es  of  the  agreement 
do  not  offer  any  difficalty ;  but  I  am  far 
from  being  sure  of  coming  to  an  under- 
standing on  the  conditions  which  in  oar 
view  are  indispensable.  It  may  be  con- 
venient that  I  ehonld  state  what  appear 
to  us  to  be  essential  points.  I  need  not 
say,  in  the  first  place,  that  the  agree- 
ment as  to  dealing  with  slavery  must  be 
complete.  Iu,  the  second  place,  it  is 
necessary  there  should  be  complete  secu- 
rity that  undue  burdens,  which  do  not 
now  exist,  should  not  be  placed  in  any 
part  of  the  Fortuguese  possessions  upon 
missionaries,  shipowners,  or  traders.  I 
said  that  it  was  supposed  by  some  that 
we  were  giving  away  boundless  tern- 
iorj  which  buonged  to  us;  but,  in 
reality,  we  are  doing  no  such  thing. 
"What  we  propose  is  that,  without  reced- 
ing from  the  position  of  legality  as  to 
the  right  which  is  claimed,  we  ahoold 
agree,  on  the  conditions  whioh  we  ban 
stated,  together  with  some  arrange- 
ments of  a  satisfactory  character  as  to 
Whydah,  to  withdraw  our  objectioua 
for  the  future  to  Portuguese  juris- 
diction, within  certain  defined  geogra- 
phical limits.  This  engagement  ought 
not  to  be  merely  of  a  bilateral  character ; 
and  we  will,  therefore,  give  our  fall 
support  to  Portugal  to  obtain  a  similar 
assent  from  other  Powers.  I  am  far 
from  being  certain  that  these  negotia- 
tions will  be  successful ;  but  if  a  good 
Treaty  is  obtained— and  a  bad  one  would 
be  worse  than  nothing — I  believe  we 
shall  strengthen  the  general  principle  of 
freedom  of  navigation  and  commerce  in 
the  ^reat  rivers  of  the  world,  and  that 
in  j9^ica  itself  we  shall  greatly  advance 
the  interests  of  civilization  and  of  oom- 
meroe.  It  has  been  asked  what  aecnrily 
shall  we  have  that  the  Fortuguese  will 
observe  the  conditions  of  any  Treaty  ? 
This  is  an  argument  which,  if  valid,  is 
fatal  to  all  Treaties.  It  would  be  unbe- 
coming in  my  position  to  admit  that  this 
result  would  be  likely  to  happen  ;  but, 
admitting  it  hypothetically,  I  would  ask 
how  should  wo  have  less  moral  and 
physical  power  to  enforce  the  conditions 
of  a  Treaty  to  which  Portugal  has  c(m- 
sented,  than  that  by  which  we  now  resist 
the  claim  of  Sovereignty  which  Portugal 
so  strougly  asserts  7  It  would  be  wrong 
of  me  to  go  into  great  detail  on  matters 
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which  ore  under  negotiation;  but  I  trust 
lihat  the  statement  which  I  hare  made 
the  general  ohavaeter  of  the  negO' 
taations  will  be  snfflcient  to  onable  ^* 
House  to  judge  of  the  princqkles  on 
whiok  Her  Majesty's  GoTwmneiit  are 
acting. 

LAKD  LAW  (IRELAND). 
KOHINATIOir  OF  SELECT  COMMITTBE. 

Tms  Earl  of  BONOUGHMOIiE 
moved  the  re-appointment  of  the  Select 
Committee  on  the  Land  Law  (Ireland) 
Act  aa  follows  : — 


i8»3      Sale  of  liquors  m        |Maso»  9,  1883)      Suuday  (Ireland)  BiU.  1894 

Scheme  of  the  Charity  Oommiasionmi 
must  lie  on  the  Table  was  consumed  by 
the  a^oummrait  The  noble  Earl  had 
pat  a  Unestion  tol^o  Goremmeat  on  the 
sabjeet,  and  the  Govemment  then,  aftw 
oarefutiy  oonsidering  the  matter,  decided 
tbat,  under  ^e  peeuliar  droametanoes, 
the  Seheme  should  not  be  submitted  to 
Her  Majesty  in  OouboU  in  the  onliaary 
course,  but  should  be  kept  ba<^  until 
Parliament  met  again,  so  that  oppor- 
tunity might  be  given  to  any  Member  of 
their  Loratthips*  House  who  might  think 
fit  to  take  action.  He  himself  much 
doubted  that  action  would  be  taken  in 
the  matter,  because  the  objections  made 
to  the  Soheme  wore  identical  with  the 
objections  which  had  been  disposed  of  fay 
the  Judicial  Oommitted  of  th0  Privy 
Gouncil.  Without^  however,  going  into 
the  merits,  the  Soheme  had  not  yet  been 
submitted  to  the  Queen  in  Oounei],  aad 
it  would  not  be  80  submitted  until  after 
the  Easter  Beeess,  so  that  any  action 
might  be  taken  in  respect  to  it  in  either 
House  of  Parliam«it. 

SAIiE  07  LIQUORS  ON  SUNDAY  (IBBLAND) 

BILL  [h.L.]. 

A  Bill  to  Amend  and  render  perpetual  the 
sale  of  Liquors  on  Sonday  (Ireland)  Act,  1878 
—Was  pr»unted  by  The  Lord  Peitt  Sbal  ; 
rMtd  1>.   (No.  17.) 

Hoofte  adjonraed  at  half-past  Five  o'clock, 
to  Monday  next,  a  quarter 
before  Eleven  o  clock. 


D.  Norfolk. 
O.  Somerset. 
D.  MarlljorouKli. 
D.  Sutherland. 
M.  Salisbury. 
M.  Aberoom. 
K.  Pembroke 
Montgomer)'. 


and 


K.  Stanhope. 
K.  Caimi. 
v.  Ilutcfainsoa. 
L.  Tyrone. 
Z/.  Ca^rsfort. 
L.  Kenry. 
L.  Penzance, 
li.  Braboumo. 


LoBD  DENMAN  thought  that  the 
subject  of  inquiry  was  sufficiently  ex- 
hausted and  the  continuance  of  the  Com- 
mittee Buperfiuons. 

Motion  i^reei  to. 

The  Committee  to  appoint  their  own 
Chairman. 

THE      CHAfilTV     COMMISSIONERS  - 

scheme  foe  st.  dunstan's-in- 
the-east  —question. 

Thb  Eakl  of  BEDESDALE  (Chair- 
iCAN  of  CoHuiTTEEs)  rose  to  call  attention 
to  a  Qaestion  put  by  him  to  the  Gtorem- 
ment  when  Parliament  met  in  October 
as  to  the  oonrse  to  be  pursned  in  regard 
to  a  Scheme  of  tiie  Charity  Commis- 
slonens  in  rdation  to  a  charity  in  St. 
Dunstan's-in-the-East,  the  time  allowed 
for  addressing  Her  Majesty  to  withhold 
her  consent  to  the  same  having  expired 
during  the  interval  which  occurred  in 
the  sitting  of  the  House  from  the  ad- 
journment in  August  to  the  meeting  in 
October.  The  answer  he  received  to 
the  Question  was  that  the  matter  should 
be  attended  to ;  and  he  now  wished  to 
know  what  couise  the  Govemmont  had 
taken,  or  intended  to  take  ? 

LoED  OARLINQFORD  (Lokd  Phivy 
Sbal)  said,  the  position  of  the  Scheme 
was  certainly  a  very  peculiar  one.  The 
Scheme  had  been  mid  on  the  Table  of 
both  Houses  in  the  month  of  Almost 
Thm  eame  the  lodg  a^onmment,  and 
the  result  was  that  the  larger  part  of  the 
Btatutoxy  period   during   which  th« 
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UINUTESJ— Sblbct   Comuittee  —  Standing 
Orders,  Mr.  Denis  CConor  ditchargti,  Mr. 

Shaw  added. 

Svpvhv—eoagidn-td  in  CoiHmitte* — Oitil  8br< 

TICKS  AND  BiTEHCR  DbFUTMHNTS  (SCFl'bX- 
MBNTART  EsiIlUTBS,  1882'^)--01aM  III.— 

Law  aito  Jvbticb;  daes  IV.— Educatiok, 

SclBKCB,  AND  A»T;  OlaSS  V. — FoHBION  ASD 

Colonial  Sbrticbs;  Class  yi.—]l!iroN-EFPBc- 
TiTB  and  Craritablb  Sb»ticbs  ;  Glass  VII. 

— MlSCBLLAMBOVH  ;  BbVKMUI  DirAMMBNH  ; 

Civil  Sbkticb  Excbsbbs,  1881-2. 
Resolutiotu  [March  8]  reported. 
Pbivitb  Bill  {by  Order) — Seeond  Reading — 
North  Eastern  Raflway  (General).* 

PruLtc    Bill  —  Ordered  —  Tint   Reading  — 
Borough  Franchise  (Irdand)  (No.  2)*  [llfi}. 
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PRIVATE  nmiNEBS. 

— 

PRIVATE  BILLS  (EEFEREES). 

Thb  OHAIEMAN  of  ways  and 
UKANS  laid  upon  the  Table  Bules  for 
PxacAiee  and  IProoediue  of  the  Be- 
fiorees  on  Frirato  Bills,  nndw  Standing 
Order  88 

Itoem  Standi. 

1.  The  Promoters  of  an^  PriTate  BiU,  who 
intend  to  olgeot  to  the  right  of  Petitionen  to 
be  haard  a^unat  the  tame,  ehaU  give  notice  of 

such  intention,  and  of  the  grounds  of  their  oh- 
jcction,  to  the  Clerks  to  the  Eeferees  and  to  the 
Agents  for  the  Petitioners,  not  Liter  than  the 
mgbth  day  after  the  day  on  which  the  Petitton 
has  been  ut^Msited  in  tiie  Private  Bill  Office ; 
but  it  shall  be  competent  to  the  Referees  to 
allow  such  notices  to  he  given,  under  special 
drcamstances,  although  the  time  above  limited 
may  have  expired.  All  notices  shall  be  indorsed 
wiUi  the  namee  of  Uie  Petitioners'  Agenta. 

3.  Parties  who  have  given  such  notice  oa 
above,  may  at  any  time  withdraw  the  same  by 
^ving  Dotico  in  writing  of  withdrawal  to  the 
Clerks  to  the  Referees,  and  to  the  Agents  for 
the  Petitioners. 

3.  The  caaei  shall  be  beard  in  such  order  as 
the  Chairman  of  Wa^s  and  Means  shall  appoint, 
and  according  to  a  list  prepared  under  hisdirec- 
tiOQ,  and  kept  in  the  Referees'  Office. 

4.  When  a  Bill  is  called  on  for  oondderation, 
the  Agenta  for  the  Petttitmers  against  the  same 
shall  be  required  to  prodace  a  outiflcata  o£ 
pearance  from  the  Private  Bill  Office,  in  which 
shall  bo  stated  the  names  of  the  Petitioners, 
their  Counsel  and  Agents. 

5.  Not  less  than  one  clear  day's  notice  shall 
be  given  by  the  Clerks  to  the  Referees  to  the 
Clerks  in  the  Private  BiU  Office,  of  the  days  on 
which  the  olgections  to  the  right  of  Petitioners 
to  be  heard  will  be  severally  taken  into  consi- 
deration by  the  Referees. 

6.  All  notices  required  to  be  given,  or  de- 
posits to  be  made,  in  the  Kefereee'  Office,  shall 
be  delivered  in  the  said  office  before  Ave  of  the 
clock  in  the  evening  of  any  day  on  which  the 
House  shall  sit,  ana  before  one  of  the  dock 
on  any  day  on  which  tiie  House  shall  not  rit. 

7.  Notices  and  gronnds  of  objections  will  bo 
deemed  to  have  been  sofficienUy  served  upon 
Agents,  if  left  at  the  Agent's  Office  before  Sis 
of  the  clock  in  the  evening  of  any  day,  Sundays 
excepted. 

Committeei, 

8.  Two  clear  days  at  least  before  the  day 
appointed  for  the  consideration  of  any  Private 
Bill  by  a  Committee  of  which  a  Referee  has 
been  araointed  a  Mflmber,  &  fllled-np  Copy  of 
the  Bill,  t£  proposed  to  be  submitted  to  the 
Committee,  uiali  be  deposited  by  the  Agent 
at  tiie  Referees*  Offloe,  fw  the  use  of  sadi  Re- 
feree. 

9.  Copies  of  all  the  Petitions,  upon  which 
Opponents  of  a  Bill  intend  to  appear  before 
audi  Committee,  shall  also  be  deposited  at  the 
Referees'  Office,  by  tlie  respective  Agents  for 
the  Opponents,  two  dear  days  at  least  before 


the  day  appointed  for  the  oontfderatftu  of  <iie 
Bill. 

(Signed)   Abxmob  Otwat, 
<lhMiTi»n  ot  "Way*  ud  Usau. 

HouMOf  Oomnunu. 
Uarch  IMS. 

QUESTTOirS. 


PUBLIC  HEALTH  (IRELAND/— WAKES 

Mr.  "W.  J.  COEBET  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, If  his  attention  has  been  directed 
to  a  letter  in  the  *'  Freeman's  Jonnial" 
of  the  6th  March,  from  which  it  appeara 
that  a  wake  was  allowed  to  be  held  for 
two  days  and  nights  on  the  body  of  a 
man  named  Bartholomew  Hoe,  who  died 
in  Saint  Andrew's  parish,  Dublin,  of  a 
fever  of  a  very^  malignant  type,  learing 
a  widow  and  eight  yonng  children ;  thai 
the  widow  was  struck  down,  and  died  in 
a  few  days ;  that  some  of  the  children 
hare  taken  the  disease,  and  are  now  in- 
mates of  Cork  Street  Pever  Hospital ; 
and,  whether  he  will  cause  inqniiy  to 
be  made,  with  a  view  to  preventing 
similar  occurrences  in  future  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  Sir,  my  afteo- 
tion  has  been  drawn  to  this  case,  and  I 
have  made  inquiry  on  the  subject.  The 
facts  are  substantially  as  stated.  The 
dispensary  medical  doctor,  who,  I  am 
informed,  is  a  newly  appointed  and  in- 
experieaced  officer,  cautioned  the  people 
against  the  holding  of  a  wake.  Furtiier 
inquiry  as  to  his  action  in  the  matter  ia 
being  made.  Active  steps  have  been 
taken  by  the  local  sanitary  authority 
to  prevent  any  Auiher  spread  of  the 

Mr.  W.  J.  COEBET  asked,  whether 
four  other  cases  of  fever  had  not  arisen 
from  this  wake,  in  one  of  which  the 
person  had  died  ? 

[No  reply.] 

PREVENTION  OP  CRIME  (IRELAND) 
ACT,  1882  — MESSRS.  O'BRIEN.  GIL- 
HOOLY,  ANI>  HODKKTT. 

Mr.  O'BBIEN  asked  tho  Chief  Sb- 
crotary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  Mr.  John  O'Brieo,  T.  C. 
Cork,  Mr.  James  GilKooly,  Bantry,  and 
Mr.  Hodnett,  of  BaUydehob,  at  preseot 
nndergoing  imprisonmeid  in  Ouoc  Oaol 
for  words  spoken  at  a  pablio  meeting  ia 
Bantry,  are  subjeot  to  -tite  trealmMt 
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it  is  true  tbat  the  same  person  was  enter- 
tained at  dinner  at  Galwaywhile  still 

in  cuetody,  and  previous  to  his  being 
lodged  in  the  prison  ;  and,  whether,  in 
the  event  of  any  peraons  in  the  county 
Westmeath  acting  on  the  advice  of  Mr. 
Harrington,  and  being  in  consequence 
sentenced  to  terms  of  imprisonment,  the 
Qoremment  will  extend  to  them  the 
same  leniency  and  comparative  immu- 
nity from  prison  discipline  which  they 
have  granted  to  the  instigator  of  the 
crime  ? 

Mr.  TEBVELYAN  :  Sir,  Mr.  Har- 
rington  was  convicted  of  iatimidatiou 
under  the  Crimes  Act,  and  sentenced  to 
imprisonment.  I  have  already  stated  in 
this  House  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  in- 
structed the  prison  authorities  that  such 
relaxation  of  the  prison  rules  might  h© 
made  in  bis  case  as  is  consistent  with 
the  maintenance  of  prison  discipline  and 
as  the  law  wiU  permit.  The  prisoner 
was  allowed  to  wear  his  own  clothes 
whm  being  removed  to  Galway.  The 
practice,  which  was  relaxed  in  tliiscase, 
is  to  send  prisoners  in  prison  dress.  I 
have  not  the  time  to  obtain  a  reply  to 
the  inquiry  I  have  made  as  to  the  al- 
leged entortunment  at  Galway.  I  trust 
that  no  such  cases  as  the  hon.  Member 
supposes  in  the  last  paragrM>h  of  his 
Question  will  arise ;  but  should  th^  do 
so,  they  will,  no  doubt,  receive  due  con- 
sideration on  Aeir  own  merits. 

Mb.  BBXTON  :  la  there  any  clause 
in  the  Crimes  Act  making  a  father  re- 
sponsible for  the  acts  of  liu  son  ? 
[No  reply.] 

PAHLIAMENT— PKIVILEGE— ME. 
HEALT,  M.P. 
Mtt.  SEXTON  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether,  considering  that  the  name  of 
the  honourable  Member  for  the  town  of 
"Wexford  is  on  the  back  of  the  Land 
Law  (Ireland)  Act  Amendment  Bill, 
which  stands  for  Second  Beading  on  the 
14th  instant,  the  Government  intend  to 
prolong  his  impiiaonment  beyond  that 
date? 

Mr.  TBETMiYAK :  Sir.  the  fkot  that 
the  name  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Wexfbrd  is  on  the  back  of  a 
Bill  which  stands  for  second  readily  <m 
Wednesday  does  not  appear  to  the  Go- 
vernment to  afford  sufficient  cause  for 
shortening  the  torm  of  imprisonment  to 
which  he^  be^n  sentenced  in  default 


presoribed  tat  common  criminals ;  and, 
if  so,  whether  he  will  advise  that  the 
relaxations  allowed  in  the  case  of  Mr. 
T.Harrington,  M.F.,  should  be  extended 
to  those  gentlemen  ?  He  also  wished  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  Whether 
he  had  received  a  copy  of  the  following 
resolution  passed  by  the  Cork  Town 
Council  that  day  : — 

*'  That,  having  renird  to  the  reported  treat- 
ment of  Mr.  Johoi  0  Brien,  now  in  prison  on  a 
charge  under  the  Crimea  Act,  ve  are  of  opinion 
that  same  should  be  mitigated,  and  that  we 
would  urge  on  Her  Majea^'s  Govemmest  the 
difficulties  which  such  treatment,  In  casea  like 
his,  cs«ete  m  the  way  of  the  restoration  of 
peace,  conciliation,  and  good  fDeling  in  .the 
coonfay.  Have  forwarded  a  copy  to  tihe  CSiief 
Secretary  f" 

Mb.  TRKVELYAN  :  Sir,  I  have  re- 
ceived, within  the  last  three  or  four 
minutes,  a  telegram  from  the  Mayor  of 
Cork,  which,  as  far  as  I  can  gather  from 
what  the  hon.  Member  read,  ie  the  same 
as  that  which  he  read  to  the  House. 
The  persons  mentioned  in  the  Question 
are  treatod  according  to  the  rules  as 
ordinary  prisoners  sentenced  to  impri- 
BonmcDt,  only  with  such  relaxations  as 
the  medical  officer  recommends  should 
be  made.  The  Lord  Lieutenant  asked 
few  my  advice  on  the  question ;  and  it 
is  under  consideration  whether  any  re- 
laxation in  their  case  should  be  made. 

Colonel  KING-HAEMAN  asked, 
Whether  this  Mr.  Hodnett  was  not 
the  father  of  the  young  man  just 
arrested  for  having  ^oed  a  packet  of 
dynamite  addressed  to  the  Lord  Ueu' 
tenant  in  the  post-office  at  Ballydehob  ? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN,  in  reply,  said,  he 
had  had  no  time  to  inquire  into  the 
matter.  He  had  merely  seen  a  state- 
ment in  the  newspaperaas  to  the  alleged 
relationship. 

PREVENTION   OF   OEIMB  (IRELAND) 
ACT,  1882— ME.  T.  HARRINGTON. 

Colonel  KING-HAEM AN  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  "VHiether  it  is  true  that  a 

Seraon  named  Thomas  Harrington,  nn- 
ergoing  a  sentence  of  imprisonment  in 
Mulingar  Gaol  for  umng  words  inciting 
his  audimoe  to  riot  uid  disorder,  was 
allowed  indulgences  inconsistent  with 
the  strict  rules  of  the  prison  \  wherther 
the  same  person  was  afterwards  removed 
to  Galway  Prison,  and  was  allowed  to 
wear  his  own  olothes  on  the  journey, 
(lontnay  to  prison  regulations ;  whether 
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of  bail.  I  may  point  out  that  it  is 
open  to  the  hon.  Member  to  give  bail  at 
any  moment  he  wishes  to  attend  this 
House. 

TRADE  AKD  OOHMEROB-OYERSIZCVTO 
OF  COTTON  CLOTH. 
Mb.  BBOADHUBST  asked  the  Se- 
cxetary  of  State  for  the  Houlo  De^rt- 
msnt,  Whether  he  is  now  in  a  position 
to  give  a  reply  to  the  memorial  of  the 
cotton  operatives  for  a  medical  inquiry 
into  the  ^stem  of  oversizing  of  cotton 
cloth? 

SiE  WILLIAM  HAECOUET :  Yea, 
Sir ;  the  facts  placed  before  me  are 
sufficient  to  justify  and  call  for  a  medi- 
cal inquiry  being  held  into  the  e£Fect  upon 
the  persona  employed  on  this  process. 

LAND  LA"W  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1B81- 

SUB-COMMISSIONS. 
Mr.  EENNY  asked  the  Ohief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If,  of  the  17  Sub-Oommissions  under 
"The  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1881," 
7  are  in  Ulster  and  the  remaining  10 
distributed  amongst  the  other  three  pro- 
vinces ;  viz.  4  in  Connaught^  4  in  Mun- 
ster,  and  2  in  Leinster,  there  is  any 
special  reason  for  the  great  partiality 
shown  to  Ulster  in  this  respect;  if  the 
County  of  Derry,  with  an  area  of  522,315 
acres  and  a  population  of  164,991,  has 
a  Sub-Commission  entirely  to  itself, 
while  the  Counties  of  Clare  and  Li- 
merick, with  an  area  of  1,508,836  and 
an  aggregate  population  of  822,089, 
have  but  one  Sub-Commission  to  serve 
for  bot^ ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
many  applications  to  fix  fair  rents  have 
been  pending  in  Clare  County  for  over 
12  months,  and  with  no  immediate  pros- 
pect of  being  disposed  of;  and,  whether, 
if  these  circumstances  are  as  stated,  he 
is  prepared  to  recommend  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  special  Sub-Commission  for 
the  County  of  Clare? 

Me.  TREVELYAN  :  Sir,  the  distri- 
bution  of  Sub-Commissions  according  to 
Provinces  is  correctly  stated  ;  but  it  was 
made,  not  according  to  the  area  and 
population  of  districts,  which  would  be 
a  very  fallacious  guide,  but  according ' 
to  the  amount  of  business  to  be  done. 
The  number  of  applications  to  have  fair 
rents  fixed,  which  remained  undisposed 
of  when  the  Circuits  were  arnuiged  in 
January  were,  in  Ulster  24,146,  and  in 
the  otber  three  Provinces  combined 
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29,859.  The  alloeation  of  seven  Sab- 
Commissions  to  Ulster  does  not,  there- 
fore, appear  to  show  any  partiality  to- 
wards that  Province.  The  number  of 
cases  pending  in  Londonderry,  which 
the  hon.  Member  speci^ly  named  for 
comparison,  as  having  a  Cbmmisuon  to 
itself,  is  3,869 ;  while  the  number  pend- 
ing in  Clare  and  Limerick  together, 
which  also  have  only  one  ComiaiaBnon,  is 
2,573.  It  is  truo  that  many  applications 
have  been  pending  in  Clare  for  more 
than  12  months;  but  there  will  be  three 
sittings  of  the  Sub-Commission  l>ef<H«i  the 
middle  of  next  month,  and  475  cases  are 
listed  for  hearing.  The  Commissioaera 
are  not  satisfied  with  the  rate  of  progress 
in  Clare,  and  hope  after  the  dose  of  the 
present  Circuits,  in  April,  to  be  able  to 
make  arrangements  to  expedite  it. 

THE  DANUBIAN  CONTEEENGE  —  EX- 
CLUSIVE RIGHT  OF  BUSSIA  OVEE 
THE  KIUA  MOUTH. 
Baboit  HENBY  D£  W0BM8  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  ForeigB 
Affairs,  Whether  it  is  the  fact  that  an 
arrangement  has  been  made  with  Suaaia 
at  the  Conference  now  sitting  in  London, 
in  virtue  of  which  Bussia  will  have  the 
exclusive  right  of  controlling  the  navi- 
gation through  the  Kilia  mouth  of  the 
Danube,  subject  to  certain  oonditioBB 
with  respect  to  the  levying  of  tolls,  &c. 
and  that  a  Treaty  in  this  sense  is  in  pre- 
paration for  the  signature  of  the  Powers, 
thereby  cancelling  Article  16  of  the 
Treaty  of  Paris,  which  remains  in  force 
under  Article  63  of  the  Treaty  of  Bor^, 
and  which  provides  that  all  tiie  mooths 
of  the  Danube  shall  be  under  the  eon- 
trol  of  the  Buropean  Commiasion ;  if  so, 
whetlwr  an  opportunity  will  be  given  of 
discussing  the  subjeot  in  Paniaoisnt 
before  a  provision  so  important  to  British 
trade  was  abrogated  with  the  eooaentof 
Her  Majesty's  Goverament?  Ho  did 
did  not  wish  to  endMuraas  Her  Mtgesty's 
Qovernment  in  the  conduct  of  the  d^- 
cate  negotiations  then  gmng  on,  but  he 
thought  the  House  ought  to  bd  in  pos- 
session of  the  facts. 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUBIOB  : 
Sir,  I  quite  understand  that  it  is  not  the 
intention  of  my  hon.  Friend  to  embarrass 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  In  answer 
to  the  hon.  Member's  Question,  I  may 
say  that  the  Conference  has  not  yet 
fimshed  its  sittings,  and  the  Membon 
of  it  are  not  yet  releaaed  froia  the  en- 
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figement  of  secrecy  as  to  ita  proceedings, 
hope,  however,  that  Papers  will  be  laid 
before  Parliament  in  the  couree  of  next 
'week. 

Babon  henry  DE  WOEMS  said, 
the  noble  Lord  had  not  answered  that 
portion  of  his  Question  which  referred 
to  an  opportunity  for  discussion  by  the 
House  before  the  Trealy  was  signed. 

[No  reply.] 

SCOTLAND -THE  GHOFTEKS— THE 

EOYAL  COaOIISSION. 
Mb.  MAGFARLANK  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, If  he  can  state  generally  the 
subjects  proposed  to  be  submitted  to  the 
Commission  about  to  be  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  alleged  grieranoes  of 
the  Crofters,  the  area  over  which  the 
proposed  inquiry  will  extend,  viz.,  what 
counties  and  idands  will  be  included  7 

Mb.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  asked  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  Whe- 
ther the  Commission  to  be  appointed  to 
inTestigate  the  condition  of  Crofters  in 
the  North  of  Scotland  will  inquire  into 
the  extent  to  which  Deer  Forests  have 
in  recent  years  been  created,  and  the 
effect  of  such  afforesting  of  land  upon 
the  population  ? 

Sni  WILLIAM  HAECOUBT :  Sir, 
I  think  my  answer  will  cover  both  Ques- 
tions. It  is  proposed  to  make  the  refer- 
ence to  the  Commission  in  general  terms. 
I  think  I  have  stated  before,  that  those 
terms  will  be  an  inquiry  into  the  condi- 
tion of  the  crofters  in  the  Highlands 
and  Islands  of  Bootland.  As  to  what  are 
the  drcumstancea  which  affect  these 
conditions,  that  will  be  for  the  Commis- 
sion to  determine.  All  the  circnmstances 
which  they  think  affect  these  conditions 
Ihey  will  properly  inquire  into.  In  re- 
gard to  the  localities,  the  terms  will  be 
sufficiently  large  to  embrace  all  the 
localities  affected  by  the  question,  and 
it  will  be  for  the  Commissioners  to  judge 
what  are  the  places  in  which  inquiries 
ought  to  be  made. 

Mb.  MACFAELANE  :  WiU  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  gire  the  names  of  the 

Jiroposed  Commissioners,  or  will  he,  be- 
ore  the  Commission  is  appointed,  afford 
the  House  an  opportnni^  of  learning 
what  those  names  are  ? 

Sm  WILLIAM  HABCOURT:  I  am 
aarrj  to  say  I  cannot  do  that.  The  htm. 
Member  must  be  aware  tiiat  the  consti- 
tution of  a  Oommission  like  this  is  a  very 
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delicate  matter.  I  am  engaged,  and 
have  been  engaged  for  several  days,  in 
endeavouring  to  ascertain  the  names  of 
those  who  would  be  in  a  position  to 
serve  npon  it,  and  X  am  not  now  in  the 
position  to  state  the  names  <Kf  the  Com- 
missioners. 

In  reply  to  Sir  Geoboe  Ca3CEBBIX( 
Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOTJET  said, 
it  was  not  proposed  to  spedfy  counties 
in  the  Beference  to  the  CommissSoners. 

SCOTLAND  —  DESTITUTION  IN  THE 
WESTERN  HKJHLANDS— THE  SEEDS 
ADVANCES  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 
Mr.  D.  CAMERON  asked  the  Lord 
Advocate,  Whether  he  has  received, 
through  the  Board  of  Supervision  or 
otherwise,  an^  detailed  information  as 
to  the  destitution  in  the  Western  High- 
lands and  Islands  ;  and,  whether,  having 
in  view  the  urgency  in  point  of  time  for 
discusBiug  the  "Seeds  Bill"  introduced 
by  the  honourable  Member  for  Glasgow, 
he  will,  in  order  to  facilitate  its  pro- 
gress, communicate  to  the  House  any 
information  which  he  may  possess,  and 
which  bears  on  this  subject? 

The  lord  ADVOCATK  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  :  Sir,  a  lar^e  amount  of  infor- 
mation has  been  received  unofficially  in 
regard  to  the  destitution  in  the  Western 
Highlands  and  Islands;  and  when  the 
Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  (Dr. 
Cameron)  was  introduced,  I  roqiiestcd 
the  Board  of  Supervision  to  obtain  such 
information  on  the  subject  as  tlioy  could 
within  a  necessarily  limited  time.  They 
accordingly  sent  telegrams,  putting  cer- 
tain questions  to  28  parishes  believed  to 
be  chiefly  affected  by  the  destitution, 
and  the  replies  received  from  those 
parishes,  as  forwarded  by  the  Board  of 
Supervision,  can  be  laid  before,  the 
House  for  its  information. 

Mb.  D.  CAMERON  inquired  when 
the  Papers  could  be  had  containing  this 
information  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoue),  in  reply,  said,  the  Papers 
oould  be  had  imme<Uately. 

DOMINION  OF  CANADA -DETENTION 
OF  THE  "ATATuAYA." 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  asked  the  S&> 
exetary  to  tike  Treasury,  What  propor- 
tion of  the  expenus  connected  with  the 
detention  of  the  ship  <*Atalaya"  at 
Quebec,  for  alleged  infHngonent  of  thq 
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I'oreign  EQlistment  Act,  has  been  paid 
by  the  Oanadian  Gorernment  ? 

Mr.  COURTNEY :  Sir,  the  whole  of 
the  admitted  damages  and  costs  in  the 
case  of  the  AtaUya  have  been  paid  from 
Imperial  Ainds ;  that  was  done  in  ac- 
cordance with  die  directions  contained  in 
the  despatch  under  which  the  ship  was 
detained,  and  which  left  no  option  what- 
ever in  the  matter. 

BTATE  OF  lEELAND  —  DISTRESS  IN 
THE  "WEST  AND  NORTH-WEST. 

Mb.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
What  documents,  in  the  nature  of  re- 
ports of  Looal  Government  Board  In- 
spectors, resolutions  of  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians, communications  made  to  the  Irish 
Executive,  and  replies  by  the  Irish  Exe- 
cutive, and  especially  by  the  Irish  Local 
Government  Board,  dealing  with  the 
prevalent  distress  in  certain  parts  of  the 
West  and  North-West  of  Irehud,  he  is 
prepared  to  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House?   

Mb.  TEEVELTAN:  Sir,  there  will 
be  no  objection  to  lay  on  the  Table  all 
resolutions  of  Boards  of  Guardians  re- 
garding distress  which  msy  be  specially 
a  iked  for.  The  Beports  of  Local  Go- 
vernment Inspectors  are  deemed  coofi- 
dential,  being  made  for  the  information 
of  the  Board ;  and  it  would  certainly  be 
extremely  inconvenient  if,  in  drawing 
up  those  Beports,  Uiey  anticipated  their 
being  called  for  by  the  House ;  but  if 
any  special  Beport  is  asked  for,  I  will 
see  whether  it  cannot  be  presented-  I 
gave  a  general  pledge  last  night  to  lay 
uie  views  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  before  the  House,  and  I  hope  the 
Papers  I  shall  lay  on  the  Table  will  do  so. 

Mb.  SEXTON  asked,  whether,  con- 
sidering the  urgency  of  the  question, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  make  a 
compilation  of  the  documents  he  intended 
to  present,  and  lay  them  on  the  Table  as 
soon  as  possible,  for  the  information  of 
Members. 

Mb,  TEEVELTAN :  I  hope  to  lay 
some  documents  of  an  interesting  and 
important  character  on  the  Table  before 
Easter. 

PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS     OP  THE 
HOUSE— PARLIAMENTARY  OATHS 
ACT  (1866)  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
Mb.  hicks  asked  the  First  Lord  of 

the  Treasury,  Whether,  in  view  of  the 
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fact  that  a  great  number  of  Members 
must  be  absent  from  the  House  during 
the  first  week  after  Eaater,  in  conso- 
quence  of  their  having  to  attend  at 
Quarter  Sessions,  he  will  give  an  assur- 
ance that  the  A^rmation  Bill  shall  not 
be  proceeded  with  until  after  that  date? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  I  Sir,  I  cannot 
give  any  other  answer  than  that  which 
was  given  by  my  noble  Friend  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  and  r^ated  by 
myself,  that  we  will  pve  every  Notice 
before  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill 
comes  on. 

SOUTH  AFRICA  (THE  TRANSVAAL)— 
CRUELTIES  OF  THE  BOERS. 

Lord  EUSTACE  CECIL  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  his 
attention  had  been  called,  as  early  as 
Monday  last,  to  the  following  passage, 

Sage  67,  paragraph  49,  in  the  Further 
orrespondence  issued  on  Wednesday 
upon  afi'airs  in  the  Transvaal,  and 
vouched  for  by  Mr.  Butherford,  s^ 
cretary  to  the  British  Besident  to  this 
eflfect : 

'*  These  four  diildzeii,  Ehate,  Tapien, 
Fhcta,   Mentiho,  wore  wounded ;  foot  otkeis 

wero  Stilled  hy  the  Boers.  It  ia  true  this 
was  during  the  war;  but  they  being  children, 
their  ages  from  9  to  16,  and  as  they  were  un- 
armed, and  were  herding  calvee  only,  it  was 
aeatnat  our  laws  to  kill  suoh  or  aor  cowherds 
if  they  do  not  resist  capture.  The  Boers  know 
this  rule  well; " 

and,  whether  bis  attention  was  called  to 
page  74,  of  the  same  Beport,  Annexure 
H,  headed  '*  list  of  murders  committed 
by  the  Boers,"  detailing  tiie  mi^erof 
nine  old  and  infirm  men  and  one  woman, 
and  testified  by  the  Chief  Montsoia  and 
three  witnesses ;  and,  if  not,  why  tlie 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Co- 
lonies has  failed  to  put  the  House  in 
possession  of  information  which  must 
have  been  well  known  at  the  Colonial 
Office  7  I  wish  to  make  a  short  expla- 
nation of  the  reason  why  I  put  the  Ques- 
tion. On  Monday  last  statements  were 
made  by  the  Prime  Minister  to  the  effect 
that  he  had  no  authmtio  information 
respecting  the  murderous  outrages  com- 
mitted by  the  Boers ;  while  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  de- 
clared that  the  facts  were  already  in  the 
possession  of  the  House. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  The  noble  Lord 
isnowenteringuponomtrovenual  matter. 
It  is  impossible  for  me  to  hear  theav 
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atatements  vithout  answering  them.  I 
Irish  then  to  know,  Sir,  if  the  noble 
Lord  is  in  Order  in  making  them  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  noble  Lord  is 
in  Order  in  referring  to  such  matters  as 
relate  to  the  Question  on  the  Paper,  and 
are  necessary  to  explain  it ;  but  he  is 
not  entitled  to  enter  into  any  contro- 
Tersial  matter. 

Lord  EUSTACE  CECIL:  I  have  no 
desire  to  raise  any  question  npon  wMoh 
there  is  likely  to  be  oontroTersy.  I 
only  wish  to  ascertain  whether  certain 
facts  which  have  a  bearing  upon  this 
Question  are  correct. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  8ir-[CW«  of 
"  Order ! "]  I  am  speaking  to  Order. 
The  facts  which  the  noble  Lord  began 
to  state  were  of  a  highly  controversial 
character;  and  what  I  want  to  ask  is, 
whether  it  would  be  agreeable  to  the 
House  that  I  should  enter  into  them  in 
replying  to  the  Question  of  the  noble 
Lord? 

LoED  EUSTACE  CECIL:  I  trust 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  be 
able  to  make  a  full  answer  to  my  Ques- 
tion, and  I  shall  not  be  deterred  from 
asking  it  by  any  reply  which  be  may 
be  pleased  to  make  to  it.  I  wish  only 
to  add  that  at  the  time  the  Blue  Book 
was  

Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  noble  Lord  is 
now  referring  to  a  former  debate  during 
the  present  Session,  and  is  clearly  out 
of  Order. 

LoKD  EUSTACE  CECIL :  I  have  no 
deaire  to  refer  to  any  former  debate  at 
all.  But,  perhaps,  my  Question  is  al* 
ready  so  clear  that  the  House  will  un- 
derstand what  I  mean.  I  will  therefore 
put  the  Question  to  the  Prime  Minister 
as  it  stands  on  the  Paper. 

LoED  GEORGE  HAMILTON  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  If  he 
was  aware  on  Friday  last  that  there  was 
in  the  poesefision  of  the  Government  the 
official  Report  upon  the  South-West  of 
the  Transraal  by  Mr.  Butherford,  Se- 
cretaiy  to  the  British  Besident,  Preetoria, 
of  which  the  following  are  extracts  (page 
56  [Tranaraal,  in  continnation  of  C. 
3419]):— 

"  It  is  jost  impoBBible  to  record  in  a  report, 
neoeuarilT  limited  to  its  special  subject,  vhai 
anyone  who  will  rifiit  these  parts  of  the  ooimtr  v 
vill  see  day  by  day.  AU  obaerranco,  nay,  all 
sense  id  law,  of  right,  of  reswm,  is  being  duly 
iacreasiDgly  obscured  and  rejected.  To  see 
land,  pn^terty,  cattle,  is  to  lust  for  ani  sMze 

them. 


"I  hare  lon^  nnoe  much  modiOed  any  ex- 
treme DegTophilist  Tiewa  I  may  havo  h^  in 
earlier  years,  but  not  believing  that  the  '  final 
cause '  of  the  existence  of  Natives  in  such  im- 
mense numbers  in  South  Africa  is  only  that 
they  should  be  wiped  out ;  and  believing,  on 
the  contrary,  that  the  problem  of  their  being 
allowad  to  continue  to  exist  beneficially  to 
others  and  becoming  improved  themaelvea  ia 
ono  that  can  be  solved,  I  turn  vith  sad  repul- 
sion from  what  I  have  seen  and  otherwise 
baov  to  exist." 
Page  67, 

"  The  Chief  (Mankoroane)  then  pressed  me, 
just  as  had  been  done  by  Montsiosa  and  his 
Council,  to  give  them  some  informataon  and 
some  hope  of  intervention   on  their  behalf 

Eressed  hard  upon  me  how  unfalteringly  they 
ad  stood  by  the  English  and  respected  the 
English  laws  and  line,  and  'the  Queen's  word 

and,  if  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  make  any  determined  effort  to 
stop  the  atrocities  and  blood-guiltiness 
of  which  they  now  have  authentic  official 
information  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  Sir,  with  respect 
to  the  important  and  painful  details  that 
are  communicated  in  the  Questions  put 
by  the  hon.  Members,  I  may  state  that 
these  details  reached  this  country  during 
m^  absence  from  it,  and  they  were  not 
within  my  knowledge  at  the  time  I  spoke 
on  Monday.  At  the  same  time,  I  must 
observe  that  these  Questions  have  no 
connection  with  the  debate  on  Monday 
last.  My  observation  in  the  debate  of 
Monday  last,  that  the  information  before 
the  House  was  not  authentic  informa- 
tion, referred  to  what  was  said  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chatham 
(Mr.  Gorst).  On  Monday  last,  we  were 
debating  matters  supposed  to  be  con- 
nected with  the  conduct  of  the  Boer 
Government  within  Transvaal  territory, 
and  falling  under  these  provisions  of  tbo 
Convention  which  refer  to  the  Transvaal 
territory.  The  important  citations  con- 
tained in  these  two  Questions  differ,  I 
believe,  in  all  these  respects.  They 
relate  to  the  acts  of  independent  persons 
and  to  another  frontier — ^the  opposite 
and  most  distant  frontier  of  that  terri- 
tory—namely, the  South-West,  instead 
of,  I  believe,  the  North*£ast,  and  are 
transactions  purporting  to  have  occurred 
beyond  the  Transvaal  Frontier,  and  fall- 
ing under  different  conditions  and  diffe- 
rent considerations  altogether.  I  may, 
perhaps,  say  that  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
(Mr.  Ashley),  in  his  speech  during  the 
debate  on  the  Address,  signified  dis- 
tinctly to  the  House  that  the  Gov^rn- 
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ment  were  in  possession  of  painful  in- 
formation reladDg  to  the  atrocities  com- 
mitted in  that  region.  With  regard 
to  the  Question  of  the  noble  Lord,  these 
are  matters  of  very  great  importance, 
that  are  receiving  the  careful  attention 
of  Her  Majesty's  QoTemment,  with  the 
Tiov  of  a  prompt  decision  as  to  the 
course  which  it  might  be  their  duty  to 
take. 

Lord  EUSTACE  CECIL :  WiU  Her 
Majesty's  Qovemment  state  the  deoiaion 

when  they  come  to  it  to  the  House  ? 

Mn.  GLADSTONE :  As  I  understand 
the  matter,  the  probability  is  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gorst) 
will  be  able  to  make  a  Motion  on  this 
subject  on  Tueaday,  which  may  afford  a 
convenient  opportunity  ;  but  if  he  should 
not  be  able  to  fulfil  that  intention,  it 
will  be  quite  proper  that  the  Gorern- 
ment  should  state  on  a  very  early  date — 
and  I  hope  not  later  than  the  day  men- 
tioned— substantially  the  course  that 
they  intend  to  pursue. 

Mb.  GOBST  gave  Notice,  that  he 
would  then  more  that  this  House  regrets 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  have  so 
long  ignored  the  proceedings  of  the 
Transvaal  Government  in  the  cruel  and 
atrocious  attacks  made  upon  the  two 
chiefs,  Mankoroane,  and  Montsioa ;  and 
that  this  House  is  of  opinion  that  ener* 
getic  steps  should  be  taken  to  secure  the 
strict  observance  by  the  Transvaal  Go- 
vernment of  the  Convention  of  1881,  so 
that  these  chiefs  may  be  preserved  from 
the  destruction  with  which  they  are 
threatened. 

SEED  ADVANCES  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALF0T7B  gave  Notice 
that,  on  going  into  Oommittee  of  Supply, 
he  should  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  conduct  of  the  Government  with 
reference  to  the  Seed  Advances  (Soot- 
land)  Bill. 

Sir  JOSEPH  W.  PEASE :  I  rise  to 
a  point  of  Order.  I  wish  to  know,  Sir, 
if  the  hon.  Member  for  Hertford  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour)  can  enter  upon  a  discus- 
sion in  refWence  to  the  Seeds  question, 
when  a  Bill  upon  that  subject  is  down 
upon  the  Paper  for  a  second  reading? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE  :  I  have  not  the 
least  intention  of  discussing  the  merits 
of  the  Bill,  but,  simply,  uie  attitude 
taken  by  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
and  I  apprehend  that  that  will  be  strictly 
in  Order. 

^r,  Glttdatone 


Mb.  speaker  :  I  can  only  say,  in 
reply  to  the  Question  of  tho  hon.  Baronet, 
that  I  must  defer  my  answer  to  it  until 
the  case  actually  arises.  It  will  then  be 
my  duly  to  say  whether  the  hon.  U^- 
ber  for  Hertford  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfiniz)  is 
in  Order  or  not. 

BALE   OF   POISONS— LEGISLATIOK  — 
PATENT  HEDIGINES. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Wabtoh, 

Mb.  MTJNDELLA:  It  is  the  inten- 
tion of  the  (Government  to  introduce  a 

Bill  for  the  further  regulation  of  the 
sale  of  poisons,  which  will  include  pro- 
visions respecting  the  sale  of  so-called 
patent  medicines  of  a  poisonous  charac- 
ter. The  Bill  will  be  introduced  in  the 
other  House  of  Parliament. 

THE  DANUBIAN  CONFERENCE— THE 
KILIA  MOUTH. 

Baboh  henry  DE  worms  asked 
the  Prime  Minister,  Whether  he  would 
give  a  day  for  the  discussion  of  the  abro- 
gation of  the  Treaty  of  1856  by  the 
Danube  Conference  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  I  cannot 
answer  a  Question  regarding  giving  a 
day  for  the  purpose  of  considering  a 
matter  which  the  hon.  Member  assumes 
to  be  matter  of  fact,  but  which  I  do  not 
conceive  to  be  matter  of  faot,  and  with 
regard  to  which,  therefore,  no  occasion 
has  arisen  that  would  form  the  basis  of 
a  discussion. 

Babok  henry  DE  WORMS  asked, 
whe^er  there  was  no  alteration  pro- 
posed at  the  Oonference  wif^  regard  to 
the  Kilia  mouth  of  the  Danube  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  That  is  not  the 
question.  The  hon.  Gentleman  said  that 
the  Treaty  of  1856  had  been,  or  was 
about  to  be,  abrogated.  That  was  what 
I  was  not  aware  of.  I  cannot  give  a 
dav  for  discussing  these  things.  They 
will  come  in  their  order. 

PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHEE  asked  whether  it 
was  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
propose  a  Vote  on  Account  7 

Thb  CHANCELLOR  of  theEXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  OHnj>BBs).  in  reply,  said, 
that  that  was  a  matter  as  to  woii^  the 
Government  would  give  tbe  OBual  No- 
tice.  A  Vote  on  Aocisunt  would  Mlov 
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the  Sopplementaiy  Esdmaies  and  the 
first  Army  and  Navy  Votes. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  ought  to  men- 
tion that  as  far  as  the  Sapi^emental  Es- 
timates are  concerned,  it  is  a  matter  of 
absolute  neceasity,  in  order  to  meet  the 
provision  of  the  law,  that  they  should 
be  passed  by  a  certain  day.  If  we  fail 
to  deepatch  all  the  remaining  Estimates 
to-night,  I  believe,  judging  from  what 
we  conceive  to  be  our  duty,  it  will  be 
our  duty  to  ask  the  House  for  a  Sitting 
to-morrow  for  that  purpose.  Supposing 
the  case  of  their  not  being  finished  to- 
morrow, I  think  a  great  inconvenience 
would  arise.  It  would  be  most  impru- 
dent of  the  Government  fo  suppose  that 
they  can  take  a  Wednesday  for  that 
purpose,  and,  therefore,  we  cannot  in- 
cluae  Wednesday.  Under  these  oircnm- 
Btances,  I  say  there  is  very  urgent  ne- 
cessity fiorolodng  the  Supplementary  Es- 
timates to-night  or  to-morrow. 

In  reply  to  Lord  KAHDOLTHOHUiiOHrLL, 
as  to  the  probable  day  on  which  the 
House  would  meet  after  Easter, 

Me.  GLADSTONE  said :  I  think  the 
noble  Lord  is  under  a  mistake,  and  the 
question  of  the  day  on  which  the  House 
meets  after  Easter  has  no  bearing  what- 
ever on  the  completion  of  Supply.  The 
real  difficulty  which  the  Government 
have  to  consider  is  the  time  required 
after  the  Estimates  are  voted  for  the 
passage  of  the  Appropriation  Bill 
throngh  the  House  of  Lords. 

In  reply  to  a  further  Question  by 
Colonel  M Asnrs,  as  to  the  day  on  which 
the  Hcmse  would  re-aesemble, 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said :  I  will  en- 
deavour to  say  on  an  early  day  next 
week ;  but  I  cannot  give  any  positive 
answer  on  that  subject  until  the  Sup- 
plementary Estimates  are  furnished. 

SiaWALTER  B.  B  ARTTELOT  asked, 
whether,  in  the  case  of  the  Supplementary 
Estimates  being  finished  to-morrow,  the 
Army  Estimates  would  be  taken  on 
Monday  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Yes,  Sir,  that  is 
the  intentiffli. 

In  reply  to  Questions  from  Mr.  Gorst 
and  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith, 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  take 
the  Naval  Estimates  on  Thursday.  He 
eovld  ]U)t  undertake  to  say  at  present 
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what  other  Business  would  be  taken 
before  Easter. 

eoypt-lordduffbhutb  despatch. 

Mb.  A8HMEAD-BARTLETT  asked, 
When  Lord  Dufferin's  despatch  would 
bo  laid  on  the  Table. 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAITBIOE  : 
I  stated  the  other  day,  that  the  despatch 
will  be  presented  as  soon  as  possible 
after  it  is  returned  by  Lord  DufFerin, 
and  I  think  that  will  probably  he  early 
next  week. 

INDIA— DEATH  OF  SIR  BALAH  JTTNa. 

Lord  0LAT7D  HAMILTON  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
If  the  Government  have  received  any 
authentic  information  as  to  the  report 
that  the  death  of  Sir  Salar  Jung  had 
not  arisen  solely  from  natural  causes  ? 

Mr.  J.  K.  CROSS,  in  reply,  said,  that 
no  information  had  been  received  as  to 
the  circumstances  of  the  death  of  Sir 
Salar  Jung,  which  would  lead  them  to 
believe  the  statements  which  the  noble 
Lord  had  indicated  to  the  House. 

ORDmS  OF  TBS  DAT. 

SUPPLY.— COUUITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed* 
'*That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 

Chair."  ■ 

FACTORY  AND  EDUCATION  ACTS 
(SCOTLAND).— RESOLUTION. 

Mb.  GOOHBAN-PATBIOK,  in  rising 
to  direct  attention  to  the  operation  of  the 

Factory  Acts  in  Scotland,  in  so  far  as 
they  affect  Elementary  Education  In 
that  Country  ;  and  to  move — 

That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  dosir- 
ahle  that  the  want  of  harmony  which  practically 
exists  between  the  EWnry  and  Edaoation  Acta 
in  Scotland  be  remedied  by  legialation  at  the 
earliest  opportunity," 

said :  I  desire  to  show  that  this  want  of 
harmony  exercises  a  very  injurious  effect 
on  the  system  of  education  in  Scotland. 
It  imposes  unnecessary  and  vexatious 
duties  upon  those  who  are  charged  with 
factory  superintendence;  it  imposes  addi- 
tional responsibility  on  the  school  boards; 
it  interferes  in  many  cases  with  the  legi- 
timate olaims  for  the  supply  of  labour ; 
and,  not  unfrequently,  it  imposes  a  very 
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great  amount  of  liardship  upon  those 
parents  of  the  working  classes  who  have 
takoQ.  the  most  efficient  means  for  the 
education  of  their  children.  I  think,  in 
order  clearly  to  apprehend  the  condition 
in  which  we  are  in  Scotlandin  thismatter, 
it  is  necesaary  to  consider,  in  the  first 
place,  the  terms  of  the  Acts  of  Parliament 
which  regulate  education  and  employ- 
ment in  that  country.  You  have,  in 
the  first  place,  the  Scotch  Education  Act 
of  1872;  in  the  next  place,  an  Amend- 
ment Act  relating  to  education  in  1878  ; 
and,  in  the  third  {Uaoe,  the  Factory  Act 
of  the  same  year.  The  clauies  of  the 
Act  of  1872  ate  very  clear  and  explicit. 
The  G9th  clause  provides  that  all  chudren 
between  the  ages  of  5  and  18  shall  be 
educated.  The  72nd  prohibits  anyone 
employing  a  child  under  13  who  has  not 
attended  school  regularly  for  three  years, 
or  until  he  can  read  and  write,  and  ren- 
ders the  employer  of  such  a  child  liable 
to  fine  and  imprisonment;  and  the  73rd 
requires  a  certificate  of  ability  to  read 
and  write  and  of  a  knowledge  of  elemen- 
tary arithmetic  granted  by  an  Inspector 
of  Schools  in  order  to  exempt  parents  and 
employers  from  any  legal  proceedings. 
The  Act  of  1 872  was  considerably  moal- 
fied  by  the  Act  passed  in  1878,  the  5th 
section  of  which  Act  forbids  the  employ- 
ment of  children  under  10,  and  allows 
those  between  10  and  14  to  work  only 
if  they  have  a  certi6<»te  in  the  terms  of 
the  Act  of  1872,  unless  any  such  child  is 
emplc^ed  and  is  attending  school  in  no- 
oordance  with  the  proviaons  of  any  Act 
or  Minute  of  the  Scotch  !E>dneation  De- 
partment ;  and  the  Factory  Act  of  1878, 
by  the  20th  section,  prohibits  the  em- 
ployment of  children  under  1 0 ;  but  by 
the  26th  section  it  allows  a  child  of 
13,  who  has  passed  a  certain  Standard 
of  education — which  Standard  is  to  be 
fixed  by  the  Secretary  of  State — and 
has  made  a  certain  number  of  previous 
attendances,  to  work  full  time  as  a  young 
person  under  the  terms  of  that  Act. 
These  are  the  Acts  of  Pariiament  which 
bear  upon  the  point  But,  beddes  these 
Acts,  there  is  permission  to  tile  Educa- 
tion Department  to  pass  certain  regula- 
tions, and  in  accordance  with  that  Act 
the  Stotch  Education  Department,  on 
the  16th  of  December,  1878,  resolved  that 
the  Standard  of  education  allowing  the 
partial  exemption  of  children  above  10 
from  the  obligation  to  attend  school 
^ould  be  the  3rd  Standard  prescribed 
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by  the  Scotch  Education  Code,  and  iSbtA 
the  Standard  of  educational  abiHty  to 
give  fall  time  work  after  13  ahouH 
bo  the  5th  Standard.  Those  are  the 
Acta  and  Minutes  which  regulate  the 
question  of  education  and  employment. 
On  the  question  of  how  far  tneee  Acts 
and  Minutes  are  reduced  into  prac- 
tice, we  hare  some  facta  that  are 
quite  certain  and  undoubted,  and  othen 
upon  which  a  certain  amount  of  donht 
and  uncertainty  ariso.  With  T^ard  to 
the  former,  it  is  certain  that,  both  under 
the  Factory  and  the  Education  Acts,  no 
child  below  10  can,  under  any  circum- 
stances whatever,  engage  in  romunera- 
tive  employment  In  the  second  place, 
it  is  certain  that  no  child  under  13  can 
work  full  time  at  all,  no  matter  how 
much  he  knows  ;  and,  in  the  third  place, 
it  is  certain  that  every  child  over  14  can 
work  full  time,  no  matter  how  little  he 
knows.  Now,  besides  these  cases  upon 
which  no  dubiety  exists,  we  have  two 
oases  in  which  the  same  amount  of  cer- 
tainty is  not  quite  so  dear.  We  have 
first,  the  case  of  children  between  10  and 
1 3  who  are  petrmitted  to  w<Hrk  half-time. 
Under  the  Acts  to  which  I  have  directed 
the  attention  of  the  House,  and  under 
the  Minutes  of  the  Scotch  Education 
Department,  children  between  tJhe  ages 
of  10  and  13  are  allowed  to  vork  half- 
time.  Before  Hie  month  of  August^ 
1879,  no  EduoatioDal  Btandard  waa  re- 
quired for  half-time  work ;  it  vas  suffi- 
cient that  tbey  were  attending  a  certified 
school ;  but  i^ter  that  date  the  Minute 
of  the  So(^h  Education  Department 
came  into  force,  and  the  3rd  Standard 
was  laid  down  as  that  which  was 
required  to  enable  children  to  work  half- 
time.  Then  we  have  the  case  of  children 
between  13  and  14  years  of  age.  These 
children  can  work  half-time,  under  the 
same  regulations  as  affect  the  case  of 
children  between  10  and  IS;  and  they 
can  work  full  time  as  "  young  persons," 
in  a  techucal  sense,  under  the  Faot<H7 
Act,  in  the  first  place,  if  they  have  a 
certificate  of  having  passed  tiie  5th 
Standard ;  or,  in  the  second  place,  if  &ey 
have  a  certificate  of  "due  attendance, 
as  defined  by  tbe  Scotch  Education  Code 
of  1880 — namely,  that  they  have  made 
260  attendances  after  five  years  of  age, 
in  not  more  than  two  schools,  in  each 
year  for  five  years,  whether  consecutiTe 
or  not.  These  are  tbe  facta  which  result 
from  the  operation  of  the  Acts  of  Farliar 
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ment  and  the  Minutea  of  tbe  Education 
Department.  There  is  no  doubt,  I  think, 
that  the  intention,  both  of  the  Acts  and 
the  Minutes,  was  that,  for  the  purpose 
of  half-time  employment,  the  3ra  Stan- 
dard should  be  the  Standard  of  educa- 
tional efficiency  in  Scotland  ;  but,  in 
point  of  fact,  that  regulation  ie  dot 
practioallj  in  abeyance,  and  the  difficulty 
we  have  to  contend  with  has  arisen  from 
the  peculiar  wording  of  the  £th  elauBe  of 
the  Act  of  1870.   That  clause  says— 

"  Sach  a  child  shall  not  be  employed,  unleea 
atiendiDg  aoliool  in  BCGordukoe  wiui  l^e  pro- 
Tiflioiu  Gl  any  Act  of  Parliament  regulating 
labmr,  or  of  any  Uinute  of  the  Scotch  Educa- 
tion Department." 

X  understand  that  a  legal  doubt  arose 
in  reference  to  the  peculiar  phraseology 
of  the  latter  part  of  that  clause  ;  and  I 
beUere  the  matter  was  so  doubtful,  that 
the  opinion  of  the  high  est  legal  authority 
in  Scotland  was  taken  on  the  point,  and 
that  opinion  showed  such  dubiety  that  no 
school  board  felt  justified  in  bringing 
the  ease  before  the  Superior  Courts  to  be 
settled.  The  matter  has  rested  in  that 
very  unsatisfactory  state  from  the  time 
that  opinion  was  given  until  now.  On 
the  particular  gravity  and  importance 
of  this  question,  and  its  practical  effect 
upon  education,  I  might  adduce  a  vast 
amount  of  testimony  which  X  have  been 
favoured  with  by  persons  who  take  a 
deep  interest  in  the  matter  ;  but  I  think 
it  wiU  be  for  the  convenience  of  the 
House,  and  will  meet  my  own  case,  if  I 
lay  down  simply  four  statements.  The 
fiwt  is  found  in  the  27th  page  of  the 
Beport  for  1881  of  the  Ohief  Inspector 
of  Factories.  The  Inspeetor  for  the 
Edinburgh  District,  there  says— 

"  Cases  frequently  arise  in  my  district,  of 
children  under  13  yeara  being  granted  oertifl- 
cates  from  the  Scmwl  Board,  permitting  them, 
as  a  reward  for  proScienc^',  to  worlc  full  time, 
sometimes  accompanied  with  a  proviso  that  thev 
shall  attend  a  night  school.  A  child  armed  with 
tfala  anthoritr  natarally  thinks  it  very  hard  that 
the  IPaotory  Act  internres  and  nullifies  the  ad- 
vantages he  has  gained  by  his  own  industry  and 
good  conduct;  the  parents  are  also  aggrieved, 
and  the  employer  is  naturally  much  annoyed, 
and  expTeases  his  disgust  at  the  discrepancy 
between  the  two  Acts  in  no  meaeared  terms." 

Again,  the  School  Board  of  Glasgow,  in 
their  Beport  for  1881,  says — 

**  There  ig  a  want  of  harmony  between  the 
Factory  Act  and  the  Education  Act.  Rome 
children  who  have  not  the  requirements  of  the 
Edocalaon  Act  may,  and  frequently  d<^  leave 
M^ool  about  12,  but  cannot  l^tolly  w<nk  full 
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lime  tmtil  they  are  13 ;  while  others  who  bavs 
attained  tho  age  of  13  are  free  under  the  Educa- 
tion Act,  but  not  having  passed  Standard  5,  nor 
made  the  necessary  attcnidanoes,  they  are  not 
allowed  to  work  full  time  until  they  are  14  ysais 
of  age." 

And,  in  their  Beport  for  1882,  they  re- 
peat this  statement^  and  add — 

"It  is  a  striking  and  dgnifioant  fact  tlu^ 
while  thera  were  §,87fi  children  between  the 
ages  of  12  and  1 3  at  school  in  1881,  there  are  o&fy 
now  6,438  ohildrea.  Children  uncUr  13  cannot  be 
employed  full  time  in  factories  and  workshops. 
There  ia  only  a  limited  demand  for  them  in 
offices,  and  thnre  is  a  strong  temptation  to  them 
to  take  irr^^ular  work,  or  hang  abont  the  streets 
until  thoy  are  of  proper  age." 

Then  I  find  the  School  Board  of  Paisley, 
who  have  also  great  experience  on  these 
particular  points,  giving'  an  opinion  in 
Tery  much  the  same  terms.  They  say— 

"  We  find  that  the  numbers  are  on  the  in- 
crease, and  that  out  of  the  809  under  this  Act, 
266  have  not  passed  tlie  3rd  Standard.  These 
children  will,  as  a  role,  be  far  bdiind  in  their 
odacation  when  they  leare  school,  so  that  ve  do 
not  wonder  that  the  half-time  movement  is  one 
which  has  never  commended  itself  to  the  public. 
There  are  three  schools  in  our  town  into  whicb 
half-timers  only  are  admitted,  alUiough  there 
are  schools  under  the  Govemnuiit  Inifiector, 
where  half-timers  are  likewise  admitted.  Wo 
think  that  if  there  was  more  harmony  between 
tJie  Factory  and  Education  Acts,  and  if  healthy 
children  about  12  years  of  age,  who  have  passed 
Standards,  could  be  employed  to  work  fuU  time 
in  healtiiy  places,  (bare  would  not  be  the  same 
ittducwnent  to  puenta  to  send  their  little  ones 
to  work  on  ludi-tims  at  10  years_old— acostom 
which  is  rapidly  extending." 

They  add  that  there  are  600  children  iu 
Paisley,  under  1 3  years  of  age,  who  have 
met  the  requirements  of  the  Education 
Act  and  are  not  attending  school,  but 
who  could  be  much  better  employed 
than  in  hanging  about  the  streets. 
Therefore,  they  f&el  that  some  alteration 
must  be  made  now,  or  very  soon  by  the 
Qovemment.  The  only  other  extract 
which  I  shall  quote  to  tbe  House  ia 
from  the  echool  board  with  which  I  am 
myself  connected,  and  which  fairly  repre- 
sents th,e  average  of  a  great  number  of 
country  school  boards.  It  is  a  mining, 
manufacturing,  and  agriooltural district, 
and  this  is  the  opinion  of  tme  of  our 
most  experienced  officials— 

"  What  is  wanted  is  a  definition  of  the  stan- 
dard of  education  neeomary  to  enabls  a  ehild 
between  10  and  13  years  of  age  to  work  half- 
time,  which  would  bo  recognistfd  both  by  tho 
factory  and  education  inspector.  There  is  a 
difficulty  also  with  regard  to  children  between 
13  and  14  years  of  age.  The  Factory  Acts  do 
not  allow  uiflse  to  work  full  time  ootil  they  have 
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pUBed  the  Sth  StandarJ,  Trhilfl  school  IxMide 
nave  no  rigltt  to  intarfera  with  ohildren  above 
1 8  years  of  ago.  The  eSbct  of  this  is,  that  vhile 
theee  ohildren  hare  to  attend  school  in  order  to 
be  sUovcd  to  voil^.  the  school  board  officer  has 
no  control  over  them." 

Now,  Sir,  I  do  not  think  it  necessary  to 
take  up  any  more  time  upon  this  point, 
although,  if  I  liked,  I  might  lay  similar 
testimony  befbre  the  House  f rem  almost 
every  part  of  Scotland  ;  but,  nnder  the 

S resent  ciroumstanoes,  I  do  not  feel  justi- 
ed  in  doing  more  than  is  absolutely  ne- 
cessary to  prove  my  point.  I  should  like 
now,  very  briefly,  tobringnnder  thenotice 
of  the  House  one  or  two  only  of  the  very 
peculiar  cases  which  arise  from  the  prac- 
tical working  of  these  two  Acta.  In  the 
first  place,  Sir,  I  will  point  out  that  the 
definition  of  "child"  is  different  under 
the  Education  Acts  to  what  it  is  under 
the  Factory  Acts.  For  the  purpose  of 
education,  a  child  "  is  a  person  between 
the  ag»cf  5  and  13.  After  aohitd  is  18 
years  of  age,  the  power  of  the  fechool 
board  oeasefl  by  Aot  of  Parliament ;  and 
in  Scotland,  when  a  child  nnder  18  years 
of  ag«  has  passed  the  5th  Standard,  the 
school  board  has  praotioally  no  further 
control  over  him  ;  and,  therefore,  the 
child  ceases  to  be  a  "  child  "  for  educa- 
tional purposes.  On  the  other  hand,  the 
Faetory  Act  defines  n  "child"  to  be  a 
person  up  to  the  age  of  14  years,  and 
an  important  distinction  of  that  sort  leads 
to  very  many  difficulties  when  we  come 
to  reduce  them  to  practice.  In  the  case 
of  a  child  who  had  passed  the  5th  Stan- 
dard, as  I  have  said,  the  control  of  the 
school  board  over  it  ceases  ;  but  there 
are  very  many  children  who  are  over  13 
years  of  age,  but  who  have  not  passed 
the  9th  Standard,  nor  have  made  the 
necessary  number  of  attendances  to  en- 
title them  to  the  "  due  attendance  "  cer- 
ti^te,  and,  therefore,  if  they  are 
allowed  to  work  at  all,  they  are  only 
entitled  to  work  as  half-timers,  and  if 
th^  do,  they  must  attend  school  in  order 
to  satisfy  the  requirements  of  the  Factory 
Acts.  They  are,  then,  in  this  position, 
they  are  attending  school  without  the 
school  board  having  any  control  over 
them.  Again,  you  have  children  who 
have  pMsed  the  6th  Standard  before  the 
age  of  1 3.  They  can  only  work  as  half- 
timers;  as  half-timers  they  must  attend 
school ;  but  by  the  Education  Act,  with 
the  consent  of  the  schooj  boards  and  the 
wish  of  their  parents,  they  are  relieved 
from  attending  school  when  they  have 
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passed  that  Standard.  Under  the  Factory 
Acts,  in  order  to  be  able  to  work,  thoy 
must  attend  school,  and  if  they  dxi  not, 
those  same  parents  are  liable  to  fine  and 
imprisonment  There  is  another  case 
which  frequently  occurs.  A  boy  has  ■ 
"  due  attendance  "  oertifioate,  and  ia 
years  of  age,  and  he  may  work  in  a 
fackoiT  or  workshop  under  the  Act  full 
time,  having  scarcely  any  education ;  bnt 
another  boy  who  has  paued  two  sub- 
jects in  the  5th  Standard,  and  therefore 
has  a  respectable  amount  of  abmentary 
knowledge,  is  not  allowed  to  take  em- 
ployment in  a  shop  or  warehouse  where 
his  work  is  practically  educatioaal. 
Then,  as  often  happens,  in  country  dis- 
tricts, where  there  are  no  factories  or 
workshops,  a  child  between  13  and  14 
who  has  not  passed  the  Sth  Standard, 
and  who  has  not  got  a  "due  attend- 
ance "  certificate,  cannot  work  half-time 
because  there  is  no  opportunity  fordoing 
so ;  the  school  boards  cannot  touch  him 
because  ho  is  over  IS ;  he  cannot  le- 
gally get  employment  o&enrise;  and. 
Uierefm,  that  child  is  jdaoed  in  an  en- 
forced state  of  idleness,  at  an  age  of  llfti 
when  it  is  especially  necessary  tlut  h» 
should  be  taught  habits  industry. 
I  think  it  is  unneoessaTy  to  quote  other 
cases,  because  those  who  know  the  Acts 
know  very  well  the  variety  of  cases 
there  are  that  are  constantly  rising  up. 
I  have  now  laid  before  the  House  the 
proposition  which  I  first  load  down,  and 
it  would  be  improper  for  me,  nnder  the 
circumstances,  or  under  the  scope  of  the 
Bcsolution,  to  do  more  than  indicate  the 
particular  direction  which  legislation 
might  take ;  but  there  are  two  points 
which,  I  think,  are  especially  worthy  of 
attention.  In  the  first  place,  it  is  very 
necessary  there  should  be  some  Standard 
of  educational  effioienoy,  which  should 
be  recognised  both  by  the  Eduoation 
Acts  and  the  Factory  Acts.  I  am  aware 
that,  in  some  districts  of  Beotland,  higher 
Standards  might  be  reqaired  than  ia 
others — the  4th  Standard  being  recom- 
mended in  some — but  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  say  what  Standud  would  bo 
the  most  advisable  and  necessuy  iat 
the  whole  country  in  the  cuKumstanees 
of  the  case.  My  opinion,  however,  ii 
— and  it  is  based  upon  facts  coming 
within  my  own  knowledge  —  that  tfas 
3rd  Standard  would  be  probably  suffi- 
cient, and  that  it  woold  meet  all  the 
requirements  of  the  case.    But  I  do 
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not  wish  to  place  that  before  the  House 
in  any  other  shape  than  merely  as  my 
own  private  opinion  ;  but  I  am  satisfied 
of  thi8,  that  whatever  Standard  of  edu- 
cation may  be  laid  down  as  that  without 
which  half-time  employment  cannot  be 
entwed  into,  it  would  require  to  be  very 
carefiilly  guarded,  so  aa,  in  the  first 
place,  not  to  inteirfere  with  those  who 
have  already,  without  that  educational 
requirement,  been  so  far  legally,  or  by 
the  ordinary  custom,  engaged  in  half- 
time  occupation.  I  think  also  that  it 
might  be  necessary  to  follow  the  example 
and  precedent  of  the  English  Act,  and 
in  some  cases,  at  any  rat6,  to  provide 
for  possibly  a  temporary  or  local  exemp- 
tion. I  am  perfectly  aware  that  the 
case  of  exception  to  Acts  of  Farliament 
is  one  which  would  be  gladly  and  pro- 

Serly  avoided ;  but  when  you  come  to 
eal  with  practical  and  existing  circum- 
stances  in  various  localities,  I  think  we 
must  make  a  ohoiee  either  between  an 
exception  or  an  evasion ;  and  if  you 
have  to  take  that  dioice,  it  is  better  to 
have  exceptionB  rather  than  evasions. 
Then,  Sir,  I  think  also  it  would  be  very 
advisable,  in  any  measure  which  may  be 
in  the  future  laid  before  the  House,  that 
some  means  should  be  taken  for  bring- 
ing the  Standards  and  years  somewhat 
nearer  than  at  present.  I  have  received 
a  copy  of  an  opinion  of  the  School  Board 
of  Glasgow  on  this  point,  which  I  be- 
lieve represents  the  nnanimons  judgment 
of  a  body  very  oompetent  to  aoal  with 
the  point   It  is  in  these  terms — 

"  That  the  parent  of  a  child  of  13  years 
complete  ihoU,  aa  at  present,  be  free  from  pro- 
aocutioo  under  the  Edncatioa  Act ;  and  that,  at 
the  same  age,  the  child  should  he  entitled  to  he 
employed  loll  ^me  under  the  Factory  and 
Workshops  Act  and  the  Bdncation  Act  of 
1878." 

I  think,  taking  into  consideration  the 
great  experience  which  the  School  Board 
of  Glasgow  have  had  in  the  work  of 
education  amon^  people  where  this  par- 
ticular point  arises — for  I  believe  it  has 
come  before  them  more  than  in  almost 
any  other  part  of  the  country — I  think 
that  opinion  is  worthy  of  consideration, 
although  I  will  not  say  that  I  agree  to 
it  to  its  full  extent.  I  am  quite  sure,  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Yice  Pre- 
sident of  Uie  Council  is  able  to  hold  out 
any  enoouragement  that  this  matter 
will  receive  the  attention  of  the  Govern- 
ment at  as  early  an  opportunity  aa  poa- 


sible,  and  that  the  experience  which  the 
various  iJepartments  have  had  will  be 
brought  to  bear  in  brining  forward 
the  measure,  it  will  reader  much  more 
easy  the  work  of  national  education  in 
Scotland  In  conclusion,  I  have  only 
to  thank  the  House  for  the  kind  atten- 
tion given  me  in  dealing  with  a  auhject 
necesaarily  dry,  and  should  my  Motion 
be  practically  agreed  to,  and  should  a 
measure  of  this  Kind,  in  course  of  time, 
be  brought  in,  I  am  confident  it  would 
be  productive  of  the  greatest  benefit  to 
the  whole  community.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman then  proposed  the  Besolation  of 
which  he  had  given  Notice. 

Me.  R.  PEESTON  BRUCE,  in  se- 
conding the  Motion,  said,  that,  in  his 
opinion,  his  hon.  Friend  opposite  (Mr. 
Cochran  -  Patrick)  had  succeeded  in 
showing  the  want  of  harmony  between 
the  Education  Acts  and  the  Factory 
Acts  as  now  enforced  in  Scotland.  It 
appeared  to  him  (Mr.  Bruce)  that  the 
inoonvenifflice  resmting  from  that  want 
of  harmony  came  principaUy  under  two 
heads.  The  first  and  most  important 
evil  was  that  half-timers — chiwen  of 
10  years  of  age  and  upwards— were 
employed  in  factories,  without  having 
previously  passed  any  educational  Stan- 
dard whatever.  He  believed  there  was 
no  doubt  that  was  the  case,  although  it 
was  directly  in  the  face  of  the  provisions 
of  the  Education  Act  of  1878,  and  of 
the  Departmental  Minute  of  that  Act. 
According  to  the  Departmental  Minute, 
no  child  ought  to  be  employed  as  a  half- 
timer  in  a  factory  or  workshop  who  had 
not  previously  passed  the  3rd  Standard ; 
but,  owing  to  some  defect  in  the  word- 
ing of  the  Act,  he  believed  that  propo- 
sition was  not  operative,  and,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  children  were  employed  lonv 
before  they  had  reached  even  that  smaU 
educations  Standard.  He  wreed  with 
the  hon.  Member  that  the  Srd  Standard 
would  be  the  best  to  select  as  the  mini- 
mum, without  reaching  which  a  child 
should  not  bo  allowed  to  take  employ- 
ment. But,  at  any  rate,  whether  it  was 
the  right  Standard  or  not,  he  trusted 
that  the  Government  would  be  able  to 
see  their  way  to  lay  down  that  thare 
should  be  some  educational  Standard, 
up  to  which  every  child  must  come  be- 
fore being  employed  as  a  half-timer. 
The  other  principal  question  to  look  at 
was  the  position  of  children  between  the 
ages  of  13  and  H.  These  children  were 
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in  ft  Bomevhat  peculiar  porition.  They 
were  no  longer  compellable  under  the 
Edueation  Acta  to  attend  Bchool ;  but, 
on  the  other  hand,  under  the  Factory 
Acta  they  were  not  allowed  to  be  em- 
ployed full  time  in  factories  unless  in 
certain  casea— namely,  when  they  had 
got  a  certain  certain  certificate  of  edu- 
cation, or  of  attendance  at  school.  The 
consequence  of  that  was,  that  there  were 
a  number  of  children  who  could  no 
longer  be  obliged  to  attend  school,  and, 
at  the  same  time,  were  not  allowed  to 
take  full-time  employment  in  the  fac- 
tories, and  who  ver^  probably  might 
spend  their  time  not  in  the  most  advan- 
t^ouB  manner.  There  was  also  the 
case  of  those  children  under  the  age  of 
13  who  had  passed  the  6th  Standard, 
and  who  were  no  longer  compellable  to 
attend  school.  They,  too,  by  the  Fac- 
tory Acts  were  prevented  from  taking 
full-time  employment,  and  they  might 
for  a  time  be  left  in  enforced  idleness. 
Now,  he  believed  it  was  suggested  that, 
aa  regarded  the  difficulty  of  children 
between  the  age  of  13  and  H,  it  might 
bo  got-over  by  altering  the  definition 
of  a  "  child,"  and  defining  a  "  child  "  to 
be  a  person  between  the  age  of  13  and 
18,  instead  of  botwoen  the  ago  of  H 
and  18,  as  in  the  Factor}'  Act.  It  was, 
however,  observed  that  if  that  were 
done,  it  woald  remove  the  stimulus  that 
at  present  existed,  and  which  encour- 
aged the  child  to  obtain  the  dth  Stan- 
dard certificate  at  the  age  of  13  in  order 
to  be  qualified  for  work.  Before  sitting 
down,  he  would  just  ask  the  attention 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Council  to  one  other 
matter  of  detail.  It  bad  been  pointed 
out  that  the  certificates  that  were  ne- 
cessary for  the  employment  of  children 
were  very  numorous,  and  referred  to 
both  physical  and  educational  fitness ; 
and  he  would  like  to  refer  the  right 
lion.  Gentleman  to  Section  27  of  the 
Factory  Acts,  where  ho  would  see  that 
a  surgeon  had  to  give  a  certificate  of 
fitness,  which  should  bo  to  the  effect 
that  he  was  satisfied  by  the  production 
of  the  certificate  of  birth  and  "other 
sufficient  evidence "  that  the  person 
named  in  the  certificate  was  of  the  ago 
specified.  He  was  informed  that  under 
cover  of  those  words  "  other  sufficient 
evidence"  a  certain  amount  of  laxity 
existed  in  granting  these  certificates, 
and  he  thought  it  was  obviously  of 
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great  importaooe,  both  that  iheae  cer- 
tificates should  be  made  as  simple  as 
possible,  and  that  they  should  honesUy 
represent  the  facts  which  they  purported 
to  certify.  He  hoped,  therefore,  the 
Government  would  be  able  to  give  some 
encouragement  to  his  hon.  Friend,  and 
that  he  would  secure  that  amendment 
of  those  Acts  which  he  had  so  ablj 
pointed  out. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That  '*  to  th« 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  wards 
"  in  the  Qpinim  of  Uom  Houoe,  it  is  deanUe 
that  the  want  of  harmony  which  practically 

exists  between  the  Factory  and  Education  Acta 
in  Scotland  be  remedied  hy  le^lation  at  the 
earliest  opportunity," — [Mr,  OocAran-I'stri^,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Me.  F.  HENDERSON  said,  he  was 
quite  sure  that  all  those  who  were  in- 
terested in  the  cause  of  education  in 
Scotland  were  very  much  indebted  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  Ayrshire 
(Mr.  Cochran-Patrick)  for  having  in- 
troduced this  subject  to  the  House.  To 
the  general  proposition  which  ke  had 
made,  ho  (Mr.  Henderson)  did  not  think 
any  possible  objection  could  be  taken. 
It  was  exceedingly  desirable,  and  vtsry 
necessary,  that  the  two  great  Acts  re- 
gulating the  education  and  labour  of 
children  in  Scotland  should  work  to- 
gether in  perfect  harmony,  and,  whare- 
ever  it  could  be  shown  that  defect 
existed,  it  was  of  ^at  importance  that  it 
should  be  remedied  as  early  as  possible. 
What  he  was  particularly  interested  in 
was  the  question  of  insisting  on  an  edu- 
cational Standard  for  the  employment  of 
half-timers,  and  he  was  sure  the  House 
would  excuse  him  if  he  entered  some- 
what into  detail  upon  this  matter,  be- 
cause  the  town  he  had  the  honour  to 
represent  was  much  more  deeply  in- 
terested in  the  question  of  half-timers 
and  their  relations  than  any  other  town 
in  Scotland.  From  the  nature  of  the 
staple  industry  of  Dondee,  it  admitted  of 
a  very  large  proportion  of  unskilled 
child  labour  being  employed.  He  be- 
lieved the  namber~of  operatives  engaged 
in  the  jute  manufacture  represented 
rather  over  than  under  40,000 ;  and  when 
he  mentioned  that  of  those  there  were  not 
lessthan  1,500  half-timers,  hon.Membwi 
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would  at  once  perceive  the  importance  of 
the  subject  to  the  constituency  he  re- 
presented, lie  believed  that  number 
represented  more  than  were  employed 
throughout  the  rest  of  Scotland.  He 
understood  that  Glasgow  with  its  varied 
industries,  and  with  four  times  the 
population  of  Dundee,  had  less  than 
1,000  half-timers;  and  in  Paisley  there 
were  less  than  600 ;  so  that  the  House 
would  at  once  perceive  this  was  a  matter 
of  great  importance  to  Dundee,  and 
therefore  any  regulations  made  by  any 
future  legislation  must  be  a  matter  in 
which  Dundee  must  take  a  great  interest. 
As  early  as  possible  after  the  passing  of 
the  Education  Act  of  1872,  and  after 
providing  for  the  necessary  school  ac- 
commodation that  was  required,  the 
School  Board  of  Dundee  had  their  at- 
tention directed  to  the  question  of  the 
half-timers.  He  was  a  member  of  the 
School  Board  at  that  time,  and  of  the 
sub-committee  delegated  to  inquire  into 
tlie  matter.  They  were  then  under  the 
impression,  afterwards  fully  borne  out 
by  their  investigations,  that  a  very  large 
number  of  the  half-timers  were  educated 
at  schools  over  which  there  was  no  in- 
spection whatever,  and  that  thoy  were, 
in  reality,  getting  no  education  at  all. 
He  had  heard  it  often  stated  within  the 
last  few  days  that  there  was  an  impres- 
sion that  the  manufacturers  of  Dundee 
wore  neglectful  and  remiss  in  their  duty 
in  aenduig  the  half-timers  to  school. 
He  was  very  glad  that  he  now  had  the 
opportunity  of  directly  and  emphatically 
denying  that  allegation,  because  nothing 
was  more  gratifying  to  the  committee 
than  to  find  that  on  every  hand  the  em- 
ployers of  these  children  were  anxious  to 
lind  means  to  co-operate  with  the  School 
Board,  whereby  they  might  be  sure  of 
the  education  of  the  half-timers.  In 
consequence  of  the  investigations  of  the 
committee,  a  half-time  school  was  estab- 
lished by  the  Board  in  one  of  the  dis- 
tricts of  Dundee.  That  school  still 
existed,  and  the  employers  of  the  neigh- 
bourhood most  wilhogly  contributed  to 
the  expense.  He  believed  it  was  from 
the  beginning  a  source  of  proSt,  and 
not  of  loss  to  the  ratepayers.  So  success- 
ful was  the  experiment  that  the  School 
Board  had  added  two  more  schools, 
there  being  now  three  schools  under 
the  management  of  the  School  Board 
inspected  by  the  Government  Inspectors, 
and  furnishing  education  to  half-time 
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children.  There  were  also  private  schools 
connected  with  factories,  and  they  found 
a  great  many  of  the  employers  of  half- . 
time  children  take  a  pride  in  the  effi- 
cient^  of  their  half-time  schods.  He 
would  give  them  the  Beport  of  tho  In- 
spectors of  one  of  the  half-time  factory 
schools,  and  one  under  the  control  of  Uie 
Board.  At  the  iuspectioa  of  the  one 
under  the  control  of  the  Board  in  1881 
the  Inspector  said — 

"  The  work  all  over  the  school  was  remark- 
ably well  done,  and  the  resolta  are  far  beyond 
what  could  have  been  expected." 

The  noto  to  that  by  the  Chairman  of 
the  Board  was  that  the  school  provided 
by  the  Board  was  a  boon  to  the  com- 
munity. The  Beport  from  the  half-time 
factory  school,  where  250  half-timers  at- 
tended, was  to  the  effect  that  the  school 
had  been  remarkably  successful,  and  in 
the  Beport  for  1882  the  Inspector  said 
there  was  nothing  new  to  report ;  all 
the  arrangements  were  admirable,  the 
teachers  worked  heartily  and  effectively, 
and  the  results  were  really  astonishing, 
and  much  beyond  the  average  of  schools. 
He  had  read  those  Beports  to  the  House, 
toshowthatin  the  large  majority  theedu- 
cation  ofhalf-timerswasgood  and  success- 
ful. Ashe  understood  the  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Oochran-Patrick),  he  did  not  pin 
himself  to  the  3rd  Standard,  but  would 
allow  discretion  to  be  used  in  that  re- 
spect, according  to  the  varying  circum- 
stances in  different  localities.  The  school 
board  officer  reported  that  application 
of  the  test  of  the  3rd  Standard  disquali- 
fied more  than  one-half  of  the  children 
now  employed  in  Dundee,  and  would 
disqualify  99  per  cent  of  the  applicants. 
He  (Mr.  Henderson)  had  no  doubt  the 
question  would  be  asked — "  What  are 
the  causes  which  contributed  to  bring 
about  this  state  of  matters  in  Dundee  ?  " 
Well,  there  was  one  cause  which  was 
quite  apparent.  There  were  in  Dundee 
at  present  2,068  children — and  he  be- 
lieved these  children  were  mostly  under 
10  years  of  age — because,  if  they  were 
above  that  age,  they  would  seek  em- 
ployment as  half-timers — 2,068  children 
now  being  educated  in  the  ordinary  day 
schools,  which  were  not  inspected.  There 
were  also  1,000  children,  engaged  as 
half-timers,  being  educated  at  schools 
which  were  not  inspected ;  so  that  they 
had,  in  the  fii-st  instance,  2,000  children 
growing  up  to  half-time  age,  getting 
what  might  be  called  the  name  of  edu- 
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cation,  and  nothing  more,  at  ordinary 
uninspected  schools,  to  come  up  and 
swell  the  ranks  of  the  ordinary  half- 
timers;  and  then  they  had  1,000  half- 
timen  also  being  educated  at  those  un- 
inspected schools.  He  believed  a  large 
number  of  those  ordinary  schools  were 
held  in  rooms  wholly  nnsuited  for  the 

gurpose  of  education  ;  and  when  the 
all-timers  came  in  the  afternoon,  at  1 
or  half-past  1  o'clock,  the  practice  was 
not  to  pat  them  in  the  same  room,  but 
to  tarn  the  ordinary  scholars  ont  into 
the  street  to  play,  in  ordw  that  the  half- 
time  children  might  TOt  such  education 
as  was  provided  for  them.  So  that  these 
schools  which  were  not  inspected  were 
one  of  the  greatest  diffionlties  with  which 
the  school  board  had  to  deal  in  these 
matters.  ISiey  had  no  powor  to  Itiroeot 
them.  [Mr.  HtTKSxixi.  aissented.]  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  shook  hisnead; 
but  the  school  board,  he  knew,  had  no 
power  to  examine  these  schools,  which 
were  really  doing  a  great  injury  to  both 
ctassos  of  soholars.  But  they  relieved 
the  parents  from  any  charge  of  wilfully 
neglecting  theeducation  of  their  children. 
It  had  been  asked — "  What  has  the 
school  board  been  doin^  during  the  10 
^ears  that  the  Education  Act  has  been 
in  operation,  when  such  a  state  of  things 
could  exist  ?  "  He  could  speak  very 
confidently  of  what  the  School  Board  of 
Dundee  had  done  during  those  10  years. 
Pwhaps  no  board  in  Scotland  hod  been 
constituted  so  favourably  for  carrying 
ont  the  ESdnoation  Act  in  its  proper 
roirit  as  the  School  Board  of  Dundee. 
They  had  had  the  advantage  of  having 
on  tiio  Board  the  late  Moderator  of  the 
General  Assembly  of  the  Church  of  Soot- 
land,  and  also,  at  the  same  time,  the 
Moderator  of  the  Free  Ohuroh  of  Scot- 
land. They  had  also  had  the  Bishop  of 
Brechin,  who  was  distinguished  for  his 
efforts  in  promoting  the  social  well-being 
of  the  people ;  and  they  had  had  the 
oldest  Procurator  Fiscal  of  ScoHand, 
who  had  been  deeply  interested  in  the 
cause  of  education,  and  was  one  of  the 
contributors  of  £60,000  for  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  College  in  Dundee ;  so 
that  every  class  of  opinion  was  repre- 
Bcmted  and  combined  in  an  object  which 
vas  to  carry  out  the  Act  of  1872  accord- 
ing to  its  spirit,  and  make  it  a  suooess. 
Well»  that  Board  spent  about  £1,000  a- 
year  in  enfinoing  the  o<nnpulsory  clause 
of  the  Act  of  1872,   Nearly  oae*fburdL 
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of  the  total  fees  contributed  by  the  Gtj 
of  Dundee  had  been  en>ended  in  en- 
forcing attendance.  In  addition  to  thai, 
the  members  of  the  Board  had  vdian- 
tarily  subscribed  to  a  fund  to  provide 
clothing  for  those  children  who  were  not 
so  provided,  in  order  that  the  parents 
might  have  no  excuse.  When  the  Act 
of  1878  was  passed,  he  had  no  doubt 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  many 
others  thought  a  g^eat  step  would  be 
made,  and  that  now  no  difficulty  what- 
ever would  arise  in  enforcing  the  com- 
pulsory clauses.  In  Dundee,  at  least, 
these  expectations  had  not  been  realized. 
At  the  eommenoement  of  the  Sesoon  of 
1879  there  were  2,634  children  on  the 
de&ult  register,  and  the  daily  attendance 
was  only  63  per  cent.  In  1880,  Aen 
were  496  on  the  defknlt  r^fialier,  and 
only  61  per  oent  m  daily  attendasM. 
In  1881  there  were  2,457,  and  a  daily 
attendance  of  65  per  cent.  In  1883 
there  were  2,029  on  the  default  regis- 
ters, and  an  attendance  of  only  61  per 
cent ;  and  he  noticed  that,  in  the  moBth 
of  Februaiy  this  year,  the  officer  re- 
ported that  the  daily  attendance  was  still 
only  61  per  cent.  In  reference  to  tlie 
particular  Motion  now  before  them,  the 
School  Board  of  Dundee  had  passed  a 
resolution,  dated  last  month,  declaring 
that,  "  instead  of  advancing  tfaeeansera 
eduoation,  such  a  motion  as  this  would 
seriously  retard  it"  The  short  of  the 
maUer  was  that  there  were  titonsands  of 
children  atpresont  in  Dundee,  educatedin 
thehalf-time  schools,  who  probably  wonU 
not  otiienrise  have  got  any  other  ednca- 
tionathome;  andtheimpositionofahard- 
and-fast  educational  test  would,  on  Uie 
authority  he  had  stated,  disqualify  one- 
half  at  least  of  those  who  were  at  present 
working  half-time,  and  disqualify  99  per 
cent  of  the  children  who  applied  when 
they  were  10  years  of  age  for  admission 
as  half-timers.  They  must  have  some 
regard  to  the  special  and  exceptionil 
position  of  Dundee.  Witii  regard  to  die 
children  wh(}  were  attending  ordinaiy 
day  schools  undeigoing  inspection,  he 
had  his  ovrn  favourite  remedy,  which  be, 
of  course,  did  not  expect  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Vice  President  of  tiie 
Oouncnl  to  accept.  That  was  to  aboUah 
the  exaction  of  fees  fi«m  the  diildren 
attending  schools,  and  open  the  school 
door  to  tliem.  But  Uutt,  ne  feared,  wn 
not  to  be  thought  of  at  present;  bn^  ^ 
all  events,  in  any  new  ieg^datioB,  they 
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ought  to  give  pover  to  the  school  board, 
or  to  the  GoTemment  Inspector,  to  in- 
spect thoee  schools  which  were  not  under 
inspection,  not  to  allow  any  school  to  be 
opened  for  the  purpose  of  giving  ele- 
mentary eduoation  to  children  which 
WDiild  not  be  obliged  to  submit  to  the 
inspection  of  a  qnaSSed  Inspector.  With 
all  deference  to  ^e  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman,  he  was  still  of  opini<m  that 
school  boards  had  no  power  whatever  to 
enter  these  nhools,  ta  to  insist  upon  their 
receiving  tiie  Tints  of  the  Inspector ;  but 
Ke  was  afraid  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  had  the  power  all  those  years, 
and  bad  not  exsrcued  it.  There  was  so 
doubt,  he  thought,  that  the  Act  of  1878 
imposiBd  a  duty  on  the  Inspector,  to  see 
that  every  child  employed  at  half-time 
work  should  be,  for  a  certain  thne,  at  an 
efficient  school ;  and  the  same  clause  pro- 
vided that  the  Eduoation  Department 
should  declare  and  publish  in  the  dis- 
trict what  they  certify  to  be  an  efficient 
elementary  school.  So  far  as  he  was 
aware,  there  had  been  no  test  applied 
by  the  Inspector  to  see  whether  the  child 
had  been  at  any  school  whatever.  There 
had  been  no  effort  made,  so  far  as  he 
Tas  aware,  to  ascertain  whether  Uie  half- 
time  BohooU  which  were  not  under  the 
Inspeottn'  were  efficient  schools  £i>r  the 
purposes  of  the  Act.  So  that  he  did  not 
thiiHc  the  Education  Department  could 
altogether  absolve  themselres  from  all 
share  of  the  discredit  which  must  attach 
to  such  a  state  of  affairs.  He  readily 
admitted  that  some  standard  of  education 
ought  to  be  imposed  as  a  test  on  half- 
time  children.    He  believed  it  was  im- 

Soastble,  in  the  face  of  what  was  being 
one  in  the  mannfacturing  distriots  in 
Bnglwd,  to  contend  against  such  a  pro- 
position in  Scotland.  But  what  he  would 
impress  upon  the  Hoose  was  that  if  the 
test  were  a|^ed  to  Dundee,  situated  as 
Dundee  was,  it  must  be  ap^ed  very 
gradually.  As  he  had  shown,  ii^any  of 
ute  children  who  at  present  aUmded  as 
half-timers  were  not  able  to  pass  any 
Standard  at  all ;  and  he  would  suggest 
ihiU,  for  a  year  after  the  passing  of  the 
the  Ist  Standard  should  be  the  test 
for  the  ednoatton  of  these,  children.  Tn 
the  foUoving  year  they  might  raise  the 
Standard  to  the  2nd ;  and  then  after  a 
eoiqile  years  they  might  pass  on  to 
insist  on  the  8rd.  Unlees  they  pro- 
ceeded in  aoDoe  such  method,  he  was 
petfM^y  eooriaced  that  the  pasBtng  of 
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the  3rd  Standard  as  an  educational  test 
would  result  not  merely  in  crippling  a 
great  industry,  which  provided  suaten- 
ance  tot  many  thousands  of  people,  who 
otherwise  would  have  to  be  supported 
out  of  the  poor  rates,  but  would  euor- 
mously  inoreaae  the  difficulties  which  the 
school  board  experienced  in  enforcing 
the  compulsory  clauses  of  the  Education 
Act;  and,  at  the  same  time,  it  would 
indefinitely  prolong  the  period  during 
which  many  thousands  of  poor  children 
were  kept  in  a  state  of  poverty  and  ignor- 
ance, and  in  many  cases,  he  was  a&aid, 
effectually  prevent  thor  ever  escaping 
from  it 

Mr.  LYON  PLAYFAIE  :  I  wiUonly 
say  a  few  words  on  the  question  before 
the  House,  for  I  know  how  important  it 
is  that  Supply  should  be  reached.  The 
subject  is,  however,  of  great  importance 
to  Uie  welfare  of  Sootland,  and  we  are 
much  indebted  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Ayrshire  (Mr.  Goohran-Fatriok) 
for  having  introduced  it  to  the  attention 
of  the  House.  The  difficulties  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dundee  (Mr.  Hen- 
derson) alludes  are,  no  doubt,  formid- 
able as  regards  that  town,  and  have  been 
clearly  stated  by  him.  But  they  ere 
difficulties  of  the  same  kind  as  those 
which  have  been  surmonnted  in  a  frank 
and  manly  spirit  by  all  the  factory  towns 
in  EngUmd,  especially  those  of  Lan- 
cashire and  Yorkshire.  These  towns 
have  adjusted  themaelree  to  the  educa- 
tional conditions  imposed  by  tins  House, 
no  doubt  with  some  considerable  incon- 
venience to  themselves  in  the  first  in- 
stance, but  with  much  ultimate  benefit 
to  the  general  population,  and  with  posi- 
tive industrial  advantage,  by  disciplining 
and  increasing  the  productive  powers  of 
the  children  engaged  in  the  factories. 
The  educational  condition  in  itself  is 
reasonable.  No  child  can  be  employed 
before  10  years  of  age  as  a  half-timer, 
as  the  object  of  the  Factory  Act  is  to 
inwjre  that  before  they  enter  employ- 
ment they  ^lould  pass  a  Standard  which 
can  be  readily  attained  by  a  child  oi 
nine.  The  purpose  of  this  is  very  dear. 
If  children  came  unprepared  to  the  half- 
time  sdioola  at  10  years  of  age,  these 
schools  d^nwate  into  giving  the  mere 
elements  of  education,  while  theixoUeet 
is  to  carry  on  children  from  Glass  111.  to 
Class  YI.  before  they  reach  13  and  be- 
come ^11-timers.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Dundee  contends  that  the  town  «C 
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Dundee,  though  it  makes  efforts  for  the 
education  of  its  owa  populatioii,  cannot 
insure  that  of  the  Irish  popalation, 
which  comes  in  an  uneducated  state  to 
seek  for  employment  in  that  basy  manu- 
facturing town.  No  doubt  that,  to  a 
certain  eztentf  ia  true ;  and  I  pointed 
out  that  danger  to  Scotch  towns  when  I 
addressed  the  House  a  few  dajs  ago  on 
the  need  of  compulsory  education  in 
Ireland.  It  is  quite  true  that  many 
Irish  emigrants  are  thrown  upon  our 
large  towns  in  a  deplorable  state  of 
ignorance,  without  having  learned  to 
appreciate  the  benefits  of  education  for 
their  children.  The  difficulties  in  deal- 
ing with  these  Irish  operatives  are 
great,  and  have  to  be  overcome.  But  I 
think  that  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Dundee  throws  upon  the  Irish  much 
more  responsibility  for  the  result  than 
he  is  justified  ia  doing.  He  estimates, 
as  I  understand,  the  Irish  popidation  at 
60,000— about  one*third  of  the  whole 
population  of  his  town.  If  anything 
like  this  is  truth,  there  must  have  been 
a  startling  change  since  1871.  In  that 
CensuB — for,  as  yet,  we  hare  not  the 
result  of  1881— there  were  only  14,200 
Irish  born  inhabitants  in  Dundee.  If 
they  have  increased  in  proportion  to  the 
population,  there  should  be  17,000.  No 
doubt,  the  children  bom  in  Dundee  of 
Irish  parents  give  a  mndi  ^eater  pro- 
portion of  the  Irish  race  in  Dundee  than 
that  number ;  but  for  this  the  town  of 
Dundee  is  responsible,  and  ought  to 
provide  for  their  education.  £b  the 
whole  school  children  represented  by 
17,000  would  be  less  than  3,000,  the 
actually  imported  Irish  children  of  school 
age  could  scarcely  reach  1,000,  or,  at 
most,  2,000.  Nov,  there  are  about 
5,000  half'timers  in  Dundee,  tiiree- 
fburths  of  whom,  ve  are  told,  could  not 
be  employed  if  the  low  education  tost  of 
Standard  III.  was  shut  in  their  faoes,  as 
a  gate,  before  they  could  enter  the  facto- 
ries. If  this  be  true,  it  is  a  melancholy 
fact ;  but  it  is  one  for  which  the  town  of 
Dundee  is  responsible  in  the  growth  and 
«tfe  of  its  juvenile  population.  I  do 
not  believe,  however,  that  any  such 
numbers  would  be  excluded.  Even  in 
1871  there  were  71  per  cent  of  the 
children  of  school  age  in  Dundee  found 
in  the  schools,  and  the  proportion  must 
have  much  augmented  since  that  time. 
If  the  Factory  Acts  of  England  and 
Scotland  are  assimilated,  parents  will 
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very  quickly  learn  to  give  their  children 
that  educational  pass  which  is  necessary 
for  employment.    If  children  do  not 

gass  Standard  III.  by  10  years  of  age, 
ow  is  it  possible  to  expect  th«n  to  paas 
Standard  V.  or  VI.  by  13,  when  they 
may  become  full-timers  7  I  have  treated 
the  questionchiefly  as  limited  to  Dundee, 
because  that  seems  to  be  the  only  town 
which  exhibits  a  panic  at  the  proposslto 
assimilate  the  law.  No  town  in  the 
Kingdom  has  been  doing  more  for  se- 
condary and '  higher  education  than 
Dundee  has  in  recent  years.  For  pri- 
mary education  it  has  also  made  libe- 
ral, though  not  yet  sufficient,  provi- 
sion. I  am  sure  that  a  little  reflectioQ 
will  induce  the  publio-Bpirited  citizeiu 
of  Dundee  to  accept  the  educational  test 
for  labour  which  other  factory  towns 
have  worked  out  in  an  energetio  snd 
patriotic  spirit.  The  population  of  tiist 
town  is,  undoubtedly,  a  difficult  one  to 
educate  from  its  mixture  of  races.  Bat 
the  children  who  go  to  tho  factories  are 
chiefly  bom  in  the  town  itself^  and  thw 
education  will  render  them  more  wderiy 
and  law-abiding  citizens.  At  all  eresta, 
Dundee  must  see  by  the  spirit  in  which 
this  Besolution  has  been  considered  by 
this  House  that  there  are  very  fev 
Scotch  Members  who  are  not  ashamed 
that  Scotland  is  not  under  as  stringent 
a  Factory  Law  as  England,  and  that  th^ 
will  do  their  best  to  assimilate  llie  I&wb 
in  both  countries,  and  thus  procure  for 
the  factory  population  of  every  part  of 
Scotland  those  educational  blessings  and 
productive  advantages  which  have  fol- 
lowed the  application  of  laws  regulatiag 
the  employment  of  juvenile  labour  in  the 
manufacturing  towns  of  England. 

Uft.  MUNDELLA  :  I  think  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Ayrshire  is  to  be  con- 
gratulated on  the  debate  which  has  re- 
suited  from  the  sensible  and  admirable 
Motion  which  he  has  put  on  the  Paper. 
The  hon.  Member  never  introduces  an 
educational  question  to  this  Honse  with- 
out speaking  in  the  most  useful  and 
practical  spirit ;  and  I  must  recognize 
the  very  good  service  he  has  done  before 
to  the  cause  of  Scotch  education,  when- 
ever we  have  had  this  question  under 
consideration.  The  Scotch  Act  of  1673, 
no  doubt,  made  no  provision  whatever 
for  half-timers.  The  5th  Standard  pro- 
vided for  full  time  by  the  powers  con- 
ferred by  the  Act  of  1872  upon  the  Edn- 
oation  Department;  bnt  in  1875  tits 
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Board  of  Education  in  Scotland  reported 
how  important  it  was  that  some  means 
should  be  found  of  dealing;  with  tho 
question  of  half-timers.  In  that  Eeport, 
which  we  have  had  under  consideration, 
I  find  tixat  the  question  whether  the 
£dacati<m  or  the  Factory  Acts  were 
paramount  had  been  frequently  under 
the  consideration  of  the  Board ;  and 
they  had  come  to  the  conclusion  that  in 
consequence  of  the  indefinite  wording 
of  the  Act  of  1872,  the  Factory  Acts 
were  paramount,  and,  consequently, 
that  children  could  enter  on  half-time 
labour  in  Scotland  without  passing  any 
Standard  ;  but  they  could  not  enter  on  , 
full-time  labour  under  14  years  of  age 
unless  they  had  passed  the  5th  Standard. 
They  recommended  a  very  strong  mea- 
sure indeed,  and  one  Tery  much  beyond 
what  tite  hon.  Mmber  for  North  Ayr- 
shire has  recommended — 

^'We  respectfaUr  aubmit,  in  the  intereits  of 
all  classea  of  the  community,  that  the  Legisla- 
ture will  confer  a  great  benrat  on  the  country' 
"by  pTOTiding  that  after,  say,  three  years  from 
this  date  no  person  under  14  years  of  age  shall 
he  employed  either  in  factories  or  otherwiae,  or 
aUowM  to  earn  wa^  in  any  (wm,  nntil  they 
hare  ohtained  a  certificate  that  they  have  passed 
a  satiBfactory  examiiurtion  in  at  leut  the  5th 
Standard  of  the  Scotch  Code." 

That  would,  undoubtedly,  be  a  very 
large  step  in  advance,  and.  one  which  I 
think,  in  the  present  state  of  employ- 
ment in  Scotland,  would  not  be  practi- 
cable. In  1878,  in  order  to  meet  these 
difficulties,  an  amended  Act  was  passed, 
providing  tbe  4th  Standard  for  half-time 
employment.  In  December  of  the  same 
year  the  Education  Department  fixed 
Standard  HI.  as  tbe  Standard  of  half- 
timers  employed  throughout  Scotland. 
I  cannot  agree  with  the  hon.  Member 
opposite  that  Section  5  of  the  Act  of 
1878  leaves  tbe  matter  at  all  in  doubt  as 
to  whe^er  the  Factory  or  the  Education 
Acts  are  paramount.  I  believe  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  and  Lord  Watson 
inserted  words  expressly  providing  that 
tbe  Factory  Acts  should  be  para- 
mount for  the  employment  of  children 
in  all  the  steam  factories  which  came 
under  the  control  of  the  Factory  Inspec- 
tors ;  and,  consequently,  the  position  in 
whidi  that  left  the  factory  children  was 
something  like  this— that  all  the  half- 
time  children,  except  those  employed  in 
factories,  were  required  to  pass  the  3rd 
Standard ;  but  tbe  children  employed  in 
ibotories  mi^bt  enter  upon  labour  with- 
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out  passing  any  Standard  at  all.  There 
aro  in  Scotland  some  35,000  half-time 
children.  27,000  of  these  children  are 
employed  in  shops,  or  employed  on 
errands,  and  must  pass  the  Sra  Standard 
of  the  Scotch.  Education  Oode ;  but  the 
8,394  children  employed  in  the  mills  of 
Scotland  need  pass  no  Standard  at  all. 
In  certain  places  this  is  very  unfoir  as 
against  other  kinda  of  employment,  be- 
cause it  opens  a  gate  whereby  children 
who  escape  the  Education  Act  will 
always  find  employment  in  the  mills 
when  they  cannot  find  employment  else- 
where. The  number  of  half-time  children 
in  Scotland  is,  after  all,  very  small  com- 
pared to  what  it  is  in  Lancashire  and 
Yorkshire,  and  other  parts  of  England. 
The  number  of  children  on  the  register 
in  ScoUand  in  September,  1881,  was 
644,982,  and  the  whole  number  of  half- 
timers  was  only  35,000.  The  effect  of 
this  in  Dundee  has  been  related  very 
graphically  by  the  junior  Member  for 
that  important  burgh.  He  has  shown 
that  large  numbers  of  the  half-time 
children  in  that  burgh  receive  no  eda- 
cation  whatever,  except  the  education 
they  receive  after  they  enter  upon  their 
labour.  The  result  is,  that  yon  are 
passing  into  the  populati(m  a  very 
lai^e  number  of  children  who  are  either 
very  imperfectly  educated  or  totally  neg- 

Me.  HENDEESON:  What  I  said 
was,  not  that  there  were  a  large  number 
of  children  who  got  no  education,  but 
that  tfiey  got  no  education  worthy  of 
the  name.  We  have  2,000  educated 
in  non-inspected  day-schools  there.  I 
take  it  they  do  not  receive  a  good  edu- 
cation. 

Mb.  MTJNDBLLA:  I  take  it  in  the 
sense  that  a  large  number  of  children 
receive  no  education  worthy  the  name 
before  they  enter  tiie  fiuitozy,  and 
then  a  considerable  proportion  of  these 
children  are  not  in  attendance  or  iti- 
spected  when  they  enter  mills  and  fae- 
tories,  and,  as  a  result,  they  pass  into 
full-time  laboiirers,  and  get  no  educa- 
tion worthy  of  the  name.  That  is  a 
very  deplorable  state  of  things.  The 
hon.  Member  agreed  that  some  measure 
■should  be  taken  to  prevent  the  continu- 
ance of  such  a  state  of  things ;  but  the 
hon.  Member  seemed  to  think  that  tiie 
school  bowds  had  no  power  whatever 
under  the  Education  Acts  to  put  an  end 
to  these  private  Adventure  schools.  Well, 
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it  is  quite  trae  that  they  cannot  put  an 
end  to  them,  but  they  can  enter  and  in- 
n>ectthem.  Theycaniuspeotand  examine 
the  (^ildren  in  the  schools.  They  can 
exftmine  the  register,  and  they  can  make 
application  to  the  School  Department, 
and  declare  them  non>efflcient.  My  hon. 
Priend  seems  to  doubt ;  but  if  he  reads 
the  30th  section  of  the  Act  he  Till  find 
it  is  I3ie  ease.  Any  daas  of  sdiools  can 
be  examined  and  inspected,  and  the 
scholar^  too,  can  be  inspected ;  and  you 
may  ascertain  whether  the  school  build- 
ing is  suitable,  whether  the  teaching  is 
efficient,  whether  the  registers  are  pro- 
perly kept — and,  failing  this,  the  school 
board  has  power  to  declare  the  schools 
inefficient.  I  am  sony  to  say  the  School 
Board  of  Dundee  has  been  too  content 
to  allow  these  private  adventure  schools 
to  go  on  in  a  non-efficient  state,  and  I 
hope  that  this  will  uo  longer  continue. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Fifeshire  (Mr. 
Preston  Bruoe)  pointed  out  the  evils 
which  exist  in  respect  to  the  children  of 
13  and  14  years  not  being  under  com- 
pulsion either  to  work  or  attend  school. 
I  think  that  is  a  great  evil.  If  ohildrmi 
of  13  can  pass  tiie  full-time  Standard 
they  onght  to  be  free  to  go  to  work.  If 
obiidmi  of  IS  or  14  are  not  going  to 
work,  tiien  they  onght  to  be  oompwed 
to  attend  sidiooi.  But  there  is  another 
point  to  which  he  referred,  which  can- 
not be  dealt  with  under  any  amendment 
of  the  Education  Act,  and  that  is  the 
Inspectors'  certificates.  That  is  a  matter 
that  must  be  dealt  with  by  the  Factory 
Acts.  I  was  very  glad  to  hear  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Henderson)  say,  on  the 
oondusion  of  his  speech,  that  he  ad- 
mitted that  some  Standard,  after  all, 
ought  to  be  set  up.  Now,  I  slwuld  like 
to  explain  what  was  the  position  in  Eng- 
land and  Wales  before  the  Act  of  1880. 
We  had  a  similar  state  of  things  in  this 
coaatrj  to  that  which  now  existe  in 
Scotland.  There  were  conflicts  of  opi- 
niu  on  the  Acts  between  Factory  to* 
specton  and  Inspectors  of  Schools  ae  to 
whioh  Act  was  paraiiKraBt  with  i^^ard : 
to  half-time  ohilaren.  To  put  an  end  to 
that  doubt,  in  18M  we  made  the  bye- 
laws  paramount.  There  were  the  same 
diffieultieB  to  encounter  aa  those  referred 
to  by  the  hon.  Member.  No  doubt,  in 
Liverpool.  Manchester,  and  Salford,  and 
all  over  the  Lancashire  and  Yorkshire 
towns,  there  is  a  large  Irish  immigra- 
tion, and  we  had  to  meet  the  diffioulties 
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of  children  ooming  from  Irsknd,  not 
being  properly  instructed,  and  not  being 
qualified  immediately  to  enter  upon 
wbonr.  In  Bngland  the  bye-laws  an 
fixed  by  the  school  board,  or  the  school 
attendance  committee,  with  the  oonsent 
of  the  Education  Departmuit ;  but  th^ 
are  not  fixed  by  the  Education  DeparU 
ment  itself.  If  they  were,  I  think  we 
should  fix  one  uniform  Standud  iae 
every  class  of  labour  thron^oot  the 
country.  In  nearly  all  the  flouriskiDg 
towns  of  England,  Standard  HI.  has 
been  thought  far  enough ;  in  aomeBtui- 
dard  IV.  has  been  adopted,  and  I  am 
assured  that  where  Standard  lY.  has 
been  adopted  it  has  worked  admirably. 
Huddersneld  is  a  oase  in  point.  It  has 
Standard  IV.  for  half-timere,  and  Stan- 
dard YI.  for  full-timers,  and  the  Act  is 
carried  out  with  the  striotest  impar- 
tiality. Liverpool,  Manoheatw,  and  Sal- 
ford  have  Standard  HI.  In  1,500  school 
board  distriets  in  England,  Standaids 
III.  and  IV.  are  Standards  for  half- 
timers,  and  in  only  175  districts  has 
Standard  II.  been  adopted — What  is  tit* 
effect  of  this  in  England?  We  hear 
every  day  teports  ftom  our  Inspeefeoze— 
the  most  gratifying  reports — of  having 
a  Standard  of  education  for  half-4imeeni- 
ployment.  Here  is  a  typioal  report  of  a 
factory  distriot  in  England.  The  town 
of  Stockport  had  its  school  board  four 
years  ago.  Stockport  has  no  board 
school,  and  pays  the  highest  fees  of  any 
town  in  England.  The  2nd  Standard  is 
adopted  for  half-time,  and  this  is  the  re* 
suit.  In  the  last  Report,  S^>tembw29, 
1833,  tiiey  say— 

"  Wfl  liaT«  now  60  half-timen  who  an  fttiS 
vorloDg  in  BtaadardB  I.  and  II.,  a  coaaideralil* 
proporUon  of  thflM  were  working  prenonal;  to 
August,  1880,  and  therefore  oouM  not  be  inter- 
fered with." 

That  is  explained  in  this  way.  Whan 
we  passed  the  Act  of  IBSO,  naturally  ^ 
did  not  make  it  retrospective,  so  as  to 
iuolode  those  children  who  weve  aliaadj 
at  wo^.  We  said  children  mnst  ge 
on  and  complete  thnr  work.  We  epnu 
not  turn  oat  all  the  ohildrw  in  Dmdeft. 
In  Oetober,  1874,  there  WMe  3,856  ohil- 
dren  working  half-time  in  the  nulls  of 
Stockton.  Of  these,  145  children  were 
under  Standard  I. ;  824  in  Standard  I. ; 
661  in  Standard  II. ;  669  in  Standard 
m. ;  363  in  Standard  lY. ;  146  in  Stan- 
dard Y. ;  28  in  Standard  YI. ;  and  none 
over  that  Standard.   Now,  we  eoiM  to 
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September,  1882,  after  having  applied 
the  hali-time  test,  and  the  parents  nar- 
ing  been  educated.  Now  they  must  edu- 
oate  them  before  they  bring  them  to 
labour,  and  they  must  not  neglect  them 
afterwards.   There  were  no  children 
under  Standard  X.  in  1882 ;  in  Standard 
I.  there  were  11 ;  Standud  II.  there 
were  49 ;  Standard  III.  there  were  460 ; 
Standard  IV.  there  were  691 ;  Standard 
v.  there  were  615 ;  and  in  Standard  YI. 
there  were  822,  against  28  in  1874, 
Now,  do  we  want  a  better  illuBtration 
of  what  conies  of  having  a  test  Stan- 
dard, which  every  child  shall  be  re- 
quired to  pass  before  he  enters  on  the 
half-time  movement  ?   If  the  parent 
knows  he  cannot  bring  his  ohildrea  to 
the  workshop  or  factory  until  they  have 
passed  some  Standard  of  education,  that 
parent  will  begin  to  educate  his  children 
at  five  years  of  age.    But  when  the 
parent  knows  that  there  is  no  test,  what 
18  the  result  ?   He  sends  his  children  to 
those  miserable  adventure  schools  to 
which  my  hon.  Friend  has  referred.  I 
hare  eome  account  of  these  mnrate  ad- 
▼entore  sohools  in  Dundee.   There  are 
suoh  sohools,  holding  £n>m,  40  to  200 
children,  carried  on  in  kittens,  and 
taught  by  persons  having  no  kind  of 
education  or  qualification  for  teadiing. 
They  BXQ  simply  schools  to  evade  the 
Education  Act  and  the  Factory  Acts. 
This  is  only  branch  of  a  very  important 
question.   A  question  was  brought  be- 
fore us  eaily  last  Session  b^  an  hon. 
Member  in  respect  to  the  di£Eiculty  of 
enforcing  compulsion.    No  doubt,  the 
term  "  gross  neglect,"  which  requires  to 
be  proved  against  the  parent,  is  exceed- 
ingly ambiguous,  lo(»e,  and  indefinite ; 
and,  as  a  result,  the  magistrates  do  not 
sometimes  enforce  attencbnoe.  We  pro- 
pose to  amend  those  words,  and  amend 
that  part  of  the  Act.   It  is  quite  certain 
we  ought  to  amend  this  part  of  the  Act. 
Having  had  proof,  having  tested  what 
can  be  dona  in  England,  having  satisfied 
ourselres  what  can  be  done  without  im- 
posing hardships  on  the  children  or  em- 
ployers, we  ought  to  amend  the  Act  so  as 
to  put  the  Scotch  Act  on  all  fours  with 
the  English  Act  in  that  respect.  We 
ought  also  to  amend  it  in  the  direction 
indicated  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Fife- 
shire  with  respect  to  children  from  13  to 
1 4.    Having  said  this  muoh,  I  have  said 
eveiTthing  I  can.    The  Government  is 
f  uU^  alive  to  the  spirit  of  the  Besolntion 
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which  the  hon.  Member  has  presented  j 
but  if  I  say  to  him  that  I  should  prefer 
that  we  should  at  once  vote  that  the 
Speaker  leave  the  Chair  in  order  to  get 
into  Committee  of  Supply,  I  hope  he 
will  not  take  that  as  an  unfriendly  aot 
towards  his  Resolution.  I  can  promise 
the  hon.  Member  that  at  the  very  euliest 
opportunity — and  I  hope  it  wlU  be' this 
Session— Xvill  endeavour  to  amend  the 
Scotch  EducationActsof  1872  and  1878. 
both  in  respect  to  the  defects  pointed 
out  by  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Ayr- 
shire and  the  hon.  Member  for  Fifefihire. 

LoBD  JOHN  MANNERS  thanked  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  for  the  way  in 
which  he  had  met  the  Motion  uf  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Ayrshire  ;  and 
hoped  that  the  hon.  Member  would  now 
be  disposed  to  withdraw  his  Motion,  and 
allow  the  House  to  get  into  Oommittee 
of  Supply. 

Mr.  BBOADHUEST  said,  that  the 
Motionofthehon.  Gentleman  the  Membw 
for  North  Ayrshire  was  one  in  which  they 
could  all  agree;  but  there  was  something 
in  his  speech  whtoh  he  certainly  hoped  tile 
Kducabon  Depaitm«it  would  not  agree 
to.  It  was  where  the  hon.  Member  re- 
ferred to  boys  havii^  passed  Standard  YI. 
before  they  were  IS  years  of  age,  and 
suggested  that  tbey  might  then  com- 
mence work.  [Mr.  Mvndblu.  :  No  ;  we 
cannot  have  that.]  He  sincerely  hoped 
that  no  permission  of  the  kind  would 
ever  be  granted. 

Sin  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
sincerely  hoped  that  in  any  change  whioh 
would  be  made  in  the  Factory  Acts,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the 
Education  Department  would  take  care 
to  provide  means  by  whioh  half-time 
sohools  might  come  to  be  as  mu(di  need 
in  Scotlana  as  in  Bngland.  It  appeared 
to  him  these  were  the  best  means  of 
education,  and  that  opinion  was  held  by 
many  of  the  moateminent  educationalists, 
especiaUy  by  the  veteran  authority,  Mr. 
Chad  wick.  There  was  vezy  great  reason 
to  believe  that  children  were  not  bene- 
fited by  being  kept  too  Icmg  at  school, 
and  that  at  htuf-tune  sohoold  thej  oonH 
get  almost  as  much  and  as  good  edu- 
cation as  in  full-time  schools.  From  a 
moral  and  educational  and  a  physical 
point  of  view,  there  were  great  advan- 
tages in  a  system  under  which  a  ohild 
was  half  the  day  at  industirial  work  and 
the  other  half  at  school  improving  his 
education ;  and  he  hoped  other  manq-. 
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faotaring  towiu  in  Scotland  would  en- 
deavour to  follow  tho  example  set  by 
Dnndee,  and  increase  these  half-time 
eohools. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  eaid,  that  before 
they  paeeed  from  that  Bubject,  he  had 
an  appeal  to  make  to  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr.  OolltDgB), 
with  reference  to  a  Notice  which  stood 
in  his  name  on  the  subject  of  peasant 
proprietorship.  The  convenience  of  the 
House,  and  almost  the  necessity  of  the 
case,  warranted  him  in  making  an  ap- 
peal that  the  bon.  Member  should  be 
satisfied  to  postpone  the  discussion  he 
proposed  to  raise  to  another  day.  That 
ooume  would  certainly  be  of  great  ad- 
vantage to  the  House  in  enabliog  them 
to  proceed  promptly  with  the  Business 
of  Supply.  In  Committee  of  Supply 
there  were  various  subjects  that  would 
be  disonssed,  and  which  the  Government 
must  frankly  admit  ought  to  be  die- 
cussed.  It  was  not  because  the  Govern- 
ment gave  the  Motion  an  unkind  re- 
ception that  he  made  the  appeal;  but  he 
did  it  eimply  with  a  practical  object, 
which  he  felt  sure  the  hon.  Member 
would  appreciate. 

Me.  JESSE  COLLINGS  said,  it  was 
impossible  to  resist  the  urgent  appeal  of 
the  Prime  Minister  in  this  matter.  He 
bad  been  very  anxious  to  bring  on  this 
Motion,  for  the  reason  that  there  were  so 
many  of  the  labouring  classes  especially 
who  ware  most  anxious  to  see  his  Motion 
discussed.  But  he  thought  he  should  not 
be  acting  for  the  best,  even  on  their 
behalf,  if  he  were  to  bring  it  on  now,  as 
it  could  not  possibly  receive  the  fuU  and 
fiur  consideration  which  it  deserved. 

Mb.  OOOHRAN.PATBIOK  observed, 
that,  after  what  had  fallen  from  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Council,  he  con- 
sidered he  had  really  gained  all  he  de- 
sired by  the  Resolution.  He  had  asked 
the  attention  of  the  Government  to  the 
subject,  and  they  had  promised  to  take 
an  early  opportunity  of  remedying  the 
defect  in  the  law.  On  that  assurance  he 
was  willing  to  withdraw  his  Amendment 
if  the  Government  wished.   ["  No !  "] 

Question  pat,  and  agrwd  to. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICB-DORMANT 
EWDS  nr  OHAirOEBT. 

OBSEBTATIONS. 

Mb.  STANLEYLEIGHTON,  iarising 
to  call  attention  to  the  defectiTe  manner 
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in  which  the  Law  requiring  the  pnUi- 
oation  of  the  Usts  of  Dormant  Funds  in 
Ohanoery  is  carried  out,  fbund  grave 
fault  with  the  manner  in  which  the 
Ohancery  Office  furnished,  or  rather 
failed  to  furnish,  the  particiUara  of  sums 
of  money  in  their  possession.  The  law 
required  lists  to  be  made  public  every 
three  years,  and  to  be  issued  in  alpha- 
betical order — neither  of  those  directions 
were  attended  to.  Human  ingcmni^ 
could  hardly  have  devised  a  method  of 
publication  more  adapted  to  conceal  the 
information  which  was  in  the  possession 
of  the  office  than  the  authorized  version 
of  dormant  claims  put  forth  by  the  Pay- 
master  in  Ohancery.  In  the  meantime, 
the  money  of  the  suitors  was  being  used 
for  purposes  from  which  they  derived 
no  benefit.  The  Court  of  Chancery  did 
sometimes,  in  cynical  language,  dedde 
how  some  of  tms  money,  which  did  not 
belong  to  it,  was  to  be  used ;  for  in- 
stance, the  language  used  when  it  handed 
over  £1,000,000  belonging  to  suitors  to 
be  expended  on  the  Palace  of  Justice— 

"  A  million  of  money  Btandin^  to  the  ftcoonnt 
of  BecaritieH  purchased  with  the  aurphis  of  the 
interest  arisuig  from  securities  carried  to  tht 
account  of  moneys  placed  out  for  the  benefit 
and  better  security  of  the  suitors  of  the  Couzt 
of  Chancery !  " 

If  it  was  only  mismanagement  in  high 
places  that  h&d  to  be  complained  of,  he 
should  not  have  interested  himself  in 
the  matter  ;  but  the  effect  of  the  system 
of  oonoealment  was  that  it  awakenod 
false  hopes  among  numbers  of  people 
who  thought  they  might  be  claimants. 
The  system  prepared  the  ground  for 
gigantic  frauds,  such  aathe  &moDs  next- 
of-kin  frauds  last  year  in  Birmingham. 
A  Society  was  established  under  the 
name  of  the  Law  Agency  for  the  Bfr- 
covery  of  Sums  in  Chancery ;  more 
200  persons  were  victimized.  The  fraud 
was  founded  on  delusions  which  sudi 
publications  as  the  Chancery  Paymaster 
issued  hel{)ed  to  keep  up.  Inf<»mation 
was  only  given  to  claimants  at  the  Chan- 
cery Office  through  solicitors.  Agencies 
for  the  assistance  of  claimants  were,  con- 
sequently, perfectly  legitimate  in  them- 
selves ;  but  it  was  a  serious  grievance 
to  the  public  that  funds  could  only  be 
rescued  from  the  grip  of  Ghiuicery  at 
enormous  cost.  Other  public  offices  gave 
information  of  the  private  property  in 
their  possessicm,  and  endeavoured  to  die- 
cover  the  owners  by  publiehiag  the 
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dates,  Uie  amonnte,  the  addresses,  and 
every  other  particular  which  was  within 
their  knowledge.  This  was  the  praotice 
of  the  Indian  (Jovernment,  the  "War 
Office,  and  the  Bank  of  England.  The 
Chancery  Office  was  the  only  exception. 
Tbe  Master  of  the  EolLs  in  Ireland  had 
spoken  in  no  measured  terms  of  this 
system.  He  said— "The  GoTornment 
ought  to  be  compelled  to  publish  the 
acooants."  His  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Attorney  General  had  not  attempted 
to  imprOTO  the  system.  For  three  years 
in  Buocession  he  had  called  attention  to 
the  subjeot,  and  had  met  with  evasive 
answers.  He  trusted  that  both  udes  of 
the  House  would  now  affirm  that  they 
would  not  allow  the  standard  of  public 
morality  in  GK>vemment  Offices  to  sink 
below  the  level  of  common  honesty. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
HsNBY  James)  said,  they  had  had  a  very 
amusing  speech  from  his  hon.  Friend  on 
this  subject,  which  he  had  also  brought 
forward  on  the  10th  of  March  last  year, 
and  he  had  not  much  varied  his  de> 
acription  on  the  present  occasion.  The 
accounts  referred  to  had  to  be  published 
every  three  years,  and  the  last  publica- 
tion had  taken  place  on  June  25, 1881  ; 
and,  therefore,  the  next  publication 
would  be  immediately  after  September 
30,  1883.  When  the  debate  took  place 
last  year,  he  had  to  admit  that  there  bad, 
no  doubt,  been  neglect  in  not  publishing 
tiiose  accounts  in  proper  time,  and  the 
course  the  debate  took  was  that  he  pro- 
mised then  that  there  should  be  perfect 
accuKunr,  and  that  every  despatch  should 
be  made.  No  publication  had  taken 
place  since  the  Motion  of  last  year.  It 
was  impossible  to  give  all  the  details 
asked  ;  but  sufficient  details  would  be 
given  for  all  practical  purposes,  and  any 
respectable  person  making  a  claim  to 
funds  in  Chancery  would  get  every  fa- 
cility for  establishing  his  right.  Since 
1862  one-half  of  the  claims  had  been 
made  by  three  firms  of  solioitorB  alone, 
and  he  expected  this  was  a  scheme  of 
certain  persons  who  wanted  to  know  too 
much,  in  order  to  base  their  claims  upon 
information  furnished.  He  would  re- 
new the  promise  previously  made  that 
eveiything  would  be  done  within  rea- 
sonable prudence  to  g^ve  all  the  infor- 
mation required. 

Mr.  GBEGORY  said,  that  he  be- 
lieved the  regulations  already  made 
afforded  such  information  as  the  public 
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could  fairly  demand;  and  there  oould  be 
no  doubt  that  a  trade  was  carried  on  by 
certain  persons  in  regard  to  these  funds 
in  the  Court  of  Chancery  against  which 
some  protection  should  be  afforded. 

Mb.  DONALDSON-HUDSON  said, 
he  thought  the  Attorney  General  had 
rather  evaded  the  question  raised  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Shropshire, 
which  was  not  as  to  the  frequency  with 
which  the  lists  were  made  out,  hut 
rather  that,  when  they  were  made  out, 
they  were  useless.  At  present  only  ex- 
perts could  understand  them;  whereas 
if  clear  and  proper  lists  were  provided 
much  trouble  and  ez|ienae  would  be 
saved  to  suitors,  and  this  should  he  done, 
notwithstanding  that  a  readier  means  of 
obtaining  access  to  funds  would  diminish 
those  means  which  might  be  devoted  to 
the  provision  or  accommodatlott  of  Ai- 
ture  Law  Ooiurts.  It  was  only  fair,  how- 
ever, that  for  the  large  number  of  sui- 
tors interested  in  this  question  more 
ready  means  of  obtaining  information 
about  those  fiinds  should  be  provided. 

THE  BRITISH  COLONIES- GOVERN- 
MENT AND  ADMINISTRATION. 
QUESTION.  0B8BEVATI0NS. 

Mr.  B.  N.  FOWLEB  rose  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
Whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  are 
aware  that,  in  August  last,  Mr.  Water- 
meyer,  Chief  Magistrate  of  Griqualand 
East,  acting  as  Oommiflsioner  for  the 
Gape  Government,  formally  annexed  the 
AmaxesLbe  Country,  a  portion  of  Pon- 
doland,  to  the  Cape  Colony ;  whether, 
notwithstanding  the  protest  of  Umqui- 
kela,  the  lawful  Chief  of  Pondoland,  the 
annexation  of  this  territory  was  preceded 
by  the  introduction  of  Cape  Colonial 
IVoops ;  and,  whether  the  hostilities 
that  have  now  broken  out  are  not  the 
result  of  these  acts  of  aggression  ?  In 
putting  the  Question,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber explained  that  Pondoland  stood  in 
the  same  relative  position  to  the  Impe- 
rial Government  as  Zululand,  and  its 
paramount  Chief  Umquikela  stood  in 
the  same  position  as  Cetewayo  stood  a 
few  years  ago.  Our  first  connection  with 
that  country  was  in  1844,  when  the  Go- 
vernor of  the  Cape,  Sir  Fer^rine  Mait- 
land,  made  a  Treaty  with  the  then  para- 
mount Chief  of  the  country  on  behalf  of 
the  Imperial  Gh)V6mment.  Under  that 
Treaty  tbe  Governor  undertook  to  re- 
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cognize  the  rights  of  the  Chief  to  certain 
territory,  the  boundaries  of  which  were 
fixed.  This  Treaty  continued  in  force 
from  1844  till  1878,  when  they  came  to 
the  memorable  adminiBtration  of  Sir 
Bartle  Frere  in  South  Africa.  Com- 
plaint waa  then  made  that  tlu  Native 
Chief  had  failed  to  observe  the  con- 
ditions of  the  .^I^i^tT  by  not  carrying 
out  the  ExtraditioiL  ^use,  and  on  that 
pretext  the  repTesentatires  of  the  High 
Commissioner  took  forcible  possession 
of  the  territory  of  Poudoland,  erected 
a  fort  on  the  coast,  and  sent  Colonial 
troops  there.  Now,  it  might  be  very 
desirable  that  we  should  have  a  fort 
on  that  part  of  the  coast,  and  he  had 
no  complaint  to  make  of  that  action  if 
it  was  done  with  due  consideration  to 
the  just  rights  of  the  Natives.  But 
what  Umquikela,  in  a  protest  he  had 
made  against  these  acts  of  accession, 
complained  of  was  that  we  dealt  with 
an  inferior  Chief,  passing  over  his 
rights  as  superior  Chief,  although 
hitherto  we  had  always  professedly 
been  on  amicable  terms  vithlilm.  The 
result  was,  as  we  now  saw,  a  small 
Native  War  going  on  in  that  portion  of 
South  Africa.  He  waa  very  much  sur- 
prised at  the  course  which  the  Govern* 
ment  at  the  Oa^e  bad  taken  in  Fondo- : 
land,  because  it  seemed  diametric^y 
opposed  to  that  which  they  wished  to 
take  in  other  quarters  of  their  Borders. 
He  hoped  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  would  be  able  to  give 
the  House  some  information  on  the 
questions  which  he  had  raised. 

■WEST  INDIES  (JAMAICA)— SEIZURE  OF 
THE  "PLOREN'CE."-OBSERVATI0NS. 

Mr.  (K)BST  said,  that,  before  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies answered  his  hon.  Friend,  he  should 
like  to  call  attention  to  a  very  grave 
scandal  in  connection  with  the  adminis- 
tration of  their  Colonial  Empire.  In 
1877  a  ship  called  the  Florence  arrived 
at  Jamaica  in  distress,  with  a  quantity 
of  arms  and  ammunition  on  board.  She 
landed  her  ammunition  and  proceeded 
into  harbour  with  the  arms  on  board, 
when  the  Governor  of  the  Colony,  acting 
upon  the  advice  of  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral, interfered  and  refused  to  allow  the 
re-export  of  the  ammunition,  or  to  per- 
mit the  vessel  to  sail  with  the  arms  on 
board,  until  the  captun  entered  into 
a  bond  of  £1.000.   The  words  of  the 

Mr.  B.  N,  FowUr 


Opinion  of  the  Attoniey  General  of 
Jamaica  were — 

"  I  ought  to  point  out  tbat  in  the  application 
of  the  lav  it  miut  be  remembered  that  it  is  ooa 
fur  the  effeotual  adminiatration  of  vhicfa  the 
Imperial  Qoveniment  wcnld,  as  I  apprebmd, 

be  held  reBponBible." 

When  the  action  of  the  Governor  was 
reported  to  the  Colonial  Office  at  home, 
they  immediately  sought  the  advice  of 
the  Foreign  Office ;  and  the  latter,  not 
the  former,  took  upon  itself  the  respon- 
sibility of  approving  of  the  advice  of  the 
Attorney  General,  and  the  action  of  the 
Governor.   This,  again,  showed  that  by 
the  Qovemment  at  home  the  matter  waa 
treated  as  one  appertaining  to  Imperial 
as  distinguished  from  Colonial  interest. 
An  action  was  brooght  by  the  owners  of 
the  vessel  against  the  Governor  for 
detaining  the  vessel  and  ammunition, 
and  in  answer  to  that  action  the  Go- 
vernor pleaded  that  it  was  an  act  of 
State.    This  plea  waa,  however,  over- 
ruled by  the  Courts  in  Jamaica;  and, 
on  the  advice  of  the  Colonial  Office,  the 
Governor  appealed,  in  order  to  obtain 
the  decision  of  the  Privy  Council  on 
that  important  question.    An  appeal 
made  to  the  Privy  Council  in  1880  was 
rejected,  and  the  Governor,  by  order  of 
the  Colonial  Office,  again  triea  to  settle 
the  claim  against  1dm.    He  failed  in  his 
attempt,  however;  and  in  1861  judg- 
ment was  finally  given  against  him  m 
both  actions,  the  damages  and  costs 
amounting  altogether  to  £8,000.  There- 
upon the  Colonial  Office  directed  that 
application  should  be  made  to  the  Legis- 
lative Council  of  Jamaica,  for  a  Vote  for 
the  amount  of  the  damages  and  costs. 
The  matter  having  commenced  in  1877, 
it  was  not  until  the  27th  of  August, 
1881,  that  a  single  word  was  utter^  by 
the  Colonial  Office,  or  by  the  Govern- 
ment at  home,  indicating  tbat  there  was 
any  idea  that  this  sum  oould  be  ohan^ 
on  the  Bevmue  of  the  Colony.  The 
Colony  had  never  been  consulted  from 
one  end  of  the  prooeedii^a  to  the  oAct. 
The  Legislative  Council  of  Jamaica, 
during  ute  whole  of  those  four  years, 
never  had  any  voice  in  the  proceeding, 
and  it  was  not  until  it  had  closed  for  the 
first  time  that  the  demand  was  made  Uiat 
the  Colony  should  pay  the  whole  amonnt. 
The  L^slative  Council  nominated  a 
Select  Committee  on  the  5  th  of  Septem- 
ber, and  while  the  Papers  were  undw 
the  oonsideratioa  of  the  Council  and  of 
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the  BeAtat  Oommittee,  there  came  to  the 
Oolnny  a  despatch  from  the  Oolonial 
Office,  dated  the  Idth  of  November, 
which  was  not  to  he  found  in  the  prioted 
Papers,  but  which  must  be  a  most  ex- 
traordinary production.  Although,  how- 
ever, the  despatch  itself  had  not  been 
printed,  there  was  a  sample  or  specimen 
of  its  contents  to  which  he  would  invite 
the  attention  of  the  H<Mise.  One  de- 
spatch contained  the  folio  win  g  passage : — 

*'  I  am  florprised  and  regret  to  learn  from  the 
first  of  your  despatches  under  acknowledgment 
that  there  is  a  piobalnlity  that  the  OBOffidal 

Members  of  the  Legislative  Council  may  otgeot 
to  the  Vote ;  but  ute  official  Members  moat,  of 
conrse,  be  required  to  support  it." 

Why  did  not  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies,  before  he  wiote  that  foolish 
despatch,  ta^e  counsel  with  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Flintshire  (Lord 
Richard  GrosTenor)  ?  In  Jamaica  one 
could  see  the  system  of  government  in 
its  crude  and  naked  simplicity,  and 
could  ascertain  the  regard  which  a 
Liberal  Government  had  for  the  judg- 
ment of  their  supporters.  The  effect  of 
this  peremptory  despatch  was  that  Mr. 
Burke,  a  coloured  gentleman  of  high 
talents,  who  filled  the  post  of  Crown 
Solicitor,  resigned — 

"  Beoaose,"  he  said,  "  I  could  not  oonscien- 
tionaly  vote  for  the  payment  of  the  money  oat 
of  the  Colonial  Revenue ;  " 

and  Mr.  Maokglashan,  the  Auditw  Ge- 
nsral,  also  resigned  on  the  same  ground. 
On  the  following  day  the  Committee 
came  to  the  condosion  that  the  deten- 
tion was  made  entirely  to  protect  Im- 
perial interests,  and  that  the  Island 
would  in  no  way  derive  benefit  there- 
from. On  the  matter  being  referred  to 
the  Legislative  Council  itself  the  Heport 
of  the  Committee  was  rejected,  five 
official  Members  voting  against  it,  and 
four  unoffici^ '  Members  in  its  favour. 
On  the  9th  of  December,  when  he  was 
in  a  minority  of  one,  the  Qovemor 
£3oUshly  allowed  the  matter  to  be  ad- 
journed till  the  10th  of  January.  Peti- 
tions, numerously  and  influentially 
signed,  from  nearly  all  the  parishes  in 
the  Xs^nd,  were  then  presented  against 
the  proceedings  of  the  LegislatiTe  Coun- 
cil, and  a  Kesolution  was  eanjed 
which  was  equiralent  to  the  rejection  of 
the  Vote.  There  were  seven  unofficial 
Members  who  all  voted  against  the 
grant,  and  fire  official  Members  who 
Toted  in  favour  of  it.   BtU  tha  Qo- 


vemor stifled  the  further  diaoassion  of 
the  matter  by  refusing  to  allow  any  Mo- 
tion to  be  put.  The  Oolonial  Office  next 
applied  to  the  Treasury  to  vote  one-half 
of  the  costs,  and  it  was  this  moiety  which 
the  House  would  be  aaked  to  vote  when 
they  had  resolved  themselves  into  Com- 
mittee of  Supply.  In  an  application 
made  on  the  25th  of  February,  1682,  it 
was  stated  tiiat — 

*'  His  Lordship  (Lord  Kimberley)  would 
therefore  propose  for  the  favourable  considera- 
tion of  tbe  Lorda  Conunissioners  that  half  the 
amoimt  of  the  coats  In  iftteition  diotdd  be  met. 
by  a  grant  from  Imjperitu  funds ;  and  if  they 
assent  to  this  he  will  take  such  stops  as  will  in- 
sure payment  by  the  Colonial  Legtslstnre  of  the 
rematnmg  half  of  the  oosta." 

There  was  an  examine  of  Constitutional 
government.  The  answer  of  the  Trea* 
Bury  was  also  a  most  remarkable  docu- 
ment. The  fact  was  that  the  Govern- 
ment dared  not  adopt  the  same  course 
with  respect  to  Canada,  Australia,  or 
any  large  Colony,  which  they  had 
adopted  towards  Jamaica.  The  result 
of  such  a  polioy  would  be  disruption  of 
our  Colonial  Empire.  He  would  go  on 
with  the  history  of  the  manner  in  which 
the  Vote  had  been  obtained  to  which  he 
had  referred.  Private  letters  were  sent 
by  the  Governor  to  two  gentlemen— Mr. 
ilexutder,  Inspector  at  Immigrants, 
and  Mr.  Oapoer,  Injector  of  Schools. 
They  were  aued  to  accept  seats  at  tiie 
Legidatire  Council  on  the  express  under- 
standing that  they  would  vote  in  favour 
of  the  Government,  not  only  on  the  ques- 
tion of  the  Ftorence,  but  on  all  questions 
which  might  be  submitted  to  them. 
Both  these  gentleman  accepted  the 
office  offered  to  them  and  the  conditions 
imposed.  That  was  the  way  in  which  a 
Liberal  Government  managed  the  affairs 
of  our  Colonies.  In  the  Council  these 
nominees  of  the  Government  were  called 
"  creatures  "—a  term  of  Party  warfare 
not  yet  introduced  into  that  House,  but 
warranted  by  the  circumstances  of  the 
case.  But  how  did  Sir  Anthony  Mas* 
grave,  the  Qovemor,  defend  tiie  course 
taken  by  the  Government  ?  He  said 
that  at  home  MeQU>arB  sitting  on  the 
Liberal  Bennies  wwe  bound  to  vote  as 
they  were  told  by  the  Birmingham 
Caucus.  He  would  be  much  intwested 
to  know  whether  the  illustration  was  dic- 
tated from  the  Colonial  Office,  or  was  ac- 
ceptable there,  and  also  how  hon.  Gentle- 
menoppositelikedit?  Mr.Gordon  Sewell, 
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a  coloared  Member  of  the  Oounoil,  re- 
Big^ed,  and  his  resignation  was  accepted. 
There  were  in  all  20  Members,  10  offi- 
cial and  10  unofficial.  But  of  the  nn- 
official  Members  one  waa  dead,  and  one 
or  two  others  were  absent  tram  rarious 
causes.  Thus  the  GoTernmentwas  able 
to  carry  its  proposal.  Sir  Anthony 
MaBgrave  had  intamated,  as  &r  as  he 
could  Tcnture  to  do  so,  his  concurrence 
with  the  Tiews  of  the  non-official  Mem- 
bers. But  It  waa  to  no  purpose.  The 
consequence  was  that  all  the  non-offioial 
Members  resigned — a  course  which  could 
hardly  be  wondered  at,  and  was  worthy 
of  commendation.  The  opinion  was 
expressed  on  page  94  of  the  Blue  Book 
by  one  of  the  unofficial  Members  of  the 
Council,  that  ttom  that  time  it  would  be 
a  degradation  for  nnoffioial^Members  to 
take  part  in  the  formal  mockery  of 
legislation  that  would  henceforward  take 
place.  The  question  whether  this  was 
a  Colonial,  and  not  an  Imperial,  ex- 
penditure, was  one  he  did  not  wish  to 
press  upon  the  House ;  but  he  did  ni^e 
that  Her  Majesty's  Qoremment  had  no 
right,  and  wen  extremeW^  foolish,  to 
crush  every  appearance  of  Oonstitutional 
government  in  Jamaica,  in  order  to 
screw  a  miserable  £4,000  out  of  it. 
That  object  might  have  been  accom- 
plished without  outraging  the  feelinge 
—not  only  the  feelings  of  the  Oolonists, 
but  the  feelings  of  aU  right-minded  and 
just  men.  He  did  not  believe  that  the 
most  arbitrary  Gk)vemment  in  the  world 
would  have  been  a  party  to  treating  the 
most  insignificant  country  in  the  way  in 
which  a  Government  which  professed  to 
be  Liberal,  and  to  regu-d  liberty  and  to 
be  supported  by  men  who  (Perished 
freedom  and  independence,  had  treated 
the  unhappy  Jamaica  Ckdonists.  The 
langua^  they  had  used,  the  letters  they 
had  written,  the  speeches  made  by  the 
Governor  to  the  Colonial  L^iislatore, 
had  reduced  even  the  appearance  of 
Oonstitutional  government  in  Jamaica 
to  a  perfect  modcery  and  sham.  When 
it  was  remembered  that  up  to  1669 
Jamaica  enjoyed  a  real  Constitution,  in 
which  the  people  really  had  the  power 
of  controlling  the  expenditure  of  their 
mon^,  and  that  the  Constitution  was 
surrendered  in  the  alarm  of  a  negro 
outbreak,  on  the  understanding  uiBt 
another  firee  Constitution  should  be 
granted  by  Order  of  the  Queen  in 
Council — when  those  fbcts  were  remem- 

Mr.  Qortt 


bered  the  House  would  understand  the 
indignation  with  which  the  whole  of 
the  people  of  Jamaica  regarded  the 
contmuance  <^  this  wretched  Legislative 
Council,  and  their  desire  for  the  restora- 
tion to  them  of  a  Coaatitution  by  whid 
those  who  were  in  the  Council  as  Sepra* 
sentatives  of  the  people  might  be  al- 
lowed to  vote  according  to  their  con- 
sciences for  what  they  regarded  as 

EVELYN  ASHLEY  said,  the 
first  thing  that  struck  him  was  that  the 
hon.  and  leanied  Member,  in  his  great 
anxiety  to  bring  forward  a  Motion  in  the 
discussion  of  which  he  could  utter  a  few 
amusing  and  tolliog  sentences  about  the 
Birmingham  Caucus,  had  shown  his 
entire  ignorance  of  the  manner  in  which 
the  numerous  Colonies  called  Crown 
Colonies  had  been  administered,  were 
administered,  and  must  be  adminia- 
tored  ias  a  considerable  time  to  come. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  talked 
about  the  Government  having  crashed 
out  Constitutional  liberty  in  Jamaica 
by  their  action  with  reference  to  the 
ship  Flor»ne$ ;  but  bow  could  they  crush 
out  what  did  not  exist?  He  hoped 
that  some  day  a  Constitution  might  be 
restored  to  Jamaica ;  but  at  present  it 
did  not  exist,  having  been  surrendered 
in  1869  by  the  unanimous  vote  of  the 
Legislature.  As  he  was  informed,  they 
did  not  surrender  it  on  the  understanding 
that  another  Constitution  should  be 
given  to  them  ;  but  on  the  understand- 
ing  that  it  would  be  for  the  good  of  the 
Is^nd,  under  the  difficult  ciroumstaneee 
in  wMoh  it  was  placed,  that  it  should 
accept  the  {tosition  of  a  Crowa  Cokmj, 
which,  he  might  remind  the  House^  had 
for  its  basis  we  absolute  eupremasy  and 
predominanoy  of  the  offioal  elemeDt.  In 
August,  1868,  a  Circular  was  iaaaed  by 
the  Buke  of  Buckingham;  the  thenOon- 
servative  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  in  which  h&  described  whi^ 
in  the  view  of  the  Colonial  Office  of  the 
day,  were  the  relations  between  offidal 
Members  and  other  Members  oli  Coun^ 
in  Crown  Colonies.  The  West  India 
Islands  at  that  time,  following  the  ex- 
ample of  Jamaica,  had  all  suirendrnd 
their  simuUcra  of  Constitutions,  and  ac- 
cepted the  position  of  Crown  Colonies. 
The  Duke  of  Buckingham  laid  it  dovn 
t^at  there  was  one  mature  in  eommon 
among  theLegislaturesof  Crown  Oolonies 
— that  the  powra  of  the  OiowJi,  if  premd 

Digitized  by  Google 


1945    West  Indies  {Jamaica) — .  {IIaech 


9,  18831   Seizure  of  the  "  Fhrmct."  W% 


to  its  extreme  limit,  uras  8u£Bcient  to 
overcome  every  resistance  that  might  be 
made  to  it.  The  reason  for  vesting  this 
ultimate  power  in  the  Grown  was  that  it 
had  been  proved  that  the  elective  fcmn 
of  Representative  Assembly,  based  upon 
the  model  of  Elective  Assemblies  in  this 
country  and  elsewhere,  only  brought 
about  oonfusion,  and  did  not  contribute 
to  the  benefit  of  the  Ck>lonj,  and  that  it 
was  necessary  that  the  Colony  should  be 

fovemed  by  an  Assembly  .where  the 
Ixecutive  Government  had  a  majority. 
He  wished  to  know  what  was  the  use  of 
a  majority  if  it  did  not  exercise  its 
power  ?  The  doctrine  in  fashion  on  the 
other  side  of  Uie  House  seemed  to  be 
that  the  minority  should  rule.  They 
had  been  taunted  on  the  Qt)vemment 
side  of  Uie  House  with  fidelity  to  Party. 
Well,  that  was  not  a  taunt  he  could 
throw  out  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman and  his  Friends.  If  the  hon.  and 
leuned  Gentleman  ever  became  a  Mem- 
ber of  a  Cabinet  —  as  he  hoped  he 
would  some  day — and  he  carried  out  the 
doctrine  laid  down  by  him  that  nicbt, 
be  would  be  a  very  troublesome  Col- 
league to  work  with.  As  to  the  duty  of 
official  Members  of  Oonncil,  it  was  ob- 
vious that  when  persons  accepted  Offioe 
as  Members  of  an  Eseoutive  they  were 
distinctly  and  rightly  called  upon  to  vote 
■with  the  Government  of  which  they 
were  Members.  Allusion  was  made  in 
Lord  Kimberley's  despatch  to  a  para- 
firraph  of  tiie  Buke  of  Buckingham's 
Circular,  to  which  he  had  already  re- 
ferred, in  whicjb  it  was  said  that  in  the 
case  of  a  nominee  Member  of  the  Leg^- 
lature  who  was  a  salaried  servant  of  the 
Crown,  it  would  be  highly  expedient  that 
he  should  give  a  general  auppcurt  to  the 
Governor  in  the  legislature ;  and  that  if 
not  dinrased  to  do  so  on  special  occasions 
when  the  Governor  required  it  he  might 
be  allowed  to  retire  from,  the  Legisla- 
ture, but  the  Governor  would  be  en- 
titled to  object  to  his  continuance  in  his 
offioe  or  seat.  The  Earl  of  Kimberley, 
in  his  despatch,  called  upon  officisle 
who,  under  such  circumstances,  had  re- 
fused to  support  the  Governor,  to  re- 
sign their  offices,  and  said  that  he  wished 
it  to  be  distinctly  understood  that,  in  Uie 
iVtture,  refusal  to  vote  involved  the  re- 
signation of  the  offices  held.  In  the 
Ooiutitation  of  Jamaica  there  wwe  five 
seats  which  entitled  the  holdras  ex  efieio 
to  be  Members  of  Council ;  the  remain- 


ing oQiciol  Members  were  salaried  offi- 
cers appointed  by  name,  and  not  by 
virtue  of  some  office  held.  The  Earl  of 
Kimberley  said  that  ihe  whole  of  the 
official  Members  <w€ve  bound,  in  the 
manner  in  which  all  Members  of  an 
Executive  Government  were  bound,  to 
support  the  Government  of  whioh  they 
were  Members,  or  otherwise  the  affairs 
of  Government  could  not  be  carried  on. 
That  was  a  principle  whioh  existed  in 
numerous  Colonies,  and  which  up  to  this 
time  had  occasioned  no  difficulty.  No 
doubt  in  Jamaica  there  was  a  very  strong 
desire  to  avoid  the  payment  of  this 
money,  and  there  was  a  strong  belief 
that  by  united  action  they  could  escape 
from  payment  of  it.  The  precedent  of 
the  ffape  had  been  brought  forward ; 
but  the  fact  tliat  there  was  such  a  pre- 
cedent constituted  a  greater  reason  why 
the  Governor  of  the  Colony  should  not 
sanction  a  second,  which  would  inevit- 
ably be  ooiutrued  in  Jamaica  and  in 
other  Crown  Colonies  into  tiie  aooepted 
doctrine  that  they  were  not  to  share 
in  Imperial  expenses.  He  would  point 
out,  however,  with  regard  to  the  Have 
precedent,  that  in  that  ease  the  Ja- 
maica Legislature  voted  the  moneys 
and  then  appealed  in  nm»rieordiam  to 
the  Imperial  Exchequer  for  the  money 
it  had  disbursed.  As  regarded  the  case 
of  the  Atatuyoy  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member,  that  case  was  not 
in  point  at  all.  The  AtaUya  was  ai-- 
rested  under  the  Foreign  Enlistment 
Act,  which  was  an  Imperial  Act.  The 
arrest  was  made  by  the  direct  act  of  the 
Governor  General,  without  any  inter- 
vention on  the  part  of  the  looal  autho- 
rities. This  matter,  on  the  contrary, 
arose  under  a  loeal  Statute,  and  the 
initiative  was  not  taken  by  the  Governor. 
But  although  it  might  be  pleasant  to 
deal  liberally  with  the  Colonyof  Jamaica, 
particularly  as  her  revwtues  were  not  so 
fiourishing  as  they  could  desire,  he  sub- 
mitted that  there  was  a  very  important 
principle  involved  in  the  question.  If 
the  Colonies  were  to  be  exempted  Sxom 
any  liability  on  acoount  of  mistakes 
made  by  their  own  recognized  c^oials, 
then  the  Imperial  Government  might 
find  themselves  exposed  to  demands  on 
their  purse  which  might  be  very  lai^ 
In  his  opinion,  nothing  would  tend  so 
much  to  break  up  the  idea  of  unity  which 
had  always  existed  throughout  the  Co- 
lonial f^pire,  and  was  still  growiiigf 
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thfln  Uie  notion  that  the  Ooloaies  were 
perfectly  free  from  any  ehare  in 
our  Imperial  risks  uid  responsibilities. 
When  the  hon.  and  leanied  Hemb«r 
said  that  ^ey  vonld  not  have  dared  to 
send  such  instructions  to  a  large  Oolong, 
he  begged  to  remind  him  that  in  auoh  a 
case  it  would  be  a  rsduttio  ad  ah»urd«m. 
It  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  Canada 
very  largely  prcrvided  its  own  defence ; 
while  Jamaica  did  not  contribute  one 
farthing  to  our  military  expwditure, 
altiiough  it  was  guaranteed  protection. 
With  regard  to  the  Petitions  alluded  to 
by  the  hoQ.  and  learned  Member,  th^ 
oould  be  no  doubt  that  there  were  some 
who  were  anxious  to  return  to  a  former 
state  of  things  and  possess  a  more  free 
representation.  A  Commission  of  In- 
quiry was  examining  into  these  matters, 
and  he  hoped  tiiat  before  long  they 
would  be  able  to  grant  some  sort  of  a 
Tetum  in  a  ntodified  form  to  deotire  re- 
preeentation.  But  as  long  as  the  Colony 
remained  a  Crown,  one,  he  maintained 
that  the  £arl  of  Kimberl^  was  right, 
and  acted  aeoording  to  precedent  in 
taking  the  st^  he  did.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentieman  said  that  Uie  Legia- 
lative  Connoil  was  not  consulted  in  the 
different  steps  and  legal  proceedings. 
But  did  he  wish  them  to  posses*  greater 
powers  than  the  House  of  Commons 
would  under  eimilaroircumstaBoes?  Suoh 
steps  were  left  to  the  Executive.  In 
short,  the  case  came  under  two  heads 
—first,  whether  it  was  right  to  make 
the  Colony  pay  some  portion  of  those 
damages ;  and,  secondly,  whether,  if  so, 
the  means  adopted  to  make  it  do  so  were 
also  right.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman  did  not  renture  to  eay  that  they 
were  not  right  as  to  the  first  head ;  and, 
if  that  were  admitted,  the  other  fbllowed 
aa  a  matter  of  course.  Otherwise,  how 
was  the  payment  to  be  made  ?  As  to  the 
question  with  regard  toPondoland  which 
was  put  to  him  by  the  hon.  Member  op- 
pofldte  (Mr.  E.  N.  Fowler),  the  Govern- 
ment had  no  detailed  information  as  to 
what  was  going  on  there  beyond  that 
which  had  been  already  laid  before  the 
Bouse.  The  Cape  Government  was  a 
self-governing  Colony,  and  had  a  right 
to  settle  this  mattw  for  iteell.  The  pre- 
sent difficulty  had  arisen  from  the  fact 
tiiat  the  Cape  Colony  took  over,  in  1878, 
theProtectorateof  asmaU  tribe — namely, 
the  Amaxesibes — ^living  to  the  north- 
west of  Pondoland.    This  led  to  loss  and 

Mr.  Evelyn  Athley 


discontent  on  the  part  of  the  Pondos. 
The  matter  was  submitted  to  Sir  Bartie 
Frwe,  then  High  Comnueaoner^  who 
seemed  to  approve  of  it,  and  from  de- 
spi^hea  of  the  right  hon.  Gendemaa 
(Sir  Michael  Hioks*Beach)  it  appeared 
that  the  late  Govemmott  appro-rod  of  it 
also.  As  to  what  was  going  on  at  pre- 
sent, he  might  say  that  the  Cape  Go- 
vernment found  themselves  unable  to 
retire  from  the  position  they  had  taken 
up  ;  and  it  had  been  suggested  to  them 
that  the  beet  solution  of  the  matter 
would  be  to  send  a  cheque  for  £10,000 
to  the  Chief  of  the  Pondos,  in  order  to 
compensate  him  for  the  loss  of  the  terri- 
tory. He  hoped  that  the  Cape  Govern- 
ment would  shortly  be  able  to  make 
some  arrangement  of  that  kind.  The 
Correspondence  on  the  matter  was  to  be 
found  in  a  Blue  Book,  and  also  in  a  de- 
spatdh  of  1883  from  the  Eari  of  Kim- 
berley,  in  whlt^  he  said  he  was  g^ad  to 
find  thaX  the  Oape  Ministers  were  direct- 
ing their  attmtion  to  the  subject.  Th^ 
had  heard  nothing  more  rinoe  tben ;  but 
he  hoped  they  would  soon  learn  that 
peace  was  restored.  The  Secretary  of 
State  would  instruot  Sir  Hercules  Robin- 
son, the  High  Commi8^on»  at  the  Cape, 
to  ofiFer  his  mediation  if  he  saw  any 

{irospect  of  its  being  aooepted,  or  being 
ikely  to  effect  any  good. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Memoers  being  found  present, 

Mr.  O'DOKNELL  said,  that,  in 
view  of  the  transformation  <^  Irdaod 
into  a  Crown  Colony,  th«  Irish  Mem- 
bers natiirally  took  a  great  interest 
in  the  revelations  that  had  been  made. 
The  de^atoh  of  the  Duke  of  Baekisg- 
ham  laid  down  the  doctrine  that,  in  a 
Crown  Colony,  the  power  of  the  Orown, 
if  pressed  to  its  extreme  limits,  must 
overbear  all  opposition ;  but  that  sug^ 
gested  the  question,  in  what  circnm- 
stances  should  that  power  be  pushed  to 
its  extreme  limits,  and  was  the  case  now 
before  the  House  one  in  whitdi  all  oppo- 
sition ought  to  be  overborne?  It  was 
admitted  that  the  detention  of  thevessd 
showed  a  complete  want  of  legal  know- 
ledge on  the  part  of  the  Colonial  jurist^ 
and  that  the  inhabitants  of  the  Colony 
strongly  objected  to  pay  for  the  blander 
But  tor  the  impoUoy  of  the  QoveniiiHOt 
a  compromise  might  have  been  satiafte- 
torily  arranged ;  whereas,  whatever  hsd 
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been  left  undone  in  the  vay  of  afihmt- 
ing  the  feelings  of  the  Oolonists  of 
Jamaica,  was  completed  by  the  extra- 
ordinary instructions  from  the  Colonial 
Office  on  the  25th  of  February,  when 
that  Department  formally  gave  notice 
that  such  steps  would  be  taken  as  would 
insure  the  ratification  of  the  Government 
proposal  by  the  Legislative  Oouncil.  In 
every  stage  of  the  proceedings  the  Go- 
vernment seemed  to  have  taken  a  sort 
of  delight  in  affronting  the  feelings  of 
the  Oolonists,  already  excited  in  refer- 
ence to  the  Flormet  case.  If  there  was 
any  disaffection  in  Jamaica,  be  consi- 
dered that  this  action  of  the  Oolonial 
Office  was  calculated  to  increase  it.  The 
Government  had  acted  in  the  most  un- 
fortunate manner  all  tiiroughout  the 
a^r,  and  without  reflecting  that  the 
Tiolent  enforcement  of  the  rights  of  the 
Crown  was  calculated  to  weaken  the 
loyalty  of  the  Oolonists.  He  thought 
the  Government  recognized  that  their 
conduct  had  bad  that  effect,  because 
their  Bepresentative  in  the  House  now 
stated  that,  in  all  probability,  the  pend- 
ing inquiry  would  have  the  reralt  of 
Tcstonng  to  Jamaica,  in  some  effective 
degree,  Constitutional  government.  He  ; 
therefcne  regretted  very  much  that,  on 
the  eve  of  oar  giving  up  the  government 
of  Jamaica  as  a  Grown  Colony,  the  Ee- 
presentatives  of  the  Grown  should  have 
seized  the  opportunity  to  leave  sudx  an 
unfavourable  impression  of  Grown  go- 
Temment  on  the  inhabitants  of  Jamaica. 

Mb.  WODEHOUSfi  said,  he  must 
contend  that  not  merely  one-half,  but 
that  the  whole  of  the  sum  required  for 
the  payment  of  damages  in  the  case  of 
the  Flormee  should  be  found  by  the 
Colony  of  Jamaica.  The  facts  of  the 
case  were  very  simple.  The  damages 
had  been  incurred  by  the  Governor  of 
Jamaica,  acting  in  his  public  capacity, 
to  the  best  of  his  judgment — or,  rather, 
to  be  quite  accurate,  to  the  best  of  his 
proper  legal  adviser's  judgment.  The 
character  of  the  vessel  detained  was  eus- 
piciouB,  and  nobody,  even  in  Jamaica, 
asserted  for  a  moment  that  the  action  of 
the  Government  was  prompted  by  any- 
thing but  a  desire  to  vindicate  Oolonial 
lav,  and  insure  the  ftilBlmeot  of  inters 
national  oblations.  An  error  of  indg- 
ment  was  committed,  but  committed  with 
absolute  hona  fide»:  and,  in  such  circum- 
stanceSf  the  damages  should  be  paid  out 
(tf  the  public  revenues  of  the  Colony  in  I 


which  the  transaction  took  place.  But  the 
unofficial  Members  of  the  Legislative 
Council  had  protested  against  the  pay- 
ment by  the  Colony  of  even  a  moiety  of 
the  damages ;  and  upon  what  grounds 
didtheyresttheirprotest?  Theyclaimed 
exemption  from  all  liability  because  the 
Florence  had  been  detained  for  the  pro- 
tection of  Imperial  interests,  without  any 
benefit  to  Jamaica.  In  other  words,  they 
declared  that  the  fulfilment  of  inter- 
national obligations  by  the  Empire  to 
which  they  belonged  was  no  concern  of 
theirs,  and  of  no  advantage  to  them. 
But  that  doctrine  of  Ooloni^  irresponsi- 
bility for  international  obligations  should 
never  be  accepted  or  countonanoed  on 
this  side  of  the  water.  The  House  must 
remember  that  international  oompltea- 
tions  mig^t  at  any  time  easily  arise  in 
their  "West  Indian  Dependenctee.  They 
lay,  as  it  were,  in  the  shadow  of  the 
United  States ;  Cuba  was  in  the  midst 
of  them ;  and  near  them,  on  the  main- 
land of  Central  and  South  America, 
were  a  cluster  of  States  subject  to  perio- 
dical disturbances  and  revolntioos.  In 
those  States  power  and  authority  passed 
from  hand  to  hand,  and  from  party  to 
party,  in  constant  fiuctuations,  and  thus 
the  West  Indies  and  the  Spanish  Main 
generally  swarmed  with  adventurers  and 
oonspiratora.  These  men  organized  raids 
and  revolatiens,  and  Jamaica  might  be 
for  them  a  convenient  base  of  opera- 
tions. Preparations  for  their  entorprizes 
— clandestine  armaments  and  so  finth— 
might  be  good  for  trade  in  Jamaica ; 
but  they  were  not  at  all  good  for  the 

Seaee  and  quiet  of  the  British  Empire, 
.nd  when  men  holding  a  responsible 
position  in  a  Colony,  like  these  Jamaica 
OonncilloTS,  talked  of  Imperial  interests 
and  international  obligations  as  no  af- 
fair of  theirs,  it  was  about  time  to  re- 
mind them  that,  if  the  several  advan- 
tages to  England  and  Jamaica  of  the 
connection  between  them  were  weighed 
in  the  balance,  it  was  not  England  that 
would  be  found  to  be  the  principal 
gainer.  And  they  should  be  reminded 
that  the  entire  expense  of  the  military 

f rotectton  of  the  Island  was  borne  by 
mperial  Serenues.  Ceylon — another 
Grown  Oolot^  which,  like  Jamaica, 
had  been  passing  through  a  period 
of  depression— repaid  to  Uta  Imperial 
Government  eveiy  penny  of  military 
expenditure  there,  but  Jamaioa  repaid 
nothing;  and  yet  this  was  the  Oolony 
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wbioh  digelaimed  all  interest  in  pzo- 
ceediQgs  of  a  kind  that  trdgkt  em- 
broil uie  foreign  relatione  of  England, 
and  posably  involve  an  isaue  of  Impe- 
rial peace  or  war.  It  had  been  said 
that  it  was  hard  to  make  a  Colony  pay 
for  iha  mistakes  of  Gtovemora  and  otaer 
officers  fi^ected  and  appointed  by  the 
Imperial  Qoremment ;  batr  if  the  prin- 
cipfs  Trere  aoeepted  that  J^tish  tax- 
payevs  ought  to  pay  for  all  the  errorB  of 
Colonial  GoTernors,  honest  errors  of 
judgment  in  the  discharge  of  difficult 
duties,  we  should  be  carried  very  far 
indeed.  There  was  really  no  hardship 
upon  the  Colony.  Appointments  of  Go- 
venkors  and  otilier  officers  from  home 
were  of  great  adTantage  to  small  Oolo- 
nial  communities ;  and  if  these  officers, 
like  other  fallible  mortals,  sometimes 
made  mistakes,  the  Colonies  must  take 
the  rough  with  the  smooth.  Much  had 
been  sud  about  the  position  of  the 
offifual  Uembers  of  Connoil,  and  about 
the  inadequacy  of  the  representative 
dement  in  the  existing  Ocnstitation  of 
Jamaica.  As  to  the  official  Members  of 
Oounoil,  if  we  were  to  have  a  Crown 
Colony  at  all,  it  was  absolutely  neoeesary 
that  ihey  should  vote  as  required  by 
the  Qovemment,  or  resign  their  offices. 
I  Lord  Randolph  Churchill  :  Hoar, 
hear!]  The  noblo  Lord  cheered  ironi- 
cally ;  but  he  (Mr.  Wodehouse)  repeated 
that,  without  the  enCoroement  of  that 
coiKlition  upon  the  official  Members,  the 
very  essence  of  a  Crown  Colony  would 
vanish,  and  the  name  become  a  mockery 
and  an  illosion.  Whether  Jamaica 
diould  continue  to  be  a  Crown  Colony 
are  and  simple,  or  whether  it  should 
ave  a  Constitution  on  a  more  popular 
basiSf  was  luwther  question  altogether, 
and  it  was  too  large  a  quesfeifm  todiscuss 
on  the  present  occasion.  He  would  only 
remind  the  House  that  the  old  House 
of  Assembly  in  Jamaica,  which  happily 
disappeared  from  the  world  about  16 
years  ago,  was  a  scandal  and  a  by-word 
throughout  ^e  West  Indies.  It  was 
little  better  than  a  hear  garden  of  shout- 
ing and  screaming  negroes  and  mulat- 
toes,  with  a  sprinkling  of  Jews.  He 
woiild  not  longer  detain  the  House ;  he 
had  only  risen  to  express  the  strong 
feeling  with  which  he  regarded  a  repu- 
diatitm  on  the  part  of  Jamaica  of  her 
legitimate  liabilities  in  this  transaction. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
aaXd,  he  was  rather  sorry  tiie  question 


had  not  eome  before  a  fuUer  House,  be- 
cause, as  brought  forward  by  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Gorst),  it  was 
an  appeal  to  the  House  of  Commons  of 
the  a^lmolately  nntepreeented  iahabiteata 
of  Jamaica  from  the  representatives  <tf 
the  Goveramsnt.  He  would  therefisa 
entreat  the  attenttcm  of  hon.  ICembeis 
to  the  question,  on  asooimt  oS  Hie  pe- 
culiarly unprotested  character  of  the 
600,000  blacks,  who  formed  the  bulk  of 
the  population'of  the  I^nd.  They  were 
unprotected — desperately  nnprote<ked— 
as  was  shown  by  the  speech  of  the  Un- 
der Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
(Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley),  and  by  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down  (Mr. 
Wodehouse),  in  addition  to  the  de- 
spatches laid  before  the  House.  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  evidently 
thought  he  could  make  short  work  erf 
tho  question  ;  for  he  devoted  leas  than  a 
quarter  of  an  hour  to  a  verycomplioated 
case  that  was  lm>ught  forwazd  by  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend.  He  said  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  shown 
but  little  knowledge  of  Cdraial  mat- 
ters ;  but  the  taunt  was  veiy  ill-timed« 
as  his  hon.  and  learned  BViend  was  in 
the  Colonies  before  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  had  commenced  his  official 
career.  Throughout  his  entire  speech 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  had  mani- 
fested an  utter  ignorance  oi  the  case. 
He  stated  that  the  arrest  of  the  Fiwtnn 
took  place  under  a  local  Act,  when  it 
did  nothing  of  the  kind;  and  tried  to 
make  out  that,  because  it  occurred 
through  the  action  of  the  collector  of 
Custmns,  it  did  not  occur  through  the 
Government—a  proposition  he  would 
never  have  made  if  there  haA  bem 
more  than  six  hon.  Members  in  tiie 
House.  The  arrest  of  the  Fiorme*  was 
made  under  a  Proclamation  issaed  in 
1869  by  the  then  Governor,  for  the  pur- 
pose  of  prohibiting  the  exportation  of 
arms  or  ammunition  firom  the  Idaad 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Foreign  Bn- 
listment  Act.  The  case  of  the  Pioretut 
was  on  all  foura  with  that  of  Uie  AtalafMh 
which  was  similarly  detained,  and  i<a 
whose  detention  the  Imperial  Govera- 
ment  had  to  pay  damages  that  were  to 
be  voted  that  night.  Yet  because,  in 
this  case,  it  was  the  wretched  Colony  of 
Jamaica,  peopled  mainly  by  600,000 
blacks,  and  not  one  of  the  powerful 
Colonies  of  Australia,  thery  songht  to 
saddle  it  with  a  half. 

Digitized  by  Google 


1953  West  Indies  {Jamaiea)—    (Mabch  9,  1883}    Seiture  of  th»    Ihrmoe,"  19^4 


Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  said,  that 
if  the  noble  Lord  would  refer  to  the  first 
pag;e  of  the  Blue  Book,  he  would  find 
tiiat  the  Act  was  a  local  one. 

LoED  EANDOLPH  CHUEOHILL 
said,  he  was  aware  of  the  contention  of 
the  Jamaica  Attorney  Qeneral,  who, 
when  he  first  pleaded  the  ease  before 
the  Courts,  urged  that  it  was  an  Impe- 
rial Act.  But  the  moment  the  Govern- 
ment at  home  wished  to  make  the  Colony 
pay  the  wliole  of  the  damages,  round 
went  the  Attorney  General,  and  argned 
that  the  Act  was  a  local  ooe.  Ck>nse- 
quently,  the  opinion  of  the  Attorney 
Q-eneral  was  worthless. 

Me.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  pointed  out 
that  it  was  the  statement  of  the  Go- 
vernor. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  OHUECHILL 
retorted  that  the  Governor  acted  on  the 
advice  of  the  Attorney  General.  He 
had  shown  that  the  present  contention 
of  the  Government,  that  the  arrest  took 
place  for  local  purposes,  was  upset  by 
the  Minute  of  the  Hon.  Oonstantine 
Burke,  the  Crown  Solicitor,  who  quoted 
the  Proclamation  under  which  the  act 
was  done.  In  order  to  prove  to  the 
House  the  Imperial  ohataoter  of  the 
wliole  transaotion,  and  how  little 
Colonial  interests  entered  into  it  at  all, 
he  had  only  to  remind  them  that  the 
Goremor  acted  throughout  under  the 
direction  of  tiie  ^Foreign  OfBoe.  What 
had  tiie  ForMgn  Office  to  do  with  purely 
Colonial  matters  ?  When  t^is  affair 
arose,  in  1877,  the  Governor  applied  to 
Lord  Carnarvon  to  know  what  he  was 
to  do,  and  his  Lordship  immediately 
applied  to  the  Foreign  Office,  which 
gave  directions  to  Lord  Carnarvon.  The 
Government  thought  that  they  would  be 
successful  before  the  Courts,  and  that 
they  would  not  have  to  pay ;  but  when 
they  were  unsuccessful,  they  tried  to 
make  the  wretched  Colony  pay  the 
money.  The  Governor  knew  that  he 
was  acting  in  Imperial  interests  ;  for,  in 
these  Papers,  he  said  over  and  over 
again  that  he  concurred  in  the  views  of 
the  official  Uembers  of  the  Lu^slative 
Council  as  to  their  immunity  firom  lia- 
bility in  the  matter^  who  resigned  rather 
than  consent  to  the  Vote.  There  were 
two  points  which  the  House  ou^t  to 
consider  —  firstly,  should  the  Colony 
pay  7  and,  secondly,  what  was  the 
attitude  of  the  Colonial  Office  towards 
the  Colony?    If  the  contrition  were 
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correct  that  the  Colony  ought  to  pay, 
and  that  this  was  purely  a  local  matter, 
on  what  grounds  oould  the  Government 
demand  from  the  Hooae  of  Oommona 
£4,000  odd  ?  Compromises  were  abw>- 
Intely  fatal.  Eithet  it  was  an  Imperial 
nutter,  in  which  case  we  ought  to  i)ay 
all ;  or  it  was  a  Colonial  matter,  in  which 
case  the  Colony  ought  to  pay  idl.  There 
was  no  escape  from  that  oilemma.  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  made  one  or  two  most  amudng 
remarks.  He  said,  for  instance,  that 
the  precedent  of  the  Savt  case  ought 
not  to  become  a  precedent.  His  (Lord 
Bandolph  Churchill's)  own  contention 
was  that  that  case,  which  oocurred 
when  the  present  Prime  Minister  was 
in  Office,  in  1868,  was  an  exact  prece- 
dent for  our  guidance.  In  an  extra- 
ordinary despatch,  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  who  evidently  considered  him- 
self an  authority  on  the  subject,  laid 
down  the  principles  which  should  regu< 
late  the  intercourse  between  the  Colonies 
and  the  Crovn.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
said— 

"My  Lords " — Dsmely,  Sir  Ralph  Lineea 
andhimMlf — **  cannot  ^ow  the  caw  of  the  Sav» 
to  be  quoted  as  a  inreoedent,  tundiiw  the  Idit 
periaL  Govemmeiit  to  tain  upon  itodf  liabilitiea 

of  thiA  nature." 

Why  not?  It  was  a  precedent  set  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  was  at 
the  present  mfnnent  ^me  Minister. 
While  on  ike  subject  of  that  despatch, 
he  would  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  to 
give  the  House  a  few  explanations  of 
it.    The  hon.  Gentleman  said — 

"  My  Lords  thhik  that  it  is,  primd  faei*,  the 
duty  (tt  a  Colony  to  bear  its  share  of  Uie  inter- 
national  obUgations  of  the  Empixe." 

He  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  had  no 
hesitation  in  saying  that  it  was  the  prin- 
ciple laid  down  in  that  naked  form, 
which  brought  about  the  revolt  of  our 
American  Colonies.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man then  went  on  to  speak  of  Colonial 
responsibility  and  partnership  arraDg»> 
ments.  Let  him  give  the  House  his 
ideas  of  Colonial  responsibility  and 
partnership  arrangements  as  between 
Jamaica,  which  was  despotically  go> 
vemed,  and  Great  ^tain.  Then,  after 
stating  that  he  was  going  to  ref^d  one- 
half,  the  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  was 
a  concession  justified  by  peculiar  cir- 
cumstanoes,  and  that  Her  M^esty's 
Government  held  it  to  be  the  rule 
that  the  obligations  of  neutrality  should 
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foe  discharged  in  th«  territory  wiwe 
the  ficoessitT^  for  ikoee  obligations  ex* 
isted.  Was  Jsmaioa  to  be  liable  for 
anr  intoraatioiiid  engagements  that 
thu  oouDtty  might  enter  into  f  The 
GoTemnMnt  appuentiy  thought  h  was 
the  duty  of  a  Oolony  to  bear  He  share  of 
Imperial  engagements.  TJpon  Uiat prin- 
ciple Jamaica  ought  to  bear  a  share  of 
the  oost  of  the  Egyptian  Expedition. 
Would  anyhon.  ICember  opposite  or  any 
M«ubar  of  tibe  €hnrenunent  get  up  and 
Boy  80  f  In  the  interests  of  toe  Oolonies, 
which  possessed  no  representation,  he 
would  ask,  did  they  agre»  in  the  dootrine 
laid  down  by  the  laws  of  the  Treaeui7, 
that  t&ey,  me  Colonies,  were  to  bear  a 
share  of  Imperial  responsibilities  ?  Sir 
Anthony  Husgrave,  in  his  apeeoh  to  the 
Ooundl,  stated  that  th»  olaim  made  on 
the  Island  was  not  a  daim  of  the  Seore- 
taiy  of  State,  but  was  based  upon  a 
partieular  priadple  approred  by  Piulia- 
nient.  That  was  not  so,  and  he  (Lord 
Randolph  Churchill)  was  petfeotly  cer- 
tain that  the  Govemmeiit  would  not 
dare  to  write  Bwh  a  letter  to  Australia, 
or  any  of  the  larger  Crown  Colonies. 
There  was  another  pc^nt  The  Seere- 
taiy  of  Stets  bad  iriiown  great  igaoranee 
respecting  the  Oonstitntion  of  Jamaica ; 
ibr  he  had  said  that  the  Uand  had  no 
Constitution,  whereas,  in  &ot,  it  had  a 
Constitution.  What  was  1^  Legisla- 
tive Ooancil,  which  was  to  rote  auto- 
matioally  at  the  bidding  of  the  Gtorem- 
toent?  Was  it  a  mere  phantom,  a 
timvlaerum,  and  not  a  consoltatire  Body  ? 
Was  it  to  be  a  check  on  the  Governor, 
or  mer^y  aBody  for  registering  decrees? 
It  was  established  in  order  that  Jamaica 
might  hare  a  representation ;  but  if  it 
was  a  Council,  such  as  it  was  stated  to 
be  in  the  Government  despatches,  then 
Jamaica  had  no  representation  at  all.  It 
etood  in  the  same  position  as  the  Legis- 
lative Council  of  India.  Would  anyone 
venture  to  nj  tiiat  it  was  the  duty  of 
the  Conneil  of  India  to  vote  just  as  the 
Ooremor  direoted  them?  There  was 
bne  other  point  on  whioh  he  desired  an 
explanation.  What  happened  when  the 
Governor  was  oast  in  damages  for 
£8,000?  He  went  to  the  Colonial  Trea- 
BUiy,  and  on  his  -own  aooount  took, 
wittmut  any  authority  whatever,  £K,OOD 
from  tfie  iSreasury  Chest,  and  with  that 
sum  he  paid  the  damages.  Was  that 
one  of  the  new  principlee  of  Colonial 
Government?   Did  the  Lords  of  tiie 
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Treasury  i^tprove  a  Oeloaial  Govsraor, 
whea  embarrassed  by  peouniaiy  de- 
mands, going  to  the  local  Treasary  sad 
helping  himself  to  money  in  order  to 
free  bims^  from  those  demands  ?  Wsi 
there  any  precedent  for  such  a  conns  of 
oosduct  P  He  believed  that  Sir  Oluulss 
Darilng  was  dismissed  from  his  office 
for  an  analogous  act.  Some  of  the 
remarks  made  during  the  debate  u  the 
Legislative  Council  were  worth  reading. 
Mr.  Henderson,  an  aged  Member  irf  the 
Oounoil,  who  refbsed  to  vote  this  maaxf, 
was  v9ry  outmoken.  He  saad  tbat  if 
the  British  Omonial  Mintster  e^qwoted 
to  rule  Jamaica  as  with  a  rod  of  iron,  be 
made  a  great  mistake,  and  he  went  on 
to  ^ak  of  the  "iron  band"  and 
"  thoughtiess  head  "  of  the  Bntish 
Minister.  When  this  old  Member  talked 
of  the  "  iron  hand  "  of  Lord  Eimbole;, 
he  wasr  of  course,  only  nsiiig'ametaohor; 
but  when  he  talked  of  the  "  thongktl«B 
head,"  he  was  very  near  thetruth.  He 
oont^aded  by  professing  himself  retdj 
to  fight  to  the  death  for  Jamaica's  right! 
and  libertiee ;  so  that  it  seemed  Jasiaiot 
had  a  «  Grand  Old  Man."  He  really 
hoped  tiiat  the  Gtovemmant  would  eoa- 
dsBosnd  to  offer  some  fUUer  explanatian 
of  tiieir  aotion  in  Uiat  natter  than  hsd 
been  given  by  tlie  Under  Seeretazy  of 
State  for  the  Colonies;  but  if  they  did 
not  <^oo8e  to  do  so,  he  oouM  not  hdp 
thinking  that  the  country  would  coaclns* 
that  the  reason  why  they  made  no  ansvar 
to  the  strong  ^a^es  brought  agaioM 
them  was  that  there  was  no  satisfaotoif 
answer  to  make. 

Ma.  COUBTNfiY  said,  that  altboegh 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  BandotjA 
ChnrohiH)  had  complained  of  the  brentj 
of  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  ibr  the 
Cc^onies,  he  (Mr.  Courtney)  must  follow 
the  example  of  his  bon.  Friend  it 
that  respeet — first,  because  th«  HooM 
had  plenty  of  work  to  do  to  get  through 
the  Supplementary  Estimates;  andnoct, 
beoause  the  noble  Lord,  although  speak* 
ing  for  nearly  an  hour,  had  rewly  added 
nothing  to  the  aUs  atatemettt  of  laoti 
and  arguments  made  by  the  hon.  and 
learaed  Member  forChaOiamfUtvQon^ 
Personally,  he  (Mr.  Oonrtney)  would  de- 
fend and  endorse  eveiy  woid  of  Aa  is* 
spatches  which  defined  the  loeal  reapoa- 
nbilities  of  the  Colony.  There  woretvs 
questions  of  oonsideraUe  interest  in* 
volved  in  that  discunioo.  th^  first  wis 
the  measuro  and  Umit«f  Odouid  mpos- 
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sibiHty  in  olwerving  ike  dntua  of  Deatra- 
lity./oa  which  there  was  a  differeiKte  of 
o^uoioD  betwBCRL  the  noble  XjoxA  and 
hnntelf.  The  Go7erDm«nt  had  laid  down 
IfaU  ptinoiple,  that  privtd  faoi*  it  was 
dafy  of  the  Oolony  to  bear  ita  aliare  of 
ve^nsibility  in  connefttioflL  wi&  fnutfl- 
aiitioM  whidb  to^  plaoe  within  its.  own 
bonndariM;  and«  further,  ^at  the  obK- 
gatooneof  ndntvali^  should  bedia^tged 
b;rlfae  local  Tosowrees  of  the  tarritoty 
Tritfain  whioh  those  obligations  bttd 
arisen.  The  adoption  of  the  oontrary 
rule  would,  he  maintained,  lead  to  the 
terrible  coBBeqnenoes  which  had  been 
indicated  in  the  aUe  epeeoh  oi  the  hon. 
Mffluber  for  Bath  (Mr.  Wodehouee). 
The  noble  Lord  had  euggeeted  theA  that 
oase  was  on  all  fours  with  that  of  the 
American  Ooloniee  and  the  imposition  of 
a  duty  on.  tea  at  Boston ;  bat  tiie  two 
easei  were  enturely  different  They  were 
not  fomi^  npoD  Jaznaioa  the  responsi- 
bility  for  action,  or  any  share  of  action 
taken  by  England ;  but  they  placed  on 
Jamaiea,  a*  tk^  would  jmee  on  any 
oUmw  Colony,  the  |Htmd  ftteia  responu- 
bility  fbr  aooon  taken  in  theColony  itself. 
The  dahr  of  intenatioiial  neutrality 
within  a  Ooleay  mnat  be  obserred  and 
mnntained  in  ^t  Ckdony.  Thai  rested 
on  the  simple  rnle  oi  expediency  that 
those  who  had  the  control  of  their  own 
action  should  be  responsible  for  the  oon- 
sequsnces  of  their  own  action.  There 
wore,  he  admitted,  cases  in  which  it 
would,  be  manifestly  unfair  that  the 
whole  weight  of  the  responsibility  should 
be  thrown  upon  the  OoloDy  ;  but,  on  the 
otbwhand,  it  would  be  a  most  dangerous 
principle  to  lay  down  that  the  Britiw  tax- 
payer should  pay  the  entire  cost  of  any 
inft-action  of  neutarality  by  any  British 
Colony.  The  hon.  and  learned  Uember 
for  Ghi^am  asked  whether  they  would 
apply  their  doctrine  to  great  Colonies 
like  those  of  Australia,  fbr  example? 
Bnt  in  Australia  the  qnestioo  would 
nerar  arise.  Whatever  was  done  in  a 
Batf'fforenung  Oolony,  the  aotim  of  the 
Ministry  vas  brought  befine  the  Oo- 
lonial  Parliament  and  was  settled  by 
tbeOdlonfAlFariiament.  Bnt  in  Jamaica, 
on  the  other  hand,  if  the  noble  Lord's 
doctrine  was  to  prevail,  anything  might 
be  done  within  the  Oolony  that  would 
imperil  our  relations  with  friendly 
Powers,  and  we  were  to  bear  all  the 
oonseqaences.  That  principle  was  to 
be  ouried  aU  orer  the  world,  and 


the  taxpayers  at  heme  were  to  pay 
every  ftaetion  ^  any  sum  requirea  to 
meet  the  oonsequenoes  of  notion  tak«n 
wzthia  the  Ooloiry,  without  the  Colony 
ittelf  being  under  any  responsibility 
whatever  to  bear  any  of  the  burden! 
ISia  noble  Lord  said  that  the  aotSon  of 
Jamaica  was  taken  under  an  Imperial 
Statute ;  bat  the  Gorwnor,  writing  to 
Lord  Oarnarvoa,  stated  that  it  was 
taken  under  a  local  Statute.    The  noblo 
Lord  was  misled  by  the  use  of  the  words 
"  Imperial  Interests."   The  interests  of 
^e  ^)eaoe  of  the  British  Empire  were 
omrtainly  Imperial  interests;  but  the 
du^  of  maintaining  that  peace,  by  ob- 
serviag  the  obligations  of  neutrality,  was 
a  local  one.    Wherever  the  matter  was 
mentioned  in  the  Blue  Books,  it  was 
stated  that  the  aotion  was  taken  under  a 
local  Statate.    It  was,  however,  sug* 
gested  that  the  responsibility  rested  on 
ua  in  some  degree,  because  Jamaica  was 
a  Orown  Oolony.   Well,  >(  was  partly 
on  that  grotmd  that  the  Qovemment 
recommended  tiie  House  to  pay  one-half 
of  these  ohai^gea.  [An  hon.  Mwn^tt : 
It  rests  on  as  wholly.}  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber then  seemed  to  hald«  'beeaose  it  w*s 
a  Orown  Oolony,  that  the  remenubilily 
for  the  acta  of  the  oiEBoera  in  that  Colony 
was  to  be  borne  enturely  by  tite  Impnial 
Government    [An  h<Hi.  Mbhbbb  :  They 
are  aj^Mnnted  from  home.]    If  they 
rested  the  respcmsibility  of  the  Mother 
Country  to  pay  those  ohavges  on  the  fact 
that  the  Ctoveraor  and  other  officials  of 
Jamaica  were  appointed  from  home, 
they  might  as  well  argue  that  the  whole 
ooit  of  the  goveram«it  of  Jamaica 
should  be  borne  by  England,  because 
there  was  not  a  person  engaged  in  the 
administration  of  the  Oolony  who  did  net 
ei^r  directly  or  indirectly  derive  his 
authority  from  the  Home  Govenmeat. 
If  this  case  of  the  Oown  Colonies  was 
to  be  raised  at  all,  it  was  moat  unfortu- 
nate that  it  ahould  be  raiaed  in  this 
£EMhi<m.  The  dufy  oS.  ^e  QoTernment 
at  home  in  regaid  to  Orown  0(d(mies 
was  to  Boleot  we  best  persona  it  oould 
find  for  diaohai^ng  the  duties  to  be 
pwfonaed  <m  the  spot;  and,  having 
done  that,  the  Oolony  took  those  gentle- 
men with  all  their  d^eotsamd  their  merits. 
The  noble  Lord  dwelt  on  the  pressure 
pat  upon  the  Council ;  but  he  (Mr. 
Coartuey)  feared  that  he  had  confused 
the  official  and  non-official  Members. 
The  latter  were  free  to  vote  as  tb^y 
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pleased ;  while  the  former  must,  like  the 
Hembers  of  the  GoTemment  at  home, 
either  vote  vith  the  OuTernment  or 
resign.  As  to  the  payment  o£  the  Go- 
▼emor^B  ^wnses,  tlut  vas  approTed 
'becanse  it  stopped  the  payment  of  inte- 
rest at  6  per  cent. 

Sib  H.  ASSHBTON  CB038  eaid,  he 
felt  bound  to  take  exception  to  one  remark 
which  fell  from  the  hon.  Gentleman  ihe 
Fnanciai  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
Courtney) — namely,  that  there  was  very 
important  Business  before  the  House, 
and,  therefore,  his  remarks  on  this  sub- 
ject must  be  very  brief. "  He  oould  not 
ooneeiTe  of  a  more  important  matter 
than  the  relation  of  the  Country  to  the 
Oolonies,  and  he  was  accordingly  en- 
tirely at  Tarianoe  with  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, for  there  could  not  be  any  subject 
which  it  was  more  important  to  disouss. 
His  hon.  Friends  were,  l^er^ore,  jus- 
tified in  bringing  forward  this  Motion 
and  insistiDg  on  having  it  thoroughly 
diaouBsed.  There  were  two  questions 
involved  in  this  diseussion— fint,  whe- 
ther the  dootrines  that  the  Government 
followed  were  ri^ht?  and,  leoondly, 
whether  the  application  of  them  was 
right  ?  The  doctrine  might  be  right  primd 
faeig,  but  its  application  was  a  totally 
different  matter.  It  must  be  remon- 
bered  that  Jamaica  not  long  ago  bad  a 
Constitution  of  its  own,  and  after  that 
was  taken  away  for  reasons  of  State— 
fMr.  OoTTRTwiiT :  No ;  surrendered.] 
He  maintained  that  it  was  taken  away 
for  reasons  of  State  and  reduced  to  the 
position  of  a  Crown  Colony.  Under 
those  circnmstanoes,  the  Government 
ought  to  have  been  very  tender  in  their 
treatment  of  the  Oolwiy;  but,  on  ttie 
contrary,  they  had  retried  in  this  matter 
in  the  baldest,  cmdes^  and  faanhest 
manner.  Moreover,  the  Statute  nnder 
which  Hie  proceedings  were  taken  was 
passed  nnder  the  oM  Oonstitn^on,  and, 
therefore,  hardly  applied  to  the  existing 
circumstances.  The  Government  had 
acted  through  the  advice  of  the  Law 
Adviser,  appointed  by  the  Government 
of  this  country  ;  and  he  (Sir  B.  Assheton 
Cross)  should  have  thought  that,  con- 
sideringthe  peouhar  oircumstances  of  the 
Colony  of  Jamaica,  whatever  the  general 
principles  laid  down  in  such  cases  might 
be,  the  proper,  the  generous,  and  the 
right  thing  to  have  done  would  have 
been  to  have  paid  the  whole  of  this  money 
out  of  the  Imperial  Treasury,  and  have 
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aoeepted  the  whole  of  the  responsibiUty. 
Then,  again,  after  writing  to  the  Go- 
vernment of  Jamaioa,  smug  they  wonld 
pay  nothing  at  all,  the  Government  now 
oame  forvurd  and  said  they  would  split 
the  difference.  He  oould  not  conoeira  a 
more  undignified  course  to  pursue.  They 
dtould  either  hold  by  the  principle  they 
laid  down  in  the  first  instance,  throwing 
the  -entire  reeponsibility  on  the  Colony 
and  paying  nothiog  at  all,  or  they  ought 
to  dischai^e  the  entire  obligation.  ,  The 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  had 
compared  the  matter  to  the  ordinary  ex- 
penses of  the  Colony ;  but  there  was  no 
analogy  whatever  between  these  cases. 
The  Government  had  taken  the  worst 
course  they  possibly  could  take  by  agree- 
ing to  pay  half  the  cost,  in  order  to  avoid 
further  oompUcatious ;  and  the  effect  of 
this  action  of  the  Government  was  that 
the  whole  of  the  official  Members  of  Uie 
Couucal  had  resigned,  and  a  very  strong 
£Beling  was  exoited  against  the  Mother 
Country.  The  object  of  the  GovemmeBt 
ought  to  be  to  knit  the  Colonies  to  the 
Mother  Country  as  ma<^  as  possible ;  but 
they  had  chosen  to  disregard  the  in- 
habitants of  Jamaica,  and  instead  of 
uniting  to  disunite  the  Bmpire. 

Ha.  SxiusANT  SIMON  said,  that,  as 
a  supporter  of  the  Government,  it  was 
not  an  agreeable  thing  to  find  himself 
opposed  to  them ;  but,  on  that  occasion, 
he  diffraed  entirely  Sxam  the  policy  which 
they  had  laid  down.    His  personal  ac- 
quaintance with  Jamaica  enabled  him  to 
judge,  better  perhaps  than  any  Member 
of  the  House,  of  the  feelings  of  that 
Colony.  For  over  two  centuries  Jamaica 
had  enjoyed  the  privilege  of  free  repre- 
sentative institutions ;  but  in  1866,  atllie 
suggestion  of  Governor  Eyre,  the  House 
of  Assembly,  in  a  moment  of  pani(v,gave 
■up  its  OonstittttionsI  rights  to  the  Grown. 
At  that  time,  however,  it  asked  for  a 
simpler  form  of  Constitutional  govern- 
ment ;  bat  that  request  was  ignored  by 
the  Imperial  Government,  and  Jamaica 
was  placed  in  the  position  of  a  Crown 
Colony,  against  the  wishes  and  the  pro- 
testa  of  the  people.   The  House  murt 
not  forget  that  the  Island  was  one  of  the 
most  anoient  of  our  possessions,  for  it 
had  received  a  Charter  from  Charles  IL, 
and  had  been  peopled  almost  entirely 
by  the  English,  the  Spaniards  having  for 
the  most  ^art  retired  from  the  couoby 
soon  after  its  conquest  by  Cromwell.  He 
quite  admitted  tlte  general  principle  tha^ 
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vhen  a  Colony  recoivod  the  benefit  of 
tlie  Imperial  connection  and  proteotion, 
it  was  Doand  to  'share  in  the  obligations 
which  that  protection  necessitated ;  but 
this  was  a  case  of  a  Grown  OtJony,  ad- 
ministered directlyfrom  Downing  Street, 
called  upon  to  pay  fbr  the  mistakes  of 
offldals  in  whose  appointment  it  had 
no  voice,  and  orer  whom  it  had  no 
eontrol  whatever.  A  most  egregtoue 
tilunder  had  been  committed  by  the  At- 
torneyGeneral  forJamaiea  in  the  matter. 
It  was  not  a  question  of  £8,000  or  so ; 
it  involved  the  fkr  higher  principle  as 
to  the  administration  of  Crown  C<Monies 
g:enerally.  It  could  not,  therefore,  be  re- 
garded as  surprising  that  the  inhabitants 
of  Jamaicaresentedthistreatment.  They 
resented  it  deeply,  and  certainly  never 
contemplated  such  usage  by  this  coun- 
try, when  they  were  persuaded  to  divest 
themselves  of  their  long-enjoyed  rights 
of  representative  government. 

Ma.  8PEAKEB :  I  most  point  out  to 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  that  he 
has  a  Notice  on  the  Paper  open  this 
sabject,  and  that  it  is  out  of  Order  fbr 
him  to  discuss  the  subject-matter  of  that 
Notice. 

Mb.  Ssbieant  SIMON :  With  all  de- 
ference to  yon,  Sir,  I  postponed  my  No- 
tice, in  consequence  of  an  answer  which 
I  Tftceived  fh>m  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies. 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  is  mistaken.  The  Motion  still 
stands  upon  the  Order  Book. 

Mb.  Serjeant  SIMON :  I  shall  be 
very  glad,  Sir,  if  yon  will  call  my  at- 
tention to  it. 

[Hr.  DoDSS  lianded  a  copy  of  the 
Ones  Book  to  tlw  hon.  and  learned 
Member.] 

Ub.  SsBJUifT  BIMON  said,  he  saw 
that  the  right  hon.  (Gentleman  was  cor- 
rect, and  he  was  glad  that  he  had  called 
his  (Mr.  Serjeant  Simon's)  attention  to 
the  fact.  He  gave  Notice  of  the  Motion ; 
but  he  postponed  it,  aud  that  iras  the 
cause  error.  Of  course,  he  would 
notpursuethematterfurther.  Therewere 
questions  involved  that  went  beyond  the 
payment  of  money.  Were  they  going 
to  carry  on  a  system  of  government  in 
complete  antagonism  to  the  feeHngs  of 
the  people  of  £e  country  ?  Two  of  the 
officitJ  Members  of  the  Oovemment  had 
resigned  rather  than  vote  for  that  pay- 
Ifient,  and  we  had  filled  up  thmr  places 
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by  appointing  two  subordinates  of  in- 
ferior poution,  who  never  would  have 
dreamt  of  belonging  to  the  Council, 
on  condition,  that  they  would  vote  for 
the  payment.  There  was  no  analogy 
whatever  between  this  transaction  and 
the  seleotion  by  our  Prime  Minister  of 
Colleagues  who  would  support  his  polioy. 
[Inttrn^fUon.']  He  appealed  to  the  li- 
beral Membors  below  the  Gangway,  as 
die  ^ends  of  free  institutions,  to  listen 
to  what  he  had  to  say.  But  there  wexe 
unofficial  Members  of  the  Council  not 
appointed  by  the  Crown. 

Ma.  SPEAKER :  the  remarks  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  are  entirely 
out  of  Order  in  discussing  the  system  of 
government  in  Jamaica. 

Mk.  Sbbjeakt  SIMON  said,  he  was  only 
about  to  refer  to  a  fact  which  was  on 
record  in  the  Blue  Books,  that  the  unoffi- 
cial Members  of  the  Council  all  resigned 
their  seats  rather  than  Vote  for  this 
payment.  [Crut  of  "Order!"  and 
"Name!"] 

Mb.  8P£AKER:  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gtentiouan  is  still  disenauog  the  question 
of  the  flpjrstem  of  goremmait  in  Jamaica, 
in  refwenoe  to  which  he  has  placed  a 
Notice  upon  the  Paper.  His  observationB, 
therefore,  are  quite  out  of  Order. 

Mb.  SKEJBAirr  SIMON  said,  he  bowed 
to  the  ruling  of  the  Chair,  and  he  was 
only  sorry  that  he  had  unintentionally 
trespassed  upon  the  Rules  of  the  House. 
He  had  no  desire  to  do  so,  and,  after  the 
ruling  just  given  by  Mr.  Speaker,  he 
would  say  no  mote  upon  the  subject, 
except  that  there  was  a  strong  feeing 
entertained  on  the  part  of  the  people 
of  Jamaica  in  reference  to  the  payment 
of  this  money.  He  therefore  hoped  the 
Oovernment  would  take  into  oonsidera- 
tion  the  circumstances  of  the  cose,  and 
would  not  press  the  Vote. 

Mb.  speaker  :  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  seems  to  find  it  impossible 
to  avoid  the  question  of  the  Crown 
goreniment  of  Jamaica,  and  I  really 
must)  ooU  upon  him  to  desist, 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  was  not 
sore  whether  he  understood  rightly  one 
of  1^  dosing  sentences  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  (Mr.  Seijeant  Simon),  or 
whether  if  he  understood  it  rightly,  it 
expressed  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend's 
real  meaning.  His  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  ferventiy  urged  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  with<&aw  the  Tote  which 
thejir  intended  to  as^  the  Bouae  o|  Com* 
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mons  to  concur  in;  but  the  effbot  of 
-withdrawing  that  Vote  would  be  to  leave 
the  Colonjof  Jamaica  the  whole  burden, 
whereas  the  GoTomment  proposed  that 
it  should  be  relieved  as  far,  at  least,  as 
the  moiety  of  the  sum  was  concerned,  if 
the  Vote  were  agreed  to.  The  opinion 
that  the  Tote  should  be  withdrawn  ooHld 
not  be  reooneiled  with  other  paits  «f  fais 
speech.  He  would  not  enter  upon  a 
discussion  of  (he  very  glowing  enlogy 
-which  bis  hon.  and  learned  Fnend  bad 
bestowed  upon  the  Odlony  of  Jamaica  in 
its  jwat  history,  as  a  notable  and  pnrise- 
vffirthy  example  of  free  instrtatifnu  and 
of  the  spitlt  ^Kbert^,  because  it  would 
be  nnwlse  and  likewise  ungenenms,  at  a 
period  when  the  Colony  Bad  been  de- 
prived of  its  legislative  institutloas,  thttt 
any  criticism  should  be  opened  upon  l^e 
principle  of  those  institutions  when  they 
were  m  action.  Bat  of  one  thing  he 
must  remind  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend. 
He  said  that  an  Influence  from  Downing 
Street  deprived  the  Colony  of  those  in- 
stitutions ;  and  that  while  it  was  the  in- 
tention of  the  Legislature  that,  in  sur- 
rendering Its  own  powers,  someotherand 
simpler  form  of  poptdar  government 
should  be  substituted,  Ae  will  of  tbe 
Executive  Government  at  home  defeated 
that  purpose,  and  caused  the  existence 
of  the  present  state  of  things.  Now  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  was  in  matetial 
error  in  his  reference  to  vfaat  took  |daoe. 
He  QLt.  Gladstone)  was  a  Member  of 
the  Cabiitet  at  tbe  time;  and  he  most 
deeply  and  piofinmdty  regretted  tiie  im- 
perative necessity  under  whit^  they  lay, 
after  the  painful  and  horrible  oircum- 
etanoes  of  the  rebellion  then  existing  in 
Jamaica,  of  snspendingthe  legislativeor 
representative  institution  in  that  Island. 
Bnt  tbe  desire  and  proposal  of  the 
Government  were  not  what  bis  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  supposed.  Theyfelt 
BO  much  the  gravity  of  the  proposal  th^ 
were  making,  and  the  anomfuouB  cha- 
racter of  any  suggestion  to  withdraw 
representative  institutions  where  they 
had  onoe  been  given,  ^at  thejr  pn^oeed 
to  Parliunent  that  the  suspension  should 
idee  place  for  a  very  limited  period  of 
time.  He  would  not  trust  his  mesiory 
absolutely  as  to  the  terms  of  years ;  but 
he  thought  the  proposal  was  lor  a  eus- 
pension  of  three  years.  At  any  rate,  he 
vas  quite  oertain  of  this— that  the  pro- 
poeal  was  fbr  a  aktat  term  of  yean  in 
carder  lhat  the  attention  of  Parliament 
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might  then  be  again  called  to  the  subject 
It  was  the  unanimous  ftehng  of  list 
House— of  every  portion  of  the  House- 
that  compelled  the  Goveniment  to  ex-- 
change  this  proposal  into  a  permanflot' 
suspension  of  those  institutions,  and  to 
remove  the  limit  of  tnne  whioh  they  had 
introduced  into  the  Act.  He  did  not- 
deny  that  among  the  White  populalioB 
of  Jamaica  a  poition— and  psrhf^  a 
coneiderable  portion— had  ohown  a  great 
deal  of  dlssatiBfaotion,  ni  anisequenoe  of 
the  course  that  had  beaa  pursued  intlm 
matter  by  Hev  Majeety's  GoTcrmneDt, 
and  he  quite  agreed  with  tbe  riaht  h«i> 
Gentleman  oppoeite  (Kr  B.  AahetoD 
Cn»0^  in  admitting  that  thia  was  a 
question  of  veiy  g^at  importance.  B 
was  also,  in  hie  opinion,  a  qnation  of 
very  great  •kspUoity;  and,  notwith- 
staadhig  the  vigour  with  whi<h  tfae 
right  hon.  Gentlenan  dehvered  himseU 
agatnat  the  offence  of  brevity  in  tits 
House,  and  the  indignatioa  which  he  had 
bestowed  eo  freely  on  the  o£fenoes  of  hit 
(Mr.  Gladstone's)  hon.  Friend  the  Seere- 
tary  of  the  Treamry  (Ur.  Courtney)  in 
that  respect)  he  should  endeavour  to 
pursue  the  oovrse  recommended  by  his 
hOD.  Friend,  though  under  eoiM  fear  of 
the  displeasure  vhioh  might  be  dm«D 
imon  him  from  another  quarter.  Nov, 
the  contention  of  the  hon.  and  leaned 
Member  for  Dewabuiy  {Ux.  Setjeant 
Simoa)  was  really  me— <hftt  benius 
Jamaica  was  a  Cmwn  Oolony,  or  vu 
in  the  ooadition  of  a  Gvewn  Ookny, 
the  ohaige  ought  to  hure  tnea  bono 
eotir^  hy  the  people  of  the  XhattA 
Kingdom.  Now,  the  right  hon;  Oea* 
tleman  opposite  had  made  an  aomi' 
sation  against  the  Government,  wlaeli 
was  the  very  last  that  he  <Mr.  Glad- 
stone) should  have  ezpeetod  to  hear; 
and,  in  fnct,  he  was  bound  to  admit  that 
the  right  hon.  Gratleman  effectually 
contradicted  it  himself  in  the  later  por- 
tions of  his  speech.  For,  in  the  earlisr 
portions  of  hm  speedi,  be  aadd  the  bead' 
and  ttoskt  of  the  offence  of  tibe  Garem*' 
ment  was  that  they  had  applied  a  prin- 
dpte,  to  quote  his  own  wwdi,  in  the* 
baldeet,  crudest,  and  hareheet  m^ar 
poBsible ;  while,  in  the  later  pextiBoeef 
bis  »eeoh,  he  prooeededtoeeunue-tiifli 
for  faaitiaor  cooqireiBised  ttie  psnnpto 
upon  whiflb  they  etood  by  the  anaoge* 
ment  they  had  adopted  ef  ehatgiagenly 
one-fai^  oi  die  ohnge  on  the  Clotty. 
The  ^eatioft  lAislher-  a  oon^comiieiiM 
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jost  or  judicious  in  this  matter  might  be 
a  very  serious  question.  He  thought  it 
▼as  a  very  disputable  one ;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  it  vas  a  pretty  effectual  an- 
swer to  those  who  contended  that  the 
principle  had  been  appUed  in  the 
"  baldest,  crudest,  and  harshest  manner 
possible."  It  had  been  applied,  how- 
ever, in  a  manner  in  which  the  offence 
was— if  it  was  an  offence  at  all—- that 
there  had  been  an  express  desire  to  apajre 
the  people  of  the  Colonj,  even  in  re- 
fusing to  i^ace  upon  the  shoulders  of 
the  people  of  that  country  a  burden 
which,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Govern- 
ment, did  not  belong  to  them.  The  case 
had  been  felt  to  be  one  of  very  consider- 
able di£Beulty.  He  perfectly  understood 
that  there  might  be  differences  of  opi* 
Bion  about  it;,  but  he  must  confess  for 
his  own  part  that  he  was  more  inclined 
to  believe  that,  if  there  had  been  an 
error  at  all,  it  had  been  in  asking  the 
pncq»le  of  England  to  bear  one-half  of 
the  charge.  In  point  of  faot,  more  than 
one-half  would  be  borne  by  the  people 
of  this  conntn^,  according  to  the  pro- 
posal of  the  Government,  because  the 
l^al  expenses  of  the  appeal  in  this 
country  had  been  borne  out  of  the  Con- 
solidated Fund.  He  was  quite  iw^y  ^ 
admi^  ther«fore,  thai  there  might  be 
force  in  the  argument  of  those  who  said 
that  the  Goimmment  had  no  right  to 
impose  this  charge  on  the  people  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  who  had  said  that, 
if  the  Government  had  stood  upon  their 
principle,  and  had  required  the  whole 
charge  to  be  borDe  by  Jamaica,  where 
the  acts  oocurred  that  brought  abont  the 
charge,  the  dissatisfaction  in  Oolony 
would  not  have  been  greater  than  it  was 
at  this  moment.  He  would  not  enter 
into  that  point;  the  Government  had 
taken  their  course,  and  were  bound  to 
abide  by  it.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  and  those  who  supjported  him 
should  consider  what  was  involved  in 
their  contention;  and  in  opposition  to 
the  right  hon.  GenUemajt,  he  affirmed 
that  the  ailment  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  was 
strictly  ccnrect,  and  that  they  eoiUd  not 
distinguish  in  principle  between  this 
diai^  and  die  other  le^timate  expensra 
(^govemment  in  Jamaica.  But  the  mis- 
oarria^ea  of  a  Government  were  among 
thelegitimate  expenses  of  a  Government, 
if  they  were  miscarriages  of  such  a 
stature  fts  were  ordinarU^  incidental  (o 
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it — tha  twas  to  say,  where  everyone  acted 
in  good  faitb,  aud  where  there  was 
neither  corruption  nor  incompetency, 
but  only  that  kind  of  error  in  the  inter- 
pretation of  law  which  would  insinuate 
itself  here  and  there  in  the  proceedings 
even  of  the  best  and  the  ablest  men. 
Charges  arising  out  of  such  a  case 
must  be  oonaidered  as  among  the  legiti- 
mate exigencies  of  government.  Now, 
he  vant^  to  know  why  the  people  of 
England  should  bear  a  charge  for  the 
people  of  Jamaica  becaaae  it  was  a 
Grown  Colony?  Hon.  Gentlemen  op- 

Sosite  replied  because  the  people  of 
amaica  had  no  control  in  the  matter, 
and  because  they  did  not  appoint  the 
Attorney  General.  Did  they  appoint 
the  Governor  ?  Did  they  appoint  any 
one  who  held  office  in  the  Colony  ?  Had 
they  any  control  over  any  acC  of  the 
Governor  ?  None  whatever.  They  were 
entirely  deprived  of  Constitutional  pri- 
vileges. Theo,  if  they  said  this  charge 
ought  not  to  be  borne  by  them  on  that 
account,  then  eveiy  charge  ought  not  to 
be  borne  by  them  on  the  same  reason- 
ing— or,  in  other  words,  because  J amaica 
was  a  Crown  Colony,  therefore  the  tax- 
payers of  this  country  ought  to  bear  the 
whole  charge  of  the  administration  of 
the  Island.  Now,  that  was  a  proposition 
which,  in  his  opinion,  was  totally  un- 
tenable. If  the  hon.  and  learned  Kem- 
ber  for  Dewsbnry  said  the  time  had  now 
come  when  we  ou^ht  to  think  of  re> 
storing  representative  institutions  in 
Jamaica,  he  (Mr.  Gladstone)  could  only 
say  that  when  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  made  his  argument  upon  that 
subject,  he  would  find  in  him  (Mr, 
Gladstone)  a  willing  hearer,  and  one 
with  every  predisposition  to  adopt  his 
conclusions.  But,  for  the  time,  they 
must  assume  that  Parliament  was  right 
in  saying  that,  for  the  benefit  of  Jamaica 
itself,  it  was  necessary  that  these  repre- 
sentative institutions  should  be  sus- 
pended. If  they  were  rightly  snnkended, 
which  he  must  assume  to  pe  toe  case, 
then  the  necessary  expenses  of  govern- 
ing that  Oolony  were  still  a  legitimate 
cba^  upon  tibie  0<doi^  itself.  And  al- 
though li  was  very  w^  to  come  there 
and  talk  (tf  pursuing  a  generous  and 
a  high-minded  oooree,  what  did  9^  that 
come  to?  It  did  not  mean  makiw  any 
sacrifice  on  their  own  behalf,  u  did 
not  mean  a  Parliamentary  subscription, 
or  that  Member^  should  be  invited  to 
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Bubacribe  to  reduce  the  diarge  agunBt 
the  Colony.  Ko ;  it  nmply  meant  that 
they  would  make  this  addition  to  the 
vast  expenditure  of  the  United  Kingdom 
anci  lay  the  burden  on  the  shoulders  of 
their  own  constituents.  Now,  that  was 
nmply  their  cratention.  Let  it  be  judged 
of  by  the  country  and  by  that  House. 
That  eontentton  consLsted  of  these  two 
points— lhat  llie  argument  advorse  to  the 
course  they  had  takien  of  imposing  a 
certain  charge  on  the  C<^ony  involved 
nothing  less  than  the  proposition  that 
the  people  of  England  were  liable  for 
the  expenses  of  the  government  of 
Jamaica.  That  was  a  proposition  which 
the  Government  could  not  admit,  be- 
cause, if  they  did  admit  it,  they  must 
extend  it  to  every  Crown  Colony  in  the 
Empire,  and  if  they  did  adopt  it,  they 
should  be  guilty,  in  their  opinion,  alike 
of  an  absurdity  and  an  injustice. 

Mb.  salt  said,  he  wiuied  to  say  that 
he  reserved  to  himself  the  right,  if  any 
proper  oooasion  arose  at  any  future  time, 
to  raise  this  important  (Question  again. 
In  some  respects,  he  beheved  the  Gto- 
vemniMit  might  have  acted  rightly ; 
bnt^  after  all,  this  was  neither  a  ques- 
tion for  an  attack  on,  nor  a  defence  of, 
tbe  Government,  but  one  f<»  the  House 
and  the  country.  It  was  a  question  of 
great  Imperial  policy,  which  ought  to 
be  considered  solely  in  the  direction  of 
attaining  that  which  was  best,'ttot  for  the 
Government  or  the  Opposition,  but  for 
the  country  at  large. 

Main  Question,  "That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Ohair,"  put,  and 
iigTMi  to. 

SUPPLY  — CIVIL  SERVICES  AND  RB- 
VENUE  DEPARTMENTS  {SUPPLE- 
UENTABY  ESTIMATES,  1882-3). 

Bvxth'Y—Mtuitierti  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Class  III. — Law  asd  Jusxioe. 

(1.)  Question  ag«in  proposed, 

'*  That  B  Supplementing  mm,  not  exceeding 
£40,000,  ^M  n«nted  to  Her  Hajetrty,  to  defmy 
the  CSMige  which  ivill  come  io  conrae  of  pay- 
ment donng  the  year  ending  oo  the  3 let  day  of 
Uaroh  1883,  of  Criminal  ProaecutionB  and  other 
Law  Charges  m  Ireland,  indndine  certtun  Al- 
lowances under  the  Act  16  and  IS  viu.  c.  83." 

Whereupon  Question  again  proposed, 
,  "  That  a  Supplementary  ram,  not  exoeeding 
£10,000,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defny 
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t^e  ChsT^  whkh  will  onae  in  coarse  of  pay- 
mentdunngtheveaz  ending  on  the  3lit  day  o( 

March  1883,  of  Criminal  ProaeouUons  and  oths 
Law  Charges  in  Ireland,  including  certain  Al- 
lowances under  the  Act  15  and  16  vio.  e.  83."— 

{3fr.  T.  F.  O'Connor.^ 

Ub.  monk  said,  he  rose  with  con- 
siderable reiUiotanoe  to  tresp^ee  for  a  few 
moments  on  the  attwticm  of  the  Com* 
mittee.  Thm  was  no  one  more  r^ikr 
than  he  was  in  attendanoD  apon  Com- 
mittae  of  Sapply,  and  be  waa  ahrajs 
anxious  to  take  part  in  the  diaeusaiM  of 
the  Estimatea.  But  when  he  and  hii 
Friends  sittisg  below  the  Gangway  oa 
that  side  of  the  House  found  hsm.  Mem< 
bers  below  tbe  G^angway  on  the  oppo- 
site side  of  the  House  taking  every  oo* 
casion  to  prolong  disouasion  upon  the 
Estimates,  and  making  no  eeoret  that 
their  object  in  disoussiog  each  sepants 
item  referring  to  Ireland  was  not  so 
much  to  criticize  the  Estimatee  as  to 
cast  obloquy  upon  Her  Majesfy's  Go 
vemment,  and  especially  upon  his  right 
hon.  FriMid  the  Chief  Secretary  to  tbe 
Lord  Lieutenant,  thien  he  confessed 
that  they  felt  considerable  difficult  is 
taking  their  proper  part  in  the  di^ 
cussion  of  the  Estimates.  At  the  same 
time,  he  thought  it  was  only  fair  to- 
wards the  QoTwnment  that  th^  who 
had  bithnto  been  silent  in.  'disciiniiig 
the  Estimates  should  warn  the  Govern- 
ment in  a  friendly  manner  that  there 
was  a  considerable  feeling  of  discoateat 
and  dismay  in  the  country  at  the  Urge 
increase  of  the  Estimates  year  after  year 
since  the  present  Government  came  into 
0£G.ce.  Perhaps  it  would  not  be  out  of 
place  for  him  to  allude  to  ^e  coia6xi% 
Estimates,  for  he  feared  very  much  th^ 
they  would  find  there  was  also  an  in- 
crease for  the  year  1863-4.  He  was 
afraid  that  tbe  Government  would  find, 
when  the  next  General  Election  %aA 
place,  that  one  of  the  greatest  dangcn 
they  would  have  to  contend  aguDSt 
would  be  tiie  cry  that  they  had  not  oh- 
served  economy,  with  regard  to  the  est- 
penditure  in  the  different  ServieeB  of  the 
country.  In  reference  to  the  Vote  wluoh 
was  now  before  the  Oommittee,  then 
was  no  doubt  that  a  Supplementary  Yoto 
of  i 40,000  for  the  cost  of  Criminal  Pro- 
secutions and  other  Law  Chains  in  In- 
land did  require  more  explanation  than 
had  been  given  to  the  House  the  other 
day  by  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Attorney  General  for  ![relftBd.  ^ 
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thonghttfaat  theHoase  ought  to  have  laid 
before  it  some  Faperor  explanation  as  to 
nrhom  the  enormouB  additional  sum  of 
£15,000  in  the  shape  of  fees  to  eoaneel 
had  been  ^ren.  He  beliered  that  in 
Ireland,  as  veil  as  in  England,  there 
trasalargelegalstaffwhich  was  regularly 
provided  for  in  the  Estimates,  and  hs 
should  like  to  know  to  whom  these  fees 
went?  Itwae  stated,  hethonght  by  his 
hott.  Friend  the  Member  for  Northamp- 
ton (Mr.  Labouchere),  that  perhaps 
there  might  have  been  an  additional  100 
oases;  hut  in  the  event  of  there  having 
been  100  additional  cases  for  which  this 
additional  £15,000  wae  charged,  itwonld 
appear  that  a  fee  of  £150  had  been  paid 
in  each  case  to  the  legal  gentlemen  em- 
ployed. What  he  wanted  to  know  was 
whether  these  feos  went  to  the  present 
Btafif?  At  alt  events,  he  thonght  they 
ooght  to  have  some  explanation  of  the 
matter,  because  they  all  knew  there  vas 
always  a  tendency  of  fees  to  counsel  in- 
creasing to  an  enormous  extent.  He 
had  not  risen  with  any  desire  to  prolong 
the  discussion ;  but  he  thought  that  the 
Committee  was  entitled,  and  especially 
that  the  Liberal  Members  who  sat  below 
the  Gangway  were  entitled,  to  some  ex- 
planation of  the  large  increase  which 
appeared  in  the  Supplementary  Esti- 
mates. He  had  therefore  risen  to  call 
attention  to  this  matter,  and  he  conid 
assure  the  Government  he  did  so  in  the 
most  friendly  spirit  towards  them,  be- 
cause he  believed  that  if  th^  did  not 
check  this  enormously  increasing  expen- 
diture, they  would  have  to  answer  for  it 
befbre  the  country  before  very  long. 

Mb.  O'BBIEN  said,  there  was  one 
item  in  the  Batimate  in  regard  to  which 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  had 
omitted  to  give  the  Committee  any  in- 
formation. He  referred  to  the  item  of 
£15,000  in  regard  to  "  Prosecutors,  &o" 
Ho  should  like  to  know  what  "  Prose- 
cutors," and  especially  "  &c.,**  meant  ? 
It  would  be  interesting,  he  thought,  to 
know  what  that  amount  included,  and 
whether  any  portion  of  the  remunera- 
tion went  to  informers  and  Crown  wit- 
nesses ;  and  the  reply  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  might  perhaps 
throw  some  light  on  very  important 
matters,  especially  the  manner  in  which 
the  services  of  these  persons  had  been 
made  available  in  some  of  the  recent 
proseontions  in  belaud,  He  invited  the 
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attention  of  the  Committee  also  to  the 
description  of  evidence  that  had  been 
resorted  to  in  reference  to  proseoutaons 
such  as  those  of  IXx.  Harrington,  Ifr. 
Davitt,  and  Ur.  Healy.  It  was  bad 
enough  fbr  a  man  to  have  to  defend  his 
words  in  a  Criminal  Court ;  but  m  Ire* 
land  a  man  had  sometimes  to  defend 
himself  against  words  that  b^onged  not 
to  him  but  to  some  police  reporter.  He 
thought  there  was  nothing  that  indi- 
cated better  the  odious  character  of  the 
system  of  espionage  that  was  prMtised 
against  pubHc  speakers  in  Ireland  than 
the  fact  that,  although  be  believed  no 
Press  man  had  ever  been  injured  in  Ire- 
land in  the  dischw^e  of  his  duty  except 
by  the  police,  no  profeseional  shorthand 
writer  could  be  got  for  love  or  money  to 
undertake  this  duty.  The  duty  was  dis- 
charged by  policemen  who  had  dabbled 
a  little  in  Fitnum's  dunrthand.  Thej 
managed  to  take  down  about  every  Aiid 
word  a  man  uttered,  and  then  they 
strung  them  together  with  words  the  mam 
never  used  at  all.  The  policeman  in 
Mr.  Healy's  oase  swore  to  the  report  in 
Thi  Fr«4maii?»  Journal  being  a  fbll  and 
exhaustive  report  of  all  that  the  hon. 
Membor  said  in  his  speech ;  but  Mr. 
Healy  exhibited  in  Court  a  copy  of  !%• 
Leinster  Leader,  containing  a  really  ftlU 
report  of  his  speech,  which  oovered  three 
colnmne  in  that  paper  as  contrasted  with 
one  oolumn  and  a  half  of  The  fVeemarCt 
Journal,  In  Mr.  Harring^on*s  case,  the 
policereporterbrokedown  BO  calamitously 
that  the  County  Court  Judge  who  eon- 
firmed  the  sentence  was  actually  obliged 
to  base  his  decision  not  upon  the  evi- 
dence for  the  Crown,  but  upon  the  evi- 
dence of  a  gentleman  who  was  called 
for  the  defence,  and  who  proved  that  the 
report  of  the  police  reporter  was  a  tissue 
of  falsehoods  from  beginning  to  end. 
That  was  the  sort  of  £air  play  that  the 
political  opponents  of  the  Government 
received  in  Ireland  just  now — a  sort  of 
fair  play  &om  which  he  had  to  some  ex- 
tent suffered  himself.  When  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  made  some 
strong  references  to  him  (Mr.  O'firien) 
last  night,  he  could  not,  of  course,  on 
the  spur  of  the  moment  answer  for  every- 
thing that  might  have  appeared  in  the 
newspaper  with  which  he  was  connected ; 
but  that  day  he  bad  had  an  opportunity 
of  elanoingthrough  a  file  of  the  paper, 
and  if  the  House  would  bear  with  him 
for  a  moment— although  it  might  be  a 
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little  irrelevani—he  {bought  he  shoold 
he  ahle  to  ahow,  oonfioing  himself  to 
mere  matters  of  fact,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  not  been  quite  as  just  to 
him  as  he  expected  others  to  be  towards 
bimaelfL  The  right  hon.  Gentieman  stated 
that  he  (Mr.  O'Brien)  had  held  up  to 
exeeratum  fbnr  persons,  three  of  vbom 
•were  afterwards  killed  or  murderouflly 
assaulted.  The  inference  was  one  which 
he  disdained  to  notice  further.  As  to 
Mr.  Burke,  the  first  of  the  gentlemen 
mentioned  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary,  as  for  as  he  could 
zec^eotf  uid.  as  far  as  he  had  heen  able 
to  saareh  through  the  files  of  Unit^ 
Ireland — and,  of  course,  be  had  not  been 
able  to  do  so  very  exhaustively — his  name 
vas  never  mentioned  in  Uttiied  Ireland 
until  after  hw  death  ;  nor  was  there  the 
most  remote  personal  allusion,  to  him, 
unless  the  paragraph  about  "rata  in  the 
Castle  oellars  '*  might  be  supposed  to 
point  to  him  in  particular.  [Cd'm  of 
"  Hear,  hear !  "]  He  heard  some  mur- 
murs in  reference  to  that  urtiole.  It  had 
been  admitted  in  that  Houee  by  the  late, 
and,  indeed,  he  belieTed  by  the  present, 
Attorney  General  for  Ir^and,  that  that 
paragraph  was  simply  a  rough  comment 
upon  a  deolaration  made  in  that  House 
the  right  hon.  Gohtleman  the  Prime 
Minister,  that  "  until  the  Iridi  Govern- 
ment was  re-organized  "—he  thought 
he  was  quotiog  almost  the  exact  vixia 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman — "tiiere 
could  foe  no  hc^e  of  permanent  tran- 
quillity in  Ireland." 

Mb.  THEYELYAN:  I  must  interrupt 
the  hon.  Member  to  say  that,  in  the  re- 
marks I  made  in  my  speech  a  week  ago, 
I  eroeoially  omitted  that  passage. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  If  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  refers  to  me,  will  he  kiD41y  give 
mo  the  means  of  veri^ng  wb&t  he 
means,  because  I  do  Bot  admit  the  words 
he  haa  quoted  ? 

Mb.  O'BBIEN  sai4,  that  at  that  mo- 
ment he  had  not  time  to  lay  his  hands 
on  the  dedaratioB  of  the  right  hon. 
(Jm^man.  He  was  quoting  from  a 
r^ort  of  l^e  right  hon.  Gentleman^S' 
reply  to  a  qnestioa  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Longford  (Mr.  Jnstin  M'Oarthy) ; 
but  he  would  say  nothing  foxther  in  re- 
ferenee  to  Mr.  Bnifte.  As  to  the  refer- 
ence  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster),  he  fought  him  fairly— more 
fairly  tiian  the  right  hon.  Gentiaman 
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had  fought  him.  He  (Mr.  O'Brioa)  had 
never  struck  a  foul  blow  at  any  man. 
As  to  Mr.  Pi^,  the  only  allusion  that 
was  ever  made  to  him  in  United  Irdaai 
was  in  one  paragraph,  not  so  mttdi 
blaming  Mr.  Field  as  asking  what  would 
have  been  thought  of  a  -Oatholie  jurat 
who  handed  down  from  the  jury-bca  a 
note  to  Mr.  Michael  Davitt,  instead  of  a 
Protestant  j  nror  handing  down  a  note  to 
Mr.  Morris  Goddard?  If  that  waa  fero- 
city, he  was  at  a  loss  for  a  term  to 
oharacteriie  the  frame  of  mind  (tf  the 
right  hon.  Genfleman  last  night.  As  to 
the  right  hon.  (Jentlemau  himself,  he 
thought  that  in  a  leas  hasW  moment  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  admit  that 
any  allusion  that  was  ever  made  to  him 
was  a  not  unkindly  one,  until,  in  hia 
speech  at  Hawick,  he  threw  in  his  [lot 
onoe  for  all  with  tJie  enemies  of  Ireland, 
and  until  he  h^d  up  newspapvs  and 
speeches  of  persons  who,  perhaps,  bad 
feeBngs  as  well  as  he  had,  to  execration 
as  part  of  the  machinery  of  murder— as 
moral  murderers.  He  was  willing  to  let 
his  countrymen  judge,  and  they  were 
the  only  judges,  as  to  the  description  of 
speaking  or  writing  which  came  nearest 
the  description  of  moral  murder.  So  far 
from  his  having  any  personal  animoo^ 
to  the  rig^t  hon.  Gentleauui,  be  was 
amaced  Uiftt  enifh  an  idea  ehoidd  hare 
rateved  &e  riglrt  hon.  Ovutiemea'i 
head.  He  had  never  seen  the  rij^fcon. 
Gentleman,  to  his  knowledge,  ui^  he 
saw  him  a  fortnight  ago  in  that  House, 
and  the  only  feeling  that  he  entertamed 
towards  him  was.  admiration  for  him  aa 
a  litwary  man,  and  a  sincere  hope  that 
he  would  bring  into  practice,  as  a  Mi- 
uist»,  the  principles  of  freedom  that 
he  had  so  eloquently  defended  in  his 
books.  He  was  obliged  to  the  Hooss 
for  having  pwmitted  him  to  make  this 
statMuent.  He  had  only  to  add  that, 
in  the  discharge  of  what  he  deemed 
to  be  his  duty  to  those  who  sent  him 
there,  he  should  never  be  irritated  into 
saying— he  hoped  cMisciously,  aU 
events— anytliing  unjust  to  any  man; 
nor  would  he  be  intimidiUed  fron 
saying  whatever  the  interests  Of  Ire- 
land, whidi  with.  him.  were  snpreos 
interests,  demimded,  not  against  an  ia- 
dividual,  for  he  had  no  grudge  against 
particular  men,  but  against  we  eTstom 
which  individuals  frosn  time  to  time  ad< 
ministered  in  Ireland.  He  turned  from 
that  subject  now  to  the  ease  o{lCr.Daritt 
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and  Hr.  Healy.  Those  gentlemen,  be 
beliered  it  was  admitted,  had  committed 
no  offence  that  oould  be  brongbt  within 
oomprehensive  scope  of  t£e  Orimea 
Aei^  which  was  a  sort  of  omnibus  Act  of 
all  the  crimes  m  the  calendar.  Thtrf  had 
done  nothing  that  any  man  more  modern 
or  more  respectable  than  the  Judges  of 
Oharlee  I.'a  time  would  ever  have  veai- 
tored  to  pnmoimce  an  o&nce.  They 
ware  pnidud,  not  bnauae  of  anjtliing 
they  said  or  did  themsdrea,  but  because, 
alUiongh  they  had  not  even  heard  of  it, 
Folioeman  Cox  was  shot  in  Abbey  Street, 
Dublin,  the  ni^t  before  their  speeches 
were  delivered  in  Carlow  and  Navan, 
and  also  Wause  Mr.  Field  was  stabbed 
in  Bablin  a  few  nights  after.  Tbe 
Ohief  Secretary  faiDiself— -he  happened 
to  hare  that  reference— immediately  after 
these  occurrence^  admitted  that  the  out- 
rages in  Dublin  were  not  of  an  agrarian 
<AaTaeter.  The  rijght  hon.  Gentleman, 
in  reply  to  a  QueetioD  put  to  him,  said — 

"  I  mnrt  uk  hon.  STemberfl  to  coDrider  that 
it  ia  important  to  bear  id  mind  a  distinotion 
bet  Teen  the  gensral  state  of  Ireland  and  the 
neci^  qOMtuni  of  violent  otg&aized  oxime  in 

It  was  erident,  then,  that  the  orimes  in 
Dnblin  had  nothing  to  do  witb  the 
speeches  in  the  country,  either  at  Oarlow 
or  Navan,  and  those  places  ou^t  to 
haTe  been  quite  as  eafeplacee  for  making 
a  strongly-worded  speech  as  Leeds  or 
Woodstock.  Bnt  uie  Castle  officials, 
with  t^eir  usual  talent  for  making  bad 
worse,  induced  the  Oovemment  to  com- 
mit in  this  case  the  vety  blonder  they 
committed  after  the  I^nniz  Parii  aesas- 
sinations.  Instead  of  eacouragingpeople 
to  speak  boldly  and  openly,  and  as  of 
right  to  speak  what  was  in  tJaetr  minds, 
tlMy  BUpptresaed  open  speaking.  They 
ocmfonnded  the  criminal  and  thepolitieian 
in  the  same  categoryr  and  they  very 
natnrally  aonfonnded  the  'qnapauiies  of 
the  peop^  ae  w^.  Mr.  Davitt  and  Kr. 
Heuy  were  punished  becmse  of  crimes 
wiUi  which  nobody  dared  to  aconse  them 
of  icfmpathy,  aa  the  Irish  people  were 
pannhm  beooase.  of  the  assassination 
of  Lord  Frederick  Cavendish,  which 
they  deplOTed  qnite  as  heartily  as  the 
English  people.  This  polioy  mi^t  be 
wise  and  cunning  enough  front  the 
point  oi  riew  q£  tibe  Castle  officials,  for 
it  was  part  of  their  purpose  to  keep  the 
two  oountries  at  crOsa  purpoeea  and  at 
^o^ers  drawn,  for  Ibar  it  ahonld  erer 


ocouT  to  the  peotde  of  England  to  try 
how  the  people  of  Ireland  would  get  on 
at  ruling  themsalres.  He  did  not  know 
whether  the  eyes  of  the  people  of  Eng- 
land would  ever  be  opened  to  the  effect 
of  thia.  People  would  say  to  thems^vet 
that  Mr.  Dtaritt,  in  his  speech  at  Navan, 
called  attention  with  desperate  emphasis 
to  thedistateae  in  Ir^nd ;  and  a  few  (Uys 
afterwards  it  happened  that  there  woe  a 
paragraph  in  the  Queen's  Spoeidi  whitdi 
stt^ested  the  propriety  of  conaideringf 
that  disfcreee.  Now  that  Ur.  Daritt  was 
in  prison,  now  that  all  agitation  was 
suppressed,  now  &at  the  country  was 
supposed  to  be  quiet  and  tame,  and  kiss- 
ing the  rod,  the  osly  word  the  Govern- 
ment had  for  the  starving  peasants  of 
Ireland  was  that,  fox  tm  comfort  of 
British  taxpayers,  it  was  necessary  to 
ship  them  out.  of  the  country,  no  matter 
when,  or  how,  or  wh^re ;  and  that  the 
beet  plan  to  get  them  away  was  to  stavre 
them  out,  TCrutt  p/  '*Ohi"]  Hon. 
Members  might  mnrmur,  Imt  he  was 
telling  them  what  would  be  thought  in 
Ireland,  and  what  he  thou^t. '  Theo, 
as  to  Mr.  Healy.  The  farmers  of  Ulster, 
who  had  reaactt  io  know  Bomethiag  of 
Mr.  Healy,  what  did  the  Howe  flunk 
would  be  titeir  r^eokians,  when  th^  aaid 
to  themsdvee— '"Uv.  Healy's  speech  at 
St.  MuUins  w&B  a  h<Ad  exposure  of  the 
defects  of  the  Land  Ant— 4efeets  whioh 
these  same  Northerners  pointed  out  in 
thfir  conference  at  Belfast  the  other  day ; 
defects  whioh  one  of  their  own  Oxnmis* 
sioners  showed  the  Government  a  short 
time  ago,  and  which  would  peiiiaps  re- 
main and  tmsettle  Ae  whole  question  of 
rent  in  Ireland  i£  the  present  mode '  of 
fixing  it  was  not  amended.  Now  that 
Mr.  Heoly  was  chained  up,  where  waa 
the  proposed  amendment  ef  the  Land 
Aot,  acd  who  was  most  likely  to  wring 
an  amendment  from  the  Government  f 
Was  it  the  mild  -  spoken  Ge^emen 
who  spoke  in  whiapera  fixna  tiie  Baek 
Benches  of  the  Govemment,  or  iru  it 
the  outspoken  author-  of  the  Healy 
daaae,  vUom  the  Qoremment  tbo^giit 
it  poUtto  or  right  to  detain  in  Bi<rfinwnid 
Fnson  during  tbe  Sesston  ?  "  Possibly 
the  aberration  of  the  farmers  of  -  UUter 
would  be  a  rather  dear  prioe  to  pay 
for  the  detentton  of  Mr.  Heelv.  Then 
he  (Mr.  O'Brien)  said  that  in  nris,  as  in 
every  other  act  of  hard  Spencer's  Ad- 
minisb«tion — in  these  praeeeutions,  for 
wliioh  th^  were  now  asked  to  pay 
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£40,000,  they  were  rejoioing  and  gra- 
tifying those  who  lived  and  flouriehed 
on  the  enmity  which  existed  between 
this  oonntry  and  Ireland,  and  were  laying 
up  for  themselTee  among  the  people  of 
Ireland  a  store  of  bitterness  and  resent- 
ment, the  conaet^uences  of  which  he  did 
not  care  to  anticipate.  At  all  events,  he 
believed  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Irish 
If  embers,  by  every  means  in  l^eir  power, 
to  oppose  this  Vote,  and  all  other  Totee 
of  money  which  they  believed  were  spent 
in  fomenting  discontent  in  Ireland  and 
in  thwarting  the  aspirations  of  the  Irish 
people.   

Mh.  TEEVBLTAN:  Sir,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  has  made  an  explanation, 
and  it  is  upon  that  part  of  his  speech 
that  I  rise  to  comment.  I  propose  to 
make  a  counter  explanation  in  answer 
to  the  hon.  Member ;  and  I  trust,  foi 
the  sake  of  the  public  time,  that  no  one 
will  think  it  worth  while  to  carry  on 
that  part  of  the  controversy.  The  state- 
ment made  by  me  last  night  was  that 
the  editor  of  Uhittd  Irtland  had  been 
reokless  in  not  observing  the  effect  of 
certain  artiidflB — ^in  not  disoontinaing 
those  articles.  The  hon.  (Hntleman  has 
challenged  me  to  produce  the  substance 
of  those  Biticlas.  I  will  produce  them 
in  the  shape  of  a  few  short  passages. 

Mr.  0*BEIEN  :  "What  I  have  referred 
to  to-night  was  the  statement  made  by 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  last  night, 
that  I  had  held  up  to  execration,  and 
put  their  lives  in  danger,  four  persons 
in  Ireland. 

Me.  TREVELYAN  :  I  have  not  the 
materials,  I  admit  at  once,  that  will  en- 
able me  to  go  into  the  attacks  of  United 
Ireland  upon  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Foreter).  All  I  can  say  is,  that  when 
my  right  hon.  Friend  was  being  exposed 
to  the  hourly  danger  of  assassination, 
leaders  were  constantly  appearing  in 
United  Ireland  tauntfalg  him  with  gross 
cowardice  for  surrounding  himsHslf  with 
policemen,  and  utting  armed  in  his 
study.  That  formed  a  particular  class 
of  article  which  this  paper  published, 
and  the  passages  themselves  are  so 
numerous  that  if  I  were  asked  to  supply 
the  House  with  the  whole  of  them  it 
would  require  a  copious  Blue  Book  to 
contain  them.  I  now  pass  on  to  the 
case  of  Mr.  Burke.  I  did  not  refer  to 
the  celebrated  passage  about  "  Oastle 
rats."  The  first  passage  I  referred  to 


was  one  which  began  with  "  Down  with 
the  Bastilee."  Then  came  a  most  ob- 
jectionable article  in  UniUd  IreUtd, 
issued  on  the  4th  of  May,  bat  bearing 
the  date  of  May  the  6Ui,  nnder  the 
heading  "Disestablishing  the  Castle," 
which  contained  this  passage — 

"  Bat  ih&  BQODey  it  spesds,  and  the  &voiiit  it 
distributes,  and  the  foul  toads  who  use  it  aa  t 
ciatem  to  knot  and  finder  in,  are  jott  the 
things  which  make  the  hftrmleu  tmeatj  of 
Yiceroyalty  an  offence  and  soom  ia  ths  ayu  of 
IriBhmbn.  The  money  is  the  wages  whidi  ths 
triho  of  Castle  shopkeepers  Uke  for  MBeuing 
over  their  shop  fronts  end  their  ■doIi  wila 
announcements  of  their  sbune." 

And,  again,  the  article  went  on  to 
say — 

"The  toads  are  the  gang  of  alien  ofGctali 
who  nesUe  in  the  snuggeries  of  the  Castle  like 
so  many  asps  in  the  hosom  of  the  country.  Don 
with  the  whole  bundle  of  rottaoneM  nod  ns- 
posture." 

That  is  a  specimen  from  an  artide 
which  preceded  the  death  ofMr,  Burke; 
and  my  statement  was  that  if  I  bid 
been  the  writer  of  that  article  I  shoold 
have  thought  twice  before  I  wrote  ut 
article  in  the  same  style  against  any 
other  public  man  who,  at  that  moment 
was  the  mark  of  popular  depreciation 
in  Ireland.  Now,  the  next  person  to 
whom  I  referred  on  the  occasion  was 
Judge  Lawson.  Hero  are  some  of  the 
passages  referring  to  Judge  Lawson— 

*'  Silence  and  veneration  is  demanded  hy  tke 
religion  of  English  rule,  and  we  bow  before  tti 
sacred  symbol — the  gallows.  Not  oftdo,  em 
in  the  bloodstained  rec(Hrds  of  Irdaod,  has  tkere 
been  a  trafsdy  more  ^tifol,  mere  hurible, 
than  that  ox  which  Fnncey  Hynea  was  the 

Tictim  A  jury  presided  over  by  a  J adgs 

who  from  the  commencement  of  the  trial  to  its 
close  did  not  even  attempt  to  cooceul  his  iode- 
c«it  longing  for  a  oonviction.  It  was  sot 
enough  t^tt  his  ^large  should  be  a  speech  for 
the  proseoutioQ.  By  nod  and  smile  throo^oot 
the  trial  he  emphasized  each  scrap  of  endeocs 
that  seemed  to  tell  agriiut  the  prisooer:  by 
shrugs  and  deprecatory  gestures  he  madeligU 
of  the  defence.  Such  things  are  good  for  a 
Judge  to  do;  they  are  dangerousfora  joanahrt 
to  mentioD — a  journalist  who  has  but  the  mm 
poor  excuse  of  truth.  Need  wo  speak  tjl  flu 
*  terrible  *  exposure  that  foUowed  f  Jirfg* 
Lawson,  in  a  tempest  of  virtooas  indi^tM 
deoidsd  that  jniy-packiiig  and  jury  orgtea  wen 
subjeots  too  saond  for  public  ornament** 

And  then,  again — 

*•  The  fabrication  of.  the  jury,  the  indeoswus 
whiob  preoeded  the  veidic^  and  the  ens 
grosser  judicial  indeosncy  which  sneeseded 
wrought  up  public  indignatioa  agunst 
whole  iniquitous  proceedings  to  aa  nnpanUeln 
pitch.   The  ftmlnesB  of  the  trialttoo,  set  peo^ 
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examining  the  evidence,  the  vitttl  point  of  wfaidi 
waa  the  disconnected  ejaculationa  of  an  almost 
flpoMfalfles  man  in  the  throes  of  death.  The 
resolt  was  a  perfect  agnny  of  belief  that  a  boy 
in  the  blossom  of  youth  was  being  done  to 
death,  not  only  by  foul  means,  but  in  otter 
innocence." 

And  after  that  sort  of  writing,  calcu- 
lated in  the  highest  degree  to  exoite  an 
imaginative  people,  comes  this — 

*'  So  Maiwood  got  his  orders,  and  on  Monday 
morning  ezeoated  them— with  more  credit  and 
Immanity  than  funotionaries  higher  up  in  the 
hierandiy  of  Qorernment— by  the  rope.  The 
poor  youth  who,  at  23,  was  caUed  out  to  die  for 
Jadge  LawBon'B  dyspepsia  and  hii  jozDrs*  head- 
aches, died  firmly  and  tranquilly." 

From  first  to  last  there  was  set  forth  an 
absolutely  unfounded  charge  against  the 
jury.  The  proof  that  this  charge  is 
unfounded  I  take  to  be  this.  When  it 
was  the  duty  of  the  Irish  Government 
to  examine  into  the  charge,  ihej  took 
affidavits  from  all  the  jurors,  and  these 
affidavits  were  of  a  nature,  as  compared 
with  the  affidavits  on  the  other  side,  to 
satisfy  them.  But,  having  come  to  that 
point,  it  was  necessary  to  go  a  step  fur- 
ther, and  thcfy  went  to  the  agents  of  the 
High  Sheriff— the  Under  Sheriff,  the 
baUi&,  and  constables,  who  represented 
him— in  other  word^,  to  the  High  Sheriff 
himself — who  had  to  take  charge  of  the 
jury,  and  see  that  they  did  their  duty; 
and  all  of  theee  made  affidavits  that  the 
jury  were  in  no  sense  under  the  influ- 
ence of  liquor,  and  that  they  did  not 
speak  to  anyone  concerning  the  trial. 
That  evidence,  as  I  say,  oomes  as  far  as 
possible  :^m  the  High  Sheriff  himself. 
With  regard  to  Judge  Lawson,  I  have 
read  enough  to  show  that  he  was  at- 
tacked wi&  what  I  called  "ferocity," 
and  we  know  what  happened  to  Judge 
Lawson.  I  have  here  likewise  some  re- 
marks about  the  jury,  and  will  read  one 
from  l^Ud  Irgltmd  of  the  7th  of  October 
last— 

"  The  jury  was  as  shamefully  coococtod,  ita 
partixaaship  was  indecent,  and  tho  ovidence 
was  evidence  upon  which  an  English  jury  would 
not  hat^  a  dog." 

Now,  what  was  the  result  of  all  this? 
There  were  the  jurors  in  the  cases  of 
Walsh  and  Francey  Hynes,  some  30 
gentlemen  walking  about  the  streets  of 
Ihthlin,  not  one  of  whom  was  in  the 
smallest  danger  fVom  the  assassins  who 
were  in  the  city.  But  what  happened? 
One  of  these  gentlemen,  I  say,  was  spe- 
cially pointed  out  by  name— I  do  not 
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sa^  pointed  out  to  the  aesassins.  In  an 
artide  of  the  7th  of  Oetober,  there  were 
certain  very  strong  remarks  made  about 
a  Mr.  Norris  Ooddard,  who  is  connected 
with  the  "Btawgeintty  Assoeiation.  The 
article  said— 

"  Uace  the  word  is  passed  to  '  convict  mur- 
derers,' a  MetropolitM,  Protestant,  and  loyal 
jury,  under  the  eye  of  Mr.  Norris  Ooddaird, 
may  be  trusted  to  know  a  murderer  when  Ike 
sees  him,  without  flitting  hairt  about  partioo 
lars.  .  .  .  What  is  even  more  aggravating  than 
a  patent  murder  machine  as  a  system  of  gorom- 
ment  is  the  Pharisaism  which  shelters  the 
achievements  of  Mr.  Goddard's  pals  under  the 
Tonerable  name  tithe  by  jury  and 
decries  as  a  foe  to  paUio  justice  whoever  cries 
out  on  the  impostnre. 

In  &e  eame  paper,  on  the  same  date, 
there  also  appeared  tius  paragraph— 

"  Tho  incident  of  Mr.  Field  passing  an  affec- 
tionate billet-doux  from  the  jury-box  to  Hr. 
Norris  Ooddatd  may  be  quite  as  inaooeat  as 
Mr.  Piokwiok*8  *0hop»-ana4omato-sanoe*«oat- 
munication  to  Mrs.  Baidell ;  it  only  shows  that, 
as  a  qualification  for  a  Green  Street  juror, 
billing  and  cooing  terms  with  a  political  parti- 
san like  Mr.  Ck>^ard  is  a  differunt  thing  fnnn 
the  remotest  luipieion  of  relations  with  a  poU- 
tioal  nartaap — say,  Mr.  Davitt.  Why  not, 
indeed,  flirt  with  the  chief  oivanizer  of  the 
landlord  faction  in  open  Court,  when  one  of  his 
subordinate  officials  waa  thought  good  enough 
to  take  service  on  a  life-and-death  jury  be- 
fore 

Well,  Sir,  in  my  opinion,  it  is  extremely 
likely  that  this  passage  pointed  out  Mi*. 
Field.  I  do  not  say  that  it  was  intended 
to  point  out  Mr.  Field  to  the  assassins ; 
but  I  do  say  that  the  editor  of  a  news- 
paper which  cnntaiiied  articles  so  very 
strongly  written  agahift  the  Castk^  ofli- 
cials,  and  articles  of  that  peculiai'  class 
whi<^  it  could  do  no  one  any  gooci  to 
read,  for  they  are  made  up  of  denuncia- 
tions and  not  arguments,  and  which  pre- 
ceded the  mur4er  of  Mr.  Burke,  ought 
to  have  Bcruplea  b^foTO  he  allowed  to 
appear  in  th^  j^,,  KfMm  ot  the 
same  oharacter j^jgy^^  f;!^^^^  Lawson. 
And  I  say  he:'|^^mw|  ijtnght  to  have 
scrupled  to  actmK  .am^es  against  Mr. 
Field  ;  and,  further— althougn  I  maybe 
personally  prejudiced  in  the  matter — I 
must  say  I  tliink  lie  oiifjlit  to  have 
scrupled  to  admit  into  Ins  paper  articlea 
written  against  myself.  These  artiiilea, 
which  I  will  take  this  opportunity  of  re- 
ferring to  just  for  one  moment,  appeared 
directly aftermyspeeohatHawiok.  There 
were  three  leading  articles,  the  second 
of  which,  in  stating  that  political  crirn^ 
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rtood  on  quite  another  footing  to  that 
of  other  crime,  contained  these  wordo — 

"  Again,  it  is  jaotoiioua  that  the  Snglish 
ayiAaat  invitea  crime.  The  English  OoTern- 
uent  has  bo  ho^liieM  hen." 

And,  farther  on — 

"  That  is  Grime  for  the  present  in  Ixishmen 
which  will  be  qaite  other  when  Ireland  is 
miBtresB    her  own  fortunes." 

In  the  next  weeh's  paper  there  comee 
this  passage,  wfaich^  X  think,  may  be  the 
precursor  of  many  others  of  the  same 
character  which  will  probably  follow. 
The  "  Letter  £rom  the  House  ol  Oom- 
mons  "  begins  thus — 

"Mr.  TreTelyan'e  spee^  on  the  Bistrese 
Qaeatiom  last  night  will  probably  have  made  him 
the  most  hated  mao  in  Ireland.  Among  Irish 
Members  Mr.  Forster  begins  to  appear  a  man  of 
sense  and  feelinfl:  is  comparison.  The  Castlo 
poison  has  tamed  the  blood  in  the  Chief  Secre- 
tanr'B  T^ns  to  gall.  Hu  speech  last  ni^t  was 
a  Local  QoTemment  Boaxd  CiniulAr  in  its  most 
insolent  style,  translated  into ,  an  oration  of 
studied  oaliousneBs  and  bitterness." 

And  then  it  went  on  to  say— 

**  Baeept  on  (he  Irish  Tory  Benches,  where 
Ur.  Trerelyan  is  now  the  darling  of  the  hour, 
his  speedi  was  t»Geivo4  with  nothing  ebort  of 
horror." 

To  say  that  my  epetsh  wasTeceired  with 
hoZTor  1^  the  Liberal  Party  is  to  make 
a  Btateiaeut  the  object  of  whiohl  cdnnot 
even  cooeein.  I  am  son^  to  h&Te-  had 
to  xefcK  again  to  this  aofagect^  in  eonae- 

Snemee  of  the  apseoh  of  tiie  bon.  Mem< 
er  (Ur.  O'Brien).  I  do  not  think  any 
hon.  Gentleman  diesiMB  tohear  any  more 
of  it;  but  I  am  really  anxious  to  show 
the  Hoose  and  the  country  on  what  sort 
of  piUiuium  the  minds  of  the  unfortunate 
readers  of  this  daas  of  papers  are 
nourished,  and,  at  the  same  time,  I  wish 
to  express  my  deepest  sense  of  the 
favourable  manner  in  which  I  have 
been  treated  by  every  otfaetr  Member  in 
the  House,  as  diBtioguisfaed  from  the 
treatment  I  have  had  outside  the  House 
fiom  the  Ekiitor  ot  United  Irttand. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  need  not 
inform  the  Committee  that  it  was  not 
his  intention,  to  trouble  them  vith  ex- 
troeta  from  evticles  in  the  English  Preee 
in  miiueneie  to  Leadeta  of  the  Irish 
Party,  vhidi  wonU  nndoubbsdly  paraUol, 
without  the  juatifiGation,  the  extraota 
wfaieh  had  just  been  road  from  one  of 
the  organs  of  Irish  opinion  published  in 
Irdand.  He  would,  howe?er,  remind 
the  right  hon.  Gentieman  the  Obief  Se- 
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crefary  of  the  fact,  which  waa  pitibahly 
present  to  his  eonsCMosneas,  but  whieh 
he  strangdiy  omitted  in  hia  ergplaw 
tion,  that  it  did  not  remain  wiUi  As 
Editor  of  Uhi(«d  Ireland  to  single  oat 
the  action  of  a  certain  juror  and  bis  re- 
latione with  a  notorious  ag^t  of  the 
proaeoution  againftt  the  Iririi  people. 
The  incident «?  the  tneadi^  exchange  «f 
confid^oe  hetwem  ^  juror  and  Ur. 
Notris  Goddard  waa  r^ted  ia  ereiy 
daily  journal  ia  Dublin,  and  for  dap 
and  days  before  any  notieo  was  taken  of 
it  in  the  oolumns  of  Unii«d  Ir^Umd,  and 
it  waa  tiiau  already  the  subjeot  of  oom- 
mon  oonversaUon  and  eommoa  repniba> 
tion  from  Me  end  of  IreUnd  to  tha 
oth».  That&ffitwaajoBtaa  well  known 
to  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohisf 
Seoretaxy,  if  he  knew  anything  aboat 
affaire  in  L-elaod,  as  it  was  to  aay  Mem- 
ber of  the  Irish  Party.  .  He  must  also 
beg  to  correct  an  impreeaion  which  wu 
apparently  in  the  mind  of  the  rifi^t  hon. 
Gentleman  as  to  the  view  taJcan  of  hit 
recent  speech.  He  had  quoted  fron 
private  letters  from  the  most-poaoeablei 
most  tranquil,  and  the  asostaon-politieal 
pastors  in  Ireland,  with  reference  to  tha 
action  of  the  right  hon.  GoDttleman  the 
Chief  Seoretary.  He  reoeived  last  night 
from  a  rer.  gantleman,  whom  he  never 
knew  to  take  any  part  in  poiitios  before, 
a  latter  in  which  the  name  of  the  CbaxS 
Secretary  waa  ooupled  with  the  nams  of 
aeertais  Oromwell,  with  -whom  In- 
land was  too  uaibttaniUely  JGarailiu. 
Though  ho  BBUst  hold^  in  common  witii 
the  Irish  Party,  the  Chief  SecMtaiy 
fully  responsible  for  his  apeechee  am 
hie  aots,  and,  the  oonaeqaonoeB  of  his 
policy,  he  could  not  close  his  eyes  to  oae 
fact,  that  the  present  Chief  Seoretaiy 
held  a  very  different  position  from  that 
held  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Foreter).  He  was  waa  aware— and  ha 
wished  to  give  the  riglU  hon.  Gentleman 
all  the  benefit  of  the  exteanating  cir- 
cumstance—he  was  aware  the  ^^sent 
Chief  Seoretaiy.  waa  excluded  £kmu  the 
Cabinet ;  he  waaaware^at  he  was,  so  to 
speak,  only  theinatnunent^aad  not  acta- 
fdly  a  OoUeagbe  and  oo-mrbier,  of  those 
who  had  formed  the  poUinr  ftat  was  nov 
tocturing  Ireland.  On  we  <^er  handf 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tiieU«Bber 
for  Bradfoid  (Mr.  W.  K.  Fonter)  wm  a 
Cabinet  Minister,  and  took  part  ia  the 
fnrmation  of  the  policy  he  oaniedoat. 
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He  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  certainly  Uwu^ht 
that  some  share  of  that  obloquy  which, 
had  fallen  not  undeservedly  upon  the 
Chief  Secretary  should  be  borne  by  the 
responsible  Heads  of  Her  Majesty's  Ad- 
ministration who  shrank  from  exposing 
in  the  House  of  Oommons  to  the  critioism 
ol  the  Irish  Members  the  real  authors 
«^tb6  Iri^  policy.  Nothing  could  be 
more  cowardly,  nothing  less  in  keeping 
with  Constitutional  policy,  than  that  the 
GoTemment  should  keep  back  firom  titeir 
Ifesponnble  position  in  the  House  the 
men  vho  were  carrying  out  the  0o- 
vemnunt's  Irish  pob^.  Earl  8pencdr 
vas  sheltered  behind  the  iramonitiee 
of  the  House  of  Lords,  while  the  Ohief 
Secretary  was  put  forward  to  act  as  En- 
voy of  the  Oabioet.  As  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  taken  certain  functionB 
upon  himself  he  must  bear  i^e  respon- 
sibilities of  his  choice.  They  were  in- 
disposed to  make  the  only  Member  of 
the  Irish  (Government  of  Ireland  who 
vas  presmt— the  Ohief  Secretary— re- 
QKmsibld  for  all  the  acts  of  his  Gol- 
leagues ;  still,  as  he  had  previoaBly  said, 
he  could  not  condemn  too  strongly  the 
oowardly  And  miserable  jwlioy  which 
witb^«w  from  the  criticisms  of  the  Irish 
Mem  bete  Uie  real  agents  and  active  au- 
thors of  tile  detestable  policy  of  provo> 
oation  to  crime  which  was  now  being 
puKued  by  Hw  Majesty's  GoTeramei^ 
ra  Ireland. 

Mb.  DAWSON  said,  he  desired  to  ask 
two  questions.  [i^«r«ur*.]  He  was 
sorry  hon.  Qentlemen  oj^site  eould 
not  contribute  to  the  debate  anything 
but  inarticulate  sounds.  After  having 
heard  the  d^iberate  qnotations  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  prove  the 
<diarge8,  the  dreadful  charges- 
Sin  JOSEPH  PEASE,  rising  to  Order, 
asked  if  the  right  hon.  Qentleman's  re- 
marks had  anything  to  do  with  the 
Eetimatee  ? 

Mr.  DAWSON  said,  he  was  simply 
referring  to  the  quotations  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentieman  the  Ohief  Seore- 
tuy  node  to  warrant  the  dteadful 
ohai^  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
hmq  had  made  against  the  hon.  Gende- 
man  the  Member  for  Mallow  (Mr. 
O'Brien).  He  (Mr.  Dawson)  oo&tended 
that  tiie  remarks  were  enoh  as  would 
appear  in  any  English  journals  under 
similar  circumstances,  and  would  receive 
no  condemnation  :&om  the  British  public, 
muoh  less  form  the  grottnd  for 


terrible  charges  as  those  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  brot^ht  ag^unst  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mallow.  [Murmun.']  He 
wished  the  hon.  Genuemen.  who  mur- 
mured andindulgedin  inarticulate  sounds 
would  rise  in  their  places,  and  show  the 
cause  of  the  faith  that  was  in  them.  He 
challenged  the  Prime  Minifater,  notwith- 
standing hispowerful  expression,  to  show 
suffident  reason  why  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mallow  should  be  convicted  of  in- 
citing to  murder.  He  (Mr.  Dawson)  did 
not  want  to  say  anything  about  the  ver- 
dicts that  were  found  in  most  of  the 
agrarian  murder  oases  in  Ireland ;  but 
he  did  desire  to  say  that  in  England  it 
would  have  been  utterly  impossible,  no 
matter  how  clear  the  guilt  of  the  pri- 
soner was,  to  get  a  verdict  in  such  a 
case  as  Hynes's,  if  the  conduct  of  the 
jury  had  been  the  same.  The  evening 
before^the  conviction, the  jury  inHynes's 
case  was  given  in  charge  of  a  sub-officer 
whom  the  Judge  accepted  in  place  of 
the  High  SheriC  At  the  hotel  the  jury 
played  billiards,  emokftd,  and  drank  in 
the  smoking-room;  they  moved  about  the 
corridors  riotously,  and  some  of  them 
walked  into  the  room  in  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.O'firien)  happened  to  be 
sleeping.  Tiiey  mwht  hare  walked  into 
a  dosen  rooms,  and  iiad  eonmsed  with 
hundreds  of  people,  for  aught  the  Com- 
mittee knew.  He  would  be  faoraa  ont 
by  his  legal  Friends  from  Dublin,  that 
recently  inTipperary,  whilst  the  learned 
Judge  had  r^ired,  the  jury  left  the  box 
for  refreshments,  but  did  not  leave  the 
precincts  of  the  Court.  The  Judge,  upon 
his  return  into  Court,  held  that  the  jury 
by  that  act  of  dispersion  had  themselvee 
abandoned  the  commission  intrusted  to 
them,  and  he  discharged  them,  and 
swore  a  new  jury.  Apart  from  the 
question  of  the  gtult  of  Hynes,  he  (Mr. 
^wson)  maintained  that  in  oonsequence 
of  their  proceedings  the  night  previovfl 
to  the  conviction,  the  jury  found  an 
illegal  verdict.  Hynes  mi^t  have  been 
guilfy,  but,  according  to  law,  he  was 
illegally  convicted. 

Mb.  T.  C.  THOMPSON  asked  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  whether 
there  was  any  oheok  upon  the  employe 
ment  of  couiuel  in  Ireland,  or  upon  we 
fees  they  received  ?  In  En^nd  there 
was  an  officer  s^tpointed  by  the  Treasury 
to  tax  the  fees ;  £29,800  a^^eared  to 
English  eyes  an  enormona  sum  to  be  paid 
in  fees,  and  he  was  sure  the  Committee 
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would  be  gratified  to  hear  that  some 
check  was  kept  upon  them  in  Ireland. 

The  ATTOENET  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Pobtee^  said,  he  waa 
glad  the  hon.  Qentleman  (Mr.  Thomp- 
son^ had  given  him  the  opportuni^  of 
saying  now  what  he  should  nave  said  at 
a  later  period,  in  reference  to  the  ques- 
tion of'^eounsel's  fees,  lliere  was,  he 
thought,  some  misconception  as  to  what 
occurred  last  night,  when  the  question 
vas  raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Lahouchcre).  He 
(the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland)  did 
not  say  last  night  that  the  £  1 5,000, 
which  was  asked  for  in  the  present  Yoto, 
under  the  head  of  "OounseVs  Fees," 
was  asked  for  exclusively  in  reference  to 
cases  which  had  come  into  Court  in  conso- 
quence  of  the  passing  of  the  Crimes  Act. 
He  said  if  the  Crimes  Act  had  not  been 
passed,  the  original  Estimate  would  have 
been  inadequate  for  the  demands  of  the 
year.  But  he  pointed  out  that  the 
Crimes  Act  had  been  the  cause  of  a  very 
considerable  part  of  the  legal  expenses 
of  the  year.  That  was  a  matter  which 
must  be  perfectly  obvious,  when  the 
Committee  remembered  lhat  there  had 
been,  up  to  the  present  time,  more  than 
20  exceedingly  important  murder  cases, 
tried  under  the  Crimes  Act,  tried  in  a 
venue  different  from  that  in  which  they 
would  otherwise  have  been  tried,  and 
tried  under  circumstances  involving  the 
greatest  difficulty,  complexity  of  evi- 
dence, and  demanding  the  assistance  of 
the  ablest  counsel  whom  the  Crown  could 
get.  Those  cases  were  quite  excep- 
tional, both  in  their  circumstances  and 
in  the  expense  attending  upon  them.  It 
would  be  borne  in  mind  that  in  the  year 
1881-2  the  expenses  which  were  actually 
incurred  under  the  head  of  Fees  to 
Counsel  were  £20,500.  The  Government 
now  asked  for  a  Tote  of  £29,000  for  the 
same  purpose ;  that  was  an  increase  not 
of  £15,000  but  of  £»,000.  The  whole 
of  the  increase  was  not  for  fees  in  criminal 
cases ;  £2,000  of  it  was  for  fees  in  civil 
actions,  which  were  brought  against  the 
Government  and  which  had  to  be  de- 
fended. As  to  the  keeping  of  a  check 
upon  counsel's  fees,  and  the  mode  in 
which  prosecutions  were  conducted,  he 
desired  the  Committee  to  understand  the 
matter  thoroughly.  There  were  in  each 
county  two  regular  standing  counsel, 
who  were  instructed  by  the  Crown  in 
every  case.   The  fees  of  these  counsri 
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were  paid  to  them  by  the  Crown  Soli- 
citor,- under  the  supervision  of  tho 
Attorney  General,  and  also  under  the 
check  of  the  raparvision  of  the  Trea- 
sury. The  fees  were  fixed  on  an  or^* 
nary  scale.  They  were  not  large,  be- 
cause  the  average  fsesfbr  all  the  oounsel 
engaged  in.  the  Assize  Courts  were  11 
guineas  in  each  case.  If  two  ooanssl 
were  employed  in  one  caae,  that  might 
seem  a  considerable  amount ;  but  it  was 
not  exceedingly  startling.  There  wen 
cases,  of  course,  in  which  special  fees 
were  paid.  Those  special  fees  had  to  be 
iven  in  particular  cases,  cases  of  great 
ifficulty,  requiring  more  than  ordmary 
attention  on  the  part  of  counsel.  Special 
arrangements  were  in  every  case  made 
upon  the  official  responsibility  of  the 
AttomeyGeneral.  The  Attorney  General 
for  the  time  being  had  to  g^ve  his  sanc- 
tion before  any  special  fee  oould  be 
paid ;  and  before  they  gave  their  as- 
sent the  Treasury  looked,  with  great 
care,  into  the  particulars  of  the  case,  to 
ascertain  wheUier  they  warranted  fees 
to  counsel  of  an  exceptional  character. 
Be  could  assure  the  Committee  that 
there  had  been  on  the  part  of  Ms  Pre- 
decessor (Mr.  W.M.  Johnson),  andthwe 
was,  on  his  own  part,  the  most  dose  ia- 
spection  of  the  fees  and  an  anxious 
desire  that  there  should  be  observed  the 
strictest  economy  in  the  matter.  It  would, 
he  was  sure,  be  considered  very  poor  and 
paltry  economy,  if  every  care  were  not 
taken  to  secure  competent  efficiency  and 
to  obtain  the  services  of  the  most  com- 
petent counsel  the  Government  could 
command.  He  waa  not  able  to  give, 
with  any  correctness,  the  number  of  the 
cases  heard  in  Ireland  in  which  counsel 
appeared.  Many  cases  had  not  been 
sent  for  trial ;  but  he  believed  he  waa 
correct  in  saying  that  about  4,000  or 
6,000  cases  were  sent  for  trial  ever; 
year,  of  which  about  two-thirds  went 
to  the  Sessions,  and  about  one-third 
to  the  Assizes.  Those  cases  were  eon- 
ducted  in  the  way  he  had  desciibed. 
He  endeavoured  to  show  that  he  and 
the  Treasury  had  not  been  able  to  de- 
cide upon  a  more  economical  anangB* 
ment  consistant  with  efficiency  than  w 
present. 

Mb.  LA.BOUCHERE.said,;the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland  had  made  oat  a 
case  against  himself.  The  right'  hon- 
and  learned  Gentleman  stated  last  night 
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that  less  than  100  cases  had  come 
under  the  Grimes  Act,  and  he  had  not 
now  denied  it.  He  had  also  eaid  that 
£1S,000  instead  of  £1.5,000  vas  alone 
spent  on  the  prosecutions  nnder  the 
Crimee  Act.  He  had  not  risen  in  snp- 
portoftheTiewsof  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the 
Irish  Benches  opposite,  bnt  rose  strictly 
from  an  economical  point  of  Tiew.  They 
ouffht  to  know  how  much  of  this  money 
had  been  spent  for  prosecutions  under 
the  Crimes  Act,  in  oi^er  that  they  might 
arriTe  at  someiUiing  definite  as  to  the 
amount  of  money  spent  in  each  case. 
If  they  took  £10,000,  and  there  were 
less  than  100  cases,  that  woald  give 
something  like  £100  in  each  case.  But 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  made  his  case  realty  worse,  for 
there  were  £15,000  for  prosecutors.  Aa 
he  understood  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  those  prosecutors  were,  in 
point  of  fact,  barristers  who  wero  em- 
ployed by  the  Government. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Porteb)  said,  he  had 
never  made  any  statement  to  that  effect. 
The  expenses  of  witnesses  bound  over 
to  prosecute  were  formerly  defrayed  by 
the  Grand  Juries  from  the  counties ;  but 
now  they  were  payable  by  the  State,  , 
and  these  were  what  appeared  in  the 
accounts  as  "Prosecutors. 

Mr.  LABOnOHEBE  said,  there  were 
also  £15,000  set  down  for  the  prose- 
cuting witnesses,  and  an  item  of  £10,000 
for  general  law  expenses.  He  did  not 
understand  what  those  were,  but  he 
took  the  figures  for  fees  at  £10,000  ;  and 
even  if  he  put  the  number  at  80  that 
would  mean  £125  in  each  case  for 
counsel.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  said  that  a  great  many 
of  these  oases  were  simply  cases  in 
which  only  11  guineas  were  given  to 
counsel.  If  that  were  so,  the  fees  upon 
the  20  cases  of  murder  must  have  been 
something  perfectly  portentous ;  and  it 
was  upon  that  ground  mainly  that  he 
agreed  with  a  great  deal  of  what  hon. 
Gtentlemen  opposite  had  said  as  to  the 
economical  aspect  of  the  question. 

Mb.  PAENELL  said,  he  desired  to 
ask  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
one  or  two  questions  with  regard  to  ike 
amount  paid  to  counsel.  He  wished  to 
know  how  much  ihe  trial  of,  say  Francis 
Hynes,  cost  the  Crown  in  the  shape  of 
fees  to  the  prosecuting  counsel,  for  soli- 
citors and  Crown  prosecutors?  Oouldthe 
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right  hon.  and  learned  Gentteman  give 
any  detailed  information  regarding  any 
oneof  the  trials — the  trial, £or  instance,  of 
the  two  "Walshes,  who  were  sentenced  to 
death,  and  one  of  whom  was  executed, 
while  the  other  was  sent  to  penal  servi- 
tude for  life  ?  He  wished  the  House  to 
be  informed  as  to  the  very  great  un- 
fairness displayed  between  the  way  in 
which  the  Crown  accused  and  prosecuted 
prisoners,  and  the  way  in  which  they 
defended  them  when  paid  for  the  defence 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Crimea  Act. 
That  Act  provided  where  prisoners  were 
brought  from  one  county  to  another  by  a 
change  of  venue  the  Crown  were  to  pay 
the  expenses  of  the  witnesses  and  the 
expense  of  defending  the  prisoners  so  re- 
moved.  Anumbor  of  prisoners  were  taken 
to  Dublinfrom  all  parts  of  Ireland  accused 
of  murder,  and  many  of  them  were  after- 
wards found  guilty  and  executed ;  but 
they  were  defended  by  junior  counsel. 
Why  was  that?  Was  it  because  the 
Crown  refused  to  pay  senior  counsel,  or 
because  the  Crown  had  bought  up,  by 
this  lavish  system  of  expenditure,  the 
services  of  all  the  valuable  senior  counsel 
in  the  country  ?  He  did  not  care  which 
case  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man took ;  he  might  take  the  case  of 
the  men  who  were  found  guilty  of  the 
Maamtrasna  murder,  or  of  murder  of 
the  Huddys,  or  the  case  of  Francis 
Hynes,  or  either  of  &e  Walshes.  He 
should  be  glad  to  know  how  much  the 
prosecution  of  one  of  these  cases  cost 
the  Crown;  how  much  was  paid  by  the 
Crown  for  the  prosecution,  and  how 
much  for  the  defence  ?  He  was  aware 
that  in  the  case  of  Francis  Hynes  the 
Crown  had  been  asked  for  £250  for  his 
defence ;  but,  as  far  as  he  knew,  they 
had,  up  to  the  present  time,  refused  to 
grant  that  amount.  Eynes*  solicitor 
was  told  that  the  Crowu  would  not  pro- 
vide senior  counsel,  but  that  tfaey  would 
give  a  fee  for  junior  counsel  not  exceed- 
ing £3  or  £4.  He  had  informed  the 
Attorney  General  of  that  fact  nearly  two 
months  ago,  and  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  promiaed  to  in- 
vestigate it ;  but  he  (Mr.  Famell)  did  not 
yet  niow  the  result  of  the  investigation. 
How  much  did  theproseouUon  to  death 
of  Hynes  cost  the  Orown,  and  how  much 
did  they  pay  for  his  defence  f  If  the 
Crown  had  paid  anything  for  the  defence 
of  Hynes,  then  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Genaeman  might  take  some  other  case 
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In  these  murder  cases  prigoners  had  not 
been  able  to  obtain  theeervioes  of  senior 
couosel,  because  of  the  lonnidabl«ann.y 
of  tiie  ableit  legal  ooonsel  proseeuting 
them ;  and,  therefore,  th«f  had  been  d«- 
fended  onlj  by  juniof  ooansel.  ^e 
pereoDfl  otrnvioted  of  the  Haamtraena 
massacre  were  defended  by  two  junior 
counsel.  The  persons  oonvicted  of  the 
Huddy  murder  were  also  defended  by 
two  juniors.  He  wished  for  some  ex- 
planation of  these  circumstanoes  now 
that  the  Oommittee  was  asked  to  pass 
this  swollen  Estimate,  on  the  ground 
that  it  was  neeeteary  for  the  administra- 
tion of  jusUce  in  Ireland  that  this  enor- 
mous sum  ihould  be  spent.  He  wished 
to  know  whether  it  was  true  that  the 
GKjTemment  had  spent  theor  money  only 
on  one  side ;  and,  in  oonseqnenee,  would 
prisoners  hare  any  ohanoe  of  proving 
their  innocence  ? 

Thb  ATTOBNET  general  foe 
IltELAND  (Mr.  Porteb)  replied,  that 
ho  could  not  state  the  cost  of  the  Hynes 
trial,  and  said  he  was  not  one  of  the 
counsel  engaged  in  the  case,  and  was 
not  then  Attorney  General.  But  with 
regard  to  the  other  prisoners'  counsel  in 
inurdw  oases,  under  theCrimesAot,  where 
a  prisoner  was  unable  to  prooure  oounsol, 
his  expenses  and  those  of  his  witnesses 
were  defrayed  by  the  Crown.  In  that 
direction  there  had  never  been  any  com- 
plaint ;  and  in  addition  to  that,  in  erery 
case,  whether  under  the  Crimes  Act  or 
not,  where  a  man  ^as  on  trial  for  murder, 
it  was  the  practice  in  Ireland — though 
he  believed  it  was  not  in  England— not 
only  to  assign  conaeel  for  the  defence  of 
the  prisoner,  but  to  provide  a  fee  for 
mok  counsel.  3%at  w&a  a  matter  of 
rule  in  Ireland  in  the  case  where  a  pri- 
soner was  unable  to  provide  oonnsel  for 
himself.  It  waa  obvious  that  there  was  no 
extra  expense  put  upon  a  prisoner,  so  far 
as  the  fee  of  his  counsel  was  concerned, 
by  reason  of  his  being  removed  from  one 
place  to  another ;  and  as  the  representa- 
tives of  tiie  Crown  carefully  scrutinized 
all  cases  in  order  to  ascertain  whether 
the  prisoners  had  means  or  not,  they 
were  satisfied  that  in  most  oases  the 
prisoners  had  not  saffioient  means  to 
provide  counsel.  What  happened  in 
Hynes's  case  was  this — the  first  solicitor 
who  appeared  for  Hynes  informed  the 
Crown  Solicitor  that  there  was  a  sub- 
scription fund  of  £100,  which  would  be 
abundant  for  Hynes's  defmoe.  After- 
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words,  however,  the  solictor  vas 
changed;  and,  speaking  to  Mr.  Korphy 
in  rraerenoe  to  the  defence,  he  saad— 
"  I  suppose  you  are  going  to  prsride 
eonnsef."  Mr.  Morphy  relied  that  he 
had  DO  power  in  thA  matter,  as  \k  vts 
the  Judge  to  assign  connari.  No  a^^ 
ootion  whatever  was  made,  either  to  ^ 
Castle  authorities  or  to  the  Attomejr 
General,in  reference  tothefee  for  Hynei^s 
defence.  Hynes  had  counsel  for  his 
defence,  and  there  never  had  been 
any  oomplaint  fxtm.  him  or  ai^bodf 
else. 

Mh.  GIBSON  asked  whether  the  Jndgs 
assigned  counsel  ? 

Thb  attorney  GENERAL  k« 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Portbb)  said,  no  ap- 
plication was  made  eithe*  to  hinisttf 
or  to  the  Judge.  As  to  othor  oases, 
although  it  was  unusual  and  to  a  cer- 
tain extent  against  the  fixed  rules,  two 
eouttsel  were  assigned.  Whenaver  so 
application  was  made,  and  Uuy  wan 
not  paid  in  acoordanoo  with  the  ordi- 
nary rule,  they  were  paid  what  ^ 
Attorney  General  thought  was  a  fidr 
and  reasonable,  but  not  an  extimn- 
gant  fee.  That  fee  was  accepted  witb- 
out  any  complaint  on  the  part  of  those 
who  received  it,  and  in  each  and  evsij 
one  of  these  cases  where  two  coonsel 
were  remunerated,  they  were  the  tvo 
counsel  selected  by  the  prisoner's  solici- 
tor without  any  sug^tion  from  the  At 
tomey  General.  It  did  so  happen  in  one 
set  of  these  cases  tiiere  were  two  junior 
oounsel— nominally  junior  couns^— bat 
both  of  them  were  men  of  vecy  great 
experience  in  criminal  eases.  In  the 
other  case,  there  were  two  staff  gowni- 
men  engaged ;  but  they  were  men  of  the 
highest  eminenoe,  and  were  just  as  ena- 
petent  as  any  man  in  silk  to  eoadnetdw 
defence.  Again,  in  another  case,  aw 
was  a  seni<nr  and  one  was  a  junior  in  fte 
technical  sense  of  those  terms;  but  ed 
each  case  the  prieoners  were  provided 
with  the  means  of  having  the  conMel 
whom  they  wished,  and  the  fees  for  those 
counsel  were  provided  by  the  Orowa 
without  any  complaint. 

Mr.  DAWSON  said,  this  being  a  nut- 
ter of  fip:ureR,  it  required  calm  conudoES* 
tion.  He  did  not  think  the  right  boa. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  got  oat  of 
the  difficulty  in  which  he  had  been  placed. 
He  (the  Attorney  General  fiv  Inland) 
had  sud  the  fees  were  not  euormooi; 
but  that  had  led  him  into  a  grtstor 
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dilemma,  beeaase  that  required  him  to 
prove  where  the  rest  of  the  £15,000 
wemt  to.  If  only  £  1 1  had  been  pud  in 
some  of  these  caees,  something  must 
hare  been  done  with  the  reudue ;  and 
he  liLonghfc  the  right  hon.  aad  learned 
Gentleman  oaght  to  etate  the  names  of 
the  gentlemen  who  bad  receired  these 
fees.  On  his  own  argument;  the  right 
-hon.  and  learned  (Gentleman  was  com- 
mitted to  ihe  dilemma  as  to  how  he  got 
rid  of  a  number  of  the  pajnnents.  Oould 
not  he  state  to  whom  he  had  paid 
fees  which  went  beyond  all  reasouablo 
limits? 

Mb.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  asked  wheUier 
some  of  this  money  had  not  ^ne  to  the 
payment  of  informers?  He  wuhed  to 
know  wbeth»  the  oonsideraiion  and  re- 
ward fiw  these  informers  was  not  oon- 
maled  undet  this  Tote  ? 

Mb.  FABNELL  said,  he  was  sony  to 
take  up  the  time  of  the  Committee ;  but 
he  must  submit  that  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  not  answered  the 
point  which  he  had  brought  boforo  him. 
la  fact,  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Oen- 
tleman  had  evaded  the  question.  The 
questitm  he  had  brought  before  the  Oom- 
mittee,  and  to  which  he  had  inrited  the 
attention  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentlemsn,  was  the  discrepancy  between 
the  cost  of  prosecuting  the  prisoners  aud 
ofdefendingthem.  Hebadaskedforsome 
particulars  relating  to  the  trial  of  cme  of 
these  priaonera  either  in  Dublin  or  in 
any  other  part  of  the  oountzy.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  QenUemau  bad  not 
-giren  Idle  CkHumittee  a  single  example ; 
lie  had  «oiiaed  himsdf  on  the  ground 
that  in  regard  to  HyiiM*B  caae  he  was 
not  the  Attorney  Greneral.  Bat  there 
had  been  other  cases  of  a  similar  cha- 
racter which  had  happened  since  he  had 
been  a{^ointed  Attorney  General,  and 
of  which  he  ought  to  be  able  to  give 
Bome  details.  He  had  adaiitted  that  in 
almost  every  ease  where  counsel  were 
employed  for  the  defence  of  prisoners 
they  had  been  junior  counsel  faced  by  a 
senior  oonnsel,  and,  in  some  cases^  by 
the  Attorney  General  and  the  Boliottor 
General,  as  well  as  by  experienced 
Qaeea's  Oonnsel,  who  were  receiving 
heavy  fees.  There  was  another  p(nnt 
to  which  he  desired  to  call  attention, 
la  the  Orimes  Aot  there  were  two  dasses 
of  parents  provided  by  the  Grown  for 
the  purpose  <A  deTenung  primD«e  ; 
fees  to  Queen's  Oonnsel  in  the  1st 


section  of  the  Act— that  which  povided 
for  the  trial  of  cases  of  miird«r  by  a 
tribunal  of  Judges  without  a  jury ;  and 
feea  to  oonnael  for  defending  priaonen 

accused  of  murder,  in  additi<»L  to  the 
ooat  of  defending  prisoners  whore  the 
venue  was  changed.  But  the  Govern- 
ment had  refused,  in  such  cases,  to  pay 
the  expenses  incurred  by  the  solictors 
for  the  defence  in  inquiring  into  the 
caae  in  the  locality  itself.  As  he  under- 
stood the  matter,  the  Government  had 
offered  to  pay  the  expenses  of  the  soli- 
citor while  present  in  Dublin,  or  in  the 
district  to  which  the  venue  was  ohanged, 
during  the  trial ;  but  they  refUsed  to  pay 
the  expenses  incurred  by  the  solicitor  in 
working  up  the  case,  and  making  the 
best  legal  inquiries  he  could  in  the  dis- 
trict. Ho  submitted  that  it  was  just  as 
important  tiiat  the  oaset  fen:  the  purpose 
of  defence  as  for  the  purpose  of  prose- 
oution,  should  be  properly  inquired  into 
in  the  locality.  The  case  of  the  man 
Gorry  was  an .  example.  He  was  lately 
charged  before  Mr.  Justice  Harrison  and 
a  special  jury  iu  Dublin,  composed  of  U 
Protestants  and  one  OathoUe,  and  was  ac- 
quitted. The  Crown  evidently  believed 
in  the  guilt  of  Gorry,  because  they  held 
him  in  prison  for  many  months ;  post- 
poned his  trial  from  time  to  time,  and, 
finally,  brought  him  before  a  special 
jury  in  the  City  of  Dublin,  and  seled»d 
a  jury  so  carefully  that  thsy  ordered  46 
Catholios  to  stand  aside.  He  was  ac- 
quitted, for  which  he  had  to  thank  the 
fact  that  Mr.  Justice  Harrison  tried  him. 
He  (Mr.  Famell]  had  the  profoundest 
ooBviotion  of  the  innooenoe  of  the  pri- 
soner, and,  out  of  a  fund  he  had  the 
control  of,  he  had  paid  the  ocwts  of  an 
investigation  into  the  caae  by  a  soHoitor. 
There  could  be  no  dqnbt  that  the  in- 
vestigation the  solicitor  had  set  on  foot, 
the  measurements  he  had  been  able  to 
take,  and  so  forth,  had  h^ped  materially 
to  bring  about  the  acquittal  of  this  inno- 
cent man,  and  save  English  justice  in 
Ireland  from  the  stain  of  sacrificing  in- 
nocent life  in  that  country.  If  this 
mcmey — £20,  he  thought  it  was — had 
not  been  advanced,  the  man's  life  would 
most  probably  have  been  sacrificed.  He 
submitted,  therefin^,  it  was  fair  that  all 
the  reasonable  exprases  of  solicitors  for 
prisoners  in  these  cases  ahould  be  paid 
by  the  State.  If  a  man  waa  not  able  to 
pay  the  expenses  of  counsel  and  solicitor 
wmle  the  case  waa  being  investigated  by 
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a  jury,  how  oould  he  a£ford  to  pay  for 
the  neeewary  prelmunaty  inTestigation 
vhioh  had  to  be  carried  on  to  enaUe 
htmtoestaibliahhisiiinooeaee?  In  view 
of  the  change  now  made  upcm  the  na- 
tional Auds  in  reepect  of  proeecuttonB, 
the  Qoremment  ought  in  fairness  on  the 
other  side  to  eive  peraona — ionoeent,  at 
any  rate,  untu  they  were  proved  guilty 
— Bmall  sums  to  enable  them  to  acquit 
themaelTee,  if  possible,  of  the  charges 
brought  against  them.  He  hoped  the 
Committee  would  have  some  indication 
from  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
as  to  how  he  intended  to  manage  this 
matter  for  the  future,  so  as  to  enable 
pauper  prisonws  to  properly  prepare 
thmr  defence  in  grare  oases  of  fife  and 
death. 

Mft.  T.  P.  O'OONNOBsaid,  he  was 
surpxised  that  the  AttomOT  Gmeral  for 
Ireland  did  not  seem  to  mink  that  the 
question  jnst  put  to  him  demanded  a 
specific  and  categorical  answer.  He  (Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor)  would  repeat,  for  the 
benefit  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
GentJeman,  and  other  Gentlemen  in- 
terested in  this  matter,  the  particular 
point  on  which  they  desired  information. 
Why  was  it  that  the  Crown  thought  it 
necessary  to  give  large  and  extravagant 
fees,  and  to  employ  an  extensive  array  of 
senior  counsel  in  prosecutions,  and  con- 
tented themselves  with  giving  small  fees 
to  joniors  for  the  purpose  or  defending 

SriBonera  ?  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
:eatleman  had  dealt  very  largely  in 
generalities  in  this  matter.  [CWm  of 
"Divide!"]  If  hon.  Uembera  were 
under  the  impresuon  that  he  was  going 
to  finish  one  minate  sooner  in  oonse- 
quenoe  of  ones  of  "  Divide !"  they  were 
Teiy  muoh  mistaken.  It  was  now  pretty 
ganerally  understood  that  they  were  to 
have  a  Saturday  Sitting;  and  he  was 
willing  to  remain  in  that  House  to  any 
hour  until,  at  any  rate,  his  mind  was 
satisfied,  however  it  might  be  with 
hon.  Members  who  kept  up  such  a  bois- 
terous interruption  this  evening.  He 
trusted  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman would  not  allow  hie  mind  to  be 
diverted  by  the  several  incidents  which 
had  occurred  from  the  questions  which 
had  been  put  to  him  during  the  discus- 
sion on  t^e  Motion  for  a  reduction  of  the 
Tote.  He  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  would 
remind  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tieman  that  he  had  been  asked  to  stand 
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up  in  his  place  and  say  whether  he  be- 
lieved  that  Mr.  Harringtoa  had  intiw- 
dated  the  &rmera  of  Westme^  whs 
had  ntumed  him  to  Parliament  daring 
bis  iD^meoBment.  He  bad  bsen  asked 
whfil^r  he  could  defend  the  treatmeat 
Mr.  Harrington  had  reoeived  from  tbs 
Governor  of  Mullingar  Prison.  He  (Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor)  had  also  ventured  t« 
address  an  appeal  to  the  right  lion.  and 
learned  Gentleman  to  say  whether,  eves 
allowing  that  the  language  which  had 
been  used  by  Mr.  Healy  was  too  strong 
for  the  circnmstanoea  of  the  case — wliioh, 
however,  he  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  did 
not  admit— he  did  not  ooasider  the  time 
had  oom«  when  the  hon.  Member  eeild 
be  allowed  to  take  his  plaee  in  Uie 
Hoose,  and  when  his  oonstitaents  oomM 
be  permitted  to  have  the  advantage  of 
his  asdstanoe  in  tiie  diseussion  of  affairs 
In  whioh  they  were  intwested.  He  (Ift 
T.  P.  O'Connor)  did  not  wialif  even  lor 
the  purpose  of  ^visg  a  retort  to  ^  boa. 
Baronet  opposite  and  other  boisterous 
Members,  to  repeat  the  views  he  bad  at 
ready  expressed  to  the  House  ;  but  again 
he  asked — and  he  should  avail  bims^of 
all  the  usages  of  the  House  to  obtain  sn 
answer—why  these  bloated  fees  were 
given  to  counsel  for  the  proseeutieD, 
whilst  such  small  sums  were  givoi  to 
iuaiov  oouttsel  for  the  defence  ? 

Mb.  O'CONNOR  POWEE  said,  he 
did  not  rise  for  the  purpose  of  unduly 
protracting  this  discussion,  but  with  tfaie 
object  of  reduoing  it  to  some  practical 
result.  He  confessed  he  differed  Ijon 
his  hon.  Friends  around  him  in  thiur 
aoousations  against  the  Govemnrentfrf  ez- 
travaganoe  in  the  employment  of  Crown 
OounseL  His  impression  was  that  thit 
part  of  the  oase  .had  hem  sati^iutoiily 
met  by  the  stainnent  of  the  AttoEBfly 
General  for  Ireland.  The  Treasury  were 
too  wide  awake  on  both  sides  ctf  the 
Channel  to  allow  either  the  Attorney 
General  for  England  or  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  to  indulge  in  any 
extravagance  in  this  matter ;  and  from 
whatever  experience  he  had  had  of  the 
observation  of  criminal  trials  in  this 
country,  he  oould  say  that,  as  a  rule,  these 
gentlemen  were  very  muoh.  und«paid. 
But  the  partioalar  point  on  whioh  he  be- 
lieved his  hon.  Friends  were  entitled  to 
information  was  this  —  the  Attonuy 
General  for  Ireland  had  stated  that 
fees  given  to  counsel  employed  in  the 
deflnue  of  prisonen  were  njced  f eei,  aad 
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tiiat  he  (the  Attern^-General  for  Ire- 
land) vaa  unable  to  interfere  in  enlargin  g 
those  fees.  This  was  precisely  the  point 
against  whioh,  he  thought,  a  protest 
ought  to  be  made.  He  did  not  see  why, 
einoe  it  was  the  primary  object  of  the 
Grown  to  inTeetigato  eaees  impartially, 
oonnsel  employed  on  one  side  should  be 
more  highly  feed  than  thoee  employed 
on  the  other ;  and  he  should  like  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
who  was  responsible  for  the  fixing  of  the 
paltry  limit  of  £3  3«.  for  the  defence  of 
a  man  aocased  of  a  capital  offence.  This 
was  the  ffravamen  of  the  charge  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamel!)  that  someone  was  responsible 
for  fixing  the  amoant  of  the  »es,  and 
that  th^  were  not  adequate  for  securing 
the  defence  of  persons  supposed  to  w 
implieated  in  such  grave  orim«.  He 
was  ^ad  to  hear  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentlemaii  speak  in  such  com- 
plimentary terms  of  Mr.  Teeling  and  Mr. 
Adams ;  but  those  terms  had  not  been 
more  complimentary  than  the  gentlemen 
in  question  deserred.  But  was  it  for 
those  gentlemen  to  incur  the  odium  of 
defending  prisoners  in  su<^  oases  as 
those  with  which  they  had  to  deal  for 
soch  paltry  fees  ?  It  might  be  the  re- 
sponsibility  lay  with  the  Judge ;  and  if 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  was 
able  to  wash  his  hands  of  that  respon- 
sibility, at  any  rate  it  was  to  be  hoped 
that  he  would  be  able  to  bring  some 
influenoe  to  bear  on  those  whose  duty 
it  was  to  fix  the  fees  to  get  them  to 
raise  them  to  a  reasonaUe  amount. 

Ths  attorney  general  tor 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Portkb)  said,  hon. 
Members  had  misunderstood  what  he 
had  said.  What  he  had  stated  was  that 
there  was  a  fixed  sum  to  be  paid  counsel 
for  defending  prisoners,  which  sum  could 
not  be  exceeded  unless  with  the  special 
sanction  of  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland.  It  was  a  printed  Treasury 
Rule.  The  fixed  sum  was  not  to  be 
exceeded  except  in  cases  of  special  diffi- 
culty and  importance,  when  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  had  power  to  in- 
crease the  fees.  He  had  increased  the 
fees  in  oases  in  which  he  had  consi- 
dered it  reasonable  to  do  eo— in  oases 
where  the  counsel  had  had  important 
and  arduous  and  difflouH  tasks  to  per- 
form for  the  benefit  ot  tiie  prisoners 
and  the  interest  of  Ibe  pubno.  The 
hon.  Uember  (Mr.  Famell)  had  usumed 


that  the  Grown  Counsel  raoelTed  large 
fees,  and  the  defending  counsel  small 
fees ;  and  tiiat  hd  would  explain.  He 
had  given  the  average  of  fees  to  Grown 

counsel ;  and  as  to  the  othm,  altfaongh 
he  was  not  able  to  state  the  fees  he  had 
given  in  particular  eases — there  being 
no  Return  made  of  them — in  many  in- 
stances higher  fees  than  thoee  fixed  had 
been  allowed  by  him,  and  certified  for 
in  the  ordinary  form.  To  prevent  a 
misconception  in  the  matter,  he  must 
say  that  they  were  not  dealin?  in  these 
Votes  with  what  had  taken  juace  under 
tlie  Crimes  Act  merely,  but  with  the 
entire  of  the  legal  prosecutions  in  Ire- 
land for  the  whole  year. 

Ms.  KENNY  said,  that  the  more  they 
looked  at  these  figures  l^e  woru  would 
the  attempt  of  the  Government  to  aooonnt 
for  them  appear.  In  all  Ireland  the 
number  of  praetiaing  barriste»  was  only 
some  200.   

Thb  attorney  general  loa 
IRELAND  (Mr.  PonTBE):  400. 

Mr.  KENNY :  Well,  they  would  say 
400.  He  was  speaking  of  those  who 
lived  exclusively  by  their  Profession. 
The  sum  demanded  was  £29,300— al- 
most £30,000— which  would  give  £150 
apiece  to  all  the  practising  barristers 
in  Ireland,  supposing  the  Crown  engt^ed 
them  all.  If  half  of  them  were  employed 
it  would  amount  to  £300,  and  if  only 
50  were  engaged  it  would  amount  to 
£600,  and  so  on.  They  were  entitled 
to  have  from  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  some  speoifia  figures  showing 
how  much  the  barristers  had  received, 
how  many  had  been  employed,  and  how 
much  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman had  received  himself.  Before 
they  voted  away  public  money,  they 
were  entitled  to  know  how  it  was  spent. 
He  wished  to  know  whether  it  was  true, 
as  the  hon.  Member  for  Westmeat^  (Mr. 
T.  D.  Sullivan)  had  suggested,  that  a 
great  deal  of  this  money  had  been  spent 
in  suborning  witnesses  and  payii^  in- 
formers 'f 

Mb.  DAWSON  said,  that  two  gentle- 
men  who  had  been  mentioned — Messrs. 
Teeling  and  Adams— and  who  were 
known  very  well  in  that  (the  Irish  Op- 
position) quarter  of  the  House  were, 
although  only  juniors,  ornaments  to  the 
Irish  Bar.  He  (Mr.  Dawson)  had  had 
BMue  opportunity  of  knowing  tbat  tiiese 
gentlemen,  at  any  rate,  had  not  re- 
ceived t^e  missing  thotisands.  Thef  had 
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only  had  a  few  guineas,  and  the  Irish 
nation  would  very  naturally  ask  — 
"  Where  did  the  thousands  go  to  ?  Into 
whose  individual  pocket — to  smoothen 
whose  promotion?"  While  the  poor 
peasantry  of  Lreland  were  absolutely 
atarving,  it  was  an  outrage  on  the  coun- 
tiy  to  have  unaccounted  for  in  this  way 
thousands  upon  thousands  of  pounds. 
In  justice  to  his  own  high  Office  the 
IrisQ  Attorney  General  was  bound  to 
give  them  the  names  of  those  people 
into  whose  pockets  th«se  thonsanas  had 
gone.  [An  hon.  Member  :  The  pocket 
of  the  Land  League.1  He  (Mr.  Daw- 
son) should  be  glad  if  the  Land  League 
were  responsible,  and  were  in  a  position 
to  account  for  this  money  of  the  Qovem- 
ment  in  a  creditable  manner.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  should  show 
into  whose  official  pockets  had  gone  all 
the  money.  If  it  was  undenied  it  had 
been  spent  for  scant  value— if  it  wu 
undenied  that  it  had  gone  into  the 

rjketa  of  those  who  were  not  entitled 
it,  it  would  make  the  conduct  of  offi- 
cials distrusted  and  doubted. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  he  had  to  com- 
plain of  the  unstatesmanlike  manner  in 
which  the  Government  vrore  discussing 
this  Vote ;  and  also  of  the  manifest 
discourtesy  and  obstinate  silenoe  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  and  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland,  in  regard  to  specific 
inc^uiries  addressed  to  them  from  that 
(the  Irish  Opposition)  quarter  of  the 
House.  He  would  presently  refer  to 
these  inquiries,  and  must,  as  far  as  he 
could,  upon  having  an  answer.  In  the 
meantime  he  would  state  that,  after  all 
that  had  been  said  about  the  payment 
of  barristers  in  Ireland,  ike  question 
was  a  very  simple  one.  The  «ict  was 
that  with  the  multiplication  of  well-paid 
officers  in  Ireland,  and  the  annual  infla- 
tion of  this  charge  for  legal  expenses, 
the  Government  had  accomplished  a 
complete  system  of  the  moral  debauch- 
ment  of  the  Irish  Bar.  At  one  time  or 
another  the  Government  got  at  every 
man  with  a  fat  fee,  or  a  w^-paid  office. 
r Ironical  chears.']  He  supposed  that  hon. 
Members  who  cheered  so  much  had  been 
got  at  already.  It  had  come  to  this  in 
Ireland — that  whether  the  number  of 
barristers  practising  in  that  country  was 
200  or  400,  it  was  impossible  for  anyone 
in  a  political  case  to  get  a  barrister 
whom  he  could  trust.  It  reminded  him 
of  an  election  contest  he  was  onoe  en- 


gaged  in  at  a  town  in  Ireland,  where 
he  found  that  the  other  candidates  had 
bought  up  the  two  attorneys  in  the 
place,  analliere  remained  not  so  -nnuh 
as  an  attorney's  clerk  available  flMr 
instruction.  The  hon.  Member  tbs 
Oity  of  Oork  (Mr.  Patn^)  had  pohited 
out  that  the  expenditure  of  a  em^eam 
of  money  in  making  iuquii4ee  had  re- 
sulted in  the  acquittal  of  an  acciiBad 

Serson ;  and  he  had  asked  whether  the 
ovemraent  were  prepared  to  promise, 
or  give  any  similar  assurance,  that  in 
very  grave  cases,  where  the  lives  of  mm 
were  in  danger,  they  would  provide  t 
small  sum  of  money  for  the  same  par- 
pose.  And  what  reply  had  they  ob- 
tained fVom  the  Government  ?  'Shej 
had  been  met  with  silence — ^not  one 
word  had  been  spoken.  Yet  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  had  UMened  wif&  obvious  in- 
attention to  the  conrse  of  the  debate, 
and  who  interrupted  Mm  with  ories  of 
"Divide!"  mnst  nndersCand  tliat  tkdi 
question  would  have  to  be  dleonseed  tiat 
evening  or  to-morrow,  and  of  these  tm 
occasions  hon.  Members  could  take  ^nr 
choice.  Who  could  tell  what  was 
covered  by  the  term  "  proseentors,"  sr 
how  many  bribes  were  included  nnder 
that  head  f  Were  the  Government  prt- 
pared  to  make  any  declaration  of  p6tiey 
upon  the  cases  of  his  hon.  Friends  the 
Members  fur  Westmeath  and  WexiSwd. 
The  Government  had  received  from  tfas 
farmers  of  Westmeath  as  stem  and  se- 
vere a  rebuff  as  they  had  juet  reeeired 
from  the  Government  of  Francie  in  t&e 
case  of  Mr.  Byrne.  They  had  accused 
Mr.  Harrington  of  intimidating  the  fiir- 
mers  of  Westmeath,  and  upon  tiiot 
charge  he  was  found  guilty  by  ti»s  ma- 
gistrates and  sent  to  gaoL  Thwr  fefiad 
policy,  however,  had  prodneed  ^e  oppo- 
site effect  to  what  might  have  been  ex- 
pected ;  the  farmers  of  Westmeatii  re- 
plied to  the  charge  against  Mr.  RM' 
rington  by  saying  that  they  were  not 
intimidated,  and  they  retoraed  him  as 
the  Representative  of  the  county.  Bat 
although  Mr.  Harrington  was  now  lying 
in  gaol  in  Galway,  he  was  a  moral  vic- 
tor over  the  Government  who  had  im- 
prisoned him.  The  Prime  Minist^  had 
repeatedly  a(^owledged  in  that  Hones 
that  if  there  was  one  Member  who 
could  compete  with  him  as  the  student 
of  agrarian  refonut  that  man  was  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wexford  (Hr.  Hea^}. 
Bat  tiie  "Whiff  Fart^,  he  said,  had  ifanick 
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a  blow  against  their  support  in  Ulster 
by  seinng  on  this  moment  to  imprison 
the  most  active  and  e£FectiTe  man  that 
Iriahmea  ever  sent  to  repreaent  them. 
He  again  invited  tiie  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  to  declare  whe* 
ther  he  vonld  atond  nanowly  and  unin- 
telligently  upon  the  sentence  passed  by 
the  magistrates  upon  these  liembera,  or 
whether,  having  regard  to  the  question 
of  policy  involved  in  their  impriaonmoDt, 
he  would  cause  them  to  be  released,  and 
so  put  an  end  to  this  disgrace  to  the 
Administration  in  Ireland. 

Mb.  TEEVBXYAN  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber  for  Galway  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor) 
made  a  speech  yesterday  which  I  con- 
fess interested  me  very  much,  and  in 
which  he  took  occasion  to  remark,  one 
after  another,  upon  the  cardinal  points 
of  our  policy  in  Ireland ;  and  to  that 
speech  l  should  certainly  have  replied 
almost  as  soon  as  the  present  discussion 
eame  on,  "wers  it  not  that  my  attention 
wae  necesaarihr  diverted  by  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mallow  (Mr. 
0*Brieia).  At  this  stage  of  the  evening 
I  shall  not  speak  at  the  same  length  as 
I  otherwise  should  have  done ;  but  I  am 
quite  prepared  to  answer,  categorically, 
the  questions  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Galway  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Con- 
nor) have  put.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Sligo,  repeating  the  question  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell),  asks  wheUier  the  Government  will 
be  prepared  to  bear  the  expense  of  some 
such  preliminary  inquiry  as  was  made 
in  the  caae  of  the  man  who  was  tried  on 
the  alleged  charge  of  murder  and  ac- 
quitted. The  hon.  Member,  who  ad- 
VHDmd  money  in  the  case  in  question, 
nmst  remember  that  no  such  custom 
exists  in  England,  Ireland,  or  Scotland, 
as  llie  Crown  generally  undertaking  the 
defenoe  of  persons  accused  of  crimes. 
The  Grown  only  provides  th«n  with  an 
attorney  and  counsel  in  capital  cases. 
]Bhit  in  Ir^nd,  in  consequence  of  recent 
legii^ation,  when  the  venue  is  changed, 
the  Crown  undertakes  the  expenses  of 
the  criminals  during  the  trial ;  but  fur* 
ther  than  that  I  do  not  see  how  the 
Crown  can  go,  for  in  no  part  of  the 
United  Kingdom  does  it  pay  the  pre- 
liminary ezpMises  incurred  by  the  fact 
of  a  person  being  put  on  trial.  The 
hem.  Members  for  Sl^o  and  Galway 
bwre  ^oestioped  me  with  regard  to  the 


imprisonment  of  the  hon.  Members  for 
Wexford  (Mr.  Healy)  and  Westmeath 
(Mr.  Harrington),  and  have  asked  whe- 
ther the  Government  was  prepared  to 
release  them.  Sir,  the  ptuicy  of  the 
Government  with  regard  to  what  are  or- 
dinarily called  prosecutions  for  speeches 
in  Irdand  is  very  simple  and  plain,  and 
I  will  in  a  few  words  endeavour  to  de- 
scribe  what  that  policy  is.  The  Govern- 
ment are  very  unwilling  to  prosecute  for 
speenhes,  and  have  shown  their  unwill- 
iognees  to  allow  speeches  to  pass  with- 
out prosecution  when  they  did  not  tbink 
it  absolutely  necessary  for  the  public 
safety  that  an  opposite  course  should  be 
taken.  It  is  a  curious  and  significant 
fact  that  all  tlie  cases  in  which  people 
have  been  interfered  with  for  words 
spoken  in  Ireland  come  within  an  ex- 
ceedingly short  space  of  time.  On  the 
13th  of  August  there  was  one  isolated 
prosecution  under  the  Crimes  Act,  and 
with  that  exception  all  the  lune  cases  iu 
which  persons  have  been  brought  to  ac- 
count for  spoken  words  ocourred  between 
the  22nd  of  November  and  the  22nd  of 
December  last.  I  do  not  assume  that 
what  I  say  is  convincing  to  Gentlemen 
who  have  raised  this  question ;  but  it  is 
right  that  I  should  state  to  the  Commit- 
tee the  motives  which  actuated  me. 
About  the  time  referred  to  agitation  be- 
gan again  in  Ireland  which  the  Govern- 
ment regarded  as  very  dangerous.  They 
endeavoured  to  keep  their  minds  closed 
against  that  idea  as  long  as  it  was  pos- 
sible to  do  so.  But  thoy  came  to  the 
oonclueion  that  thcro  was  a  determina- 
tion to  excite  and  agitate  people  for 
purposes  which  the  Government  could 
not  possibly  admi^,  and  that  such  agita- 
tion would  once  more  take  the  country 
out  of  the  influence  of  law  and  ordep, 
and  would  reproduro|;l^€),B^to.of  t^^'gfs 
which  existed  at,  this  time  Ian  j^w. 
The  Government  considered  that  it  was 
their  bounden  duty  to  take  such  steps 
as  would  put  a  stop  to  this  agitation  or 
bring  it  within  proper  bounds,  and  in 
consequence  of  tiiat  they  engaged  in 
five  prosecutions  for  intimidutiun  uiidor 
the  Prevention  of  Crimes  Act.  Among 
these  were  the  prosecutions  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  "Wexford  and  Mr.  Harring- 
ton. The  Goveriiniont  cauio  to  the  con- 
clusion that  there  was  a  j)rimd  facie  case 
against  Mr.  Harrington ;  the  words  used 
by  him  amounting,  in  their  judgment, 
to  intimidation^  and  that  of  an  extremely 
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dangerous  kind.  Aftw  Bpeaking  of  his 
inquiries  into  the  condition  of  the  farm- 
ing class  in  the  district,  Mr.  Homng- 
ton  said — 

"  And  I  tell  tiie  oomforUble  farm  ere  of  Ire- 
lud  that  if  they  don't  throw  thenuelvM  into 
thiB  moremflnt  they  will  have  to  face  a  move- 
mnnt  which  they  have  never  had  to  faca  before. 
The  labourers'  agitation  will  be  directed  against 
them." 

Those  words  wera  oonsidered  by  the  Go* 
Temment  to  amount  to  intlmidfUton  of  a 
very  dangerous  kind — dangerous  when 
proceeding  from  a  gentleman  who  knew 
very  well  what  the  effect  of  a  lahourers' 
agitation  directed  against  the  farming 
class  would  he.  It  is  easy  for  persons 
living  in.  England,  where  the  strongest 
language  only  raises  a  temporary  excite- 
ment, to  think  little  of  words  of  this  kind. 
But  when  the  fact  is  considered  that 
these  words  were  spokoi  in  the  midst  of 
a  society  convulsed  in  the  terrihle  crisis 
of  a  political  movement,  I  must  say  I 
think  they  were  very  dangerous  words 
indeed.  But  the  Government,  in  such 
cases,  cannot  take  the  words  alone  so  far 
as  the  prosecution  of  a  particular  person 
is  oonoemed ;  although,  as  far  as  the 
decision  of  the  Court  is  conowned,  the 
actual  words  must  be  takeoi  and  tibose 
only.  When,  however,  you  come  to  the 
question  whether  the  Government  ie  to 
prosecute  or  not,  it  must  be  considered 
what  their  collective  effect  must  be.  If 
the  Government  think  the  collective  effect 
will  be  innocent,  they  will  do  wisely  in 
not  prosecuting  \  but  if  they  think  the 
collective  effect  will  be  dangerous  to  the 
public  safety,  then  I  think  the  Govern- 
ment is  right  to  prosecute  any  person 
who  has  uttered  words  which  have 
brought  them  within  the  scope  of  the 
law.  Upon  that  principle  the  Govern- 
ment have  acted.  I  have  been  asked 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bligo  (Mr. 
Sexton]  whether  the  fact  of  the  unani- 
mous election  of  Mr.  Harrington  by  the 
Westmeath  farmers  was  not  a  proof  that 
he  was  not  guilty  of  the  o£Fenoe  charged 
against  him  ?  I  cannot  say  that  that  is 
my  opinion.  A  man  may  be  elected 
against  the  will  of  a  great  number  of 
individuals ;  and  the  most  dangerous  agi- 
tation is  that  directed  by  the  »w  against 
the  many.  Then  with  regard  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy}. 
This  case  was  the  same  as  that  of  Mr. 
Harrington  so  far  as  related  to  the  reason 
which  induced  the  Government  to  take 

Mr.  TVm/ydft 


notice  of  the  words  used  by  &e  hos. 
Member.  Those  words  were,  in  our 
opinion,  dangerous;  they  wer»  qvekea 
on  the  same  j^atCorm  as  a  speech  attri- 
buted to  a  parish  priest,  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wexford  presomably 
listened,  and  at  a  place  where  the  Gi}vera< 
ment  found  the  vsiy  worst  and  most 
dangerous  were  made  at  aay  time 
during  the  movement.  Well,  Wf  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wexford  was  proeeedsd 
against,  not,  however,  imd»  the  Pre- 
vention of  Orimes  Act,  because,  in  ths 
opinion  of  the  Government,  the  speech 
did  not  come  within  the  Intimidation 
Glauses.  They  proceeded  against  him 
under  the  powers  which  appeared  to 
them  to  be  suited  to  the  ooeasioa.  They 
applied  to  have  him  bound  over  to  keep 
the  peaoe,  and  thai  was  precisely  what 
they  were  anxious  to  obtain.  They 
wanted  the  hon.  Member  fox  Wexford 
(Mr.  Healy)  to  promise  to  keep  the  peace; 
but  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  unwiUii^ 
to  say  that  he  would  not  go  on  making 
speeches  of  the  kind  complained  of^  and 
so  he  and  Mr.  Davitt  were  committed  to 

giol.  I  venture  to  aay  that  if  Mr. 
avitt  and  th«  hon.  Uembw  for  Wexford 
had  been  idloved  to  continue  nMkiag 
speeohes  of  that  nature,  with  auch  varied 
of  language  oe  they  would  have  been 
obliged  to  use,  within  a  month  or  two 
the  country  would  have  been  in  a  very 
dangerous  state  of  excitement.  Ths 
hon.  Member  for  Wexford  was  perfectly 
at  liberty  to  give  bail  now,  if  he  wished 
to  obtain  his  release. 

Mb.  sexton  asked  if  that  would  not 
amount  to  a  oonetruottve  admission  that 
the  speech  was  one  inciting  to  unlawfol 
acts? 

Mb.TBEVELYAN  :  I  know  that  is  (he 
view  of  the  hon.  Gentleman;  but,  by  noos- 
ing to  give  bail,  the  inference  is  that  he 
thinks  his  speech  was  one  he  was  perfectly 
j  ustiQed  in  making,  and  one  he  it  ready 
to  make  again.  The  hon.  Gen^man,  in 
fact,  said  so.  The  Government,  how- 
ever, on  the  other  hand,  thought  that 
the  speech  was  an  extremely  dangwovs 
one  iu  its  effects.  [Mr.  Fabhexx  :  The 
whole  speech  ?]  I  alluded  to  the  words 
which  were  brought  before  the  noUee  ef 
the  Court.  It  was  said  the  Goretsaiant 
ought  to  let  Mr.  Harrington  oat  of 
prison  because  he  had  become  a  Member 
of  Parliament;  and  that  they  ouriitiB  the 
case  of  Mr.  Healy  to  remove  me  neeee* 
sity  of  his  ^ving  bail  as  a  pteiiminaiy 
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to  liis  zoleau,  beoaoaehe  is  a  ueeflil  Mem- 
ber of  Farliement.  In  ao  doin^,  the 
OoTwmnent  would  be  doing  aa  iojustioe 
to  the  men  who  had  not  the  advantage 
of  being  Members  of  Pariiament ;  and 
I  cannot  understand  the  principle  on 
whioh  T^e  would  be  acting.  The  Qo- 
verament  were  extremely  sorry  that  it 
had  to  proceed  against  anyone  for  what 
they  said  publicly.  They,  however,  con- 
sidered they  were  bound,  in  the  interests 
of  the  public  safety,  to  prosecute  these 
hon.  Gentlemen  amongst  others.  The  fact 
of  a  man  being  a  Member  of  Parliament 
is  in  itself  a  double  reason  why  he 
should  refrain  from  using  saoh  language 
as  that  in  question. 

Ma.  DAWSON  asked  if  the  Com- 
mittee were  to  conclude  that  men  were 
to  be  puni^ed  for  what  other  men 
said?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  sud  the  hon.  Member 
for  WestmMth  (Mr.  Harrington)  was 
minished  in  consequence  of  what  Father 
I>elaney  had  said.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said-—"  We  are  not  punishing 
Harrington  for  the  exact  words  he  used, 
which,  indeed,  were  very  wild  ;  but  we 
looked  to  other  things  said  throughout 
the  country."  They  punished  the  hon. 
Member ;  but  they  had  not  the  courage 
to  punish  the  rev.  gentleman  whose 
speech  was  too  bad  for  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  read.  Did  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  ever  hear  of  Joseph  Arch, 
who  had  carried  on  the  agricultural 
labourers'  agitation  in  England?  Did 
he  i>unish  Josei^  Archf  Did  he  put 
himintogaol?  Darehedoit? 

Mb.  T.  D.  SULLIYAN  said,  that,  in 
reference  to  the  case  of  Mr.  Harrington, 
he  had,  perhaps,  a  peculiar  right  to  say 
a  few  words.  Mr.  Harrington  was  his 
CoUeajpie  in  the  representation  of  West- 
meath,  and  he  (Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan)  was 
with  his  hon.  Friend  on  the  platform, 
and  heard  the  speech  in  queetiou  from 
beginning  to  end.  It  was  not  for  one 
passage,  but  for  one  single  word  in  that 
speech,  that  Mr.  Harrington  had  been 
sentenced  to  two  months*  imprisonment ; 
and  Mr.  Harriogton  had  been  imprisoned 
upon  the  strength  of  a  forced  and  Go- 
vernmental construction  put  on  that  one 
ungle  word.  He  (Mr.  T.  D.  SulHvan) 
challenged  a  dwiial  of  his  assertion.  It 
was  on  the  word  "  agitation  "  that  the 
whole  proseeution  against  Mr.  Hurin^- 
ton  turned.  Mr.  &rrzngton  had  said 
tluit  the  whole  Ibroe  of  the  labourers' 


agitation  would  be  turned  against  the 
farmers  if  they  did  not,  in  a  day  of  die* 
tress,  try  to  open  some  emph^ment  for 
the  labourers.  It  was  felt  at  the  time 
that  the  labourera  of  Weetmeath,  and, 
indeed,  of  the  country,  were  in  a  state 
of  destitution  ;  and  Mr.  Harrington  ap- 
pealed to  the  generosity  and  the  good 
feeling  and  the  gratitude  of  the  farmers 
to  help  the  labourers  in  their  day  of 
distress.  Mr.  Harrington  said  the  la* 
bourers  were  founding  an  agitation  some 
time  before,  for  the  redress  of  their 
own  grievances ;  but,  he  added — 

"  I  took  no  pert  in  it ;  I  did  not  join  it, 
because  I  do  not  like  these  claaa  movements. 
But  I  tell  yoM  that  oolees  yov.  do  something 
for  these  poor  people,  to  whom  you  owe  so 
much,  the  force  of  tnis  agita^n  will  bo  turned 
against  you." 

He  (Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan)  denied  it  was 
a  threat  whidh  Mr.  Harrington  used; 
he  denied  it  was  intimidation.  The 
speeoh  was  not  meant  as  intimidation, 
and  it  was  not  understood  as  intimida- 
tion by  anybody  except  by  the  two  or 
three  policemen  who  came  up  and  gave 
evidence  to  that  effect.  Why  was  there 
no  farmer,  large  or  small,  no  man  of 
any  other  class,  no  civilian  at  all ,  brought 
up  at  the  trial  to  testify  either  that  he 
felt  intimidated,  or  that  he  thought  it 
likely  other  people  would  be  intimidated, 
by  the  speech?  Not  a  single  person, 
save  two  or  three  policemen,  were 
brought  forward  to  testify  to  the  intimi- 
datory  effect  of  Mr.  Harrington's  words. 
The  prosecution  was  a  fraud ;  it  was  an 
outrage  upon  justice ;  and  he  was  really 
surprised  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  could  find  it  in  his  heart 
to  stand  up  in  his  place  in  the  House  of 
Commons  and  defend  the  prosecution 
and  the  continued  imprisonment  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman.  Every  day's  impri- 
sonment of  Mr.  Harrington  was  an  out- 
rage upon  justice  ;  every  day's  imprison- 
ment of  the  hon.  Gentleman  tended  to 
create,  in  the  County  Westmeath  espe* 
cially,  and  more  or  less  in  other  counties, 
a  feeling  of  hatred  for  the  law  under 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  impri- 
soned, and  a  feeling  of  discontent  at  the 
whole  system  of  administration  in  Ire- 
land. There  was  not  a  man  in  West- 
meath who  did  not  consider  the  impri- 
s(mment  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  obtained 
under  false  pretenoee.  That  was  his 
(Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan's)  own  belief  and 
eonviction.  He  regarded  the  prosecution 
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fts  a  fraad  and  a  sham  ;  he  regarded  it 
as  an  outrage  on  justice  ;  and  every  daj's 
imprisonment  of  Mr.  Harrington  was 
a  BDame  and  scandal  to  tiie  British  Go- 
vernment in  Ir^nd.  There  was  no 
getting  over  tho  feet  that  the  thvee 
nomination  papers  of  Mr.  HarringtoB 
were  signed  by  farmers,  and  that  if  three 
other  nomination  papers  had  been  de- 
sired there  were  other  farmers  ready 
and  willing  to  sign  them,  and  there  was 
no  intimidation,  there  was  no  pressure 
put  upon  the  farmers  to  take  that  course. 
They  did  so  of  their  own  free  will  and 
desire,  and  a  more  effective  answer  to 
the  prosecution  oould  not  possibly  be 
given  than  the  fact  that  the  farmers  of 
Westmeath  crowded  in  to  assist  in  the 
election  of  thehon.  Gentleman,  and  that, 
if  any  opposition  had  been  attempted, 
ti>e  farmers  of  Westmeath  would  have 
overwhelmed  it  by  their  votes.  He 
asked  theOhtef  tJecretary  not  to  prolong 
the  imprisonment  of  Mr.  Harrin^n. 
Of  all  the  prosecutions  under  the  Onmes 
Act  this  of  Mr.  Harrington  was  the 
weakest.  There  was  not  a  shadow  of 
justifioation  or  foundation  for  it.  True, 
aconviotion  was  obtained;but  the  people 
of  Ireland  knew,  and  the  peo|de  of  Eng- 
land ought  to  luiow  by  this  time,  what 
was  the  value  of  a  conviction  obtained 
now  iu  Ireland — the  valne  of  a  conviction 
obtained  before  two  of  the  special  magis- 
trates who  took  their  law  from  the  Law 
Advisers  of  the  Castle.  The  Law  Ad- 
visers of  the  CasUe  sent  down  one  of 
the  counsel — whose  fees  were  included 
in  the  Vote  they  were  now  asked  to  pass 
— the  Iaw  Advisers  sent  do«n  one  of 
these  gentlemen  to  conduct  the  prose* 
oution  of  Mr.  Harrington,  and  the  two 
magistrates  on  the  bench  dare  not  dream 
of  disputing  the  view  of  the  case  taken 
by  the  Queen's  Coansel  engaged.  Mr. 
Harrington,  in  his  defence,  completely 
riddled  the  evidence  of  the  pohce  re- 
porter; be  showed  that  the  man  was 
perfectly  incompetent ;  nevertheless,  two 
months'  imprisonment  was  decreed  for 
Mr.  Harrington,  vrtiich  he  was  nowunder- 
going,  a  portion  of  which  he  underwent 
as  a  common  convict  in  MuUingar  Gaol, 
and  the  remainder  of  which,  with  some 
modification,  he  was  suffering  in  Galway 
Gaol.  He  (Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan)  asked 
tiie  Ohi«f  Beoreta^  not  to  let  the  Eastsr 
Becess  go  by  wiwmt  cvdwing  the  re- 
lease of  tiie  hon.  G«ii11eni«n,  in  order 
that  he  might  do  what  he  was  elected 

Mr.  T.  D.  SuUivan 


to  do — namdy,  to  reprosont  the  peojle 
of  the  Oounty  Westmeath  in  tiie  Hooae 
of  Commons. 

Me.  PABNELL  said,  thai  befece  the 
Yota  was  taken  he  deured  to  pointed 
to  the  Ohief  Beoretary  that  it  appeared 
to  him  that,  under  the  Grimes  Ajot,  the 
(Government  could,  if  they  wished,  p^ 
all  the  expenses  and  costs  of  the  person 
who  was  placed  on  his  triaL  The 
section  of  the  Act  which  enabled  tiiem 
to  do  this  was  that  whidi  provided  to 
the  change  of  veaue.  It  was  as  fol- 
lows:— 

'*  Where  an  order  u  made  nnd«r  this  Act 
directing  a  ohsng*  <^  Tanne,  the  pcescribad 
Crowa  Solicitor,  or  other  jn^acnbed  officuJ, 
under  the  direction  of  the  Attorney  OenenI, 
shall  provide,  where  necessary,  for  advancing 
mon^  for  enablhiK  Vtxt  person  to  he  tried,  and 
thft  witaeHei  nqmted  Mr  tha  defenos  of  sngli 
perioa  to  atttnd  the  trial." 

His  oonteatton  was  ihat  nioney  for 
enabling  a  person  to  be  fntiy  tried 
^oold  include  the  costs  of  the  sdioitst 
engaged  to  prepare  the  caae  far  the 
defence.  If  the  Goveramonfe  desired  to 
put  a  fair  interpretation  npon  the  section 
of  the  Act  he  had  read-— 411  interpre* 
tation  which,  at  the  time  the  qnestioB  of 
paying  the  expenses  of  the  de&nce  of 
persons  taken  out  of  their  own  conaties 
for  trial,  was  accepted  by  the  right  hoo. 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secrertary  —  he 
oould  not  understand  how  they  could 
evade  the  payment  of  the  costs  of  tbe 
solicitor  ibr  the  prisoner.  The  Crown 
were  in  a  position  to  send  ea|^aesn  ts 
the  loc^ities  to  take  measorements,  ts 
make  inquiries,  to  procure  witnessss, 
and  to  get  up  their  case  for  the  prosft- 
euUon  in  the  most  perfect  manner;  and 
hemaintained  tliat,  according'  to  thetenai 
of  the  Crimea  Act  itself,  and  in  finrasn 
and  common  justice,  and  in  oider  to 
carry  out  the  undenttanding  which  vai 
arrived  at  in  the  House  of  OooEunonswhea 
the  Act  was  being  passed,  the  expenses 
of  the  defence  of  tiie  xnisonws,  tte  vsave 
of  whose  ease  had  been  changed,  shoald 
be  also  paid  by  the  Crown.  They  were 
asked  now  to  pass  a  swoUen  Yote,  a  Yde 
swollen  to  enormous  size  for  the  parpoee 
of  enabling  the  Grown  to  proseente  per- 
eons  in  Ireland.  He  tiionght  he  had 
shown  the  right  hon.  Gei^eman  the 
Ohief  Seerotanr  that  he  waa  mistakso 
when  he  said  tiuerft  was  no  power  nuUr 
the  law  to  pay  the  oobIb  of  the  ptisoiisiL 
The  words  of  the  seotion  were—"  Whsr* 
necessary  ibr  defbne^  mone^  for  es* 
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abHne  the  prisoner  to  be  tried."  That 
asaaUy  vomd  inolndo  the  eolioitor^s 
coste,  the  taxed  bill  of  oosts  of  the 
solicitor  employed  in  defending  the  pri- 
soner. It  was  utterly  imposeible  for 
these  poor  prisoaers  to  pay  for  their 
solicitors ;  and  all  be  asked  was  that 
the  taxed  bill  of  costs  should  be  paid 
for  them. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  his  hon. 
Friend  the  MembOT  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(.Mr.  Famell)  had  read  the  text  of  the 
Act,  and  had  asked  for  a  reply  from  the 
Chief  Secretary.  His  hon.  Friend  oaght 
to  remember  that  the  speech  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Galway  (Mr.  T.  P. 
O'.Connor)  made  yesterday  against  the 
policy  of  the  Chief  Secretary  had  only 
jast  been  answered  by  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary; and  that,  consequently,  he  (Mr. 
Pamell)  could  not  expect  his  present 
speeoh  to  be  answered  by  the  lif^t  hon. 
Gentleman  until  to-morrow,  ^btai  was 
one  aatisfaetion  the  Irish  Hembera  bad. 
They  could  not  be  aeoused  of  treating 
the  Chief  Seoretary  cruelly,  for  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  sure  to  oome  up 
smiling  24  hours  after  time.  He  ob- 
serred  that  the  GKiveimment  did  not  in- 
tend  to  give  any  further  explanation 
with  rege^  to  the  case  of  Mr.  Hturriug- 
ton.  Por  his  part,  he  thought  the  Irish 
Members  might  very  well  leave  the  case 
of  Mr.  Harrington  alone.  It  seemed  to 
him  that  the  intention  of  the  Govera- 
ment  in  prosecuting  Mr.  Kanrington 
was  a  kindly  one  towards  the  National 
Ijeague.  Down,  to  the  present  it  was 
undoubted  tiiat  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Oit;r  of  Cork  (Mr.  Farnell)  was  the 
leader  m  a  apeoial  sense  of  the  tenantoy 
oflrelaDd.  Of  course,  theh<Hi.Geatleiaan 
waa  in  a  general  sense  the  National 
Leader,  but  in  an  especial  sense  he  was 
the  leader  of  the  tenantry  o£  Ir^and.  It 
was  su^estod  that  the  cose  of  the  agri- 
cultural labourws  was  negleoted  by  the 
National  League ;  but  now,  thanks  to 
the  Goremment,  the  agricultural  la* 
bonrers  had  been  provided  with  a  leader. 
Mr.  Harrington  was  emphatically  the 
lea4er  of  the  fortbooming  a^tation  for 
bettering  the  condition  of  the  agricul- 
tural laboureiB.  Mr.  Harrington  had 
been  cast  into  gaol,  subjected  to  every 
insnh^  dad  in  the  oonviot  garb,  and 
ovdeved  to  perform  ihe  basest  and 
meanest  dntiee  that  it  was  possible  to 
casA  on  a  ocmvicti  and  all  beoMise  he 
(Hu4    the  formers  of  Westmeath — 
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"  You  ought  to  pay  a  fair  day's  vrag&  for  a 
fair  day's  work  to  these  agricultural  labourera, 
who  have  helped  you  bo  much  ia  timea  goue 
by." 

Mr.  Harrington  was  the  leader,  by  th« 
direct  ohmoe  of  the  Government,  of  the 
agricultural  kibourere  of  Ireland ;  and 
he  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  was  certain  there 
was  not  a  day  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
imprisonmenk  in  a  British  Bastile  in 
Ireland  that  would  not  be  amply  repaid 
in  an  increase  of  his  political  and  popu- 
lar iufluence,  and  in  his  chances  of 
suocesa  in  rooting  out  and  extirpating 
the  ourse  <d  foreign  d<Hnination  in 
Ireland. 

Qiwstion  put. 

The  Committee  dividtd  : — Ayes  14  ; 
Noes  115 :  Megority  101.— (Div.  last, 
No.  23.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  agrasi  to. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceeding 
£45,032,  be  granted  to  Her  Majoety,  to  defray 
the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  pay- 
ment during  the  year  ending  on  the  JIlBt  day  of 
Mareh  18S3,  for  the  Salaries  and  SxpoBSBB  of 
the  Office  of  the  Irish  land  Commianen." 

Me.  PABNELL  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  Government  to  postpone  this 
and  the  three  other  Irish  Votes  until 
the  Afternoon  Sitting  to-day,  aa  ho  be- 
lieved it  was  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  take  a  Saturday's  Sitting. 
It  was  very  late  to  discuss  an  important 
Vote  of  this  kind ;  but  he  feared  that, 
as  the  Vote  had  been  put,  the  only 
course  he  could  take  was  to  move  to 
report  Progress.  He  had  been  in  hopes 
that  if  the  Vote  had  been  postponed  by 
the  Oovemment,  together  with  the  three 
other  Irish  Votes,  ue  Committee  might 
then  have  gone  on  with  some  of  the 
subsequent  Votes  which  would  not  have 
required  much  discussion.  He  begged 
to  move  that  Progress  be  reported. 

Motion  made,  and  Queetion  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Mr.  Far- 
nell.) 

Mb.  LABOUCHEBE  said,  he  thonght 
the  hon.  Gentleman  bad  made  a  little 
miat^e  in  thinking  that  the  oUier  Votes 
would  not  be  much  disouaaed.  He  had 
not  the  slightest  objection  to  stop  (hon 
tiU  9  o'dock  in  the  moiaing,  and.  ha 
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Bhould  certainlj  oppose  a  few  of  the 
Votes. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  he  should  de- 
cidedly oppose  the  Tcrte  for  the  Land 
Oommiaaion,  whioh  was  the  largest  Yote 
in  the  whole  of  the  CSvil  Serrioe  Eati- 
mates,  heing  taken  at  a  qaarter  past  9 
o*elocfc  in  the  morning.  This  was  a 
Vote  evidently  provooatiTe  of  discussion, 
and  one  upon  which  he  should  claim  his 
right  to  speak  at  a  time  when  his  re- 
marks conld  he  reported.  He  did  not 
wish  to  press  the  Government  not  to 
take  other  Votes  as  to  which  there  was 
DO  contention.  He  was  not  speaking 
from  an  Irish  point  of  view  omy ;  but 
he  thought  there  were  probably  many 
Votes  in  the  series  as  to  which  there 
was  no  contention  in  any  part  of  the 
House,  and  as  to  whioh  he  should  not 
have  the  slightest  objeotion.  He  ob* 
jected,  however,  to  this  particular  Vote 
being  taken  now,  and  it  would  be  well 
that  some  arrangement  should  be  made 
for  it  to  atand  over. 

The  Maequess  of  HAETINGTON 
said,  he  knew  how  strong  was  the  dis- 
like which  was  generally  felt  by  the 
Committee  to  a  ^turday's  Sitting,  and 
he  thought  it  might  be  more  convenient 
to  the  House  to  sit  up  to  a  late  hour 
this  morning  in  order  to  discuss  these 
Votes,  than  that  the  House  should  be 
put  to  the  inconvenience  of  sitting  again 
on  the  Saturday ;  but  if  the  Committee 
insisted  that  this  Vote  should  not  be 
taken  at  this  hour,  he  did  not  think  it 
would  be  possible  for  the  Government 
to  insist  upon  it.  He  should  therefore 
be  prepared  to  accede  to  the  application 
to  withdraw  this  and  other  Irish  Votes 
upon  which  a  long  discussion  might 
take  place,  and  then  propose  that  they 
might  go  on  with  the  remaining  Votes 
until  they  arrived  at  one  upon  which 
there  was  contention. 

Mr.  LABOUOHBRE  wished  the  Go- 
vernment to  postpone  two  or  three  of 
the  other  Votes  also.  A  good  many 
hon.  Gentlemen,  he  said,  had  gone  away 
who  had  wished  to  express  their  opinion 
upon  some  of  these  Votes.  There  were 
only  two  or  three  Votes  left,  and  as 
there  was  to  be  a  Morning  Sitting  to- 
day he  thought  they  might  M  be 
postponed.   

Thb  Mabqvxss  of  HABTINGTON 
said,  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  himself 
just  stated  that  he  was  ready  to  sit  up 
to  6  o'clock  in  the  morning.  He  thought 

2ir,  Lahouehtr* 


ii  would  be  more  c^mveniettt  for  Uie 
Committee  to  go  on  nntil  aibovt  the 
usual  hour. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Motion,  by  leaTO,  wtkirmom. 

Class  IV.— EDnainoir,  Soibkob, 

AND  Art. 
(2.)  £42,132,  Public  Education. 
(3.)  £2,050,  British  Museum. 
(4.)  £130,  London  University. 
(5.)  £600,  Deep  Sea  Exploring  Expe- 
dition (Heport). 

(6.)  £63,  Sydney  and  Melbourne  In- 
ternational Eshibitiona. 

Class  V.— f  oBsraR  and  Coldbial 
Services. 

(7.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  sxc«eduig 
£31,312,  be  granted  to  Her  Hajeety,  to  defray 
th«  Chtu^  vbieh  will  come  in  coarse  of  pay- 
ment during  the  year  endinif  on  the  Slst  dqr  of 
March  1883,  for  the  Expeosea  of  Her  Uigesty'l 
Kmbauies  and  Miasioiu  Abroad." 

Mr.  ONSLOW  urged  the  Government 
to  postpone  thia  Vote,  as  it  contained  a 
good  deal  of  contentious  matter. 

LOHD  EDMOND  FITZMAUBICE  re- 
plied, that  there  were  peculiar  reasons, 
which  he  hoped  the  Committee  would 
accept,  for  not  postponing  this  Vote. 
If  it  were  not  proceeded  with,  he  him- 
self would  be  put  to  very  great  per- 
sonal inconvenience,  becanse  an  import- 
ant meeting  of  the  Dannbian  Oonfennce 
was  to  be  neld  to-day,  at  which  he  waa 
obliged  to  attwd.  It  would  be  exceed- 
ingly difficult  for  him  to  be  in  the 
House  and  at  the  Conference  at  the 
same  time ;  and,  looking  at  the  peculiar 
character  of  the  situation,  he  hoped  the 
Committee  would  take  the  Vote,  and 
allow  him  to  offer  any  explanation  on 
any  of  the  points  involved.  He  thought 
there  were  some  points  which  he  had 
anticipated,  and  he  hoped  he  might  be 
allowed  to  offer  explanations  now. 

Mb.  ONSLOW  said,  he  should  be 
very  aott^  to  put  the  noble  Lord  to  any 
inoonTemence ;  but  still  he  tiiooght  tiifU 
if  the  Committee  had  to  vote  such  s 
large  sum  of  money  as  this,  the  personal 
inconvenienoe  <A  vttb  noble  Lord  eonM 
be  set  against  the  queation  of  the  enw- 
mous  additional  sum  of  mraej  whidi 
they  now  required.    He  would  be  ||lad 
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il  the  noble  Lord  would  explain  how 
£16,500  in  tiie  Tote  giren  oould  have 
been  roent  on  telegrams,  and  he  would 
remind  the  Oommittee  that  they  had 
already  voted  a  large  earn  in  excess  for 
tdeg^wBS  in  another  Yote.  This  was  an 
enormous  snm  they  were  aaked  to  pay ; 
and  there  was  also  another  sum  of 
£9,730  for  "  Special  Missions."  He  was 
not  aware  what  "  Special  Missions " 
there  had  beeo.  They  had  had  no  par- 
ticulars whatever,  and  no  explanation 
had  been  made  to  them  why  Special 
Missions  had  been  sent.  An  explana- 
tion on  these  points  was  due  to  the 
House.  He  did  not  intend  to  obstruct 
this  Vote.  If  it  would  be  inconvenient 
for  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  £dmond  Fitz- 
maurice)  to  come  down  to-morrow,  hon. 
Hembera  would  not  be  unreasonable 
and  innst  upon  his  coming,  for  the 
simple  reason  that  they  themselves  would 
be  obliged  to  be  present  He  trusted, 
however,  that  the  noble  Lord  would 
enter  somewhat  into  detail  as  to  the 
enormous  snm  they  were  now  asked  to 
vote. 

Me.  LABOrrOHERE  said,  that,  no 
doubt,  this  £16,000  was  a  lai^e  ex- 
cess for  telegrams,  though  he  supposed 
it  was  in  connection  with  Egypt  and  the 
East.  It  was  necessary  that  a  large 
number  of  telegrams  should  be  sent; 
therefore,  he  did  not  quarrel  with  the 
item.  But  as  to  this  £9,700  for  Special 
Missiouf,  they  should  have  some  expla- 
nation to  show  whethM  or  not  the  chaise 
was  Intimate.  One  item  he  would 
have  to  ask  an  explanation  of  was  tiiis — 
"Expanses  incurred  in  Moscow  in 
anticipation  oi  the  Ozar's  Coronation, 
£320."  He  supposed  this  expense  was 
incurred  througn  a  house  being  taken 
for  Her  Majesty's  Bepresentative  when 
it  was  expected  that  the  Czar's  Corona- 
tion would  take  place  last  year.  This 
seemed  to  have  been  rather  a  reckless 
proceeding;  and  the  explanation,  no 
doubt,  would  be,  that  when  they  had  to 
send  a  Special  Mission  on  an  occasion  of 
this  sort,  they  had  to  take  time  by  the 
forelock  and  hire  a  house.  This  would 
lead  him  to  suppose  ^at  they  were 
gouig  to  sdnd  a  fecial  Mission  to 
uie  Oaar's  Oorouation;  and,  on  these 
gnrands,  he  would  oppose  the  item.  As 
to  ^ese  Missions,  he  knew  it  was  the 
rule  or  habit  of  Her  Majesty  to-  send 
some  i^edal  Eepresentotive  —  some 
KoUeman — as  a  species  of  glorified 


beadle  to  take  part  in  Coronation  owe- 
monies  at  Foreign  Courts ;  but  he  saw 
no  reason  wh^  ^e  Home  of  Clominions 
should  allow  it  to  be  done  at  the  expense 
of  the  country.  In  the  pvment  ease,  we 
had  a  great  Embassy  at  St.  Fetersburgh, 
and  there  was  no  reason  in  the  world 
why  OUT  Ambassador  there  should  not 
represent  Her  Majesty  at  tJie  Coronation 
of  the  Czar.  It  was  merely  the  love  of 
spending  money,  and  the  love  of  Gentle- 
men sitting  on  the  Treasury  Bench, 
whoever  they  might  be,  of  fallowing  bad 
precedents  which  brought-  about  these 
Special  Missions.  To  his  mind,  the  in- 
auguration of  the  President  of  a  Hepub* 
lie  was  a  far  nobler  thing  than  the 
Coronation  of  an  Emperor.  ["  Oh !  "] 
Well,  eveiyone  could  enjoy  his  own  opi- 
nion—the hon.  Aldwman  opposite  (Mr. 
B.  N.  Fowler)  was  entitled  to  take  an* 
other  view  of  the  matter  if  he  ohose. 
The  hon.  Alderman,  if  he  liked,  oeuld  go 
to  Bttssia  as  the  special  Bepresentative 
of  the  City  of  London,  and,  no  doubt, 
would  not  only  be  a  worthy  Bepresen- 
tative of  the  City  of  London,  but  a  fine 
Bepresentative  of  England.  So  far  as 
he  (Mr.  Laboachere)  was  concerned,  he 
objected  to  these  Special  Missions.  No 
one  could  say  why  they  were  sent.  As 
he  had  said,  we  had  an  Ambassador  at 
St.  Fetersburgh ;  therefore,  they  were 
only  sending  coals  to  Newcastle  by  de- 
spatching one  or  two,  or  parhaps  half-a- 
dozen.  Noblemen  na  a  Miesitm  to  the 
Bussian  capital.  He  intended  to  move 
the  reduction  of  the  Vote,  and  wi^ed 
to  have  a  distinct  underrtanding  from 
the  noble  Lord — first,  whether  there  was 
to  be  a  Special  Mission  this  year  to 
Bussia ;  and,  secondly,  whether,  if  there 
was  to  be  one,  it  would  not  be  well  for 
them  to  bare  the  exprase  charged  be- 
forehand, instead  of  having  it  in  a  sub- 
sidiary Estimate  as  they  had  last  year  ? 
The  House  would  then  be  able  to  say 
whether  the  charge  was  a  proper  one  or 
not.  Do  not  let  the  Government  come 
to  them  and  say — "  The  thing  is  done 
now — you  must  pay  the  money."  He 
begged  to  move  that  the  Vote  be  re- 
duced by  the  sum  of  £320. 
Motion  made,  and  Quertim  pnrpesed, 
"  That  a  Sapplementary  ■am,  net  exesedlag 
£30,992,  be  ^nted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray 
tbo  Charge  whioh  will  come  in  course  of  psy- 
mcnt  during  the  year  eiiding  on  the  3Ist  day  of 
March  1883,  for  the  Eipenaes  of  Her  Majesty'a 
Embawies  and  Mitnoiui  Abroad." — ( Jfr.  Labou- 

Digitized  by  Google 


son     Suppty—Cwil  services,  fOOlfifOK8| 


^e.  StUmaiM.  fiOIS 


Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOK  said,  he 
saw,  in  connectioii  with  this  Vote,  that 
in  the  Appropriation  Acooants  just  re- 
turned to  Farliament,  last  year  there 
WM  a  saving  of  £1,700,  whieh  was  ex- 
plained by  the  fact  that  a  cfaari^  nsnally 
attached  to  the  £mba88T  at  OomtanU^ 
noj^e  had  lapsed  during  Lord  Duflferin'a 
Speoial  Miasioii  tA  i^pt.  He  (Hr. 
Arthur  O'Connw)  wished  to  koow  if  a 
diminution  oorreBponding  wiUi  that  of 
the  Vote  would  take  place  in  the  grant 
fbt  liordDnfleorin? 

Hb.  DAWSON  desired  to  be  Informed 
whether  anything  was  inclnded  in  the 
Vote  ibr  the  bon.  Member  for  Longfcvrd 
(Mr.  Errington)  and  his  reported  Em- 
bassy? 

Mr.  monk  asked  Aether  this  would 
be  the  whole  of  the  Vote  for  Lord 
DufferiD*B  Mis^n,  or  would  there  be  a 
Bupidementary  Vote  ? 

LoBD  EDMOND  FITZMAURIOE 
aaid,  he  mnet  apoloeize  to  the  Oommit- 
tee  for  taking  the  Vote  at  this  late  hour 
(2.80  A.U.);  hot,  as  he  had  explained, 
he  had  to  attend  a  meeting  of  the  Con- 
ference to-day,  and  it  was  for  tiie  eon- 
Tcmienoe  of  the  ICembere  of  theOonfer- 
enee^  not  for -his  own  oonrenience,  as 
the  hou.  Member  ft>r  Ghdldford  sug- 
gssbed,  tliat  he  deeiTed  to  dispose  of  the 
matter  without  being  put  to  the  neces- 
sity of  coming  down  to  the  Houee 
Bgais.  As  to  the  most  important  point 
which  had  been  raised—that  of  the 
tel^^ms^fae  had  been  permitted  the 
other  evening,  when  the  telegrams  in 
the  eariier  part  of  tho  Estimates  were  in 
qruestion— that  was  to  say,  the  telegrams 
sent  by  the  Foreign  Office  as  mstin* 

gaished  f^rom  those  sent  to  the  Foreign 
iBce-'to  make  an  exj^nation,  because 
be  had  felt  that  the  two  items  really 
oame  together.  He  had  satisfied  the 
Committee  on  that  oocasioa,  he  thought, 
that  tlie  matter  had  receired  very  care- 
ftii  attentioD,  and  ^t  this  gnat  inr 
erease— and  in  this  he  was  sapported  by 
his  Fredeoeesor  in  Offie&~-wa8  entirely 
owing  to  the  condition  of  affiurs  in 
Egypt,  aad  that  when  the  nedal  in* 
crease  was  separated  from  what  might 
be  called  the  ordinary  expense  of  the 
Office  in  the  matter  of  telegrams,  it 
would  be  found  that  there  was  really  no 
increase  at  all.  There  was  a  good  deal 
of  discnssion  on  the  matter,  and,  no 
doubt,  it  deserved  the  veiy  close  atten- 
tion of  the  Committee.    He  now  oame 


to  the  point  raised  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere)— a 
point  on  which  he  had  quite  antioipated 
that  some  questions  would  be  a^sd. 
The  dronmsunces  as  to  the  ohaoge  now 
made  were  accurately  stated  toe  boo. 
Member.  As  the  Committee  wen  aware, 
preparations  had  been  made  £ar  the 
Coronation  of  the  C^ar  at  Mosoow ;  but, 
for  reasons  which  it  was  nnneooonry  to 
enter  into,  that  ConmatioB  was  post- 
poned, j^^orations  were  made  by 
eray  great  European  Qoremment  whst^ 
intvnded  to  be  repreeSnted ;  and,  as  tiio 
hon.  Member  had  said,  it  was  neoeeeary, 
in  HxB  mattOT  of  house  accommodation, 
under  the  oircumstanoes,  to  take  time  by 
the  forelock.  The  sum  in  the  Estimates 
represMited  the  payment  made  for  the 
hire  of  a  houee,  and  a  fine  to  the  owner 
for  breaking  the  contract  wh«k  it  was 
suddenly  found  that  the  Coronation  was 
not  going  to  take  place.  He  (Zjozd 
Edmond  Fitzmaurioe)  could,  if  neces- 
sary, fUniish  the  hon.  Member  with  tha 
exact  items.  Then  he  cams  to  tiie  point 
on  which  the  hon.  Member  wished  for 
some  expUmsition— namely,  as  to  what 
it  was  intended  to  do  in  regard  to  the 
Ocoronation  which  was  going  to  take 
place  this  year.  It  was  afhet  that  there 
was  going  to  be  a  Special  Mismon,  snd 
he  was  in  a  position  to  mention  a  cir- 
cumstance which  he  believed  wonld  be 
well  received  by  the  Comimittee,  the 
House,  and  the  oounfary,  and  that  was 
that  the  Speoial  Bepreaentative  of  Her 
Majesty  wonld  be  His  Buyal  Highness 
the  Duke  of  Edinburgh.  He  need 
not  remind  the  Committee  Uiat  the 
Duke  of  Edinburgh  was  well  fitted, 
personally,  to  dis(m«rge  the  duties  that 
would  devolve  upcm  him,  and  that, 
owing  to  his  <Ame  relationship  with  the 
Imperial  Family  of  Bassia,  he  would  be 
singularly  weleome  in  thatoountiy,  both 
to  the  Imperial  Family  and  to  tho  pw^a. 
As  to  the  expenses  of  Lord  Dufisnn's 
Misaion,  it  was  to  be  explained  that 
there  was  a  careful  set-off againstemy- 
thing  which'  had  been  allowed  to  His 
EocoellouOT  for  his  Speenl  Mission  to 
Egypt.  In  regard  to  all  (hose  allow- 
ances  and  oireumstancee  which  remaaoed 
the  same  there  had  been  no  qieaial 
charge  whatever.  Only  those  items  had 
been  charged  in  which  there  had  been 
actually  an  inwease  of  expense ;  there- 
fore, on  the  whole,  there  nad  been  no 
increase  at  all  in  those  matters  whieh 
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▼ere  found  nsnally  charged  under  the 
head  of  the  Mission  to  Constantinoplo. 
He  had  all  the  items  before  him;  but  he 
hardly  thought  the  Oommittee  would 
oare  to  hare  them.  He  only  thought  it 
right  to  ezplun  to  l^e  Oommittee  that 
there  had  not  been  anything  like  the 
smallest  attempt  at  anything  like  run* 
ning  up  a  double  bill  or  charge;  but  that 
OT^rtiiing  had  beeu  oarefully  looked 
into.  As  to  what  had  fallen  from  the 
hon.  Member  fcur  GlouceBter(Mr.  Monk), 
it  was  impoesible  for  him  to  say  whe- 
ther or  not  any  further  charge  would 
have  to  be  made  in  respect  of  Lord 
Dufferin's  Mission,  beoause  the  exact 
duration  of  the  Mission^ — how  long  he 
would  remain  in  Egypt,  when  he  would 
return  to  Oouetantinople,  and  so  on — 
was  a  question  which  wottld  depend  on 
the  coarse  of  ercnto  in  ^ypt.  At  this 
moment  it  would  be  raut  in  him  to 
nndartake  to  say  that  tliere  would  be 
no  further  charge ;  nererthelesB^  he  Med 
not  remind  the  Oommittee  that  Iiord 
Dnfferin's  Mission  to  £%ypt  was  a  tern* 
porary  one,  and  that  there  was  no  in- 
tention of  requiriog  him  to  remain  per- 
mauently  in  the  country.  Sir  Edward 
Malet  was  the  i»dinary  ItopreaentatiTe 
of  Her  Majesty  in  that  country ;  and  he, 
with  Lord  Dufferin,  had  discharged  all 
the  duties  which  had  devolved  on  the 
AGssion,  and  there  was  every  intentiDn 
on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  GK>veni- 
ment  to  continue  their  confidence  in 
him.  A  question  had  been  put  as  to 
the  Estimate  of  last  year — whether  the 
amount  of  saTing  had  been  properly 
accredited? 

Hb.  ARTHUB  O'OONNOBsud.that, 
perhaps,  he  had  not  been  sufficiently 
dear.  What  he  desired  to  know  was, 
whether  there  would  be  a  saving  in 
oonaequence  of  Lord  Dufiferin's  Special 
Mission  to  Egypt  this  year,  in  the  same 
way  that  there  was  a  saving  of  £1,747 
in  connection  with  the  Special  Mission 
of  Mr.  Goeoheu  to  Egypt  or  Consianti> 
nople  last  year  ? 

LoHD  EDMOND  FITZMAURIOE 
said,  he  thought  he  understood  the  point 
— whether  the  saving  had  been  properly 
accredited  f  Assuming  that  he  took  the 
quesUou  propCTly,  he  answered  in  the 
affirmatiTe,  uthough  the  odroumetenoes 
of  the  two  oases  were  differmt.  The 
right  hoot.  Member  fw  Bipon  (Mr. 
Grosohen)  had  swt  been  a  membw  of 
the  Diplomatic  Oorps,  and  the  whole 


ctrcumstancea  of  his  Mission  were  mat- 
ters of  special  and  peculiar  arrangement, 
and  a  ^eat  number  of  items  had  to  be 
eonddered-  He  (Lend  Edmond  Fits- 
maurioe)  was  in  Oonstontinople  on  an- 
other Mission  at  tiie  time  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Bipon  was  on  his ;  therefore, 
the  ciroumstanoes  of  the  casss  were 
fully  fixed  on  his  mem<»y.  He  trusted 
the  explanation  he  had  given  would 
be  satisfactory. 

Me.  DAWSON  said,  the  noble  Lord 
had  not  referred  to  the  matter  to  which 
he  (Mr.  Dawson)  had  drawn  attention — 
namely,  the  reported  Embsasy  of  the 
hon.  Member  fnr  Longford  (Mr.  Erring- 
ton). 

LoED  EDMOND  FITZMAUBIOB 
said,  it  had  been  repeatedly  stated  by 
the  rig^t  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  that  he 
knew  nothing  of  such  a  Uission  as  that 
suggested ;  therrfore,  it  was  unnecessary 
to  touch  upon  the  matter  fiuther. 

Mb.  ONSLOW  said.he  thought  ha  was 
justified  in  bringing  forward  the  ques- 
tion of  the  telegrams  for  which  £16,500 
was  charged  under  this  Yoto.  The  item 
was  described  as  consequent  on  the  state 
of  affairs  abroad,  and  they  had  passed  a 
somewhat  similar  Vote  for  the  Foreign 
Office.  In  tho  present  iteon,  however, 
was  included  a  sum  in  connection  with 
the  Legation  at  China,  which  was  partly 
repayahle  out  of  tho  Indian  Bevenues. 
He  had  no  notion  how  that  was,  and  he 
would  ask  for  information  as  to  whether 
India  had  been  consulted  at  all  in  the 
matter,  Mid  whether  she  had  consented 
to  pay  uything  ?  He  was  not  aura  tiiat 
the  sum  was  nttt  connected  in  some  way 
with  the  opium  trade.  It  appeared  to 
him  to  be  an  extra,  uid  he  would  like 
to  know  whether  India  would  some  day 
be  told  that  she  must  pay  some  portion 
of  this  Yote  without  being  in  any  way 
consulted  by  Her  Majesty's  Government  7 
That  sort  thing  had  been  dtme  before. 
He  really  thought  that  he  and  others 
who  were  interested  in  this  matter  hod  a 
right  to  demand  some  explanati<aL  of 
how  it  was  that  India  was  called  upon 
to  pay  a  portion  of  this  sum. 

LoBD  EDMOND  FITZBIAUBIOE 
said,  he  had  on  a  former  occasion  given 
very  full  information  with  regard  to  the 
sum  in  the  former  Yote  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  had  alluded.  He  admitted 
there  was  a  alight  error  in  the  woordi 
employedi  which  might  to  hara  beea 
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"abroad  generally."  Witli  regard  to 
the  further  point  raised  in  connection 
with  the  Legation  to  Ofaina,  this  ehai^, 
which  had  been  on  the  Estimates  of  the 
last  two  or  three  years,  would  be  re- 
newed  for  the  same  period.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers might  be  asmred  that  Uie  matter 
hod  reoeived  the  most  oar^ul  examina- 
tion. 

Mb.  LABOUOHERB  said,  he  was 

not  in  that  wild  state  of  excitement 
whioh  the  noble  Lord  anticipated  be- 
cause the  Buke  of  Edinburgh  was  going 
to  represent  Her  Majesty  at  the  Corona- 
tion of  the  Czar.  He  objected  to  any- 
one g^ing,  whether  Duke  or  otherwise. 
They  bad  a  Gentleman  ^ready  at  St. 
Fetersbui^,  who,  if  he  was  able  to  con- 
duct diplomatic  business,  was  equally 
able  to  carry  out  the  tom-foolery  about 
to  take  place.  They  had  refused  to  give 
the  smallest  pittance  to  the  thousands  of 
men  who  were  starving  in  Ireland  ;  and, 
at  the  same  time,  they  were  asked  to 
grant  ui  enormous  earn  for  tiie  purpose 
in  question,  which  amounted  to  an  in- 
sultingandTBstefnlattackonthe  pockets 
of  the  taxpayers  of  the  country.  The 
noble  Lord  nad  not  replied  to  one  of  his 
questions — were  they  to  have  on  the 
Estimates  the  amount  which  it  was  an- 
ticipated the  journey  of  the  Duke  of 
Edinburgh  would  cost;  or  were  thoyto  be 
told  that  the  money  must  bo  paid  be- 
cause it  had  already  been  expended  ? 
There  were  many  Gentlemen  who,  had 
they  known  that  the  Vote  would  be  taken 
so  late,  would  have  remained  to  oppose 
it ;  and  he  thought  that  advantage  ought 
not  to  be  taken  of  their  absence.  If, 
however,  the  Qovernment  thought  other- 
vise,  he  would  like  to  take  the  divinon 
at  once. 

Lord  BDMOND  FITZMAUHIOE 
said,  in  answer  to  the  hon.  Member  who 
had  just  eat  down,  he  thought  it  impos- 
sible that  the  Tote  for  this  Mission,  could 
appear  on  the  ordinary  Estimates  of  the 
year,  becanse  the  circumstances  which 
determined  the  decision  of  the  Oovern- 
ment  had  only  recently  been  arrived  at. 
The  Mission  was  a  matter  concerning 
which  an  accurate  Estimate  could  not 
yet  be  formed  ;  but  he  was  bound  to  say 
that  he  did  not  anticipate  any  greater 
expenditure  of  money  being  incurred  by 
the  fact  of  the  Duke  of  Edinburgh  attend- 
ing the  Mission  than  would  be  incurred 
if  it  had  been  confided  to  any  other 
Nobleman.    It  must  be  borne  in  mind 

Lord  Edmond  Fiitmaurict 


that  there  were  peculiar  circumstances 
in  connection  with  the  prmeat  case. 
The  great  importance  attaching  to  the 
oooBsion,  and  the  intimate  alliance  exist- 
ing between  the  Soyal  Families  of  the 
two  countries,  were  droomstanees  in 
whioh  the  Oovemment  believed  tiiat 
they  were  acting  in  conformity  with  the 
feeling  of  the  country,  and  inoonfimnity 
wiUi  precedent,  in  sending  a  SpeoUl 
Mission  on  the  conditions  ^oposed  to 
assist  at  the  approaching  ceremony. 
That  being  so,  he  thought  that  no  fitter 
person  could  have  been  chosen  than 
His  ICoyal  Highness  the  Dake  of 
Edinburgh. 

Mb.  ILUNOWORTH  said,  he  hoped 
that  the  proposed  Misaioa  would  not 
cause  any  unnecessary  chai^  to  be 
thrown  upon  the  people  of  this  country. 
It  was  true  that  a  relationship  existed 
between  the  Duke  of  Edinburgh  and 
the  Czar  of  Russia ;  but  when  such  re- 
lationships existed,  those  invited,  as  a 
rule,  were  very  willing  to  pay  the  apense 
connected  either  with  a  wedding  or  any 
other  ceremony.  For  his  part,  he  re- 
gretted that  we  should  have  indulged  in 
this  ridiculous  expenditure.  The  nobis 
Lord  said  that  the  relationships  between 
this  country  and  Bussia  were  of  a  very 
important  character ;  but  he  was  sorry 
to  point  out  that  notwithstanding  all 
this,  we  did  not  get  on  very  well  with 
the  people  of  the  latter  country.  There 
was  in  England  a  very  great  prejudice 
against  Bussia,  and  he  was  bound  to 
add  that  there  was  amongst  the  people 
of  Bussia  a  great  prejudice  against  us. 
As  a  protest  against  the  expenditure,  he 
should  be  glad  to  vote  for  the  Motion  of 
his  hon.  I^iend  the  Member  for  North- 
ampton. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  asked  for  infor- 
mation with  regard  to  the  nha^  of 
£75,  which  appeared  on  page  37  m  the 
Estimates,  as  gratuities  to  two  Naval  offi- 
cers employed  on  the  Sfax  Oommisnon. 
He  bad  already  asked  a  question  on  the 
subject.  As  he  understood,  a  large 
amount  of  British  property  was  de- 
stroyed at  Sfax,  and  a  Oomnussion  of 
officers  had  been  appointed  by  France 
and  Italy  to  inquire  into  the  circum- , 
stances.  But  he  also  understood  that  as 
soon  aa  the  investigation  seemed  to  in- 
volve the  conduct  of  the  French  soldiery, 
the  French  Associate  closed  the  Com- 
mission, stating  that  he  would  not  allov 
any  inquiry  to  be  made  which  leflected 
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on  the  honour  of  the  French  Army. 
The  InTestigation  Comminion  vas, 
therefore,  no  Oommiasion  at  all;  and  he 
nov  asked  whether  there  vas  any  esti- 
mate of  British  loss ;  if  bo,  how  was  it 
arrived  at,  and  had  the  French  Govern- 
ment consented  to  pay  any  indemnify 
for  such  loss  ?  He  had  endoavoured  to 
obtain  some  information  on  the  subject 
£rom  the  Predecessor  of  the  noble  Lord, 
who,  however,  was  not  remarkable  for 
the  readiness  with  which  he  commu- 
nicated or  volunteered  information  ;  and 
he  now  asked  the  noble  I/ord  the  Under 
Secretary  of  Stat©  for  Foreign  Affairs 
if  he  was  in  a  position  to  furnish  the 
desired  informatron  ?  Of  course,  if  -it 
was  iAConvenient  to  reply  to  the  question 
at  the  moment,  he  would  defer  it  till  an- 
other day. 

Loan  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICB 
said,  he  would  do  his  best  to  answer  the 
question  on  Notice. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  the 
Committee  would,  in  his  opinion,  do 
well  to  obtain  information  with  respect 
to  the  Special  Mission  to  assist  at  the 
Coronation  of  the  Czar.  If  he  understood 
the  noble  Lord,  there  would  afterwards 
be  submitted  to  the  Committee  what 
might  be  called  an  Estimate — that  was 
to  say,  after  the  Coronation  had  taken 
place,  and  this  interesting  family  gather- 
ing had  been  brought  to  an  end.  Now, 
it  seemed  to  him  that  to  apply  the  term 
Estimate  to  money  that  had  beenalready 
spent,  and  which  the  Government,  with- 
out any  previous  explanation,  said  must 
be  paid  because  it  had  been  spent,  was 
to  make  a  strange  use  of  words. 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE 
said,  he  admitted  the  inconvenience  of 
Supplementary  Estimates,  and  the  re- 
mark applied  not  only  to  this  particular 
Supplementary  Tote,  but  to  all  of  them 
generally.  It  would,  no  doubt,  be  de- 
sirable that  every  item  of  this  kind 
should  be  brought  forward  on^  once  in 
the  year.  At  the  same  time,  he  did  not 
think  there  was  any  greater  objection  to 
the  present  charge  thon  that  whi(^ 
applied  to  all  Supplementary  Estimates. 
As  already  explained,  it  was  not  possible 
to  insert  it  in  the  regular  Estimates, 
because  the  decision  of  the  Government 
was  only  arrived  at  a  few  days  ago. 

Me.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
thought  the  Estimate  might  be  issued  in 
amended  form.  They  had  a  similar 
Paper  issued  when  the  Ooremment  came 

YOL.  COLXXYI.   [TinHD  skbies  ] 


into  Office.  Their Predecessorshad  pre- 
pared the  Estimates,  and  tilw  cAutnges 
made  at  the  time  neoesritated  altentioas 
in  the  Estimates.  On  that  occasion  the 
Prime  Minister  caused  an  amended 
Estimate  to  be  inserted  in  the  Estimate 
already  issued.  That  year  there  was  an 
amended  form  of  a  particular  Yote,  and 
he  oould  not  understand  why  there  could 
not  be  an  amended  form  issued  as  a 
separate  Paper — Class  V.,  Yote  1 ,  Diplo- 
matic Services,  which  would  enable  the 
Committee  to  come  to  a  decision  with 
regard  to  that  branch  of  the  Service,  not 
in  a  Supplementary  Estimate,  butindne 
course,  when  the  Yote  in  question  come 
on  in  the  regular  Estimates. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided:— A.^Ba  18  ; 
Noes  69:  Majority  41.  —  (Dir.  List, 
No,  24.) 

Oxi^nal  Question  put,  and  Offngi  ta. 

(8.)  £l,7dO,  Consular  Services. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
did  not  want  to  raise  any  objection  to 
the  Yote,  but  merely  rose  to  put  a  ques- 
tion to  the  Government  as  to  their  inten* 
tions  regarding  subsequent  Yotes.  He 
wished  to  ask  u  the  Government  would 
consent  to  postpone  Yote  3,  Glass  YII., 
and  also  Yote  3  in  the  Revenue  Depart- 
ment?   

Mb.  COURTNEY  said,  if  it  was  found 
there  was  any  serious  objection  to  those 
Votes,  the  Government  would  not  press 
them  now.  Perhaps,  however,  the  hon. 
Gentieman  would  raise  the  point  when 
the  Yotes  were  reached. 

Yote  agrnd  to. 

(9.)  £1,182,  Suppression  of  the  Slave 
Trade. 

(10.)  £3,500,  Culunies,  Grants  in  Aid. 

(11.)  £6,600,  Subsidies  to  Telegraph 
Companies. 

Class  YI. — Non-Effective  akd  Cuabi- 

TABLE  SbbYIOXS. 

(12.)  £4,500,  Superannuations  and 
Retired  Allowances. 

(13.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £4,060,  be 
graated  to  Her  l^}esty,  to  defray  the  Charge 
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vhich  will  come  in  conrec  of  payment  during 
tbe  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March 
1883,  to  enable  the  CommisBionerB  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty'* Treaanry  to  commute,  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Act  30  and  87  Vio.  o.  67.  or 
otherwise,  certain  Annuities  charged  on  the 
Exchequer.*' 

Ub.  LABOTJCHEKE  said,  he  found 
that  thiB  Vote  was — 

"  For  the  commutation  of  Annuities  payable 
to  the  Duke  of  Norfolk ;  the  Lord  of  the  Manor 
of  Tayntoo ;  the  Minister  of  the  Jiutheran 
Chapel,  btely  in  the  Savoy ;  and  the  Keeper 
of  St.  Swithin'fl  Qate,  Winoheater;  and  of  a 
wntion  of  the  Annuity  due  to  the  hdra  of  the 
I>nke  of  Schomberg 

a  nobleman  vho  had  now  been  dead  a 
very  long  time.  It  seemed  to  him  the 
Committee  ought  to  refuse  to  grant  this 
money.  It  had  a  suspicious  appearance 
of  having  something  to  do  with  per- 
petual pensions.  They  would  have  to 
oppose  the  Vote  unless  they  received 
some  satisfactory  explanation. 

Mb.  COUBXNBY  said,  the  annuity 
to  the  Duke  of  Norfolk  was  granted  so 
long  back  as  the  time  of  Henry  the 
Eiuith.  The  Treasury  was  under  an 
obligation  to  pay  the  annuity.  The 
Duke  of  Norfolk,  however,  consented 
to  commute  it,  so  that  the  Treasury  were 
enabled  to  buy  it  iip  and  redeem  it  for 
a  certain  number  ox  years.  The  sum  in 
respect  to  the  Manor  of  Tayntou  was 
very  small  indeed,  only  30i.  The  allow- 
ance to  the  Minister  of  the  Lutheran 
Chapel,  in  the  Savoy,  was  £38,  and  was 
granted  a  loi^  time  ago  out  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund.  They  had  been 
able  to  redeem  Una  annuity  at  the  rate 
of  10  years'  purchase.  The  annuity  to 
the  Keeper  of  St.  Swithin'a  Gate,  Wiu- 
chestOT,  was  £2  8«.  2d.  The  case  of  the 
Duke  of  Schomberg  was  certainly  more 
serious.  The  annuity  originally  was 
£4,000  a-year.  £2,616  of  this  had 
been  redeemed  at  difiCerent  times,  and 
of  the  remainder  it  was  now  proposed 
to  redeem  £72, 

Mr.  LABOTJCHEEE  said,  he  thought 
they  could  allow  the  money  to  the  Lord 
of  the  Manor  of  Taynton,  to  the  Minister 
of  the  Lutheran  Chapel,  and  to  the 
Keeper  of  St.  Swithin's  Gate.  He 
shonld  move,  however,  that  the  Yote 
be  reduced  by  £3,948,  which  was  the 
amount  payable  to  the  Duke  of  Norfolk, 
and  tiie  heirs  of  the  Duke  of  Schomberg. 
He  need  not  enter  into  any  details  a!)  to 
the  reasons  why  he  proposed  this  re- 
duction. 


Motion  made,  and  Question  propose. 

"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £  1 12,  be  gnotad 
to  Her  M^'esty,  to  defray  the  Charge  which 
will  come  m  course  of  payment  during  the 
year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March  1883,  to 
enable  the  Oommisrionen  of  Her  Sfajes^i 
Treasmy  to  commute,  under  the  provisioas  «f 
the  Act  36  and  37  Vic  o.  67*  or  otherwiM^ 
certain  Annuitiee  chargol  on  the  Ezchaqnar." 
— [Mr.  Lahouehsre.') 

Me.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  aakedif 
the  Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
would  inform  the  Committee  what  was 
the  nature  of  the  grant  made  to  the 
Duke  of  Norfdk  in  the  Reign  of  Henry 
the  Eighth,  and  whether  it  was  a  p<»tioH 
of  the  spoliation  of  the  property  of  the 
Church  whi^  the  preeent  Duke  of  Nor- 
folk, who  helougea  to  that  Chondi,  w« 
still  enjoying  ? 

Mb.  COURTNEY  said,  there  veie 
two  grants,  one  of  £40,  and  Uie  other 
of  £20.  The  first  was  granted  by  Henry 
the  Eighth,  and  the  second  by  Riohaid 
the  Third. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  dkUei :  —  Ayes  9 ; 
Noes  53  :  Majority  44.  —  (Dir.  List, 

No.  25.) 

Original  Chiestion  put,  and  sfretd  tc. 

OxjUB  VII. — Misoxxxarsous. 
(14.)  £500,  Temporary  Commissions. 

(15.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  jho- 

posed, 

"  That  a  Supplemenfaty  sum,  not  exeeediog 
£460,  be  gmnted  to  Her  Majeety,  to  defny  the 
Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment 
during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of 
March  1883,  lose  certain  Misoellaaeoos  Ex. 
pensei." 

Mr.  LABOUOHERE  said,  it  was 
really  surprising  what  the  Government 
thought  they  could  get  at  this  Sitting. 
This  Vote  was  in  respect  of  arrears  of 
fees  due  to  the  Duke  of  Norfolk— for 
14^  years  at  £60  a-year.  The  Prime 
Minister  told  them  that  nothing  was  put 
down  in  theso  Supplementary  Estimates 
but  what  was  absolutely  necessary.  The 
Duke  of  Norfolk  had  waited  14)  years; 
surely  he  could  wait  a  few  days  more. 
If  he  (Mr.  Labouchere)  lemembwed 
rightly,  there  was  a  certain  thing  called 
the  Statute  of  Limitations,  under  whidi 
no  one  could  claim  a  debt  above  seven 
years  old.  He  was  glad  to  see  the  Law 
Adviser  of  the  Crown  present,  because, 
perhaps,  that  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
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man  would  enlighten  his  mind  as  to 
whether  the  Duke  of  Norfolk  had  got  a 
legal  right  to  this  money.  Certainly,  the 
noble  Duke  had  not  got  any  moral  right 
to  it.  Ho  (Mr.  Labouchere)  intended  to 
take  the  sense  of  the  Committee,  no 
matter  what  explanation  of  the  Vote 
might  be  given. 

Mr.  ABTHTTR  O'CONNOR  ex- 
presaed  his  surprise  that  the  Financial 
Secretary  had  not  given  some  explana- 
tion on  this  matter.  Would  the  hon. 
Gentleman  state  whether  any  of  these 
fees  paid  on  the  installation  of  the  Kings 
of  Saxony  and  of  the  Netherlands  re- 
ferred to  the  Qarier,  and  what  the  fees 
were  to  which  the  Duke  was  entitled  ? 

Mb.  ILLING  worth  wished  to  know 
how  it  happened  that  this  demand  had 
been  in  arrearfor  14  years  ?  If  the  Go- 
vernment had  had  some  dispute  with 
the  Duke  of  Norfolk  as  to  his  l^al  or 
moral  right,  the  Committee  might  as  well 
strefngthen  the  hands  of  the  Gk>vemment 
and  clear  away  this  tax  upon  the  public 
pooket.  It  was  a  most  melancholy  pic- 
tare  that  the  Committee  should  be  en* 
gaged  at  this  time  of  night  in  con* 
sidering  a  matter  of  this  kind ;  and  be 
thought  they  would  be  acting  the  part 
of  discreet  l^^ators  and  guardians 
of  the  public  purse  by  adjourning  the 
Committee  and  re- assembling  at  12 
o'clock. 

Mr.  COUBTNEY  said,  there  was  no 
intention  to  press  the  next  Vote,  and  ex- 
plained that  these  installation  fees  were 
not  involved  in  this  Vote.  These  fees 
were  given  to  Oonnts  or  Elarls  on  their 
installation, 

Mb.  AETHTTB  O'CONNOB  begged 
to  T^ieat  his  question  as  to  what  the 
creation  fees  were — what  was  created, 
and  who  was  created,  and  why  should 
tiie  Duke  get  these  fees  more  than  any- 
bo^  else? 

Ma.  COITBTNET  said,  the  fees  were 
not  paid  by  anyperson.  On  succeeding 
to  his  title,  the  Duke  became  entitled  to 
the  annuity  granted  to  his  Predecessor.  It 
represented  the  old  Third  Penn^,  which 
was  given  to  every  Earl  on  his  taking 
charge  of  a  country. 

Mfi.  LABOUOHEEE  thought  there 
was  no  doubt  that  the  Financial  Secre- 
tary knew  what  these  fees  were ;  but  he 
did  not  believe  anybody  else  had  the 
vaguest  notion,  except  that  the  Dukes 
of  Norfolk  and  the  Earls  of  Surrey  had 
f e9eived,  sjnce  the  tii^rt^  of  f(ichard  III., 


a  sum  of  £60  a-year.  He  held  that 
those  families  had  received  quite  enough, 
and  that  the  fact  that  they  had  received 
this  money  so  long  was  sufficient  reason 
for  putting  an  end  to  the  payments. 
These  fees  were  utterly  untenable  in 
every  sense,  and  he  strongly  protested 
against  the  doctrine  laid  down  by  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury. 
He  should  have  thought  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  who  was  a  ^od  Badical, 
would  have  argued  that  if  the  country 
was  not  legally  Dound  to  pay  these  fees 
it  should  not  pay  them ;.  but,  on  the  con- 
trary, the  hon.  Gentleman  said — "  It 
would  be  unhandsome  not  to  pay  money 
to  the  Duke ;  let  us  do  it.  Let  us  make 
merry  Knights  for  the  sake  of  the  Duke 
of  Norfolk ;  he  has  no  legal  right  to 
this  money  ;  but  let  ue  give  it  to  him." 
That  was  not  his  idea,  and  he  should 
maintain  his  opposition. 

Mb.  COUBTNEY  said,  these  fees  had 
not  been  demanded  for  14  years,  and 
this  was  simply  a  Vote  for  the  arrears. 
The  fees  would  be  demanded  hence- 
forth. 

Mb.  ILLINOWOBTH  asked  the 
Solicitor  General  what  remedy  tiie  Duke 
of  Norfolk  would  have  if  this  money 
was  not  paid  ? 

The  SOLIOITOE  GENERAL  (Sir 
Farree  Herscheix)  replied,  that  he  had 
not  gone  deeply  into  this  matter ;  but 
he  imagined  the  Duke  would  have  a 
remedy  by  a  Petition  of  Bight,  in  tho 
same  way  as  any  other  person  to  whom 
a  debt  was  due  from  the  Crown. 

Mr.  AETHUB  O'CONNOB  wished 
to  know  when  the  demand  was  made 
for  14  years'  arrears,  and  why  the  Go- 
vernment, when  the  Crown  was  already 
in  negotiations  with  the  Duke  of  NorfoUc 
fortiie  commutation  of  other  existing 
annuities,  did  not  seize  the  opportunity 
of  commuting  this  annuity  ? 

Mb.  COTTBTNET:  It  is  the  same 
annuity. 

Sir  WILFBID  IAWSON  wished  to 
know  whether  the  Statute  of  Limitations 
applied  or  not  ?  

MB.  COXTBTNEY  said,  it  wonld  not 

*^&*  ILLINQWOBTH  tiiought  the 
Committee  were  not  in  a  position  to 
refuse  this  Vote,  as  the  figures  were 

manipulated.   

Mb.  COUBTNEY  said,  the  hon. 
Member  was  apparently  unaware  of  the 
power  of  the  Committee.  The  Treasury 
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could  not  pay  this  amount  without  the 
sanction  of  the  Ooromittee. 

Mb.  ILLINGWOETH  thought  the  ei- 
travagant  terms  on  which  the  commu- 
tatioQ  had  taken  place  justified  the  Oom- 
mittee  in  not  paying  anything  £or  which 
th€7  were  not  fully  and  legidly  rmpon- 
nble. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided : — Ayes  42  ; 
Noes  17  :  Majority  35.  —  (Dir.  List, 
No.  26.) 

REVENUE  DEPARTMENTS. 
(16.)  £17,000,  Customs  Department. 

Me.  AETHUE  O'CONNOR  said,  this 
was  a  Vote  which  must  provoke  length- 
ened comments,  because  of  an  item  of 
£15,200  for  retirements  and  re-o^ni- 
zati(m  in  the  Department.  This  was  so 
large  a  question  that  from  selfish  motives 
he  must  decline  to  enter  into  it ;  but  he 
hoped  the  Financial  Secretary  would 
agree  to  postpone  Vote  3,  as,  in  the 
absence  of  the  Postmaster  General,  it 
was  hardly  fair  to  go  on  with  that  Vote. 

Vote  agTMi  to, 

(17.)  £11,000,  Inland  Bevenue. 

(18.)  £14,000,  Post  Office  Packet  Ser- 
vice, 

(19.)  £87,000,  Post  Office  Telegraphs. 

CmL  SERVICE  EXCESSES,  1881-2. 

(20.)  Setohed,  That  a  sum,  not  exceediog 
£3J06  7<.  2(f..  be  granted  to  Her  Maj«aty,  to 
make  good  Excenei  tm  certain  Grants  for  Civil 
Senioei,  for  the  year  ended  on  the  Slat  day  of 
March  1882,  tIz.  :— 

Glass  n. — Salaries  and  Expenses  op 
Civil  Depahtmbnts. 

£    J.  d. 

Board  olTrade  ..      MS   0  6 

Oiril  Service  ComnuHion  ..  6  14  fi 
EidiNy  Board,  SooUand        ..       20  8  10 

Glass  IH. — ^Lav  ass  3vtfntx. 

Law  Charg«s  and  Criminal  Proee- 

entiona,  Ireland  . .  . .  222  17  0 
Sapreme  Court  of  Jodioature, 

Ireland     ..  ..  ..    1,080  10  i 

Dublin  Metropolitan  Police     . .     1,A51  16  0 

Glass  Y. — Fobeioh  and  Golohial 
Sbrvicbs. 

Snpprenioii  of  tlie  Slave  Trade      142  6  11 
Oisnn  Biw  Territory  and  St. 
Helena  (Non-EffectiveChugei)     1S9   6  6 

Mr.  CourtMif 


Class  TI.— Non-Effective  ahu 
Oharitablh  Sbbticrs. 

£  t.  J. 

Paapet  LunatioB,  Scotland      . .         0  o  8 
Total    ..  £3,706   7  2 


ARMY  EXCESSES,  1881-2. 

(21.)  Sesolred,  That  a  sum,  not  exceediog 
£44,197  2a.  6g.  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to 
make  good  Exceeaea  of  Army  Expenditme 
beyond  the  Granta  for  the  year  ended  on  the 

3l8t  day  of  March  1882. 

Besoluitons  to  be  reported  To-m»rrow. 
Committee  to  sit  again  7b-morrw. 

SUPPLT.-REPORT. 
Besolutions  [March  8]  nporUd. 

Besolution  1  agretd  to. 

Eesolntion  2. 

Mb.  ABTHUB  O'GONI^OB  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  hon.  Oentlenuui  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  a 
question  as  to  this  vote.  He  had  pat  a 
civil  question  to  the  hon.  Member  about 
it  yesterday,  but  had  failed  to  obtain  a 
satisfactory  answer.  He  wished  to  know 
whether  the  hon.  Member  would  secure 
an  annual  Beport  to  the  House,  such  as 
that  furnished  two  years  ago  by  ths 
Controller  of  the  Stationery  Office?  The 
hon.  Member  had  yesterday  made  a 
statement  on  the  subject ;  but  no  one  had 
been  able  to  gather  from  it  what  he  in- 
tended to  do. 

Mb.  GOUBTNET  said,  that  what  he 
had  stated  yesterday  was  that  the  re- 
quest was  a  very  reasonable  one ;  but  he 
was  unable  to  pledge  himself  that  an 
annual  BepcHrt  would  be  furnished. 

Besolution  agreed  to. 
Besolution  3  agroed  to. 
Besolution  4. 

Me.  ABTHUB  O'CONNOB  said, 
that  since  this  Yote  was  put  on  the 
Orders  yesterday  he  had  seen  the  Ac- 
counts of  the  Fishery  Board  (Scotland), 
and  he  found  that  whereas  in  1881  there 
was  a  balance  of  something  under 
£3,000  in  hand  at  Ihe  end  of  the  finui- 
dal  year,  and  of  £4,000  at  the  tune  this 
money  was  sn^iosed  to  be  recoiled, 
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with  an  increasing  balance,  they  oame 
for  an  annsually  large  Tote  mm  the 
House.  It  was  perfMtly  inoomprehni- 
rible  how  it  could  be  considered  justifi- 
able or  necessary  to  caU  for  Supplemen- 
tary Estimatee  of  large  amounts  when 
there  was  an  increasing  balance  at  their 
bankers. 

Besolnlion  tgrtei  to. 
Bemaining  Besolutions  agrtti  to. 


9,  1883)     (Ireland)  (iVb. 2)  BiV.  3026 
MOTION. 

BOBOVGH    7KANCHISE  (iBSLAKD)   (NO.  2) 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Dawbon,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  regarding  the  Borongh  Franchise  in 
Ireland,  ordtrsd  to  be  brooght  in  by  Jibe. 
Davbon,  Mr,  BiooAA,  Mr.  Lalob,  and  Mr. 
Kbnkt. 

BiUjwwmtaf^andretd  the  flnt  lime.  [Billll6.] 

HouM  a^onmed  at  s  quarter  belore 
Ponr  o'dodk  in  the  moniing. 

[INDEX. 
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Some  sabjeota  of  debate  have  been  olassifled  under  tbo  following  "  General  Ileadinga :  "— 

A.RlfT  —  NaTT  — IrDU  IBXLUID  —  SOOTL&MD  —  PABUAiaMT  —  POOB  LaW— POIT  OmOB— 

Mbtbofous— CnoBOH  or  Emuim — Eddouioit — Cbdujul  Law— Law  am  Jdstioi— 
Taxatio>(  auder  Wati  am  Mbaks. 


ABEBOOKN,  Duke  of 
Parliament— Qneen's  Speeob,  Addreai  in 
Answw  to,  18, 09 

AcLAin),  Mr.  0.  T.  D.,  Cornwall,  E.  Div. 
Friendl/  Societies  Act,  1875— Sec.  81,  Sab- 
section  2 — ^Tbo  Independent  Uatnal  Brethren 
Friendly  Soeiety,  70S 
Farliament— Queen's  Speeeh,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  90 

JJriea  {South) 

LOBDS 

The  Tramvaal 

QueitioD,  Lord  Brabottmc  :  Answer,  The  Earl 
of  Derby  Mar  0,  1564 

The  Botr»~Uie  of  Dj/namte,  Question,  Ob- 
eerrations,  Lord  Brabonrne ;  Reply,  The 
Earl  of  Derby  Feb  22,  £66 ;  Qaeition, 
Observations,  Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley ; 
Reply,  The  Earl  of  Derby  Mar  8,  171i 

YOL.  CCLXXYI.  [xaiBD  bbbcm.] 


Africa  (South) 
Couuoira  {QaettUtu) 
BatiOoland,  Qoestion,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forater; 

Answer,  Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley  Feb  19,  SOS 
Pondoland,  Question,  Mr.  Cropper ;  Answer. 
Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley  ifar  1,  lUi  .  —  Terri- 
toriat  Authority  of  the  Cape  Ooptrtment, 
Question,  Sir  George  Campbell ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley  Jfor  8,  1710 

JTie  Tramvaal 

Qnestion,  SirHiohael  Hicks-Beaeh  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley  Feb  16,  168  ;  Question, 
Ur.  Dawnay ;  Answer,  Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley 
Feb  10,  314 

The  Tran$vaal  Boer^Loan  of  Cannon,  Ques- 
tions, Ur.  R.  N.  Fowler,  Mr.  Gorst ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley  Feb  20,  401  ;— 
CrttelHet  of  theBoert,  QnesUoos,  Lord  Eustace 
Cecil,  Lord  George  Uamilton ;  Answers,  Mr. 
Gladstone  Mar  0, 1004 

3  U  ^  [WO.  , 
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Africa,  South — The  Tramvaal — oont. 

Th4  Transvaal  Loan— -Payment  of  Initrett, 
ir6,,  Question,  Mr.  O'Sbea;  Answer,  Mr. 
BtvItd  Asbley  Feb  19.  315 ;  QueitioD, 
Bhod  Hodfj  Dft  Wornii :  Auwer,  Mr. 
ETftlfD  Aiblay  Feb  S3, 080 

Zul«land~C«tewajfO,  Question,  Mr.  Dftwnay  ; 

Answer,  Mr  Eveljn  kOiltjFeb  SO,  408 
ZalvJand  and  Pondotand,  QuHUoas,  Mr. 

Dillwyo,  Mr.  AibaMad-BartlcU  :  Aumn, 

Ur.  StcItd  AshUr  Xar  1,  IIM 

Slavery  on  tht  Niger,  QhmUod,  Mr.  Dawoay  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  EnlfD  Aihle^  Fti  SO,  AOS 

The  Congo 

QnesUon,  ObserrstioDi,  Lord  Hoiiiii>Temp]« ; 
Reply,  Earl  OimBVills  Jfar  9, 1880 

Fortuffid  and  the  Congo,  Question,  Mr.  W.  E. 
Forst«r,Mr.  Bourk* ;  Answers,  Lord  Edmood 
FUimaorice  Feb  26,  890 ;  Qaestion.  Mr. 
Bourke ;  Annrw,  IjOi^  Edmond  Fitsmaorioe 
JUor  i,  1439 ;  QaeetioBt,  Bsjron  Hury  De 
Wormi,  Mr.  Booclw ;  Aatwan,  Lord  EdmoDd 
ntimwiriee  Mar  8, 1TS4 

7%€  Frenek  Expedition  (0  lh»  Camao,  Uoestioi, 
Ur.  Boorke ;  Answer,  Lord  Ednoad  Fitt- 
mfturioo  J£ir  8,  1720 

Qoestion,  Mr.  Ueneago ;  AnnreF,  Mr.  Gladstone 

Mar  6.  1T05 

Agricnltoral  Holdings  Bill 

(J0-.  Stanley  Hill,  Mr.  UoneJctm) 
«.  Onlerwl ;  read  l"  •  Feb  16  [BiU  43] 

Asrienltoral  Holdings  (No.  2)  BiU 

{Mr.  Seiteagt,  Mr.  Duahamf  Mr,  Fh^fambe,  Mr. 

QurduttMr.Melteri 
o.Oidored :  road       Feb  16  [BUI  78] 

Agricitltiiral  Tenants'  Compensation  Bill 

{Mr.  ChapUn,  Mr.  Sdumrd  Stanhope,  Zord  San- 
doh>h  Churekitt,  Mr.  Birkbeeh,  Mr.  PeU, 
Mr.  Cowen,  Mr.  Xitekiet  Mr.  Jtawno^t  iO. 
LMTtnee) 

«.  Otdond ;  md  1»«  Fa  16  IBiH  fl] 

AgrieuUwre  and  Ctmmere*,  knitter  of 
Question,  Colonel  Walrond ;   Answer,  The 
Marqiiest  of  HarUngtoo  Feb  16, 176 

Alexaitder,  Colonel  0.,  Ayrthir;  8. 

Armr  Returns,  1010 

Morooofr— lU-trMtaioat  of  JeivwM%  1484 

AUoa,  Dunfermlint,  and  Kiriealdif  Rail- 
way £%U  (hy  Ord*r) 

«.  Moved.  "  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  3«  "  {Mr. 
Doddt)  Feb  37,  854 
Aukntdt.  to  leave  cut  "now,"  add  "npon 
tbiadaj  six  months"  {Mr.  ChapUn);  Qoes- 
tion proposed,  "  That  •  now,'  Ao. ;  "  after 
•bolt  debate,  UoTed,  "  That  the  Debate  be 

[eont. 


AUoa,  DunfermHne.  and  KtrheMy  RaOwof  BUI 
— aoQt. 

now  amounted "  {Ur.  S.  Stanhepe) ;  after 
ftirtber  short  debi^  Motion  agreed  to ;  De- 
bate adjourned 
Debate  resumed  Mar  6,  15S7 ;  Moved,  "  That 
the  Debate  be  further  adjourned  till  Tuetdaf 
next"  (Mr.  Chamberlain);  after  short  de> 
bate,  Motion  agreed  to 

AiTDBBSON,  Mr.G.,  QUtgow 

Cmeltj  to  Animals  Aots  Amendment,  SR. 

1648,  1657.  1688,  1690,  1691, 169S 
PatenU  for  Inventions  (No.  8),  9R.  1086 
Sues  Canal  Report.  No.  41, 1258 

Abkt  ( Quettion*) 

Army  Mediced  and  Traneport  DepartmentM— 

Ripoft^Depagtmtmtal  Committee,  Qaeition, 

Sir  Ilenr;  Fletohw ;  Answer,  The  Ibr^nsss 

or  BartingtoD  Moor  8. 1107 
Army  Pay  Departmnlr—PaymMMeri,  Qacstieu, 

Captain  Ajlmer ;  Answer,      Arthur  Hajtar 

Feb  S3,  5»6 
The  Committee  on  Army  Dreet,  Qoestion, 

Colonel  Bame  ;  Answer,  The  Harqaeas  of 

HartiBgton  Meer  8, 1761 
Veterinary  Deptarlmtnl—Potitien  ^  <^ieen. 

Question,  Mr.  Greer ;  Answer.  Th*  Marqnais 

of  Hartii^KtOB  A5  86, 8S7 

PromotioH'~The  Royal  Warrant,  Artide  M, 
Questions,  Observations,  The  Earl  oF  Fowls : 
Reply.  The  Earl  of  Morley  Feb  19.  281 

Promotion  of  Subaltemt,  QnestioD.Mr.  Qresr; 
Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington  Mar^ 
1741 

Ste^  Appeintmentt—lAeutenemt  Oeneral  Oaf*, 
C.B„  Qnestwn,  Baron  Henry  De  Wormi; 
Answer,  The  Ifarqness  of  UarUngton  Mar  1, 
1I5S 

Armoured  TVom  at  Alewandna,  The,  Qoestioii, 
Earl  Perer ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bnnd  Mar  ^ 
1781 

Army  Betumi,  Question,  Colonel  AJexandar; 
Answer,  Tbe  Mwanese  of  Hartington  JUbr  ^ 

1610 

Brigade   of  Ouarde,   The,   Qoestion,  Mr. 

Herbert ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Uart* 

ington  Feb  19. 810 
CheUea  Hoipital—The  Departmental  CommU- 

tee.  Question,  Lieutenant  Colonel  ICIbs 

Home;  Answer,  Sir  Arthur  HajterJKio'S, 

1727 

EnmtHUen  Dragooni,  The,  Question,  Colonel 

Colthurst ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  fisri- 

ington  Mar  I,  1163 
Eetabliskment  of  Military  Jtailway  Corpi, 

Question,  Visoouot  Newport;  Answer,  Tbs 

Marquess  of  HarUn^ton  Siard,  1606 
Royal  Barraeki,  Dublin,  Question,  Mr.  Arlhv 

O'Connor;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Out- 

ington  Feb  30,  401 
Vaccination  of  BeervUe,  Qnestlon,  Mr.  P.  A 

Taylor ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  But- 

ington  Mar  6. 1606 

^rrajr  {India) 
TIte  Native  Indian  Army,  Qoesiioo,  Vr. 
O'Donnell  ;   Answer,  tfr.  h  K.  CnM 
Feb  23,  500 

Gi 


ABU  ASH 

»: 

Ann  (Imdiay—eMa. 

Vet€rinary  Dtpartnunt~-Olandtn  in  Catdby 
Regimenti,  Question,  Dr.  Camvron ;  Auwar, 
Mr.  J.  K.  CroH  Mar  S,  1408 

Auxiliary  Foree$ 
Antrim  Artillery — Major  Joktutm,  Queition, 

Mr.  Big^r ;  Answer,  Tho  Marqueu  of 

U«rtiDKton  Mar  5, 1118 
in>A  MuiUa,   The,  QueBtion,  Mr.  Greor; 

Answer,  Ttie  Mftrqasmof  HarUmrtOii.^33, 

«80  . 
Irish  Voluntetrt,  Questions,   Colonel  Kiog- 

UariTMD,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor;  Answers, 

'I'be  Marquess  of  Ilnrtington  Mar  8,  1738 
Th*  MarUni-Btmy  Rifie,  Question,  Visoomit 

Lewisbun ;   Answer,   The   Marques*  of 

Hartington  Mar  5,  1416 
FefontMr  VmJorm$,  Question,  Earl  Percy ; 

Answer,  The  Harqneas  of  Hartington  Mar  1, 

1181 

Ansozj),  Mi.  A.,  Sal/ord 

Par1inment~Quoen's  Specob,  Addreu  In  An- 
swer to,  816,  891 
Trade  Marks.  3R.  £00 

'J'urltey  in  Asia  —  Navintioo  of  the  Tigris, 
800 


AsHLiT,  Hon.  E,  M.  (TJnder  Secretary 
o>  State  for  tbe  ColonieB),  Ish  of 
Wiffht 
Africa  {South] — Questions 
Basutoland,  305 
Fondoland,  1162 

Territorial  Authority  of  the  Cape  Govern- 

mcnt,  1710 
TraosToal,  163,  311,101 
TransTaal  Loan— Paymeot  of  Interest,  818, 

BSl 

Zululand — Cetewajo,  108 
Zulnlaud  and  Pondoland,  1181 
Africa  (West  Coast) — Sluverj  on  the  Niger, 
109 

Arabi  Padut— Cooiitioosof  Detention  atCeyloa, 

India— Goolie  Lahour— Queensland,  879 

Eeclesifistteal  Department  —  Circular  of 
the  bishop  of  Colombo— Tnuismissiwi 
through  the  Post,  171 
Jamaica — l^islatiTe  Council,  801 

Seizure  of  the  "Florence,"  1752,  101*. 
1053 

Opium  Smuggling  (Ilong  Kong),  1019 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  lOQ 

Spain — International  Law — Surrender  of  Cuban 
Refugees,  1366,  1267,  1731 

Supply— Supplementary  Estimates,  1862-8— 
Traosraal,  1811, 1818, 1829 


Ajshuxad-Babtlbtt,  Hr.  E.,  ^» 

Africa  (Sooth)— Zululand  and  Pondoland,  1161 
Army    (Supplementary   Estimate),  1883-8— 
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Na¥r  (Sopplementary  Eetimate),  1882-3  — 
Military  uperatione  in  Egypt,  1473 

Parliament — Standing  Committees — Old  Law 
Courts,  170 

Parliament—  Qneen'i  Speeob,  Addrese  in  An- 
swer to,  235 

Scotland — IMsturbanoes  at  Fraserbargb,  1789 
Skye  Crofters,  169. 170, 803 

Supply— Egyptian  Expedition  (Orant  in  Aid). 
1882-3.  1342 

Snpplj— Supplementary  Estimates.  1882-8 — 
Royal  Parlu  and  Pleasure  Gardens,  1038 

Oakfbezx,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Glatgmo,  ^e.  Uhi- 
wrntist 

Edooation  (SeotlRDd}Act — Compulsory  Otanses, 
085 

Pariiament— Queen's  Speeeb,  Address  in  An- 
swer  to,  1942 


OAMFBELi/.BAimBKHAir,  Mr.  H.  (Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty),  Stirling,  Sfc. 
Egypt  (Military  Expedition)--Purchase  of  a 
Boilding  at  PoH  Said.  1703 
Murder  of  ProAnsor  Palmer  and  Partj, 
172,  173.  1428 
MenuiDtlle  Marine— Signal  Stations,  090 
Navjr — Questions 

Bowles,  W.,  and  G.  Muoden,  Case  of,  1600 
Egyptian  War  Medal,  846 
n.M.  8.  "Neptune,"  1908, 1421 
H.M.  Taeht  "Victoria  and  Albwt,"  707, 
1413 

Maditnrranean  Squadron,  1430 
Naral  AnzUiariea  — -  Merohaot  Steamers, 
708 

Naval  Promotion— Serrioe  at  Alexandria, 
401 

Royat  Marines,  837,  1730 

Siok  Berth  Staff,  832 
Navy  (Sopplementary  Estimate),  1882-8  — 
Military  Operationi  in  Egypt,  1448, 1440, 
1454,  1458,  1468.  1469,  1471,  1470,  1476, 
1477,  1478,  1497,  1500,  1501, 1003, 1507, 
1009 

Canada,  Dominion  of—DtitnUon  of  ths 

Question.  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour;  Answer,  Mr. 
Cnurtna/  JKor  0, 1803 


m     1  8  8  8  )       OAN  OHA 


Canalt 

Select  Committee  appointed,"  to  inquire  into  tbe 
condition  and  the  position  of  tbe  Canals  and 
intemnl  Navigation  of  the  Country,  to  report 
thereupon,  and  to  make  suoh  recommenda- 
tiona  as  may  appear  necessary"  (ifr.  Salt) 
'    JP<0  33 

Oablinqfobd,  Lord  (Lord  Privy  Seal) 

Charity  Commissioners  —  Sobem*   fbr  St. 

Dnnstan's-in-the-Bast,  1898 
Ireland — Peasant  Proprietary,  Motion  for  an 

Addrsw,  1394,  1398 
Und  Uw  (Ireland)  Act.  1881,  Res.  699,  700; 

Motion  for  a  Seleot  Committee,  1584 
National    Education   (Irelasd),  Motion 

Papers,  388,  808 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  AddfVH  la  An- 

•WMT  to,  50,  07, 08,  80 

OABamoTON,  Lord 
Highways,  071 

Catitedral  Statntes 

(JTr.  Stre^fitrd  Sept,  Mr.  Gr^rptr,  Mr.  DmU 

rympk,  Mr.  Gtorge  MtuttU,  Mr.  John  IMot) 
0.  Ordered ;  read  l"*  ^  18  [Bill  67] 

Okoil,  Lord  E.  H.  B.  G.,  Stiox,  W. 

Africa  (South)— TransTaal—CriMltiaa  of  the 

Boers,  1904,  1900,  1907 
Channel  Tunnel  Scheme,  578 
Egypt— Rebellion  la  the  Soudan,  580 

Cemeteries  BUI 

{Mr,  Richari,  Mr.  lUingteorlh,  Mr.  Eenry  E. 
FowUr^  Mr.  Qtorgt  Siitutt,  Mr.  WboioU, 
Mr.  C4im) 

0.  OoDsidered  in  Committee ;  R«s61ntlon  ureed 
to,  and  reported;  Bill  ordered;  reaul** 
16  [BiU  40] 

Omaua  Sttumi  {England  and  Scoiland) 

Question,  Mr.  Rylands;  Answer,  Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke  Feb  23.  711;  Question,  Mr.  W. 
11.  James ;  Answer,  Sir  Charlee  W.  Dilke 
Feb  36,  834 

Ohaubsrlaik,  Bi^ht  Hon.  J.  (Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade),  £ir- 
mingham 

Alloa,  Dnnfermline.  and  Kirkealdf  Railway, 
2R.  909,  063.  965;  Motion  for  A^joom- 
ment.  1087,  1594 

Bankruptcy  BiU— Memorandam  of  Amend- 
ments. 1788 

Barry  Dock  and  Railways,  SR.  Hotiw  for 
Adjournment,  1098 

Board  of  Trade— Trioi^  HooM— Commnniea- 
tioB  betwoM  Lighthoaaca  and  tbe  SboM, 
1209 

Channel  Tannel  Bekme,  878,  1488,  14S7, 

1609 

Exeter.  Teign  Valley,  and  Chagford  Railway, 
2R.  Motion  for  A<Honmment,  1098 

Hull  and  Linc^n  Railway,  2R.  Motion  for 
Adjournment,  1090 
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ORilfBna.uw,  fUgfat  Hon.  J.—ctM. 
UfbthonMa  of  tlw  Uoitod  Kingdom — Oom- 
mnntoatiOD  with  tbe  Eddystom  LigbtfaouM, 
1023 

Ujrematilf  Uarin*— Folkeitone  uid  Dover 
Paoketi,  1161 
TnuuporU,  1105 
Metropolitan  and  UebropoUUn  DUtriot  Rail' 
WB7I,  It«7 

Metropolitan  Diatriot  Railwaj — Ventilating 
Shaft!  OD  tbe  Thamee  Embankment,  141 1, 
1748 

hndUnd,  Birndngbam,  Wolverhampton,  and 

Milford  Junction  Etailwar,  3R.  Motion  for 

Adjownment,  1600 
Oxford,  Ayleebnrj,  and  Metropolitan  Jnnfltion 

Railwaj,  3R.   Motion  taw  AdjonmmeDt, 

1099 

Parliament — BnaineM  of  the  Honae— Netioea  of 
MotJon.  Motion  for  Poetponemeut,  400 
Private  Bn«ne»— Railwaj  BiUt—Iooraaie 
of  Ratee.  894,  880 
Parliament — Qaeen'a  Speech,  Addren  in  An 

ewer  to.  441.  745,  747,  794,  796,  799 
Patent!  and  Trade  Marks— Oonsotidation  of 

tbe  Law.  1168 
PatenU  for  Inventlona  (No.  9),  2R.  1096 
BailwaT  Conpnoiee,  Charm  of  —  Reeom< 

mendatlone  of  tbe  Select  Committee,  39S 
Railwara  (Rates  and  Fares)— Seleot  Commit- 
tee, 094 

Baltwara— Workmen's  Tickets,  837 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liqaan   on  Sunday 

(Darbam),  Leave,  367 
Sen  Flsberies  Committee— The  Report,  177. 

816 

SeaAeld  Dock  and  Rattwajr,  1600 
Snei  Canal  Report,  No.  11,  12SS 
Svpplf — Suppfemeotarr  Estimates.  18S9<8 — 

wreak  Commission,  1851 
United  Statee— Tbe  New  Tarifl;  1607 
Windsor.  Aioot,  Mtd  Alderahot  Ridlwar,  3&. 

Metion     A^joommeni,  1600 

Ohancsllos,  The  Lobd  (Earl  of  Bkl- 
bobhb) 

OontempU  of  Conrt,  IR.  1707,  1714 
Enpttan  Expedition— Vote  of  Thanka  to  H.M. 

Haval  and  Military  Forces— Sir  Bea«ehamp 

SeymODr'a  Letter,  164 
Land  Law  (Irehnd)  Aet.  1881.  Ree.  601, 69S, 

702 

National   Edoea^  (IrelandX  Motion  for 

Papers,  393 
Parlhiment — Qneen's  Speech,  3,  3  ;— Addreas 

in  Anawer  to,  Pereonal  Explanation,  168 
Parliament— Roll  of  the  Lords,  393 
Representotive  Peers  (Seotland),  IR.  816, 

816,  833. 833, 1086 
EepreieoUUve  Peers  (Scotland)  Election  Pro. 

oednre,  IR.  848, 900,  901 

flK4TmW.T«0B  of  the  EXOHBQUBB  (Bight 

Hon«  H.  0.  E.  OavuDMM),  FmU- 
fraei 

•  Army  (Sopplemmtary  Estimate),  1883.8— 
Ezpeditionaiy  Forae  to  Egypt,  1804. 1860, 

1856 

Board  of  Inland  Revenue,  1 430 
Cnatoms  Re-erganlialtOD- New  Warebonsing 
Sdieme— Snrveyors,  841 

COM 


CiAicoiLLon  of  the  ExQHxetni.  The— eanf. 
Egypt  (Indian  Contingent) — Ezpeoeeo,  1163, 
1164 

Excise — Brewing  LieeDoe^l736 
Inland  Revenue— English  and  Seotoh  Iodobm 
Tax,  1729 

Main  Roads  (England)-Graat  for  ICid&tM. 

ance,  579 
Metropolis — Regent's  Park,  1030 
Navy  (Supplementary  Estimate),  1883-8  — 

MiliUry  Operatiooa  in  Egypt,  147S.  1477 
Parliament—BoMnesa  of  tb»  Hooao,  1IV7> 

1361,  1908 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Addren  in  Ae- 

swer  to,  813, 987,  939, 1132 
Seed  Advances  (Scotland)  (No.  3).  SR.  1062, 

1093,  1611 

Snpply — Egyptian  Expedition  (Grant  in  Aid), 

1S83-9,  1337. 1330,  1339.  1341 
Snpply — Supplementary   Estimates,  1383-3, 
1611 

Civil  Servioe  Commiaalon,  1558 

Criminal  Froeeontiona,  Ac  in  Ireland,  1866, 

1868 

Diplomatic  and  Conanlar  Buildings,  1049. 
1500,  1501,  1003 
Ways  and  Means— Estimates  of  ReTenw, 
1439 

FiwuMlal  StataoMBt,  1161 


Chantul  3\miul 
Question,  Lord  Enstaoe  Cecil ;  ^  Answer,  Mr 
Chamberlain  Fti  33.  078 ;  Qoeatioo.  Ob- 
servations, Lord  Stanley  of  Aldariay,  The 
Marqnese  of  Salisbury;  Reply,  Earl  Gnw- 
vllle  Feb  36.  813;  Qneation,  Mr.  W.  H. 
James ;  Answer,  Mr.  Chamberlun  Mar  ff. 
1480;  Question,  Sir  Stafford  Northoote; 
Answer,  Mr.  CbambcrUtn  Mar  0,  1437; 
Qaeatlon,  Sir  R.  Asaheton  Cross ;  Answor, 
Mr.  CfaunberlMn  Ifyr  0, 1608 

Obasiss,  Mr.  H..  JAMohtMrt,  Mid 

Alloa,  Dnnfwadine,  and  KirkoaMjr  RaOway, 

3R.  Amendt.  904 
Cruelty  to  Animals  Acts  Amendoaent,  3R. 

168S 

Parliament— Qneen'a  Speeeb,  Address  in  An- 
swer to.  168.  198.  863.  860,  870,  871,  914 

Parliamentary  Oatbi  Aot  (1866)  AnaoDdoMnt* 
Motion  for  Leave,  Motion  for  reporting 

.  Pi^^nas,  364. 363,  366,886 

Charity  Commiuiotur* 
Sehtme  for  Ckritft  SouritaK  Qneitioa.  Ur. 
Broadbnrat  t  Anawer,  Mr.  Mandella  PIgh  33. 
081 

Sehams  for  St.  I>wutan*a^A^Sa»t,  Qnee- 
tioo.  The  Earl  of  Redeadale;  Aniww.  Lord, 
Carlingford  JTor  «.  1893 

China 

Opium  Smuggling  (Bung  Bttig),  Qoartlon.  Sir 
Joseph  Pease  ;  Answer.  Mr.  Evelyn  Aahlaj 
Fd>  27. 1018 

Treaty  of  TVm-Titn— TAe  Ophm  D^Ut, 
Question,  Sir  Jose|A  Peaae;  Answer,  Lord 
Edmond  Fitnuwiop  M  S9, 6X% 
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Church  Boards  Bill 

(Mr.  Mbtrt  Grty,  Mr.  Stid,  Mr.  Smton^  Mr. 

Stuart  WortUy,  Mr.  SU^^ri  Somari) 
«.  Ordered  ;  read  l"*  FA  16  [BOl  601 

ClMiroh  Sisciplinei  ftc-  Acts  Amendment 
BiU 

{Mr,  Morgan  Lloyiy  Sir  Stnrff  Biuttj/  Vinan, 

Barm  St  Ftrrihrtt,  Mr.  Oner) 
0.  Ordered :  reul  1"  *  Ftb  IB  [BiU  76] 

Ohttbohill,  Lord  B.,  WootkiMk 

Croelty  to  Animals  Aota  Amendroeut,  3R. 
1683 

Egjpt  (Military  Expedition) — Purohaae  of  a 
Baildiogat  Port  Said,  1703 
Prison*,  838 
Ireland,  State  of— ABtaHinationa — Magisterial 

Int^airj  at  KilmainhatD,  S9S 
Nary  (SapplemeDtarf  Eatimate},   I86S-3  — 
MUitarr  OperatioBt  in  Egypt,  1443,  1444; 
Amendt.  1446, 1449.  1468,  1603 
FarliameDt — Bueioesa  of  the  llooae,  170S 
Parliamentary  Elections— Mid  Cbethire 
Election,  1736,  1736 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech.  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  181.  144.  146.149,160,333,437. 
481.494.681,686,799 
Snpidy — Sapplementary  Estimates,  1889-^— 
Chief  Secretary  to  ths  Lord  LleoteBant 
of  Ireland,  Ao.  1834,  1843 
Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens,  Motion  for 

reporting  Progress,  1636, 1637 
Statioaery.  Printing,  d«.  1780 
Trutsraal.  Ml«,  1633,  uai 

Church  of  England — Frat  and  Appro- 
priated 8iUins$  in  Churehet — Altera- 
tioH  of  a  Farliammtary  Paper 
<ineation,  Mr.  A.  Grey  ;  Answer.  Sir  John  R. 
Mowbray  Mar  6, 1783 

Camroh  of  England  Patronage  Bill 

{Mr.  Edward  Ltatlum,  Mr.  Henry  S.  Fowler, 

Mr.  George  Suetell,  Mr.  Shield) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read       Feh  16  [Bill  41] 

Chnrcliwardens'  Admission  Bill 

{Sir  Gabriel  Ooldney,  Mr.  Monk) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l'*  Feb  16  [Bill  II] 

City  Livery  Companies,  The — The  Royal 
Commietion 
i^stion,  Mr.  Broadhurst ;  Answer,  Sir  William 
Haiwnrt  Feb  33,  689 

Claekb,  Mr.  E.  G.,  Plymouth 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  301 

Clerical  Disabilities  (House  of  Commons) 

Bill    {Mr.  SomidtU,  Mr.  Lyon  Fhyfair, 
Sir  Gabriel  Oolinept  Mr.  Tkurold  Meyere, 
Mr.  Gregory) 
#. Ordered ;  r9»dl>«J£r8        (BiU  111] 


CoLEBBooKS,  Sir  T.  E.,  Lanarithire,  If. 
Seed  Adntnoes  (Scotland)  (No.  3).  9R.  1669 

CoLLiNGs,  Mr.  S-t  Iptwtch 
Factory  and  Edaeittion  Acts  (SeotUndV  Reg. 

1035 

Parliament^Qoeen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  663 

OoLxmiaBT,  Ool.  D.  La  Touohe,  Cork  Co. 
Army — Enniskillen  Dragoons,  1163 
Compulsory  EdooatiOD  (Ireland),  Res.  1398 
Ireland— ^oeitione 

Irish   Land  Oommission  —  Payment  of 

Arrears,  694 
Land  Law  Aet,  1881~Seo.  81— Appliea- 

tioDB  for  Loans,  676 
Poor  Law— Outdoor  Relief.  1418 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  Ad* 
Bww  to.  1044. 1107 

OouMiNS,  Dr.  A,,  Boeeommon 
Parliament— Qacen's  Speech.  Address  in  An- 
swerto,896,  114S 

Commons  and  IncloBiire  Aets  Amend- 
ment Bill 

[Mr.  Jamee,  Mr.  Bryee,  Mr.  Cheetham) 
e.  Ordered  i  read  1*  *  Ftb  18  [BUI  68] 

Comoro  Iilande,  The— Ths  SUvt  Trait 
Question,  Sir  John  Uay  ;  Aoswo',  Lord  Edmond 

Fittmauricfl  Feb  36.  838 

Congo,       — Bee  title  Africa  {IFeH 
Coatt) 

Consolidated  Fond,  &c>  (Fwmanent 
Charges  Bedemption}  Act  QB73) 
Amendment  Bill 

(Mr,  Ftayfi^r,  Mr.  Chaneellor  of  the  Stekefoer, 

Mr.  Courtney) 

e.  Resolution  in  Committee  *  Feb  23 

Resolution   reported,  and  agreed  to;  Bill 
ordered  ;  read  !>•  Feb  96        [BUI  107] 

Read2»»  Mar  1 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Mar  3 

Read  8"  •  Jfor  6 
I.  Read  1>  •  {Lord  Tkurlow)  Mar  8    (Mo.  18) 

2R*. :  Committee  negatived  Mar  8 

Read  3>  •  Mar  9 

Contagious  Disease*  {Animals)  Aets 
Importation  of  Diseated  Cattle  from  the  Untttd 

States,  Question,  Mr.  BIrkbeck ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Mundella  Feb  IS,  299 
Fo^-amd-MoMh  Disease  (Ireland),  Qaeitioa, 

ISi.   Henry   Toilenuuuie ;  Answer,  Mr. 

HoDdella  Faft  38.  7U 

Contempt  of  Conrt  BiU 

{Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler,  Mr.  Pamell, 

Mr.  JHUvgn,  Mr.  Jtutin  MCartkg) 
«.  Ordered ;  iwd  1*  *  f 16  [  itiil  6 1] 
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Contempts  of  Conrt  Bill 

(The  Lord  Chuu$lUr) 
I.  Presented  ;  read  1',  after  short  debute  3far  6, 
170T  (No.  Iff) 

Coohf  (Indian)  Labour 
La  Mumon,  Queation,  Mr.  O'Donnell ;  An* 
swer,  Lord  Edmond  Fitsmnuriee  Feb  8A, 
846 

QuMfuIom^  QoeatioD,  Sir  George  Campbell : 
Antwer,  lb.  ETolfn  Aahley  F«6  2S,  073 

OoOFE,  Hr.  0.  E.,  MiddUatx 

Edtwation— Sclenoeand  Art— National  Qaller}- 

— Iiuuffloienojr  of  Space,  677 
M«tt«poli«— Metropolitan  Fire  Brigade,  578 
Wellington  SUtae.  107 

Copyhold  EnfirandtisemeiLt  Bill 

{Mr.  Waugh,  Mr.  George  Soward,  Mr.  Staford 

Howard,  Mr.  Aintworth,  Mr.  Ferymon) 
0.  (Merod ;  read  1*  •  Feb  It  [BUI  00] 

Oo&BET,  Mr.  W.  J.,  Wieklow  Co. 

IrebuKt— Law  and  JnaUoa— Wteklow  Ahiih, 
U28, 142» 
Pablio  Health— WakM,  1800 

Corea — Treaiiet  with  Oreai  Britain  and 
the  United  Statu 
Qaestion,  Sir  Edward  Reed ;  Answer,  Lord 
Edmond  Filsntaarioe  F<b  93,  084 

Corn  Sales  Bill  t-^'*-  Sankin,  sir  Joteph 
Bailey,  Mr.  Duekham,  Mr.  StddeU,  Mr.  E, 
T.  Davenport,  Mr.  Wittituuem) 

e.  Ordered  *  Fd>  20 

Bead       Aft  91  [BUI  BS] 

Corporation  Lands  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr.  MoUoff,  Mr.  SeriM,  Mr.  Siekard  iW«r) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1"«  Aft  10  [BUI  48] 

OoBitT,  Mr.  J.  P.,  Belfast 
Pwiianaent— <l«oon'a  Speeeh,  Addresa  In  An 
awer  to, 1109 

doTTESLOB,  Lord 
Payment  ot  Wagei  in  PnbUo-hoam  Prohibf- 

tioD,  2rt.  U76 

Conn^  Court  Judges  Bill 

{Mr.  SaaUnffh  Sir  SanUey  WUmotf  Mr. 
Palmer) 

«.  Ordered  ;  md      Mar  7  [BUI  IIS] 

Connty  Courts  Bill 

(Mr.  JTtnoood,  Mr.  Seary  S.  Fowler,  Mr. 
Rowley  Bill,  Sir  Bardlejf  Wilmot) 
c.  Ordered;  rend  ]»*  FA  S2  lUUl  103J 


OoTTBTirsT,  Mr.  L.  H.  (Ftnandsl  Seen- 
tary  to  the  Treasury),  Liahard 

C'ni\  Serrice  and  Nary  Eatimatea,  1810 
Dominion  of  Canada — Detention  of  the  "  Ata< 

lara."  1908 
Exoise — Diitillera  and  their  Employes,  403 

Retirement  of  Ofllcers,  1200 
Friendlr  Sooietiea  Aot,  1870— Section  81,  Snb* 

SeoUon  2— The  Independent  MotoalBretbrca 

FrieDdly  Societj,  709 

Ireland— Qnattlona 

Board  of  Worka— Belfitit  Central  BMlwif, 
1427 

Drainage— Valley  of  the  Barrow,  402, 

1743 

Fishery  Piers  and  Harbonra,  411,  710 

Inland  NavigaUon— River  Fergun,  1431  :— 
Slaieea  on  the  Shannon,  808 

Irish  National  Manuierii^  404, 1409 
Faoiimilei  of.  1603 

Irish  Reprodoctive  Loan  Fond  Act — Re- 
payment of  Loans,  <kc. — IrrcgaUritica  of 
Board  of  Wwks  Local  Axenta,  710 

Land  Law  Act,  1881— Seo.  31— AppUca< 
Uoni  for  Loans,  670, 084,  1410 

Report  of  the  Pnblie  Wortn  Cosuniiuonen, 
1740 

NaTal  and  MtUtary  Ettimatea.  807 

Parliament — Parliamentitiy  Papers,  Distribo- 

tion  of,  1720 
Feat  Office  (Contraota) — Uaila  between  Londoa 
and  Dublin,  166, 107,858, 1601,  1602,  160t 
Supply— Supplementary  Ettimatea,  1883-S — 
Charity  Coromiaelon,  1007, 1658 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Ueatonant  of 

Ireland,  dn.  1816, 1810 
OiTil  Serrioe  Commission,  1008 
Consular  SerTiecs,  2018 
Diplomatic  and  Consalar  Bnildings,  dw.  1046 
Friendly  Societies  Registry,  1759 
Misceltoneons  Expense^  2021,  2022 
Rates  on  Gorernment  Property.  1049 
Report,  Res.  2,  2024 

Royal  University  (Ireland)  BnUdtaga,  1040 

Shannon  Navigation,  1044 

SUtionery,  PrtnUng,  *e.  1709, 1776|  1780; 

1783,  1784 
Transvaal,  1609,1529 
Treasury.  2019,  2020 
Ways  and  Means— Inland  Reveone— Ineone 

Tax  Assessments,  A«.  402 
West  Indies  —  Jamaica  —  Seinra  of  the 
"  Florence,"  1966, 1909 

Court  of  Criminal  Appeal  Bill 

{Mr.  Attorney  General,  Secretary  Sir  WtlUam 
Martourt,  Mr.  SoUeitor  General) 

e.  Ordered;  read  V  Feb  16  [BUI  9] 

CJouBTOww,  Earl  of 

National   EdncatitKL  (IreUod),  Uotioa  ftr 
Papers,  993 

OoTfEH,  Mr.  J.,  NeweattU-on-Tyne 
rarliament — Public  Bills  —  Memonndaaa  of 
Pnrposes  and  Enaetment8|  14S7 
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CowPBB,  Earl 
Ireland— Peaiant  Proprietary,  Motion  for  ad 

Addrm,  1403 
ParUament— Queen'a  Speech,  Addreu  in  An- 
fwer  to,  49 

C^ABSBOOE,  TlBOOUnt 

Africa  (Sooth)— Trauraal—Uw  of  pyoamite 

the  Boora,  17ie 
Bnuthwaite  and  Bottermere  Bulwar,  SR. 

Contompti  of  Court,  IR.  \7U 
JndliL— Local  Goremment — Criminal  Proce- 
dure AnwDdment  BUI,  SBi 

CsMTEXt  Mr.  B.,  Tori 

Unll  and  Linooln  Railwav,  SR.  Ameodt.  1598, 

im 

Cbofper,  Mr.  J.,  Kenial 

A&4oa(Soath)— Pondoland,  11«3 
SnppI; — SnpplemcDtary  Estinatea,  1883<3— 
SUUoaery,  Printing,  ke.  1780 
Tranavaal.  1513 

Oboss,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  B.  k.,  Lanea- 
ihire,  S.W. 
Channel  Tannel  Scheme,  1609 
Mnnlefpal  Corporations  (Unreformed),  9R. 
1559 

Parliamentary  Oath  (Mr.  Brndlaagh),  66 
rarliamentary  Oatha  Act  (1866)  Amendment, 

Leave,  389 
Railwaja— Worinnen's  Tickets,  627 
Sale  of  IstoxioatEng  Liqoon  on  Sanday — lile 

of  Wight,  813 
Seed  Advaneea  (Scotland)  (No.  9),  SR.  Motion 

for  Adjoamment,  1569 
Spain— fotemational  Law— SorreDder  of  Cuban 

Refugees,  848     Papon,  1600 
Soppl; — Supplementarj  Estimates,  1889-3— 
Clril  Serrlee  Commiwioo,  1658 
Crimina!  Proseontiona,  Ac.  in  Iielaod, 
1866,  1868 

Diplomatie  and  Consalar  Bailding^  1551, 
1559 

Foreign  Offlee,  1554 

Rates  on  Goremment  Property,  1641, 1543 
Stationery,  Printing,  Sse.  1766, 1781 
Transraal,    1882^,   16S4 ;    Motion  for 
reporting  Frogreas,  1435,  1436 
West  Indies  (Jamaica)— Sdtnre  of  the  *'  Flo- 
rence," 1950 

Oboss,  Mr.  J.  K.  (Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India),  Bolton 
East  India— Code  of  Criminal  Prooedare  (Na- 
tive Jurisdiotion  over  British  Sulyeots),  TIO, 
848.  1436,  1793 
^87P^   (Indian   Contbgeot)  —  Kxpmiea  — 

GorrespoBdeooe,  1741 
India — Questions 

Army — Native  Indian  Army,  691  ; — Vete- 
rinary Department— Glanders  in  Cavalry 
ReglineDts.  1468 
Behar  and  Assam,  1168 
Cooper's  Hill  College,  676 
Death  of  Sir  Salar  Jung,  1910 
Hyderabad  —  The  Coaoeil  of  Regency, 
1748 


Cbobs,  Mr.  J.  K. — eoM. 

Law  and  Jnstioe— Trial  of  Europeans  by 

Native  Judges,  304 
Native  States — Hohurbbuoj,835 ; — Mysore^ 

692,  838 

Newspaper  Press  —  Govemraent  AdTor- 
Uiing,  173, 174 

Press  Laws,  813 
India — Madras — Questions 

Gold  Mining  Companies  aad  GovenuMot 
Offloials,  591.1163 

ICembers  of  Coonoil,  1161 

Tenuro  of  Laud  by  Ralativei  of  Civil  Ser- 
vants. 1480 

Cruelty  to  Aiijvi>ai«  Aeti  Amendmflnt 

BiU  {Mr.  Andemn,  Sir 

FittUrieh  Milhank,  Mr.  Samuel  Morlty,  Mr* 
Jacob  Bright,  Mr.  Pattmore  Edwarit,  Mr. 
Buthanan) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  !•>  •  Feb  16  [Bill  19] 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  S"" 

Mar  7, 1648 
Aroendt.  to  leave  out  fr«m  "That,"  add 
"altboDgh  the  Legislature  is  willing  and 
anxious  to  give  further  assistance  in  the 
eoppression  of  Cruelty  to  Animals,  this 
House  cannot  approve  of  a  Bill  which 
threatens  seriously  to  interfere  with  recog- 
nised and  legitimate  sport"  {Sir  Herbert 
UaKweUiV.\  Question  proposed,  " That  the 
words,  Ac.;"  after  long  debate,  Question 
pot;  A.  195, N.  40;  M.  150(0.  L.  19) 
Main  Question  pat^and  agreed  to  ;  Bill  rnd  9* 

CfuBin,  Bight  Hon.  G.,  Surrey,  W. 
Parliament — Committee  of  Selection,  993 

Otjbbie,  Sir  D.,  P»rth$Mr» 

Parliamoot— Qneeo^  Speeoh,  Address  In  An- 
swer to,  768 

Cuttomt  Se-organitation — New  Ware- 
houting  Sehea^-'Sunteifare 
QoestioD,  Mr.  Ritchie ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Ezoheqaer  Feb  96, 841 

Dalbymple,  Mr.  0.,  Suteehire 
East  India  —  Code  of  Criminal  Proesdurt 
(Native  Jnrlsdiotioa  over  British  Sali|)oels^ 
848 

Bamuhian  ConfereHee,  The 

Claim  of  Rtnimania  to  Vote,  Question,  Mr, 
O'Donnell ;  Answer,  Lord  Kdmond  f  its- 
maurioe       16,  ITl 

Bmmantii  and  Bulgaria — Protett,  QuesUoa, 
Mr.  O'Donnell  ;  Answer,  Lord  Edtnond 
Fitsmaorice  FA  19,  818 

The  DantUn— Treaty  of  Farie,  1860— JSrdu- 
*fv0  Right  of  Rtutia  over  the  Kilia  Mouth, 
Questions,  Baron  Henry  De  Woi'ins,  Mr. 
O'Donnell ;  Answers,  I«rd  Edmond  Fits- 
maurice  JV6  19,  311 :— 3%0  DantAe  C«M* 
minion.  Question,  Bacon  Henry  t)a  Vorms ; 
Answer,  Lord  Rdmond  Fitieaaurice  FA  30, 
840: — Questions,  Baron  Henry  D«<  Worms; 
Answer^  Ijord  Edmond  Fittmaurico  .Vitr  1, 
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Danubian  Cmferawe,  Tkt — ooot. 

117* :  Mm-  9,  19M;  QhmUom,  Baron 
H«ti7  D*  Womu;  Auwen,  Hr.  GUdttone, 
t«08 

1)avbt,  Mr.  H.,  ChritUhurch 

PariUment— Printa  BiU  LagklatioD— SmaIo- 

TnukMwki,S&.Ml 

Dawhay,  Colonel  Hon.  L.  P.,  Tkirtk 

Farllamsnt— Queen's  Speeoh,  Addran  in  An- 

•wer  to, 690 
Sapplf— SupplemenUrj  EatimfttM,  1882<3 — 

OM*r  fieeMtvy  to  ttt*  UiA  Liaattnn* 

IreUnd,  Ao.  1833 

Bavkat,  Hon.  G.  C,  For*,  JV.S. 

Afrioft  (Sovth)— Traniraal,  814 

Ziiluland— €«tewayD,  408 
AiVicA  (Went  Coast)— SUtverf  on  the  Niger, 
108 

Law  and  PoUoe— Murdwr  in  a  Police  Cell, 

North  Shield*,  dia 
VariiamentaiT  Elaotioni— Mid  Oheshlra  Elee- 

Uon,  1T34 

Dawbon,  Mr.  0.,  Carhw 

Borovgh  Fraoohise  (Ireland),  SR.  1693,  1880 
Ireland — Drainage  of  RlTeri— Rirer  Barrow, 
1743 

Post  Office  (CoDtraots)—Mail  SerTice  betwees 

London  and  Dublin,  1803 
Supply — Sapplemeniarjr  Eitimates,  1883-8— 
Obief  Seoretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  IreUnd,  Ac.  1823,  1843 
Criminal  Prosecatlons,  Ac.  io  Ireland,  1 874, 

igSl,  1988. 1994,  2001 
Embauiet  and  Millions  Abroad,  2011, 
2014 

Fishery  Board,  Seotlaod,  1797,  1799,  1802 

Db  La  Wabb,  Earl 

Htghwaja,  569 

Malta  (CoMtUotUm  And  Adminiatntion),  Mo* 

U<m  for  an  Addreaa,  18B1 
ParUaaMBfr—Qnaon'i  Speaeh,  Addraai  in  An- 

•wer  to,  01 

Tanis,  R^ner  «f,  Mation  for  an  Addren,  895 

DiincAir,  Lord 

Ireland — Peasant  Proprietary,  Motion  Tor  an 

Address,  1405 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Motion  for  a  Select  Oonf 

uittee,  1585  .'—Nomination  oi;  1898 

DxBSYf  Earl  of  (Seoretuy  of  State  ibr 
the  Colooies) 
Afrioa  (Sooth  >--TranaTaaL'Boers,  558,  1564 

Um  of  Dynamlta  by  tba  Boert,  1715 
Malta  (Conatitntion  and  AdminiatntioB),  Mo- 
tion for  an  Addreaa,  1685, 1889 

Dx  Works,  Baron  H.,  Cfrtmvneh 

Afrioa  (SovUi)  -~  Traoaraal  —  O^ptftamA  of 

Advaneea,  080 
AfHca  (Wcat  Ooaal)— Portugal  and  tlio  Cengo, 

[CMt, 


Da  WoBna,  Baron  H.— Mri. 

Anny — Staff  Appointmeats — Lientanant  Gana- 

ral  Gage,  C.B.,  1153 
Danuhian  Coorerenoe  —  Kxelaaira  Right  of 

Russia  OTer  tba  Kilia  Mouth,  Sll,  810, 

1170,  1171,  1900,  1901,  1908 
IreUnd— Local  Self-GoTMiiment,  Ezplanadoa, 

898 

Parlian»o^(laaan*a  Speech,  Address  in  Aih 

awer  to,  350 
West  Indiea  (Janu^) — Seiioraof  the  "Fie- 

renea^"  1753 

DioESON,  Major  A.  G.,  Dover 
Ireland— Aaaaaeinatinni—M^^atarial  lo^riiy 
at.  KUmwnhani,  407 

DioKsozT,  Mr.  T4  A.,  S\frM$ 

Ireland— <lDaationa 

Board  of  Work*— Bel&at  Central  R^way, 

1437 

Drainage  of  Rivera — Rirer  Barrow,  1749 
Irish  Churoh  Act,  1 860— Pnrchasera— "  Fair 

Rents,"  574,  1435 
Land  Law  Act,  I88I— Antrim  Co.  ^ 

Commisaion,  803 
Poor  Law— Union  Rating.  313 
Parliament— Private  Bill  Lcgialation — B<«da* 
tioDS,  1647 

ParliMneat — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  765, 1126 

Sapply— SnpplenMaUTT  Estinsate^  18894— 
SuuipoB  Navigation,  15U 

DiMEE,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  0.  "W,  (Preei- 
dent  of    the   Local  Government 
Board),  CHeUta,  ^e. 
Census  Returns  (England  and  SoMland),  711, 
834 

Monioipal  Corporations  (Univformed),  SR. 
1089 

Parliament— Q,iieeo*^s  Speeah,  Addreaa  la  Aa- 

awer  te,  317,  335  ;  Report,  1944 
Poor  Law — Deportation  of  Paopera,  1737 
Vaeoinatioo  of  Iteper  Childnn,  189T 

DiLLvmt,  Mr.  L.  L.,  Swmuea 

Afirica  (South)— Znloland  and  Pondoland,  116i 
Parliament — Committee  of  Selection,  974 
Supply— Sopplementaiy  Estimates,  1888^>— 
Diplomatic  and  Consular  BoOdlDg^  A«. 

1548 

Stationery,  Printing,  4e.  1765 

Sir  A^tMm  Pag^  Qneationa.  Mr.  Ertai 

chore.  Sir  H .  DmmmoBd  Weli;  Hr.  Rylatrfs ; 
Answers,  Lord  Edmond  Fttsmauriee  A6  19. 
308;  Qaeatiob,  Sir  H,  Dnmmoad  Walffi 
Answer,  Lord  Edmond  FitMaanHw  M  88b 
881 

H.M.  Mution  in  Ptrwia,  Qaertlea ,  Mr.  Wai<oo  ; 

Answer,  Lord  Edmond  Fitaroanriee  FA  ti, 

688 

Diplomaiie  Petition  Li»t,  Question,  Mr.  U- 
bonobera ;  Answer*  Lord  Edmond  Fitl- 
manrice  Feh  23, 689 
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IHstress  Law  Amendment  Bin 

iSir  Mutrv  Soltmd,  Mr.  Smuof*,  Sir  Walttr 

Barttttott  Mr.  Qrppptr,  Sir  Joiph  Fum) 
«.  Ordend ;  read  1» '  Fa  10  [Bill  44] 

Dzzov-HABTZdUn),  Mr.  F.  D.,  Evetham 

Metropolis — Theatret  Aod  Mnsio  H*1U — Pre- 
oaotiODB  agftimt  Firs — Captain  Shaw'i  Bo- 
port,  397 

Narf — Rofal  Marines,  1730 

DoDDS,  Mr.  J.,  Stockton 
■  Atloa,  DnnformUne,  and  KirkeaUy  Railwij, 
IB.  Mi 

,  Bin;  Doek  and  RiUlwaji,  SR.  960 
'Brlatol  and  London  and  SoBth  Woitoni  Jnne- 
tion  Railway.  9B.  1717 
Eieter,  Teign  Valle;,  and  Chaglbrd  RidlwiqF* 
3R.  967 

Kinnton-aTOn-Hull  Docks,  3R.  1719 
Hidland,  Birmingham,  WolTerhampton,  and 

Milford  Janction  Railwar,  3Et.  1000 
Otford,  Aflosbarr,  and  Metropolitan  Juaotion 

Bailwv.  3B.  071 
Seafleld  Doek  and  Railwaj,  SR.  971 
mndaor*  Aho(»  and  Aldenhot  Bailwijr,  SB. 

971 

DosBoir,  Ri^t  Hon.  J.  G.  (Chancellor 
of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster),  Sear- 
horougk 

Faritament— PriTate  Bill  Legulatioa— Reaoln- 
tiona,  Anendt.  1640 

DOKALDSOH-HUDBOir,  Mr.  0.,  2ftWMttl4' 

under- Lt/ns 
Law  and  Jnatiea— Dormant  Fundi  In  Chaaeery, 
1998 

DonTOUGHMOBB,  Earl  of 

Land  Law  (IreUnd)  Aet.  1881,  Bee.  089; 
Motion  for  a  Selaet  Comnuttee,  1683; 
Nomination  of,  1898 

DiTQKHAif,  Mr.  T.,  MortfortUhm 

Parliament— Queen'f  Speeeb,  Addren  in  An- 
swer to,  SSO 

DwBAVEN,  Earl  of 

Ireland— Peasant  Pn^etarjr,  Motion  for  an 
Address,  1386 

BuBEAH,  Earl  of 

Parliament — Qneen's  Speeeb,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  7 

Dtxe,  Bight  Hon.  SirW.  H.,  Xmt,  Mid 

Crnelt7  to  Animals  Acts  Ameodroent,  2R. 
1691 

Pariiament — Qoeen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  Sffi 

SoMd;— Supplementary  Estimates,  1883-^ 
Flihsrjr  Board.  SeoUand,  1791 

EcaoTD,  Mr.  W.  F.,  Pr»»ton 

Cmelt/  to  Animals  Aots  Amendment, SB.  1670 
Parliament — Queen's  Speeefa,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  7A0 


Xiueation  D^m'trntni 
Btard  8ehM  AtteiuUmes,  Question,  Dr.  Oame- 

ron  ;  Answer,  Mr.  MoadslU  Jfiar  3,  1SB4 
Trainitui  QdUge$,  Question,  Mr.  Broadbnrst ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Mnndella  ifor  8,  ITOO 

£dumtio»,  SmtnM,  and  Art 

Tke  NaUonat  QaUtry—Jntw^eiemojf  itf  Spate, 
Question,  Ur.  Ooopet  iJUwer,  Vu.  8baw 
Lefem  Fa  99, 677 

ThsRoifdl  Commitiiontm  Tieknieal  SdmObm 
— The  Report,  Question,  Ur.  Lea ;  Answer, 
Sir  William  Hareourt  Feh  38, 711 

Sduoaiion^SvoihiU^  AtU—fhe  Consul- 
tory  Cknut* 
Qnestions,  Mr.  J.  A.  Campbell,  Mr.  Preston 
Bmoe ;  Anmrs,  Mr.  MnndeUa  Afr  99,  ISf 

Edvabsb,  Mr.  3.  P.,  BaHthuty 

^gJV^  —  Re-organtzatioQ  —  Cadastral  SnrTay, 
1736 

Ireland— EngUab  Folio;—"  Eeho  "  Kewipaper 

Egb&tok,  Hon.  A.  F.,  Wigan 
Navy   (Supplementary   Estimate),   1882-3  -* 

Military  Operations  in  Egypt,  1160 
Sopply — Egyptian  Expedition  (Grant  in  Aid), 
1883-8, 1847 

Egypt 
Loans 

Egyptian  Afairt  —  The  Earl  of  Ditfenn't 
Detpateh,  Question,  Lord  Lawrence ;  An< 
Bwer,  Earl  OranTille  Mar  S,  1SS1 

Egyptian  Expedition-~~V»te  of  ThanJtt  to  ffer 
Majett^t  Naval  aai  ^itary  Foreet,  Letter 
reccired  by  tbe  Lord  Cbaooellor  from  Sir 
Beaoobamp  Seymour,  bow  Lord  Aleeater 
Fa  10, 104 

OOMHOXS  (QMste'oM) 

AreM  PaAa  ■—  OmdUitm  ^  ZMnttim  of 
Ceylon,  Questions,  Mr.  Labonohere,  Sir  H. 
Drwnmond  Wolff ;  Ansvan,  Lord  Edmond 
Fitsmanrioe  FA  19,  305  ;  Question,  Sir  H. 
Drnmmond  Wolff ;  Answer,  Mr.  Eveljrn 
Ashley  Feb  23,  70S  ;  Question,  Mr.  Labou- 
ebere ;  Answer,  Lord  Edmond  Fitsmanriee 
Mot  1, 1153  ;  Questions,  Sir  H.  Drummond 
Wolff,  Mr.  Labouobere ;  Answers,  Lord 
Edmond  Fitzmanriee  Mar  8, 1737 

Ckarget  of  fiqmKften,  Observalioni,  Mr. 
Onslow  ;  Reply,  The  Marquess  of  Ilarting- 
ton^fr  19,  890 

DiUrilmlion  of  Estpentet,  Irc—Tho  Mian 
Cmtriltution,  Qiwstlons,  Mr.  B.  N.  Powier, 
Mr.  Asbmead-BartleU ;  Answers.  Tbe  Mar- 
quess of  Hartiogton,  Mr.  Brand  Fa  20,  409 

Finance,  fre. 
Revenue  Aecotmto  eftktSgyptlm  ffoMrniMnf, 
Questions,  Mr.  Molloy,  Sir  WiHHd  Lawion ; 
Answers,  l^rd  Edmond  FUlmaoriee  MoT  0, 
1433 
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i:^^— Comoiii — Finance,  ^«.^— ooot.  { 
AiMtr  Egyptian  lademnUjf  Loan,  Qneitiofii,  Sir  ' 
Wilfrid  Lawson ;  Answers,  Lord  Edmond 
FilxmaurlM  Mar  «,  1607  ;  Mar  6,  1751 

Jtidian  CojitingtTtt 

Expettteg,  Queatton,  Sir  George  Campbell ; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exoheqoer 
Mar  1, 1163;  QarstioRs,  Mr.  Onslow;  An- 
swers, The  Marquess  of  Hartington,  1165, 
1171;  Question,  Sir  Henrj  Fletcher;  An- 
swer, The  Mnrqueas  of  lUrtington  ^ar  6, 
1606; — The  CorresponAenee,  Question,  Mr. 
Onslow ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  K.  Cross  Mar  8, 
1741 

Payment  of  Indian  Troopi  in  Egypt,  Notioe 
of  ^Mtkin,  Mr.  Onslow ;  ObNrvationi, 
The  MuqaeM  of  Hurtington.  Mr.  Onslow 
Mar  %  ISfiS 

Re-vrgtUiixaU<m 
BepresetUative  Oovemvunt,  Qiiettloa,  Sir  U. 
Drummond  Wolff  ;•  Aniwer,  Lord  Edmond 
Fitsmauriee  Feb  22,  S70 
The  Bue^  attd  Conh^d,  Qnestion.  Sir  Wilfrid 
Lawson ;  Adsww,  l/yrA  Edmond  Pittmaarioo ; 
Question,  Mr.  O'Donnell ;  [no  rop^f]  Mar  t, 
U23 

The  Cadattral  Survey,  Question,  Mr.  Passmoro 
Edwards  ;  Answer,  Lord  Edmond  Fitzmau- 
rioe  Mar  8,  1725 

Earl  OroTtville't  Circular,  Question,  Mr.  Ash- 
mead-Bartlett ;  Answer,  Lord  Edmond  Fitt- 
maurloe  Mar  1,  1166 

The  Earl  e/  Duferia't  Deepateh,  Questions, 
Mr.  Bourko,  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour.  Sir  11. 
Drummond  Wolff,  Mr,  Gorst,  Mr,  Laboa- 
chere  ;  Answers,  Lord  Edmond  Fitzniaurioe 
Mar  1,  1167  i  Question,  Mr.  Ashmead- 
Bartlett ;  Answer,  Lord  Edmond  Fitzmanrioe 
Mar  9, 1010 

Foreign  and  Eun^tean  Employit,  Question, 

Mr.  MoUo^;  Answer,  Lord  Gdmood  Fits- 

manriee  iuar  1, 1160 
Murder  of  Fro/euor   Palmer  and  Party, 

Questions,  Hr.  O'Donnell  ;   Answers,  Mr. 

Cnmpbell-Bannermnn  Feb  16,  173;  Mar  6, 

1127 

MiUlary  EicpediUon~-purehas<  of  a  Suildina 
at  Fort  Said,  Questions,  Lord  Randolph 
Chnrobill;  Answers,  Mr.  CampbelU Banner- 
man  Mar  8, 1T63 

Keuiralixation  of  the  SiteM  Canal,  Question, 
Mr.  Gourlej  ;  Answcc,  Lord  Edmond  Fiti- 
niaurice  Feb  22,  537 

Omar  Sufki  Patha,  Question,  Mr.  Labouehore ; 
Ani««r,  Lord  Edmond  FitimMrieo  Fib  22, 
600 

Pritouf,  Questions,  Mr.  Bonrke,  Lord  Ran- 
dolph Churohill ;  Answers,  Lord  Edmond 
Fitsmanrice  Feb  26.  838 

Bebellion  in  the  Soadan,  Questions,  Lord 
Enttaoe  Cecil,  Mr.  O'Donnell;  Answers, 
Lord  Edmond  Fitsmnurice  Feb  2i,  580 

Sale  of  the  Egyptian  Domain  Lands,  Question, 
Sir  Qeorge  Campbell ;  Answ,  Lord  Kdmond 
Fltnunriee  Feb  10.  Sftt;  Qaeition,  Mr. 
O'DMnell;  Auwor,  Lord  Edmond  Fits- 
ninurice  Feb  22,  fiOO 

[eoHt, 


Egypt— ComotiB~oaat. 
The  Egyptian  Expedition — Oravet  of  SoUien 
and  Sailors,  Question,  Sir  Henry  Wilmot ; 
Answer,  The  Harqnesiof  Hartin^oa  JCir  I, 
1157 

7%«  Egyptian  SUm  TVade,  Qoestion,  Mr. 

W.  E.  Forster;  Answer,  Lord  Edngad 

Fitsmaurioe  F^  32,  574 
The  KouT^k,  Question,  Sir  WilAid  Uwsoa ; 

Answer,  Lend  E^ond  Fittmaniioa ' Jfar  5, 

1421 

The  MoukabaiaA.  Question,  Hr.  MoUaj :  As- 
Bwer.  Lord  Edroood  Fitsmanrice  Mar  I. 
1169 

Egypt  {MiUtarsf  Operatwm) 
Ameodt.  on  Committee  of  Snpfdy  3hr  S,  Te 
leave  oat  from  **That,"  add  "this  IIoiiss 
regrets  that  it  should  be  oaUed  oa  to  pipes 

increased  burdens  upon  the  people,  in  eonse- 
qoenoe  of  the  late  MiliUrjr  operations  in 
Egypt"  {Sir  Wilfrid  Laioeen)  v. ;  Qaestloa 
proposed,  "  That  the  words,  Ae. ; "  after 
debate.  Question  pnt ;  A.  84,  N.  'Ji  i  H.  79 
<D.  L.  15} 

Elective  Cotmcils  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr.  Barry,  Mr.  Mtaly,  Mr.  Jmttin  IPCtrthy, 

Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor,  Mr.  Sexteu) 
e.  Ordered  :  rend  1"  •  Feb  16  [Bill  1«J 

Elementary  JBduwUan  J.cU —  Qalmpton 
School — Diimmal  of  a  PupU 
Question,  Mr.  Stewart  Maclirer  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Unndella  Mar  6, 1415 

EttioT,  Hon.  A.  E.  D.,  Roxhwgk 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Addivss  ia  Aa< 
■wer  U^OiS 

ELFHINSTOirK,  LoM 

BepresentatiTO  Peers  (Scotland),  lR.e» 

EuLTN,  YiscouDt,  Carmarthmthire 
Supply — Supplemontarj  EatinutM,  1S82-8— 
Houses  of  I^irliament,  Amendt.  XUI 

Employers'  Liability  Act  (1880)  Amead- 

ment  Bill      {Mr.  Bnrt,  Mr.  Broadhurtt, 
Mr.  Dick  Peddie,  Mr.  O'Ootaior  Power,  Mr. 
Paumore  Edwardi,  Mr.  Maeliitr) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1"  •  Feb  16  [Bill  S3] 

Mxeter,  Teign  Valley,  and  Chagford  BaiU 
way  Bill  {by  Order) 

e.  Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  S*" 
(Mr.  Doddi)  Feb  27.  987 ;  Mored,  "  That  tbs 
Debate  be  now  adjonrned"  (Ifr.  /.  It- 
Barclay) ;  after  short  debate,  Motion  agreed 
to. 

Debnfo  resumed  Mar  6,  1508;  Debate  farther 
ndjoumed 

Sxlraordinary  TUU — tegidaiion 
Questions,  Mr.  Inderwick ;    Answers,  S.r 
William  Harcourt  Feb  S7, 1017 
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Factory  and  Workshop  Act  (1878)  Amend- 
ment Bill  (ifr-  BnaiUmrtt,  Sir 
C^arUM  Fonttr,  Mr.  £«rt,  Xr.  Hau-y  S. 
FoicUr,  Mr.  SotvUy  Hill) 

«.  Ordarwl ;  read  1-  •  Ftb  IB  [Bill  91] 

Fabqtjhar80k,  Dr.  R.,  AhtrdMnahtre,  W. 
Onttlty  to  Aoimalt  AoU  AmeBdmrat,  SR. 

Pawobtt,  Eight  Hon.  H.  (PostmaBter 

General),  Mackney 

Ireland— Poor  Law — Cnran  Union,  1415 
Poit  OfBo*— AmeriMii  Mail  Sertiee.  lilO 
SaTiogi  Bank  DcpartmeDt,  1608, 
1609,  1744 

lireanns  Kll  {Mr.  Morgan  Lloyd, 

Mr.  Jnderaick) 
«.  Ordered  ;  rend  1»  *  Feb  10  [Bill  72] 

Fn-ZHATmion,  Lord  E.  (Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs), 

CalM 

Africa  (Vest  Goaat)— The  Congo,  8R0,  831, 
1724,  1730  i—French  Expedition  to  the, 
1730 

Anbi  Pasba  —  CondilionB  of  Detention  at 

Ceylon,  805, 80«.  1154,  ITS? 
Comoro  Islands,  698 
Coolies  (Indian}  at  La  lUanlon,  640 
Corea— Treaties  with  Great  Britain  and  tbe 

United  SUtes,  084 
DaDubisD    Conference  —  ExoIuiito  Right  of 
Rneaia  over  tho  Kilia  Month,  311, 811, 
1170,1171, 1900 
Claim  of  Ronmania  to  Vote,  171,  814 
IMplonntio  Penaion  Uat,  089 
Diplomatie  Serriee— H.M.  Misaloo  in  Penia, 
089 

Sir  Aagnstaa  Paget,  S88, 810, 681 
t— Qaestions 

arl  Granrille's  Oironlar,  1106 
Earl  of  DuSbrin's  Utter,  1167,  UG8, 1160, 

1170, 1910 
Egyptian  Slave  Trade,  670 
Finanee,  Ac. — Rovenuo  Aceoiiiits  of  tlio 

Egyptian  Government,  1438,  1434 
For^gn  and  European  Gmployis  1169 
lodamaity  Loan,  1754 
Konrbash.  The,  1423 
MoDkabalab,  Tbe,  1160 
New  Egyptian  Indemnity  Loan,  1608 
Omar  Sufki  Pnaha,  009 
Prisons,  838 

Rebellion  in  tbe  Soudan,  080 

Sale  of  Egyptian  Domain  Lands,  303,  560 

Suez  Canal,  Noutralisation  of,  087 

Egypt — Re- organisation — Qnestiona 
Budget  and  Control,  1423 
Cadaatral  Surrey,  1036 
Representative  Government,  079 

England  and  Mexico — Diplomatio  Oommanioa' 
tlon.  807 

Ireland— Law  and  Justice — Extradition  of  P. 

J.  Sheridan,  1417 
MadaMMar— Admiral  Gero  Jones's  Report, 
889 

Treaty  with— ArUole  0, 066 

[«Mll. 


FiTiuAOBioa,  lA>rd  E.— Mttf. 
UiliUry  Operations  (Egypt),  Res.  1313,  1814, 
1310 

Moroeoo — Ili-treatment  of  Jewcsaas,  1434 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
awM>  to,  148,  ]04  ;  Report,  1331, 1339,  1240 
Portngal— Congo,  The,  1419 
Moiambtqne— Tariff  1877, 848 

Spain — Questions 

International  Law — Surrender  of  Cubaa 
Refugees.  006.  643,  1168;— Tbo  "Lew 
XIII.,"  1737 
Slavery  in  Cuba,  826 
Steamship  '•  Tangier,"  1 736 
S  apply— Supplementary  Estimates,  1882-3 — 
Ci*U  SerTies  Oommlsaon,  1008 
Embaasiea  and  Iflssiona  AJmud,  9003, 

SOU,  2018,  3014.  3010,  S017 
Foreign  Offloo,  1063, 1054. 1000 
Swiss  Repnblio- Salvation  Armr, 
Trade  and  Commerce— Comnwratel  Negotia- 
tions with  Spain,  1414 
Treaty  of  Berlin— Article  61— Raformi  in 

Armenia.  398 
Treaty  of  Tein-Tsin— Tbo  Opium  Duties,  073 
Turkey  in  Asia— Jews  in  Palestine,  638 

Navigation  of  the  Tigris,  800 
Turkey— Servia— Detention  of  Prieaown,  1430 


Fletoheb,  Sir  H.,  Sortham 

Army  Medical  and  Transport  Departments- 
Report  of  Departmental  Committee,  1167 

Army  (Supplementary  Estimate),  1883-3  — 
Expeditionary  Force  to  Egypt,  1358,  I860 

Egypt  (Indian  Contingent)— Ezpenaea,  1600 

Pnrlument— Queen's  Speeeh,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  813 

Supply — Egyptian  Expedition  (Grant  In  Aid), 
1883.8,  1347 


FoLKSSTONE,  Yiscount,  WilUt  8. 

Alloa,  Dunfermline,  and  Kirkealdy  Railway, 

3R.  864. 1569,  1693 
Barry  Dock  and  Railways.  3R.  900 ;  Motion 

for  Adjournment,  967,  1303 
Hull  and  Lincoln  Railway,  9R.  969 
Senfleld  Dock  and  RMlway,  9R.  Motion  for 

Adjournment,  971 
Windsor,  Ascot,  and  Alderabot  Railway,  SR. 

Motion  for  Adjonmment,  971 

FoBSTZR,  Eight  Hon.  W.  B.,  Bretfford 
Africa  (South)— Basutoland,  305 
Africa  (West  Coast)— The  Congo,  680 
Cruelty  to  Animals  Acts  Amendment,  SR.  1661 
Egyptian  Slave  Trade,  074 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  In  An- 
awer  to,  421,  689.  007,  609,011,613,618, 
62J,  638,  627,  639,  630,  73S,  770.  780,  761, 
783,  706, 1094 


Fowler,  Mr.  H.  H.,  Woherhampton 
India — Eoolesiastical  Department — Circular  of 

tbe  Bishop  of  Colombo  —  Tranamitiion 

through  UiePvst,  171 
Military  Operations  (Egypt),  Res.  1819 
Supply— Egyptian  Expedition  (Grant  In  Ai:l), 

1882-8,  1340, 1316 
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FovLiB,  Mr.  H.  H. — eont, 

Sopptr— 8appIemenUi7  EiUnutM,  1883>3— 
Grimiuu  Piowoationa,  Ao,  In  InUnd, 

ises 

lUtet  on  GovaraoMok  Property,  1049 
StAtionarf ,  Priating,  iM.  1T77 ;  Ansadt. 
1779 

FoiTLEB,  Mr.  B.  S.f  London 

Africa  (South)— TraaaraRl  Boers,  101 

Anaj  (SuppleoMDtarjr  Eitimate).  1883-^ 

ExpedttiODary  Forca  to  Egjpt,  1356 
British  Colooies — GoTennneDt  and  Adminiitri' 

tion.  1986 

EgirptUD  War— Distribation  of  Expanaes,  409 
Irdand— Kilmalnhain  **  Negotiationi."  1086 
Monlelpal   Corporatioiui  (UnraforBied),  2R. 
16S9 

FarltamflDt— Qneen'a  Speech,  Addreia  In  An- 

iwer  to,  100. 106 
Parliameiitar7  Oaths  Aot  (I8O6)  AmeBdmfot, 

Motion  for  Leave,  302 
Patenta  for  InTeotiona  (No.  2),  2a.  1096 
Pritooa  (England  and  Wales)— Warden  in 

CoBTiek  Pt&OB^  580 
^PplT~SgTPtiaD  Expedition  (Grant  fai  Aid), 

1882 A  13<8 
Suppi;— Sapplementai;  Eatimatea,  1689-9— 

Trannaal,  1512 

I'owLEB,  Mr.  W.,  Camhriigo 

Pariiament — Qoeen'i  Speech,  Addrcsa  in  An* 

awer  to,  321 
Sappl;— TnnsTaal,  1889-8,  1030 

Arae  LitesriM  BlU 

(ifr.  Eopwaodt  Jfr.  Biritv,  Mr.  SathboMf  Mr. 

SUtggf  Mr.  Summert) 
e.  Ordered;  read       Fti  16  [Bill  80] 

IHmily  Soeittm  Act,  1876  —  Section 
31,  Sub-section  2 — 7^e  Independent 
Mutual  Brtthren  Friendly  Society 
Queation,  Mr.  Aeland ;  Answer,  Mr.  Coartney 
Fei  33. 708 

Galloway,  Earl  of 

Represeotatira  Peers  (Scotland),  1688 
Reprefontatira  Peers  (Scotland)  Election  Pro- 
cedure, IR.  941,  913,  001 

OenerfU  Police  and  Improremont  (Scot- 
land) Provisional  Order  (Broogbfy 
Ferry  Paving)  Bill 

{The  Lord  AdvotaU,  Seeretary  Sir  William 
Sareourt) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1°  •  Feb  16  [Bill  1] 

GxBSoir,  Bight  Hon,        Duhh'n  ZTnt- 
vertify 

Compuleorjr  Education  (Ireland),  Kea.  1280, 
1887 

Cruelt;  to  Animals  Aela  Amcmlmrnt,  3R. 
1680 

[MNf. 


GnaOH,  Right  Hon.  E.- 
Ireland— Qoeetions 

Arrears  of  Rent  Act,  1111 

Irish  Lmd  Oommiiri«i  —  Sab-Oom^^ 

eionera— Mr.  P.  Fltrpatriek,  889 
Irish  National  Bfanasertpta,  MS,  401 
Und  Law  Aet.  1881,  1706 
Medical  Acta  —  Examinations  for  Medical 
Appointmenta  in  the  Army,  Nary,  and  India, 
700 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  430,  112, 113, 101,  103.  803,  938, 
939, 1073,  1078 
Post  Offlee  (Contracts)— Mail  fierriee  betweea 

London  and  Dnblin.  1601,  1603,  1603 
Sopplj — Sopplementaiy  Estimataa,  1883-3— 
Criminal  Proseontions,  At.  in  Irabad. 
1088 

IMpIomatio  and  Consular  Boildings,  1818 
Irish  Land  CwaminlMi.  9997 
Trwunnl,  18694,  IWl 

GiTAS^,  Mr.  J.,  Monagian 
Parliameot— Qoeen'e  Speeab,  Addtav  bi  An- 
swer to,  608 

Gladstone,  Bight  Hon.  W.  E.  (Fint 
Lord  of  the  Treasury),  Edinhurgk- 
thirc 

Africa  (South)— Transvaal— Crueltiea  of  the 

Boeri,  1004,  1000,  1906.  1907 
Agrioultural  Deprtedon,  1706 
Danubian  Conference— Kilia  Mouth.  1908 
Factory  and  Education  Asts  (Soottand),  Res. 

1030 

Ireland — Eilnuunham  Prison  (Releuo  of  Mr. 
Parnell,  Ao.)— Sir  Stafford  Nortboota's 
Motion,  1700 
Land  l^w  Act,  1881,  1707 
Navy    (SnpplemaDtary    Estimate).  1883-3— 

MilitaiT  Operations  in  Egypt.  1118.  1119 
FariUment—Adjoammenti— Easter  UoUdayi^ 
1709 

Buatnesa  of  the  House,  143^  1737,  1708, 
1901,  1900 

Snp^y— Supplementary  Estimates,  1883-3 — 
Criminal  Proaeentioni,  Ac  in  Iralaad, 
1971 

Parks  and  Pleasnre  Gardana,  1037 
Transvaal,  1822,  1033,  1024.  1034,  1030 
Weak   ladies   (Jamaica)  —  Saisara  of  tha 
•<  Floraaoe,"  1969 


QonsT.  Mr.  J.  E.,  Chatham 

Africa  (South)  — Transraal  Boen,  101;  — 

Cruelties  of,  1907 
Board  of  Inland  Revanne,  1499*  1130 
Egjrpt— Earl  of  Duffisrin's  Letter,  1169 
Law  and  Police— Office  of  Public  Proeaontor. 

839 

Military  Operations  (Egypt),  Rea.  1810 

Navy  (SapplemenUry  Estimate),  1883-3 — 

HiUtary  Operations  in  Egypt.  1160,  1173, 

1170 

I*ai-liHment — Privilege— Member  Imprisoned 
(Mr.  Healy).  70 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  AddreH  in  An- 
swer to,  198,  189;  Motloo  for  A^jonmnent, 
381;  Amendt.  Ill,  421,  ISO,  687 
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Oom,  Mr.  J.  E.—eont. 

Sopply— Egyptian  Expedition  (GrMt  In  Aid), 
1883.3, 1843 
Tnomal,  1888-3, 1M9, 1034, 153» 
WMt  Indiei  (Jmudm)— Seiur*  of  the  "  Flo- 
nooe,"  19S9 

GosoHEN,  Bight  Hon.  0.  J.,  Ripon 
Farliomeot— QuMii's  Speech,  Addreu  in  An- 
swer to.  Sffe.  i9i 

OovBLBT,  Ur.  £.  T.,  8und9rland 

Egrpt — Nentrallxiitlon  of  the  Sues  Gnnnl,  587 
NiiTy— H.M.  Taoht  "  Viotorin  xnd  Albert/' 
70T.  uia 

KktsI   Auxiliaricn — Merohunt  Stenmero, 

Navj  (Supplementary  Eatimate),  1SS2-3  — 
UilitUT  Operatiom  In  Egrpt.  1440 

Gbant»  Mr.  D.,  Marylehone 
Mempidia^Regiat'a  Pitrk,  IftlO 

Gramtham,  Mr.  W.,  Sumy,  E. 

PRrliameot— Qneen't  Speoeli,  AddroM  in  An- 
swer to,  772 
Parliamentary  Oaths  Act  (1866)  Amendment, 
Motion  Tor  Leave,  256,  267  ;  Leave,  S89 

GBAKTnxis,  Earl  (Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs) 
Africa  (West  Coast)— Congo  River,  1889 
Channel  Tunnel  Scheme,  813,  614 
Egyptian  Affairs — Earl  of  Duflbrin's  Despatoh, 

Parliament— Busineas  of  the  Uouio,  368 
Euter  Reeeu,  1351 

Parliament — Queen's  Spccoh,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  34,  39,  39  ;  Personal  Explanation, 
159,  ISO,  181 

Payment  of  Wages  in  Piiblic-honaes  Prohibition, 
3H.  1680 

Tunis,  Regency  of,  Motion  for  an  Address, 
397 

Gbeeb,  Mr.  T.,  Carrieh/frgw 
Army — Questions 

Auxiliary  Forces— Irish  Militia,  088 
Promotion  of  Snbaltems,  1741 
Veterinary  Department— Position  of  Offl< 
ocrs,  887 

Obeqort,  Mr.  Q.  B.,  Smaex,  E, 

Alloa,  Dunfermline  and  Kirkoaldy  Bailvay, 

SR.  956, 1697 
Iaw  and  Justice— Dormant  Funds  in  Chan- 
cery, 1037 

Parliament— Private  Bill  Legislation— Resolu- 
tions,  1646,  1647 

Parliamoot— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  334 

Gbxy,  Hr.  A.  H.  Q.,  Northumberland,  S. 

Church  of  England — Free  and  Appropriated 
Sittings  in  Churches— Altcrntioo  of  a  Parlia- 
mentary Paper,  1722, 1723 

VOL.  OOLXXVI.  [TnittD  sEEiKfl-J 


Ground  Game  Act — LegitlaUon 
Question,  Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay;  Answer,  Sir 
William  Harcourt  Feb  19,  300 

Quest,  Mr.  U.  J.,  War^htm 
Pkrks(Metropolis)-St.  James's  Park.  1760 
Parliament — AdjonmnMnt — Easter  Holidays, 

1769 

Parliament— Queen's  Speedr,  Address  in  An- 
swer to.  Report,  1 243 
Supply — Supplementary  Estimates,  1892-3 — 

Diplomatio  and  Consular  Buildings,  &e. 

1647 

Houses  of  Parliament,  1540 

HAMn^TON,  Lord  C.  J.,  Liverpool 
India— Death  of  Sir  Salar  Jnn?,  1910 
Mercantile  Marine — 9icnal  Stations,  695 
Parliamerit— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  760 
Parliamentary   Elections — The  Mid  Cheshire 

Election,  1734.  1736 
Parlinmenlary  Oaths  Act  (1866)  Amendment, 

Motion  for  Leave,  26S 
PeetOaaes  (Contracts)— .Mails between  London 
and  Dublin.  166. 107, 853 

Hahiltoit,  Bight  Hon.  Lovd  0.  F., 
MidiUiex 

Africa  (South)— Transnnl— Cruelties  of  the 

Boers,  1905 
Army  (Supplementary  Kslimate).  1882-3  — 

Expeditionary  Force  to  Egypt,  1350 
Supply— Egyptian  Expedition  (Grant  in  Aid), 

1882-3,  133S,  1346 
Supply— Supplementary  EstimaUs.  ~  18834— 

Truanal,  1538 

Sarhwra  of  Refug*  {East  Coast) 
Barbour   at  FUeif,  Question,  Sir  Enrdley 

Wilmot ;  Answer,  Sir  William  Hareourt 

Feb  23, 19$  * 
2iortk-Eatt  Cooit  of  Seotiand,  Question,  Hr. 

Baxter ;    Answer,  Sir  William  Uareonrt 

Feb  23,  708 

Harcourt,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  W.  Q.  V.  V. 
(Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department),  Darhy 
■  City  Livery  Companies — Royal  Commission, 
683 

Cruelty  to  Animals  Acts  Amendment,  SR. 

1680 

Extracrdiiwry  Tithe,  1017,  1019 
Ground  Game  Aot,  300 

llarbonrs  of  Refuge  (East  Coast)— ttarboor  of 
Filey,  708 
North-Bast  Coast  of  Sootland,  708 
Ireland  —  English  Policy— ^'Eobo"  News- 
paper, 844 
Kiimainham  "  Negotiations,"  1034 
Law  and  Justice— Elixabelh  Wheeler,  Case  of, 
683 

Truck  Act,  68A 
Law  and  Police —Murder  in  a  rdioa  C«U* 

North  Shields,  842 
Licensing  Laws — l^oeal  Onlion,  313,  313 
Lunacy  Lnws — Seitun  Of  Thomas  Hnrrison,  a 

Lunatic,  704 
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Haecodei,  aight  Hon.  Sir  W.      V.  V.— wn*. 
Metropolis— Questions 

Law  and  Folicft— PoUio  Tfaaroogbrares, 
803 

Metropolitan  Fir*  Brigade,  078 
Hunioipal  Reform,  IiI9 
Public  lleallh— Bow  Cemetery,  1134 
Theatres  and   Mnsro   Halls,  Procautions 

againal  Fin— Captain  Shaw'a  Report, 

S97 

Parliament— Privilege  —  Mcmbor  Imprisoned 
(Mr.  nealy),  82,88.85 

Parliament—  <iaften'a  Speeeh,  Addmi  in  An- 
swer to.         441,  443,  443,  498,  809,  686, 

686.  687 

Pariinmentar;  Onths  Act  (1888)  Amendment, 

Motion  for  Leare,  283 
Prisons  (England  and  Wales)— Warders  lo 

Gonviot  Prisons,  880 
Fnblte  Healtb— Lead  PoiwDlog,  313 
Sate  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Snnday— ble 

of  Wight,  312 
Science  anil  Art — Koynl  Commission  on  TeelinU 

cal  EduoaUon — Report,  711 
SeoUnnd— Crofters  in  the  Island  of  &kyc,65S  : 

—  Rofal  Commission.  1033,  1901.  1902 
Trade  and  Commerce— Orcr-iizing  of  Cotton 

Clolh.  1899 

Harcouet,  Mr.  E.  W.,  Oxfordtkire 
Inrland,  State  of— Assasainatfonn— Magisterial 
Inquiry  at  Kilmainliam,  408 

Main  Roads  (England)— Grant  for  Mainten- 
anee,  579 

Failiament— Qnefto's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  331 

Habdwickb,  Earl  of 

Eddjrstono  Lighthouse,  823,  625 

J]  .vRTnraxoN,  BieKt  Hon.  Marquess  of 
(Seorettu?  of  State  for  War),  Lan- 
eMhir»,N.E. 
Army — Questions 

Army  lifodical  and  Transport  Departments 
—Report  of  Departmental  Committee, 
1167 

Army  Returns.  1610 
Brigade  of  Guards,  310 
Oomnrittee  on  Army  Drees,  1781 
Enniaklllcn  Dragoons,  1163 
Military  Railway  Corps,  Establiubmont  of, 
1606 

Promotion  of  Subalterns,  1743 

Roynl  Barracks,  Dublin,  401 

Staff  Appoiotmenta—  Lieutenant  Gcooral 
Gage,  C.B.  1163 

Vaccination  of  Recruits,  1806 

Veterinary  Department— Position  of  Offi- 
cers. 838 

Ai'm7(AuKiltnry  Forces) — Questions 

Antrim  Artillery — Miyor  Johnston,  1410 

Irish  Militr:i,686 

Irish  Volunteern,  1738,  1730 

Uariini- Henry  UiEes,  UlS 

Volmtcrr  Uniforms,  1164 
Army  Estimates— Militia  Vote,  1810 
Army  (Supplementaiy  Estimate),  1883-3  — 
Expeditionary  Foree  to  Egypt,  1862, 1880, 
1303 

[com. 


ITaiitinotoh,  Right  Hon.  Marqvees  of  flit, 
Army  and  Navy  Estimates,  1033 
Eut  India— Code  of  Crimio^  Procedure— 
NatiTO  Jnrisdietton  over  British  Snbjeeta, 
833,  1024,  ln3s 
Egypt— Clinrges  of  Expe>litifln,  891,  409 

Inflian  Contingent— EspeuMS,  11C5,  1171, 
1203,  1000 

Egyptian  Expedition— GraTtfs  of  S<^dicrssnd 

Sailors,  1167 
Ireland— Kilniainham  Prison  (Release  ol  Mr. 
Parnell,  Ac.)— Sir  Stifford  Norihcote'i 
Motion,  850,  1036,  1030,  1081,  1036 
Local  Seir-Gorernment — Explanation .  833 
Medical  Acts — Examinations  for  Medical  Ap- 
pointments in  the  Army,  NaTy.  and  India,  706 
Minister  of  Agrioalture  and  Comnteree,  178 
Ministry,  Tbe— Extra- Parliamentary  Speeekce, 
706 

Pari  lament—  ftuestiona 

Committee  of  Seleotion,  909 
Election  of  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means, 
1321,1825 

Now  Hales  of  Procedure — Standing  Com- 
mittees, 413.  418.  414. 604,  1173 

Ordere  of  the  Day,  Motion  foe  Postpone 
ment.  1097 

Privilege— Member  Inptiaoncd  (Mr.  n«aly), 
68 

Pnr1i:iment — Business  of  the  lIoDse — Qnestiona 
308,  714, 1107.  1360.  1201 
Ministerial  Statement,'  1148 
Notiees  of  Motions,  Motion  for  PoetpoDfr* 
meat,  399,  400 
Parliament — Qneen'e  Speech.  Address  in  An- 
awer  w,  118,  125.  126,163,343,247,260, 
884,  498,  028,  060,  6C7,  068,  078.  079,  8uS, 
807,811.  936.  938.039,041,  1003,  1226 
Parliament— Resignation  ol  the  Kight  Hon. 
Lyon  Playbir  (Chairman  of  Commi(fcrs), 
Statement,  1348,  1249 
Pariiamentary  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlangh),  86,  177 
Parliamentary  Oaths  Act  (1800)  Amendment, 

Motion  for  Leaie,  250.  2liO,  204,  260 
Public   Departments — Eoiployment   of  Pen- 
sioners, 1751 
Seed  Advances  (Scotland).  503 
Supply — Egyptian  Expoditioo  (Grant  in  Aid), 

1882-3,  1848 
Supply— SupplMMDtary  Estimatca»  lSdS-3— 
Criminal  ProaeoutloM,  Ao.  io  Ireland, 
1878 

Irish  Land  Oommieiion,  2007 

Hat,  Admiral  Eigtt  Hon.  Sir  J.  0.  D., 
Wigtown,  Sfc. 
Comoro  Islands,  883 
Navy —  Questions 

Bowles.  W.,  and  G.  Miindcii,  Case  of,  1806 
H.M.S.  "Neptune,"  1258 
Mediterranean  Squadron',  1420 
Navy  (Supplementary  Estimale),  1883-8  — 

Milit;iry  Opomtions  in  Egypt,  1461 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  480,  018,  1081 
Swiss  Repnblio— Salration  Army,  1188 

Hattbb,  Oolonel  Sir  A.  D.  (Financial 
Secretary  to  the  War  Office),  Bath 

Amy— Armr  Pay  Department^Paymasters, 
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niTon,  Oidond  Sir  A.  IX— mt. 

Armj  (Supplementary  Estimate),  18S3-8  — 

Eip«ditianu-r  Force  to  Egypt,  ISHT,  1363 
ObetMft  ilMpital— -Deputmeatal  CcHumiUee, 

im 

HsNDBBeoN,  Mr.  F.,  Dundee 

FacUH7  and  Edoeatioa  Act  (Soetland),  Rea. 
1920, 1930 

Hbneags,  Mr.  E.,  Great  Grimhy 
AgricDltvtsl  Depression,  \165 
Cruelty  to  Aoimais  Acts  Amendment,  SR.  1677 
Sea  Fisheries  CoiniitiUce — The  Report,  177 

Hkbbebt,  Hon.  S.,  Wilton 
Armjr— Brigade  of  Gmrds,  tit 

HsRscHELi.,  Sir  F.  {»et  Souciiob  Qkhx- 
itAL,  The) 

Hebtfobd,  Marquess  of 

HiBBEBT,  Mr.  J.  T.  (Parliamentary 
Secretary  to  the  Local  G^Temment 
Board),  Oldham 
Police  Fovoc— Snperaaniwlion,  178 
Vaeeioatloa  AeU— Caae  of  Mr.  Armfleld,  170S 

Hicks,  Mr.  E.,  Cambridgethire 

Allon,  Dnnfermline,  and  Kirkcaldy  Aailway, 
SR.  1694 

Exeter,  Teign  Valley,  and  Chagford  Railway, 
3K.  968 

Parliament— Bn^ness  or  the  House,  1903 

SighwM/a — LegiaUtim 

4nestion,  Observations,  Knrl  Oe  La  Warr, 
The  Marqneas  of  Hertford ;  Reply.  Lord 
Corrington       83,  S60 

Hill,  Mr.  A.  S.,  Staffordshire,  IT. 
FsTliament — Qneen'a  Speech,  Addreu  in  Ad- 
iver  to,  81S 

HoLLAJiTD,  Sir  H.  T.,  Midhurat 

Supply— Supplementary  Estimatest  1833-3— 
Foreign  OfBce,  1553 
Stationery,  Printing,  4o.  1784 
Transvnal,  1882-3,  1537 
Thames  Navigation,  2R.  1152 

HoLLOND,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Brighton 

Sopply— 8upplonentary  Estimates,  18^-3— 
Stationery,  Printing,^.  176<} 

Holms,  Mr.  J.  (Parliamentary  Secretary 
to  the  Board  of  Trade),  Hackney 
Ide  of  Man  (Ilarbours),  Motion  for  Leave, 

688:  SR.  1879 
Parliament— Comniitteo  of  Selection,  983 
Supply— Sopplementary  Kstimnles,  1882-3— 
Board  of  Trade,  1655,  1650,  1557 


Hoxb,  Lieutenant-Oolimel  D.  Uilne, 
JBoneieh'm-Jkttttd 
CMna  Honttal— Departmefntal  0«mmittM, 
1727 

Hope,  Eight  Hon.  A.  J.  B.  Beresford, 
Cambridge  Uhworsity 
Irish  International  Manuseripta.  408 
Parliamentary  Oaths  Act  (1866)  Amendment, 
Motion  Ibr  LeuTe,  358,  36S 

HopwooD,  Mr.  C.  H.,  Stockport 
Ireland — Ktlmainham  "Negotiations,"  1036 
Parliament — Privilege—  Member  Imprisoned 

(Mr.  Uealy).  85 
Poor  Law — Vaccination  of  Pauper  Cimdren, 

1607 

HoWAKD,  Mr.  J.,  Btdfordthire 

Alloa,  Dunfermline,  and  Kirkcaldy  Railway, 

2R.  1689 
Hull  and  Lincoln  Railway,  SR.  970 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Addreia  in  An- 
swer to,  330 

Hull  and  Lincoln  Railway  BiU  {by  Ord«r) 
e.  Moved,  "That  the   Gill   bo  now  road  S"" 
{Mr.  JTimoorf)  Feb  27,  968;  after  short 
debate.  Moved,  "That  the  Debate  be  now 
adjourned"  (Sfr    Waller  B.  Barttelat) ; 
Motion  agreed  to 
Debate  reaamed  i&r  6, 1598 
Amendt.   to  leave  out  "  now,"  add  "  opoo 
this  day  six  months"  (.Vr.  Crei/ie)';  Ques- 
tion proposed,  "  Tbnt  '  now,'  Ae. ;  "  Moved, 
"  That  the  Debate  bo  further  aiJjoumed  till 
Tuesday  next "  (Mr.  Chambertaia)  t  Amend- 
ment withdrawn ;  Qaestion  put,  and  agreed 
to ;  Debate  further  adjourned 

HimxLT,  Marquess  of 

Representatirc  Peers  (Scotland),  IR.  823 

Illinovobth,  Mr.  A.,  Bradford 
Military  Operations  {^gypt).  Ras.  I3l8 
Supply- Supplemenury  Estimntes,  1883-3 — 
Embassies  and  MisMOns  Abroad,  3016 
UlscellaiMOua  Expenias,  20S1,  2023,  2028 
Stationery,  Printing,  Ac.  1789 

Imprisonment  for  Bebt  BiU 

{Mr.  AnderaoH,  Mr.  Michael  Satt,  Sir  Henr9 

Wolf,  Mr.  Srott^rtl) 
c.  Ordered ;  read  1*  •  J«V&  16  [BiU  70] 


Income  Tax  AdndnistraUon  BiU 

{Mr.  Hubbard^  Mr.  Whitley,  Sir  Ckartea  Utreter, 

Mr.  Edward  Leatham) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1"  •  Feb  31  [BiU  98] 

Incnmbrances  on  Land  Registration  BiU 

{2Cr.  Barcourt,  Sir  Henry  BoUand,  Mr.  Roundell, 

Mr.  Staveky  Hill) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1"  •  Feb  IC  [Bi'.i  "} 
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Ihdebwick,  Mr.  A.,  F.  Hys 

•  Extraoniinarir  Tithe,  1017 
Parliament— Qumu'a  Speech,  Addi-c»s  in  An- 
»wer  to,  S33,  341 

India  ( Qwttiont) 

Bekar  and  J$iam,  Qaettion,  Mr.O'Donnell: 
Awwer,  Mr.  J.  K.  CroBi  Mar  1.  1158 

Cooper's  Hill  College,  QueBlion,  Mr.  B.  Swn«cl- 
son ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  K.  Crofls  Feb  22,  576 

J)talh  of  Sir  Solar  Jung,  Question,  r,orti 
Claud  namilton  ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  K.  Cross 
Mar  0. 1910 

.EecUiioiUcal  DeparUnmt  —  Circular  of  the 
Biahop  of  C<Mmbo~-.TraMmi$t\<m  t&rougk 
iht  Pott,  Qneetion,  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Ereljn  Ashler  F*b  16, 171 

Odd  MiniMg  Cotnpaniee,  Question,  Mr. 
O'Donnell ;  Answer.  Mr.  J.  K.  Cross  Feb  32, 
(91 ;  Question,  Mr.  O'Kell;  ;  Aniwer,  Mr. 
J.  K.  Cross  Mar  1. 1183 

Sjfehrabad~The  Council  «/  Regency,  Qaes- 
tioD,  Mr.  M' Lagan ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  K. 
Cross  Mar  8,  1749 

Madras — Uembert  of  Council,  Qaestion,  Mr. 
O'Donnell  ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  K.  Cross  Mar  1, 
1 161  ;  —  Tenure  of  Land  by  Relatives  tf  dril 
ServatUi,  Question,  Mr.  0  Dooncll ;  Answer, 
Mr.  J.  K.  Cross  Mar  5,  1430 

Xatire  StaUt—MohurbhtiMi,  Question,  Hr. 
U'Donnell:  Answer.Mr.  J.  K.  Cross  ^bid, 
BS5i—Mii$ore,  Quontions,  Mi*.  O'Donnell; 
Anawers,  Mr.  J.  K.  Cross  Feb  22,  503  ; 
Feb  36, 835 

Newtpapcr  Prcti — Qovcmmtnt  Adverttting, 
Questions,  Mr.   O'Donnell,   Mr.   Onslow  ; 
Answers,  Mr.  J.  K.  Cross  Feb  16, 17S 
Pran   Lam,   Qaaatioa,   Mr.    O'Donnell ; 
Answer,  Mr.  J.  K.  Cross  Feb  10,  813 

Ijocal  Oovemment  —  Criminal  Procedure 
Amend^neni  Bill,  Questions,  Vlsoouni  Cran- 
brook,  'I'he  Murquess  of  Snlishurf ;  An> 
swers.  The  Earl  of  Kiiuberler  Feb  20,  301 

Code  ef  Criminal  Procedure  (ivWtiM  JurigdM- 
fien  etw  BritUk  StOfeett),  Queation.  Mr. 
'  OdsIow  ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  K.  Cross  19, 
301  j  Question,  Sir  WiUian  M'Arthor ; 
Answer,  Mr.  J.  K.  Cross  Feb  88,  710; 
Qtwition,  Mr.  E.  Stanhope;  Answer,  The 
Marquess  of  Hartington  Ftb  26,  883  ; 
QnestiOB,  Mr.  Italrjmple  ;  Answer,  Mr.  J. 
K.  Croas  JFVi  30, 848 ;  Qoeations,  Sir  Trevur 
LawrenM,  Ur.  Asbnaad-Banlett ;  Answers, 
The  Marquess  of  Hartii^ton  Feb  27,  1033  ; 
Qacstion,  The  Marquosa  of  Snlisburj  ;  An- 
swer, The  Earl  of  Kimberley  Mar  5,  1364  ; 
Question,  Mr.  E.  Stanhope;  Answer,  Mr. 
J.  K.  Orosa  Mar  6,  1180:  QucUion,  Mr. 
Maafiu-laoe ;  Apawer,  Mr.  J.  K.  CroaaMir  8, 
17S8 


Indictable  Offences  (Frocednre)  Bill 

{Mr.  Attorney  Qimral,  Mr.  Solieitor  General, 

Mr.  Attorney  0eneratfor  Ireland) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1***  Feb  IS  [Bill  8] 

ladutrial  ReMmrces  (Ireland)  Bill 

(C^fOain  Atflmer^  Vieeount  Oriehton,  Mr.  Corry) 
c.  Ordered  ;  rrn.l  l"*  Feb  10  [Rill  31] 


InfectioTiB  Distuei  Hotifleation  BUI 

(Jfr.  Hattingi,  Sir  Trevor  Lawrence,  Sr. 

Farqukarton^  Mr.  Brintott) 

e.  Ordered  •  Feb  20 

Read  10*  Feb  21  [Bill  100] 

Intoxicating  LiciaoTB  (Off  licflnces)  Bill 

{Mr.  Letcu  Fry,  Mr.  SiAtrte,  Mr.  StareUif  SiU, 
ZordMoreton) 

e.  Oonaldered  in  Committee  ;  Ifeaolution  agreed 
to,  and  reported  ;  Bill  ordered :  read  1*  * 
Feb  16  [Bill  84] 


Ibeund  ( QuesUmta) 

Arrears  of  Rent  Act,  \862— Parents  to 

Landlords,  Question,  Mr.  Gibamt ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Trerelran  Mori,  1411 
English  Pohey—The  "Echo"  JPeatpaper, 

Questions,  Sir  Herbert  Maxwell,  Mr.  T.  D. 

Sullivan  :  Answers,  Sir  William  Harcouit; 

ObserTBtiona,  Mr.  Passmore  Edwards  Feb  20, 

843 

Extra  Police  Tax—  Grean  and  BallinaHtu^, 
Qiiestione,  Mr.  CBrieo ;  Anawara,  Mr.  Vr» 
velfan  FiA  80,  8l6 1— Co.  £«rry.  4tiiealioni, 
Mr.  O'Brtea,  Mr.  Parnell ;  Aiiawera,  Mr. 

Trerelyan  jVarB,  1423 
Irish  Church  Act,  1800— 7"Ae  Pwehnttrt— 

"Fair  /(ent*," Questions, Mr.  T,  A.Dkksoo; 

Answers,  Mr.  Trevclfaii    Fet  22,  574: 

Mar  6.  1425 
Irish  2fationAt  Mamueripta,  QMcations,  Hr. 

Gihsoo,  Mr.  ficreslbrd  11  ope  ;  Answers,  Mr. 

Courtney  Feb  30,  403  ;  QocMion,  Mr.  IT.  S. 

Nerthcote ;  Answer,  Mr.  Courtney  Mar  5. 

1409  i-~FaesimUes  of  Irish  ManmeripU, 

Question,  Mr.  Stnnrt^Woitief  ;  Aaawer,  iSr. 

Courtney  Afar  9,  1003 
Local  Self-Gotsrtment,Q,untiw,  Baron  Heory 

l)e  Worms ;   Answer,  Tho  Marquess  « 

UartingtoD  F^  SO,  8S8 
Police  Prsieetum—71u  Earl  of  Reimar^s 

Kerry  Estate,  Question,  Mr.  b'Urwa;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Trevelyan  Mar  8,  1740 
Heqittr«lion  of  Voters —  Legislation,  Question, 

Mr.  Meldon  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Treroiyan  F^  20, 

404 

Relief  of  Distress  Aet—Soed  Loans,  QaeetioD, 
Mr.  O'Connor  Power;  Answer,  Mr.  Tr»- 
▼elynn  Feb  23,  583 
Seeds  Act  —  Supplj/  of  Seeds,  Qaestion, 
Mr.  Lea;  Aniwer,  Mr.  Trerelj-an  J£ir  6, 
1754 

Royal  Commission  oh  Irish  Industries,  Qaes- 
tion, Captain  Aylmor  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Tre- 
velyan Feb  19,  269 

Statute  34  F.duard  III.  cap.  1 — Imprisonment 
of  Messrs.  Bealy,  Daviti,  and  Qumn,  Quss- 
tions,  Mr.  l^eamy,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answers, 
The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  Ur. 
Trovtlyan  Feb  10,  174 

The  Irish  Famine  of  1847— AtynuiU  «/  the 
Debt  retiUliay,  Question,  Mr.  CCennor 
Power;  AnBwer,Mr.  Trofalyftii  Jftr  1. 1171 

The  Irish  Rtproduetive  Loan  Fund  Aet— 
— Repayment  of  Loans  4md  Jnstalmti^  of 
Loans — Irregutaritis*  of  Board  of  Wtrks 
LoC'il  Agents,  Question,  Mr.  Ululifl ;  An- 
Bwvr,  Mr.  Courtue;  Feb  23,  710 
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Inun— «oNi; 

7^  Ro^l  Iriih  Cotutaiulary — Return  iJiow- 
inff  tM  E$tabli$hmeta,  Nuv^,  and  Strength, 
QoMtioo,  Mr.  Senjr;  Aniwer,  Mr.  Tre> 
TdjraD  A»  S6,  847 

Board  iff  PubHe  Works 

Meport  of  eV  CommMaasn,  QoMtion,  Ur. 

Arthur  O'Coonor;  Anamrf  Mr.  Oourtne; 

Mar  8, 1740 
The  Belfatt  C«nJraI  RaOway,  QuMtion,  Mr. 

T.  A.  DioktoB]  Anivtr,  Hr.  Coortnar 

Mar  5, 1437 

JFoliimat  Education 
Salarin  of  NaHonal  School  Teeuhert,  Qaes- 
tion,  Mr.  Manm]  Anawer,  Me.  TnnijM 
Mar  a,  1356 

'  FtA0r$  Pier$  and  Baiheurt 

.  (^oestimt,  Mr.  Blake,  Mr.  Leunr ;  Angtren^ 

Mr.  Goartaer,  Mr.  Tr«TeIyan  Feb  30,  411  ; 
Uuestions,  Mr.  Blake.  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith ; 
AtuureUj  Mr.  Courtoejr  Feb  23,  714 

XnioMd  Nangaiion  and  Draimff* 

ShtteeM  on  iht  Shannon,  Qowtion,  Colonel 
NdKD :  AoswOT,  Mr.  Coortnej  Fed  19,  806 

Tk9  iNtw  Fmytii,  QhmUod,  Mr.  Kenay  ;  Ad- 
■wer,  Mr.  Courtney  Mar  6,  USl 

77te  Valley  of  Me  Barrow,  Qaostion,  Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor;  Answer,  Ur.  Conrtney 
Fel  90,  -4*3;  4aeBttona,  Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor,  Mr.  Dairson;  Aaimri,  Mr. 
Oourtaey  Mar  9, 1743 

Law  attd  JvatiM 

BatratUHon  of  P.  J.  Skaridan,  Qnettion,  Mr. 
Puletton;  Answer,  Lord  Edntond  Fiti- 
msuriofl  Mar  S,  1417 

Jmprito»ment  of  Mr.  M'Philpin,  Question,  Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan 
Mar  8, 1749 

Mr,  Bolton,  Creton  SoUeilor  for  Tipperary 
Co.,  Question,  Mr.  Justin  M'Carthr ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Trereljan       22,  667 

Prevention  ef  Orimg  Aet,lW2—8eo.  It'-Exa- 
mimttimof  ff'ttncmi.  Question,  Mr.  0*Briea; 
Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Feb  S9,  583 
Verdict*  of  Coroneri'  Juriei,  Questions,  Mr. 
CDonnell ;  Answers,  The  Attomey  General 
for  Irefaind  F«&  30.  838 
Wieklow  Aiiifes,  Question,  Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Trereiyan  Mar  6,  1438 
'  [See  title  Prewntian  of  Crime  [Jretand) 
Act,  1883] 

Jj<W  and  fviice 

JU-tr0afynent  hy  the  Police  ~Miekaet  Baniean. 
Questions,  Mr.  0'  Bricn  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Tre- 
Telyan  Mar  5,  1424  ;  Mar  8, 1743 

Terencs  (Jrealiih,  Question,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Con- 
nor ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Mar  8,  1783 

Tie  Magiatney 

Juitiee»  of  Bailt/mahen,  Question,  Mr.  Justin 
M'Carthy ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Mar  ff, 
1417 

Londonderry  Petty  Seetiont — Mr.  (fNeili, 
Question,  Hr.  Maoartney  ;  Answer,  The 
Attorney  Qeneml  for  IieUod  F«6  38,  706 


Biuro — TTU  Majfi$traeg—WMt, 
SUmeyford  Petty  Semom—Cat»  of  Jame$ 

Walah,  Question,  Mr.  M.irum  ;  Answer,  .Mr. 

Trevelyan  Mar  2,  1255 
Mr.  Ftrgtuon  {Cork  Co.  W,  R).  Qnostfon.  Mr. 

O'Donnell ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Feb  26, 

88fl 

Tka  Qite4»*t  Cmuitjf,  Question,  Mr.  Msrum ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Trerelyiin  Feb  83,  714 

Pri$on$ 

Mr.  Timothy  Harrington,  Question,  Mr.  T.  0. 
Sullivan;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Mar  1, 
1164 

Mvllingar  Oaot— Pollution  of  the  Brotna, 
Question,  tfr.  T.  D.  SoIIiTan  ;  Annrer,  Mr. 
Trevelyan  Mar  8, 1730 

Poor  Law 

Cavan  IZmon,  Question,  Mr.  Bi^r  ;  Answers^ 

Mr.  Trevelyan.  Mr.  Fawcett  Mar  S,  1414 
Outdoor  Relief,  Question,  Colonel  Colthursfe 

Answer.  Mr.  Trevelyan  Mar  5,  1418 
The  Loughrea  Board  of  Quardians,  Question, 

Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor  ;  Answer,  Mr.  TVevelyan 

Mar  6,  1731 
Union  Rating,  Question,  Mr.  T.  A.  Diekson ; 

Answer,  Hr.  Trevelyan  Feb  10, 313 
WorihouieM  in  Donegal,  Question,  Mr.  Shaw  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Mar  8, 1736 

Public  Health 
Wakti,  Qoostion,  Mr.  W.  J.  Oorbe*  i  Answer, 

Mr.  Trevelyan  Mar  9,  1800 
Wattr  Supply  to  Vardmayk,  DantgeA,  Quet- 
tioD,  Mr.  O  Donnell ;  Answer,  Mr.  TreveljMi 
Feb  M,  TO9 

StaUof 

Alleged  IniimidaHm,  Qu«sll•l^  Mr.  Justin 
Ml<Cftrtb7  ;  Answer,  Hr.  Tnvelyftn  Feb  37, 

1018 

Alleged  PoiUng  of  a  Letter^  oonltttniMg  Dyna- 
mite to  the  Lord  Lienienant,  QueKton,  Mr. 
O'Shea ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Feb  36, 854 

Deattit  by  Starvation,  Question,  Mr.  Pamell ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Feb  19,  315 

Extra  Police  at  Kilwaloek,  Questions,  Mr. 
CSnllifan ;  Answers,  Hr.  Trerelyaa  F^  23, 
709 

Iriih  and  Scotch  migratory  Agrittdtural 
Labour,  QuesMons,  Sir  George  Campbell ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Feb  19,  303; 
Mar  6.  1431 

Retorted  Murder  of  Lord  ArdUam't  BaiUff, 
Question,  Mr.  Lea ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
Genera)  for  Ireland  Mar  6,  1600 

Apprehended  Dittreti,  Question,  Mr.  O'Don- 
nell :  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Mar  8,  1750 

Dittreei  tn  Co.  Clare,  Question,  Mr.  O'Shea ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Feb  19,  SIS 

Dittreat  in  5%a,  Question,  Mr.  ParseU ; 
Answer,  Mr.  'nevelyan  Mar  ff,  1434 

Dittreti  in  the  Wott—The  Depaiat69h  of 
CaA<Me  Bithopi,  Qoeetion,  Mr.  O'Connor 
Power  I  Answer,  Ur.  Travelyao  Feb  33,  584 

Ditteett  in  the  WeH  and  North.  Wett,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Trevelyan 
Mar  9, 1908 
[See  titka^Lani  Lmr{/rtiand)Ae$,  1181 
—Prwmtiom  of  Crim  Ur^aad)  AeL 
188S 
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JrtlanA — Cotnpuhorjf  Education 

Amwidt.  on  Gamiaittee  of  Supplf  Mar  2.  to 
1«re  oat  from  "  That,"  add  **  it  is  expedient 
to  iDtiy>dsoe  into  Ireland  the  principle  of 
Compultor;  Edoention,  with  such  inodiBea. 
tiona  the  social  and  roligious  eonditions 
oftbe  Conntpyrcquiro"  (ifr.  0' Shaughnestg) 
v.,  1 262  ;  Qaestion  proposed,  "  That  the 
words.  Ac. ;  "  after  debate,  Qjicstion  put,  and 
nej[atired 

Worda  added  ;  main  Question,  as  amendedi 
-  ppt,  and  agreed  to 

Iraland — KtltHaiithmm  Pruon  (SehM  of 

Mr.  rarmll,  Ife.) 

Notice  of  Motion,  Sir  Stafford  Northoote 
Feb  23,  703 

treliee  ^  MoHon  (Sir  S.  JVorOwM),  Notices, 
Dr.  dameron,  Mr.  Labonohere  Feb  26,  820  ; 
Queetlon,  Sir  Stafford  Northcoto  ;  Answer, 
The  HarqnesB  of  Ilarlineton  ;  Obserrationa, 
Sir  Stafford  Northcoto  Feb  26,  8S0  ;  Notice 
of  Question,  Sir  Stafford  Northoote  Feb  27, 
1017;  Question,  Sir  Stafford  Northoote; 
Anawer,  Mr.  Gladstone  Mar  8, 1T54 

Ireland — National  Mducation 
Moved, "  That  there  be  laid  before  this  Hoijse — 
Gopyof  Rule73,oflbe  Rules  and  Regulatioes 
of  the  Comoiiuionon  of  Nntional  Ediieation 
in  Ireland : 

"  Cop7  of  letter,  dated  8th  November  1883, 
from  the  Enrl  of  Lon^fonl  to  the  Lord 
Preaident  of  the  Council  (on  appeal  from  a 
decision  of  the  Lord  Lieutmant  of  Ireland) 
VMpeoUng-  the  appirintmont  of  a  afater  of 
nwro]r  aa  teacher  in  a  national  Bob*ol  open 
to  non-Catbolio  childr«i: 

••Oapr  of  any  reply  thereto"  {T%e  Earl  of 
iMgford)  Fib  19, 186  ;  after  abort  d^te. 
Motion  withdnwQ 

Ireland — National  Education 

Mored  fbr~"  Copy  of  Rule  73.  of  the  Rules 
and  RecnlatioDs  of  the  Oommlsaloaera  of' 
National  Sdooation  in.  Ireland  : 

"Copy  of  letter,  datid  8(h  NoTamkor,  IS82, 
froB  the  Earl  of  Longford  to  tbe  Lord 
Preaident  of  the  Cotincil  (on  apppeal  from  a 
deeidoo  of  tbe  Lord  Lieutecant  of  Ireland) 
reapecting  the  appointment  of  a  stater  of 
meroy  as  teacher  in  a  national  aobool  open 
to  non-Catholio  children : 

"  Copy  of  CorreepondeDce  between  the  Entl  of 
Iiongfbrd,  the  Oommisaionera  of  National 
Education  In  Iralaad,  nod  the  Irish  Gorern- 
meat  00  the  same  subject "  ( The  Eoarl  of 
langford)  Feb  20,  303  ;  after  short  debate. 
Motion  agreed  to 

Ireland — Peasant  Proprietarff 

MoTod,  "  That  an  humble  Address  be  preaented 
to  Iler  Majesty,  praying  that  a  Royal  Com- 
mission miy  be  appointed  to  report  as  to  the 
meet  eSeotlre  means  of  giving  to  n  larger 
portion  of  the  people  of  Ireland  a  pormanent 
proprietary  interest  in  tbe  soil  by  purchase 
of  their  boldiogs"  (The  Marquat  of  Lant- 
downe)  Mar  «,  1372  ;  after  debate,  Motion 
trtlhdrawQ 


Iruh  ReprodnctiTe  Laaa  Fund  Aot  CUM) 
Amendment  Bill 

{Mr.  Slott,  Mr.  0'K»ify,  Dt.  Commma^  Mir. 

T.  P.  O'Connor) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  Fei  16  [Bill  39] 


Isle  of  Han  (Harbours)  Bin 

{Mr.  John  Solou,  Mr.  Chamberlain) 
e.  Considered  in  Committee  ;  Reaolatioo  agreed 
to,  and  reported*  after  short  iMtato;  Bill 
orderad  ;  read  1<>«  Feb  S3       [Bill  101] 
Read  3' Mar  8.  1870 

Jamaica— The  Legitlative  Cmneil 

Qaestion,  Mr.  Serjeant  Simon ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Erelyn  Aahley  Feb  10,  801 


James,  Sir  H.  {tee  ArroBimr  OEVEKALf 
The) 

Jaueb,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Gatethwd 
Censns  Reiarm,  884 
Channel  Tnnnel  Seheme,  1435 

Kmn?A&D,  Ur.  C.  J.,  Saliehwy 

Bristol  and  London  and  Sooth  Western  Jane* 

tion  Railway,  3R.  1718 
Parlianent— Order— Altoralton  of  Qaeatiau, 

806 

Post  OiBoe— LeUers  for  India,  807 

Post  Offioe  Sariogs  Banks,  1080,  160i, 
1744 


Kbhkaitay,  Sir  T.  H.,  Devon,  £. 

Parliament— PriTate  Bill  Legialation— Rewla- 
tloni,  1030 

EBNinr,  Mr.  M.  J.,  Xnni* 

Ireland— Qnestioni 

Inland  Navigation — River  Fergus.  1431 
Land  Law  Act.  1881— Applications,  1430; 

— Sub- Commissions,  1888 
Roysl  Irish  Consubalary  — Retoms  show- 
ing the  EBtablishment,  Number,  and 
Strength,  847 
Parliament— Qneen'a  Speech,  Addreu  In  An< 

iwer  to,  884,  886,  869,  043, 1184 
Supply — Supplementary  Estunatea,  1S8S-S  — 
Criminal  Proieoattone,  Ae.  In  Ireland,  1M4' 

KsNsnroTOH,  Bight  Hod.  Iiord  (Comp- 
troller of  the  Hoosehold),  Soht' 
fordwcet 

PariiamMft— Qneon'i  SpeMh-^Jtf.  Aai«r 
to  the  Addreas,  1487 

EiHBXRLET,  Earl  of  (Secretary  of  State 

for  India) 
East  India  —  Code  of  Criminnl  Prootdatt 
(Native  Jurisdiction  over  BriUsh  Subjeeu), 
1304 

India— Local  GoverniMnt  —  GrimiBal  Proe^ 
dare  Aqi«iuliq«(  Bill,  984 
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Kmo-HAiouv,  Oohmel  B.  B.,  Ihiilm 
Couniif 

Amy  (AnxiliBty  FvreM)— IrUb  Vdunteen, 

1788 

Boroogh  Franchiw  (Ireland),  2B.  1700 
Cruelly  to  Animali  Acts  Amendment,  9R. 
1C71.  1672 

Inland  —  Pre««ntion  of  Crime  Act,  1883— 
Hftrrington,  Mr.  T.,  1887 
O'Brien,  Gilfaooly,  and  Hodnett.  BlMira., 
1897 

Inland— OompoUoiT  Edoeatbra,  Rei.  1373 

K1NO80OTE,  Oolond  B.  K.  F.,  Qloucater- 
thire,  W. 

Crneltr  to  Aalmala  AeU  Anandmwl,  IR. 

lftS7 

Kingtton-upon-EvilBoeU BiU{by  Order) 
o.  Bwid  2",  after  ibort  debate  Xar  8, 1719 

IiABOiTOHBBB,  Mr.  H.,  Northampton 

Anbi  Paaha  —  Condition!  of  Detention  at 

Ge;lon,8O0. 1153.  1I«4,  1797 
Army  (Sapplementarf  Eatiroate),  1882-3  — 

Expeditionary  Feme  to  Effpt,  1849 
Cruelt/  to  Animals  Aota  Ameodment,  SR. 

1878 

BMoinBtle  Serviee— Sir  Aafostiu  Paget,  SAS. 
StO 

Diplomatic  Serrice  List,  fiS9 

Egypt— Eari  of  Dnfferin'a  Letter,  1169 

Omar  SufVi  Faaba,  690 
Egypt— MiliUry  OperaUosa,  Rra.  1309,  1814 
li^ud— kilmainbam  Prieon  (Release  of  Mr. 

PamelL  Ao.).  826 
Nary  (Supplementary  Eatimate),  1882-3  — 

Military  Operationi  in  Egypt.  1441 
rariiament— Qneen's  Speech,  Addreta  in  An- 

iwer  to.  141 
Parliamentary  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlangh).  66 
Supply— Sn^lementary  Eatimatei.  1882-8- 
Criminal  Proaeentioni,  fto.  in  Inland, 
1873,  1964, 108S 
Diplomatio  and  Consular  Buildings,  Ae. 
1648 

-  Embassies  and  Missioos  Abroad.  Amendt. 
3009,  3019 
Irish  Laud  Commission,  2006,  3007 
Misoellaneoas  Eipensos^  3030.  2031 
Stationery,  Printing,  *o.  1771, 1789 
Treasury,  Amendt.  S019 

LalNmrers  (Ireland)  Bill 

(Jfi*.  T.  P.  (yCnaur^  Mr,  PanuU,  Sir  Jitt^h 
M'^tui,  Mr.  Callan,  Mr.  Lalor) 
e.  Ordend ;  read  I"  •       16  [BUI  29] 

Land  Draini^^o  Provisional  Order  Kll 

{Mr.  Sibbtrt,  SMrtUrg  Sir  WiUiam  Earoourt) 
c.  Ordered ;  nad  !•  •  Jfor  8  [BiU  114] 

Land  Law  (Irtland)  Act,  1881 

Qaeations,  Mr.  Justin  M'Carthy,  Mr.  Gibson  ; 

Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone  Mar  8,  1766 
"Fair  Re«t$"—Applieatiotu,  Question,  Mr. 

Kenny ;  Answer,  Mr.  TreTclyan  Mar  S, 

1438 

[eont. 


hand  Law  {Ireland)  Act.  1S81— oont. 

Loam  to  Octaf-iers,  Qu^ntion,  Mr.  Biggar-; 
Answer,  Mr.  Courtney  Mar  JS,  1418 

PrcminoM  0$  to  LtAovrert'  Cottafff.f'Minvitt 
of  the  Commtinionert,  Qnt^alicn,  Mr.  Metge  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Trerelyan  Feb  26,  849 

lite.  81— 4RplMaf(0M  for  Loant,  Qnestfon, 
Colonel  OAthimt;  Aneww,  Mr.  Courtney 
Feb  39,  d73;  Qmstion.  Ur.  O'Connor 
Power ;  Answer,  Mr.  Oourtn^  Fti  33,  fi89 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1881— 7rt*A 
Land  Commitiion 
Antrim  Co.  Sub-Comminion^  Question,  Mr. 
T.  A.  Dickson ;   Answer,  Mr.  TreTelyan 
Feb  19,  303 
Appeg.lt   at  EnniAiUen,  Question,  Colonel 
O'Beinie ;  Answer,  Mr.  Tmelyan  Mar  %, 
1367 

AuUtant  Land  Commistiourt,  Question,  Hr. 
M'Coan ;  Answer,  Hr.  TnrelyaD  Fti  30, 

410 

Payment  0/  Arrears,  Question,  Colonel  Col- 

thurst ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Fdi  22,  694 
Sub-Commtitionert  in  County  Kerry,  Question, 

Mr.  Tottenham;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan 

Mar  8, 1748 
Sxii  -  Ctmmitttom,  Question,   Mr.  Kenny  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Mar  0,  1899 
The  Sub-Commitiionert  —  Mr.  Peter  Fits.. 

patriek,  Questions,  Mr.  Tottenham.  Mr. 

Gibson :  Answers,  Mr.  Tnrelyan  Feb  36, 

833 

Land  Law  {Ireland)  Jet,  1881— 

tione  of  Land  Conference  in  Jiel/aat 
Obserrations.  The  Eari  of  Bel■u»r^  Lord 

WaTeney  Feb  20,  897 
Mofed,  '^Tbat  Resolutions  9  and  8  bo  io- 
corpomted  in  an  Aet  supplementary  to  the 
Land  Act,  1881"  {The  Lord  Waveney) 
Feb  38,  689:  after  abort  debate.  Motion 
withdrawn 

Land  Law  (Ireland) 
MoTed, "  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed 
to  eontinue  the  inquiry,  commenced  by  the 
Seleot  Committee  of  last  Session,  into  the 
worUng  oF  recent  legislation  in  reftrenee  to 
land  in  Inland  and  ita  eflfeet  npon  the 
eondHiOD  of  the  country"  (7%tf  Marl  of 
Dontmgkmore)  Mar  6,  168S;  after  riwrt 
debate.  Motion  agreed  to 
Moved,  "  That  the  Select  Committee  on  the 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Aot  be  re-a^intcd" 
( The  Earl  of  Vemoitghmore)  Mar  9 :  Motion 
agreed  to  ;  List  of  the  Committee  18M 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Amendment  ISill 

{Mr.  Givan,  Mr.  Thotiua  Diektm,  Mr.  Shaw, 

Mr.  Lea,  Mr.  Finiiaier,  Mr.  Siehardeon) 
e.  Onlered  ;  nad  1*  •  Feb  16  [Bill  98] 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act  aSSl)  Amend 
ment  BiU  i'^''-  P»"*^ 

Sealy,  Mr.  Justin  M*Cm-thf,  Mr.  Sexton, 
Mr.  Lalor) 

«,  Ordered  ;  read  !»•  feJ  IG  [BiU  "J 
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L^SDOWHE,  MarquesB  of 

Ireland — Pexsnnt  Propriebirj,  Motion  for  an 

Address.  1873.  1881,  1400 
r.n.Tinent  of  Wages  ia  Publio-bonsos  rrohibi- 

I'ran,  2R.  U71 

Law  and  Juttiee  (  England  and  tFahs) 
Cote  of  Elitabetk   Wheeler,  Qaestions.'jMr. 

Burt,  Mr.  Macrnrlane ;  Answers,  Sir  William 

Hitrooart  FOt  22,  592 
Donnant  Fundi  in  Chaneny,  ObaernUiona, 

Un  Stanley  L^bton  t  Repl7»  Tbe  Atterne/ 

Genent ;  abort  debate  thereon  Mar  9,  103^ 
Judivatare  Amendment  Act,  1675  —  The  Judgei' 

Rvlei — Juriidielion  of  Englith  High  Courti 

over  Domiciled  Scotchmen,  ^estiona,  Mr. 

Baehanan ;   Anawera,  The  I^rd  Advocate 

Fib  22,  586;  Mar   8,  1747  :— Mw 

Rules  of  Lfgcd  Procedure,  Question,  Mr. 

J.  Stewart ;  Answer,  The  Lord  AdTooate 

Feb  27. 1085 
Q|fE««o/AiSAViVMecu<w,  Question,  Sir  George 

Campbell  i  Aoawer.  The  Attorne/  General 

Feb  2fl,  829 
The   Trtide  Act,  Question,  Mr.  M'Laren ; 

Answer,  Sir  William  Ilurooart  Feb  22.  08B 

Zaw  and  Poliee 
Murder  in  a  Police  Cell,  Ifbrlh  Shietdt, 

Queation,  Mr.  Dawnaf  ;  Anawer^  Sir  WUliAm 

Hareourt  Feb  26,  842 
The  PoHee  Force— Superannuation.  Qoestioo, 

Sir  Ilenrr  Selwin-lbbetson  :' Answer,  Mr. 

UibbertFad  16,  178 
n«  Pubiie  TAoroughfara  (MitropolU),<^a»> 

tlon.  Colonel  M.tkins  ;  Aoawer,  Sir  Williiun 

Han)onrt^«6  19,  SOI 

Lawbxrob,  Lord 
Egyptian  Affiura— Earl  of  Doflbrin's  Despatob, 
1981 


JjjLvaMKtm,  Sir  J.  J.  T.,  Surrg^,  Mid. 

East  India  — Code  of  Oriroinal  I'rooedure 
(Natire  Jarledletion  oTer  Brillah  Snbjeeu). 
1033  '' 

Kew  Gardens— Extension  of  Houn  of  Open- 
ing. 810 

I'ablio  Departments— EmpIojDMnt  of  Pen- 
sionera,  1751 

Lawbemob,  Mr.  Aiderman  W.,  London 

Thames  Navigation,  9R.  1100 

Lawmk,  Sir  W.,  CurlitU 

Egypt— Questions 

Finance,  &o.— Revenue  AeeooBts  of  the 

EnpUan  Government,  1483 
Kourbaah,  The,  1421 

Kew  Egyptian  Indemnity  Loan,  1007, 1608, 
1754 

Re-organintion— Budget  and  Control,  1498 
Lioeoalng  Laws— Uoal  Option,  S19,  SIS 
Military  Operatiou  (Egypt),  Rei.  1300,  1S14, 
1816,  1317 

Na»y  (Supplementary  Estimate),  1883-3  — 
Aliiitary  Operations  in  Egypt,  1457,  1482, 
IfiQO 

[font. 


■  hiMMOW,  Sir  V.—eoni. 

Pariiameat — Queen's  Speoeb,  Address  in  Aa> 

Evrer  to,  Amendt.  138. 153 
Supply— Supplementary  Estimates,  IU9-3— 

Misccllaneona  Ezpensea,  3022 

Lea,  Mr.  T.,  Donegal 

Ireland— Crime  and  Outrage — Reported  Mur- 
der of  Lord  ArdiUun's  Bailiff.  1609 
Seeds  Act-Supply  of  Seeds.  1764 
Science  and  Art — RojaI  Commiaaion  on  Tesfc- 

nical  Education— Report,  711 
Supply— Supplementary  Estimates,  1883-3— 
Chior  Secretary  to  tbe  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  &e.  1833 

LiAMY,  Mr.  E.,  Wat0r/ord 

Ireland — Fiabery  Fiera  and  Harbours,  411 
Statute  34  Edward  III.  o.  1— Imprises' 
ment  of  Messrs.  □•al7,Daritt,andQnIin, 
174 

Parliament— Committoe  of  Seleotion,  905,1003 
Parliament — Queen's  Speeoh,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  941,1176 
Supply  —  Supplementary  Estimates,  1862-3— 
Criminal  Proseouttons,  dto.  In  Ireland,  1603 

Lefevbe,  HightHon.  G.  J.  Shaw  (Chief 
CommissioDer  of  Works),  MtMkng 
Education— Seienee  and  Art — Natlooal  Gal- 
lery— InnlBoieney  of  Space,  577 
General  Poat  OIBoe— Extension  of  Bnildian, 
167  ^ 
tlouac  of  Commooa — Telephonic  CemmoBiea- 

tion  with  the  Exchange,  1201,  1262 
Kew  GardeM — Extension  of  Honrs  of  Open- 
ing, SIO 
Metropolis— Questions 

Metropoiitan  Improvements— CM  TmbdIs 
Bar,  17S1 

Parks- Hyde  Park,  1258;— Sk  J«B«'s 

Park.  1750 
Wellington  Statue,  107 
I'arliament- Standing  Oommitteei- 014  Law 

Courts,  170 
Post  Office— Qneatiom 

Dublin  BfaU  Packets.  419 
Letters  for  India,  808 
Malta  to  the  United  SUtea,  572 
Poet  Office  Savings  Banks,  1020 
Supply — Supplementary  Estimates,  1882-^ 
Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings,  As. 
1546, 1S47,  1648, 1549,  1550 
Booses  of  Pariiament,  1538,  1540, 1541 
Works  and  Pablio  Buildings,  1784. 1785 

Lbiohton,  Sir  B.,  Shropahirt,  S. 

Alloa,  Dunfermline,  and  Kirkcaldy  RaihrV' 

SR.  963,  1594 
Midland,  Birmingham,  Wolverhampton,  and 

Ifilfonl  Jonetion  Railway,  3R.  1600 
Pkrliamenb— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  Aa- 

■wer  to,  1175, 1170 


LziOHToiT,  Mr.  S.,  Shrofihtrt,  iV. 
Iaw  and  Jnstice — Dormant  Funds  in  C 
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Lbitrih,  Earl  of 

I^nd  Uw  (Inland)  Aot.  1681,  Rm.  OW,  009. 
70e«  703 

IjEnitox,  Bight  Hon.  Lord  H.  G., 

Chichester 

Armj  (Sapplementar; Estimate),  1883-3— Mili- 
tary Expedition  to  Egypt,  18S4 

Parliamentary  Oftcha  Aot  (1866)  Anteodment, 
Motion  for  l^re.  Motion  for  Adjoarnment, 
W8,  MO 

Lewisham,  Viscount,  X'ent,  W. 

Armj  (Auxiliary  Forces) — Kartini-IIenry  Rifle, 
1418 

NaTj — Royal  Marines,  835 

ZioMting  Lam—  Local  Optitm 

Qneatlent,  Sir  Wilfrid  Lamon  ;  Ansven,  Sir 
William  Ilarcoart  Feb  19,  SI3 

LiHEBiCK,  Earl  of 

National  EdDcaUon  (Ireland),   Motion  for 

Papers,  391 
Bepreaenutire  Peers  (Scotland).  IR.  810 

Limited  Partnerships  Bill 

{Mr.  Mmk,  Kr.  Normiit  Mr.  Lewit  Fry) 
e.  CoDMdered  in  Gomodttee;  Rcaolntion  agreed 
to,  and  reported  ;  Bill  ordered ;  rend  1*  * 
Feb  10  [Bill  18] 

Local  Ooremment  (Ireland)  ProTidonal 
Order  CLimerick  Waterworks)  Bill 

[lU.]  (  The  Lord  Carlingfera) 

I.  Preoented;  read         and  referred  to  the 
Examiners  ^  33  (No;  8) 

London  Brokers'  Kelief  Act  (1870)  Bepeal 

Kll  (Mr.  Riehari  S.  Martin, 

Mr.  Mtgniagf  Mr.  Statm) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l"*  Feb  18  TBai  19] 

liONOFOKD,  Earl  of 

National  Education  (Ireland),  Motion  for 
Papers,  386,  390,  S94 

LoFEB,  Sir  M.,  Devonshire,  S. 

Parliament — Queen's  Speoeh,  Address  In  An- 
swer to,  827 

LoTHiAiT,  Marquess  of 

RepresenUUTO  FMrs  (Sootland),  IR.  833 

liOWTHKB,  Bight  Hon.  J.,  LineolMkiri, 

JIT. 

Ireland—Kilmainham  "  Negotiatioas,"  1083, 
1034,  103fi 

Parliament— Badness  of  tbe  Honso,  1908 

Fariiament — Queen's  Speeeb,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  876,  877,  878.  133  ;  Motion  for 
Adjoarnment,  564.  397.  678,  679 

Supply — Supplementary  Estimates,  1882-3— 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  *o.  18a« 


Lubbock,  Sir  J.,  London  Vniventtft 
Bristol  and  London  and  South  Western  JoM- 

tion  Railvay,  SR.  1717 
Patents  for  InTontions  (No.  8),  2R.  1093, 

1096 

Supply— Egyptian  Expedition  (Grant  la  Aid), 
1883-8,  1888 

Lunacy  Laws — Seizure  of  Tkomae  ffar- 
rieon,  a  Lunette 
Qoestions,  Dr.  Onncron  ;  Answers,  The  Lord 
Adroeate,  Sir  William  Hareourt  Feb  88, 
70s 

Ltiuhqton,  Viscount,  Barnstaple 

Gompulaoiy  Edaeation  (Ireland),  Res.  1967, 
1387 

Parliament— Queen's  Speeeb,  Address  in  An- 
Bwer  to,  478 

McAbthur,  Sir  William,  Lambeth 

East  India  —  Code  of  Criminal  Procedure 
(Native  Jnrisdiotion  over  British  Subjects), 
710 

Turkey  —  Serria  —  Detention  of  Prisoners, 
1430 

MgAbthur,  Mr.  A.,  Leicester 
Treaty  with  Madagascar— Article  5,  586 

M'Oartht,  Mr.  Justin,  Longford 

Ireland—Questions 

Land  Uw  Act,  1881, 1766 

Law  and  Josticc — Mr.   Bolton,  Crown 

Solicitor  for  Tipperary  Co.,  587 
Magistracy— Justices  of  nnllymabon,  H17 
SUte  of— Allf^  Intimidation,  1018 
Parliament — Privilege — Member  Xmprisooed 

(Mr.  Uealy).  74,  83 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to.  637,  774,  779,  788 ;  Motion  for 
Adjournment,  936,  938,  940,  941,  1049 
Supply — Supplementary  Estimates,  1883-8— ' 
Criminal  Proseoations,  Ao.  in  Ireland,  MiH 
tion  for  A^joaniment,  1875 

Macabtnst,  Mr.  J.  W.  E.,  T^one 
Grnelty  to  Animals  Acta  Amendment,  SR. 
1691 

Ireland  —  Magistraey  —  Londonderry  Pwtty 
Sessions— Mr.  O'Nelt),  706 

M'CoAN,  Mr.  J.  0.,  Wiehlow 

Ireland— Land  Law  Act,  1881— A$stetant  Land 
Commissioners,  410 

Partiameni— Queen's  Speeab,  Address  In  An- 
swer to,  1119 

Maofablahb,  Mr.  D.  H.,  Carhte  Co. 
East  Indin — Code   of  Crterioal  Procedure 
(Nntiro  Jarisdiotion  onr  British  SubjeeU), 
1728 

Law  sod  Jostioe— -BIlMbeth  Wherier,  Case  of, 

m 

Parliament — Queen's  Sp^ch,  Addrrrs  in  An- 
swer to,  1129,  1130  ;  Report,  131;!, 
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Mactieurb,  Mr.  D.  H.— «m»I. 
S«otUiMl— Sfcje  Crofteri,  170.  316,  8M 
Rofftl  OommiHloa,  I0S2, 109S.  17>0, 1731, 
1901 

Sapptj— SuppIetnenUrjr  Ettlowte^  1883-8— 
SuUoDei7,  Printin; ,  Ae.  1781 

MoGAibBi.-Hooo,  Sir  J.  U.,  THtro 

Metropolitaa  Distriot  Uulwiy— VtntilAting 
Sbafts  OD  tbe  Thftme*  EiiibaDkinent,14I0, 
HIl 

Sopplj — Suppiemeotarjr  Estimates,  1883-S — 
DiploDutio  and  Conaukr  BuUdtos^  Ao. 
IS19 

MoKbhita,  Sir  J.  N.,  Toughal 

Pdrliament — Committee  of  Seleotion,  1001. 
1010 

FarliameDt — Qncm'i  Speeeb,  Addren  ia  An- 
■wer  to,  1178 

MAOKnrroBH,  Mr.  0.  F&aseb-,  Tnomtm, 

SeotUad— Gleadftle  Crofteri,  100 

HcLaoan,  Mr.  P.,  Linlitkgowthir* 
lodia — Uyderabftd— Tbe  Ooaneil  of  lUcMier, 
174B 

MoLabek,  Mr.  0.  B.  B.,  Stafford 

Law  and  Jastice— The  Truck  Aot,  JS89 
Uoited  SlatM— New  Tariff,  1607 

Maoliveb,  Mr.  P.  B.,  Pl^mwih 

Elementarjr  Iklueation  Aeti — Oalmpton  Sobool 

— DumiHftl  of  B  Pupil,  I41S 
LigblhouHt  of  the  United  Kingdom — Com- 

muniflation  with  the  Eddyatone  UghthooBO, 

103£ 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Addrou  in  Aa- 
■war  to,  017 

Madagatear 

Admiral  Oore  Jone$'»  Report,  Qneation,  Sir 

George  GamplwU ;  Annrer,  Lord  Edmond 

FUsmanrice  Feb  96,  837 
Tteaty  wWi—ArtieU  5,  QoeitioD.  Mr.  A. 

M'ArLfaur ;  Aniiwer,  Lord  Edmimd  FUi- 

luaurice  Feb  38,  086 

Main  Boadt  {England) — Grant  ftr  JI/«m- 

ienanee 

QncBlions ,  Mr.  E.  W.  Uarcourt ;  Aniwera, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Esebeqaer  21, 

Makinb,  Colonel  W.  T.,  Etux,  8. 

Lawaod  Police— Publio  ThoraothhrM  (Me- 
tropolis), 301 

Malta  ( Constitution  and  Adminittration) 
Moved, '*  That  au  bamble  Addreis  bo  presented 
to  Her  MnjeBt7  Jbr  further  papers  .ind 
eorreepondenee  respecting  the  constitutloD 
and  adnuRiatration  of  MalU  "  ( The  Earl  Di 
Im  Warr)  Mar  R,  1881 ;  after  short  dabnte, 
Motion  irithdrawQ 


Maitnebs,  Bight  Hon.  Lord  J.  J.  B., 
Z«ieeitortkir$,  If, 
FacfoTT  and  Edneatton  Aeti  (Smtlaad)^  Bm. 

1931 

Parliament — Bosinesa  <tf  tbe  Bonifr— Gorcn- 
ment  Measures,  S08 

Marriage  (HonrB  of  Solenmiiatiflo)  Bill 

(Mr.  Caine,  Mr.  Morlcy,  Mr.  WVIia) 
c.  Ordered  •  JV6  20 
Read  l«*Fc0S8  [BmiOl] 

Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sistw 

Bill  {Sir  Thomat  Chmmhtrt,  Mr^ 

Aldtrman  CotUm^  Mr,  Mtrkjff  Dr.  Camorom] 
Mr.  Ckauton) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1"*  FOt  19  [BUI  M] 

Mabtot,  Mr.  P.,  Eitkmny  C6. 
Parliament  — Pri¥ileg»— Member  InprboBol 
(Ur.Healr),81 

Mabttic,  Mr.  E.  P.  M.,  mikmrnf  Co, 
Ireland— Magittraojr—t^aeen'a  Co.  714 

Stonejford  Petty  Seaaiona   Caao  of  Jamit 
Walah.  1200 
Ireland— National    Eduoation  — Salariei  of 

National  School  Teaohera,  1268 
Parliament  —  Pririlege — Member  ImprifOBed 

(Mr.  Healy).  89 
Parliament — QneeD'i  Speeob,  AddreM  In  An- 
swer to,  339 

Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E.,  Wigtonthirt 
Cruelty  to  Aninula  A«ta  Anendmeat,  2lt. 

Amendt.  1606 
Ireland — English  Poliojr — "  Echo"  Newspaper. 
813,  814 

State   of —  Aasassinationa  —  Magisterial 
Inquiry  at  Kilmainham,  303,  106 
Parliament— Queea'a  Speeeht  Addreaa  in  An- 
Bwer  to,  Motion  for  A^onrnment,  488,  001, 
007 

Hedioal  Aot  Amendment  Bill  [n.t.] 

{The  Lerd  Carlingfori) 
t.  PiMeQt«l;(«adl*«  J/ar8  (No.  19) 

Medical  Act*— Examination  for  Medical 
Appointmtnte  in  ike  Armjf,  Nawf, 
and  India 

Qneatlon,  Mr.  Gibson  ;  Anmrer,  Tlw  &UrqMN 
of  UaHington  Feb  33,  700 

Meldon,  Mr.  C.  H.,  Ktldart 

Excise— DlaHllers  and  their  Employte,  108 
Ireland— Uegistration  of  Votera,  4Ai 

Meroantile  Marino 
SiffticU  Statione,  Qaeation.  Lord  Cland  Hamil- 
ton :  Answer,  Mr.  OampbeU-BaniMnHn 
Feb  23,  095 
Tbe  Felk  itone  and  Dover  Packeie,  Qnestitw, 
Mr.  Molioy ;  Answer,  Mr.  ChuDbarlaiA 
^orl.llOO 
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IfereaniiU  Marine— coat. 

Transporti,  Question,  Geoeral  Sir  Georgt 
Balfour;  Asawer,  Mr.  ChamboHaiD  ifar  1, 
1 156         [See  title  Board  of  Tradt] 

Metos,  Mr.  B.  H.,  jffeath 

Ireland — Land  Law  Act,  1681  — Provisions  as 
to  Labourars'  CotlpgCfl  —  Minutea  of  the 
Commissioners,  849 

rarliameot — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  719»  755 

Metropolis      ( Questiojtt') 

Revo  Gardens— ExteruioR  of  Soars  of  Opening, 

<iiieatioB,  Sir  Trevor  Lawreneo ;  Ansirer, 

Mr.  Shaw  Ufem  Fib  19.  810 
Metropolitan   Firt  Brigade,  Question,  Mr. 

Coope ;   Answer,  Sir  William  Uarcourt 

Feb  23.  578 
Metropolitan  Improvemenia~Old  Temple  Bar, 

Question,  Mr.  E,  Stanhopo;  Answer,  Mr. 

Sliaw  LefeTre  Mar  8, 1731 
Munieipai  Reform,  Question,  Mr.  Stoart- 

Wortley ;   Answer,  Sir  William  Harooart 

Mar  B,  U19 
FubKo  JitaU/i~-BMO  Cmeterv,  Q««tioo,  Mr. 

Brjce ;   Answer,  Sir   'WiUiara  Uaroourt 

2iar  1,  1151 
T/uatret  and  Mune  Halli — PrMatttmuaffaimt 

Firt— Captain  Shau^t  Report,  Qneslioo,  Mr. 

Dixon- Ilnrtland  ;  Answer,  Sir  William  IIar> 

eoMrt^tfd  19,  297 
The  Wellington  Statue,  Question,  Mr.  Coope  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre  Feb  16,  167: 

Question,  Observations, Lord  Moant-Temple; 

Reply,  Lord  Sndelejr ;  short  debate  thereon 

Feb  19,283 

JTtePvrkt 

Hyde  Park,  Question,  Sir  Eardley  Wilmot; 

Answer,  Mr.  Shaw  Lefovro  Mar  2,  1259 
Regent'i  Parit,  Question,  Mr.  Daniel  Grant; 

Answer,  The  Chanoellor  or  the  Exeheqaer 

Febit,  1019 
St.  lament  Park,  Question,  Mr.  Montngne 

Queat ;  Answer,  Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre  Mar  8, 

I7ffO 

Metropolitan  tmd  MstteptUian  Dittriet 
Sailway 

Qaastion,  Sir  Henry  Peek;  Answer,  Mr. 
Chamberlain  Mar  1,  1166 

VenHlaHng  Shajtt  onthe  Thames  Embankment, 
Questions,  Mr.  Buxton,  Lord  Alf^rnon 
Percy,  Mr.  J,  R.Torke ;  Answem.  Sir  James 
M'Garel-Uogg,  Mr.  Chnmberlain  Mar  5, 
1110  ;  Notice,  Tin  Earl  of  Milltown  MarH, 
1706  ;  Qnestloni,  Mr.  BnxtOB,  Mr.  Pnleston  ; 
Answer*,  Mr.  Oliambertalo  Mar  B,  1717 

Mexiw  and  Mighnd—D^Umadc  Com' 

Qaestiona,  Mr.  Fnleston;  Answers,  Lord  Ed- 
mood  Fitsmaarieo  Feb  19,  807 

Jiidhitd,  BirminghtM,  Wolverhampton, 
and  Milford  Junction  Railway  Bill 
{by  Order) 

f.  3R,  dcferrod,  rA»r  ibort  del»(«  Uar  6,  mo 


UiLLTowH,  Earl  of 

MotropoIlMD  Dblriei  Railwar  —  VeaUlatiof 
Shafii  on  the  ThwneB  Entbiwkment,  1706 

HoLLoY,  Mr.  B.  C,  King**  Co. 

Egypt — Quostions 

Finance,  ie. — Revenue  Aooottnts  of  tli* 

Egyptian  Gorcrnment,  1433, 1488 
Foreign  and  Europenn  Employ^,  1160 
The  Moukabalah,  1169 
Mercantile  Murine — Folkestone  and  Dorer 

Packets,  1160 
Parliament — Queen's  Speeoh,  Addresa  ia  An- 
swer to.  Motion  for  Adjonmmcnt,  1093, 
1098 

Parlinmcntary  Oaths  Act  (1866)  Anwndmott, 
Motion  for  Leave,  Motion  for  reporting 
Progress,  264 
Supply— Supplementary  Estimates,  18S2-8— 
Fishery  Board,  Scotland,  1790,  I7O6 
IVorks  and  Public  Buildings,  1 786 

Monk,  Mr.  0.  J.,  Gloucester  City 

Ornelty  to  Animals  Aots  Amendment,  9R. 
1669,  1678 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  638 
Supply — Supplementary  EsUmates,  18S3-8— 
Charity  Commission,  1567 
Criminal   Prosecutions,  Ao.  in  Ireland, 
1693 

Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad,  2011 
TransraaL  1882-3.  1625 
Trade  and  Commerce—Commerei&l  Nrgotia* 
tions  with  Spain,  1413 

Moore,  Mr.  A.  J.,  Clonmel 

Compulsory  Education  (Ireland],  Res.  1297 

MoRQAH,  Bight  Hon.  G.  Osborne  (Judge 
Adrooate  General),  Dmhighthiro 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  892 

MoEi^EY,  Earl  of  (Under  Seoretary  of 
State  for  War) 
Army— Promotion— Royal   Warrank— Artlolo 

20,  282 

MoBLEY,  Mr.  A.,  Nottingham 
Trade  Marks,  3K.  003 

Morocco — III- Treatment  of  Jewesses 
Qaesttons,  Colonel  Alexander,  Mr.  O'Donn^l ; 
Answers,  Lord  Edmond  Fitamanrioe  Mw  A, 
1434 

Mount-Edoouube,  Earl  of 

Eddyitono  Lighthouse,  833,  825 

MouKT  Temple,  Lord 

Africa  (West  Coa!t)-Congo  River,  1880 
Braithwaite   and  Buttcrmero   Railway,  3R. 

Amcndt.  13(14 
Metropoliun     Improveraenti  —  Wellington 

Statue,  283 
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II0-WBRA.T,  Bight  Hon.  GHr  3.  B.,  Oi^bri 

CboToh  or  En^and — Free  and  Apprepriatod 
Sitting!  in  Churches  —  AU«ration  of  a 
PariiamaatuT  Paper.  1739.  1128 

Naf7— Maval  PromvtioB— fierviM  at  Alex< 
andrtet  100 

ParlUuneiit— Commlties  of  Seloetioa,  Anwndt. 
079,  008,  1002,  1003, 1000.  1007,  1008, 
1011 Spoeial  Report,  H38 
StandiDff  Or(l«rsand  Selection  Committeea, 
808. 071 

HtTLHOLLAim,  S£r.  Jkwtipttriek 
Beroafh  PranohUe  (Ireland),  3R.  Amendt. 
ieOi« 1607 

MimDBxxA,  Bight  Hon.  A.  J.  (Yice Pre- 
sident of  weOominittee  of  Council 
on  Education),  Sheffield 
Cbaritr  CommiailonM  —  Chritt'a  Hoiirital, 
089 

Oontagiona  IMseaset  (AnimAla)  AoU — Foot* 
aod-Moath  Diseaae,  7H 
ImportatioD  of  Diieaaed  AniouU  from  the 
UnUed  Stateiw  900 
Edneation  DepartOMnt— Board  Sehoot  Attend, 
anoe,  135( 
Training  GoIIegea,  1750 
Edneation    (Soouaod)   Aoti  —  CompuUorjr 

Clauaei,  S85 
ElomeDtar;  E^ooaUon  Aota— GalmptonSehool 

— Diimisaal  of  a  P«pil,  HI  5 
Faotorj  aad  EdnoaUon  Axiti  (SeoUand),  Res. 

1038. 1830, 1984 
IntUtnte  of  Samjor*.  681 
Parliament— Order — Alteration  of  Qoeations, 
306 

Parliament — Qaeen's  Speeeb,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  830»  868,  860.  870, 871,  876,  877, 
878 

Sate  of  Polsone—Lqgislatfoa— Patent  ;,Modi< 
eines,  1008 

Knnicipal  Boronghs  Bill 

(Jfr.  WitKam  Fowler,  Mr.  Ryhndt^  Mr.  Bmrp 
M.  Fowler) 

e.  Ordend ;  nad  1»  •      10  [Bill  03] 

Xnnicipal  CiorpontUms  (Unxefinmed) 

Bill  {Sir  ChariM  JMUw,  Stmtmry 

Sir  William  ffanowrt,  Mr,  JCwitfrils,  Mr. 
Sibhtrt) 

e.  Ordend :  tvad  l**       18  [Bill  0] 

R«ad3<*.  after  short  dabato  Mar  6, 1U9 

Unnicipal  Franchiae  (Ireland)  Bill 

(Mr.  O'Connor  Power,  Mr,  Siehard  Fower,  Mr, 

O'SuUiimn,  Mr.  SM) 
c.  Ordered ;  i«ad  1>  •  J^i  16  [BlU  37] 

Natt  {QmUont) 

Armament—Brtetk-toadinff  Oum,  Qnastions. 
Mr.  W.  II.  SnHh;  Anewere,  Mr.  Brand 
Feb  19,  206 

[conf. 


Matt— AMf. 
Com  of  William  BowUt  md  O. 

Qoeetion,  Sir  John   IJa; ;  Annrer*  Mr. 

CanpbelUBanneriaan  Mar  6,  1603 
Ihek  Jeammodaiio»  ol  Malta,  Qmstiea, 

VUconat  Sidmsatb ;  Anaver,  Tbo  Eari  if 

Nortbbrook  Mar  8. 1707 
B.M.S.  "y«ptune,"  (laeatioa,  Sir  John  Haj; 

Answer.  Mr.  Campbell- Banoflrman  Mar  9, 

1348 ;  <^estion,  Mr.  Norwood ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Campbell-BannermaD  Mar  6,  1430 
BJi.  Yaeht  "  Vieloria  aad  Albert,"  «i»eirinB, 

Mr.  Gourlej  ;  Answer,  Mr.  OanpbeUvita- 

nennan  Feb  38,  707 
The  Rot/al  YaehU,  Ques^'on,  Mr.   Gearley ; 

Answer,  Mr.  CampbeU-Basnenaaa  Mar  8 

1413  • 
Naml  Aiimilianet—Merehmt  Steamewt,  <^es- 

tion,  Ur.  Qoartej  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Campbell- 

Bannennan  F^  23,  707 
\aval  PromeHm—Sennee  at  AUmaniria, 

Qneetion,  Sir  John  R.  Mowbtmy;  Aacwer, 

Mr.  Campbell-Banoerman  P<eA  20,  400 
TheBg^ioH  War  Medal  j^tati9n,UT.J.K. 

Torke ;  Answer,  Mr.  Ciunpbetl>^MiBeraan 

Feb  36,  645 
Pay  of  Naval  Ofieen,  Qseetfaw,  ObeersvUens, 

Tba  Karl  of  Belaorec  B«plr,  Tbm  Swl  of 

Nortbbrook  Mar  6,  1866 
T'Ae  Mediterranean  fifMdrwi,  QMtiea,  Sir 

John  H«7  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Campbali-BaoMr. 

man  Mara,  1430 
The  Adjkz/  Marinea,  Question,  Viseonni  Lewi*> 

ham ;   Anawer,  Mr.  CaHopbeil-BaBnenaM 

Fa  36, 830  :  Qoestion,  Mr.  Dizon-HariUod ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Campbell<Bannerman  iforS. 

1730 

The  Sick  Berth  Staff,  Question.  Sir  H. 
Drummond  Wolff;  Answer,  Mr.  Campbell' 
Bannerman  Feft  26,  831 

Nhwdeoatb.Mt.O.K.,  Warwiehh£re,y. 
Parliaiaent — Busineis  of  the  Hons*— NoHees 


of  Motion,  Ao.,  Motion  for  PiwtptmenMat, 
300 

Committee  of  Seleetion,  1001 
Parliamentary  Oath  (Mr.  Bmdlangh),  176, 
177 

l'arliamenUt7  Oaths  Aet  (1886)  AnmidBsat, 
Motion  fbr  Leave,  251,  264 ;  LeaTe,  989 

Newpobt,  Yiscount,  ShreptMre,  N. 
Army — Militar/  Railway  Corps,  EstabltsbflMat 
of,  1606 

NoLAH,  Oolonel  J.  P.,  &*kPM^  C*. 
Ireland — Inland  NaTigatlon — Slnieea  oa  the 

Sbaanon,  306 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Addnaa  in  A&- 
SWMT  to,  456, 1105,  II07 

NonTHBBooK,  Earl  of  (First  Lord  of  tho 
Admiralty) 
NaT/— Doek  Aeoommodation  at  Blaltiu  1707 
Pay  of  NaTal  OfBoer^  1360 

NoBTHooTs,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  8.  H., 
Channel  T«nael  SehenM,  148T 
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NoBTBOon,  Bight  Hod.  Sir  S.  H^-mnI. 

Irdftnd — KIlmaiDham  Priaon  (R«l«ue  of  Mr. 
Parnell,  Ao.)  (Sir  Stafford  Mortboote's 
Motion),  asO,  80S,  1017,  1754,  1766 
State    of  —  Atsasainatlons  —  MagitterUl 
Inqnir;  at  Kilmalnham,  290 
Farliament — Bnitnew  of  th«  Honte,  1186, 
1900,  mi;— NottoM  of  HeOoBf,  Ae., 
Motion  (or  Poitponement,  400 
ChairmaD  of  OoniDitteea — ^Mr.  PUjIklr, 
1200 

Parlwment— Queen's  Speech.  AddrcM  in  An- 
twer  to.  107.  1*^0,  135,  126. 153.  387,  217, 
881,  498.  680,  765.  796,  806  ;  Roport,  13S8. 
1889 

Pariiamentarj  Oathi  Act  (1866)  Amendment, 
Leate,  887 

Pfirnell,  Mr.,  M.P.,  Ae.— Release  from  Kil- 
mainbam.  Notice  for  Appoinbaant  •f  Seloot 
Committee,  703 

Spain — iDlematloDal  Imw — Snmn^of  OnlHut 
Rofugeei.  59S 

NoRTHOoTE,  Mr.  H.  8.,  ExtUr 

National  Manumipti  of  Ireland,  1409 

Parliament — Uiieen't  SpMoli,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  185,  534 

Parliament — Rerignation  of  tbo  Rigbt  Hon. 
Ij;oo  Flajfeir  (Cbairraan  oS  Comnlttees), 
Statement,  1240 

Soppij— Supplementarj  Estimates,  1682-S — 
Foreign  OQlce,  1654 

NofiTooD,  Mr,  G.  M.,  Kingaton-u^on- 
EuU 

Hnll  and  Unooln  Railway,  3R,  968,  000 
Nay— H.M.S."  Neptune,"  1420 
Farliament — Committee  oT  Seleation,  903 

Kotices  of  Removal  (Scotland)  Bill 

(Sir  AUxandtr  Gordon,  Mr.  JU'Lagan) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  I°*  Feb  10  [Bill  74] 

O'Beibn-e,  Colonel  F.,  Leitrtm 

Ireland — Imh  Land  ComnisiioD — Appeals  at 

EnniddUen,  1357 
Farliament— Queen's  Speeob,  AddreN  in  An- 
swer to,  705,  1184 

O'Bbiek,  Sir  P.,  King'*  Co. 

Iretand— Exttm  Police  In.  ia  Kezrj,  1438. 
1424 

State  of— Interferenoe  of  roliee— Miobael 
Baaleao,  1434, 1485 

O'Brieit,  Mr.  W.,  MaUow 
Ireland — Questions 

Extra  Polioe  Tax — Groan  nod  BalUna- 

elough,  846,  647 
Law  and  Justice — E  xamioalioD  of  Witnosses^ 
583 

Uv  and  Polleo~IIUre«tmeot  by  the  PoUce 

— Miohael  Banican,  1748; — iDqairiesia 

Dnblin  CasUe,  817 
PoHoe  Protection— The  Earl  of  Kannure's 

Ken?  Estate.  1746 
PreTontion  of  Orime  Aot,  1863— (yBrieo, 

Qilbeoly,  Md  Hodoett,  Heam.,  1806 
Stato    uf  —  Assassinations  — -  Magisterial 

Inqnirjr  at  Kilaaioham.  847 
Farliauient-^Cooumttee  of  Selection.  1011 

[COKt. 


(VBBnir,  Hr.  W.— oont. 

Parliament — Qneen'a  Speeeh,  AddPMi  !■  An< 
ever  to,  013.  M4»  0OS,  eS7.  «a>,788, 

90f,  1190 

Snp^r— Sopplemntary  Esiinatea.  1SS3-3  — 
Chief  Secretary-  to  the  Lord  Lieotanaot 
of  Ireland,  Ao.  Anaendt.  1668,  1810, 
1641 

Orininal    PraeeeutfoM,  As.  U  IreUnd, 
167S. 1969,  1971,  1070 

0'Ck>irHOB,  Mr.  A.,  Qwrn's  Co. 

Armj  ( A oxiliar/  Forces) — Irish  Volunteers, 

1739 

Army — Royal  Barraoks,  Dublio,  401 
Borongh  Francbise  (Ireland),  SR.  1696,  1S97 
Excise  Department — ^Heiirement  of  Ofllaen, 
1255 

Inland- Drainage— VaUar  of  the  BwnrOT, 

403,  1743 

ECeport  of  the  Pablie  Works  Commlsslonen, 
1740 

Navy  (Snpplementaty  Estimate),  1881-6— 
Military  Operations  in  Egypt,  1499,  1600, 
1501 

Parliament — Questions 

Committee  of  Seleolion.  970 
Election  of  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Heani, 
1830 

N««  Rules  of  Frooedure,  1361  ^^Standing 
Committees,  418 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  ia  An- 
swer to,  Amendt.  1038 
Parliamentary  Oatbs  Aot  (1660)  Amendment, 

Motion  for  Leave,  365 
Post  Offloo  (Sarings  Bank  Department),  1603 
Supply— Snpplementary  Bstinutea,  1683-3— 
Board  of  Trade,  1006 
Obarity  Oommission,  1657 
Chief  Secretary  to  tlie  Uvd  Lieutenant  of 

Ireland,  Ac.  1844 
Consular  Services,  2016 
Customs  Departmeot.  3033 
Diplomntie  and  Consular  Buildings.  Ae. 
1549, 1550 

Embasdei  and  Missioni  TAbroad,  80U- 

3013,  3017 
MiscellaneooB  Expenses,  2021,  3033 
Report,  Res.  3,  2024  ;  Res.  4.  s». 
Shannon  Navigation,  1648 
Stationery,  Printing.  Ao.  17T8,  1779 
Treasory.  3030 
Wreck  Commisdon.  1801 
Ways  and  Meant— Inlftndj,Reveniie-^Tncotiie 
Tax  Assesameota,  Ao.  403 

O'OoNNOE,  Mr.  T.  P.,  Galway 
Compulsory  Education  (Ireland),  Res.  1399 
Ireland — Questions 

Law  and  Justice — tmprisonment  of  Mr. 

M'Pbilpln,  1743  : 
Iaw  nod  FoUee— Terenoe;<ihw4i^  1789 
Poor  Law—  Longhrea  Board  of  Goardiaos, 
1731 

Navy  (Supptenentarr  Estbule).  188S>S,1498, 
1409 

Parliament— Committee  «f  SaleetiMi,]  1004, 
1008 

PriTilege  —  Menber  Impriioned  (Mr. 

Ilonly),  87 

Fiuliamcnt — Queen's  Speed),  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  153,  310,  490,  618, 498.  655,  067 ; 
Motion  for  Adjouroroent,  010, 918^^1917  . 
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O'ComoB,  Mr.  T.  P.— 
Port  Office  (Contneta) — Uail  Serrtos  between 

London  ud  Dablin.  IQOl 
Snppl7— Sapplementary  Estitnatei,  1883-3— 
Chief  SeoreUr;  to  th«  Lord  LioatenftDt 
of  ]reliu)d.4c.  1838 
CrlmiDul  Pnweeutioni,  Ae.,  in  Irdiind, 

Ameadt.  1852,  1868, 1871, 1901 
Stotioner/,  FrintiDg,  Ao.  178S 


O'BONJTBLL,  Mr.  F.  H.,  Dungarvan 
Amj  (Indu)— Native  Inilian  Armj,  ffSO 
DAimbuin   Conlereaoe — EsclnuTo    Right  of 
Roiaia  over  the  Kiliit  Month,  811 
CUlm  of  Roumaaia  to  Vote,  171,  SI3 
Eg/pt—  Qaestlonfl 

Marder  of  Profeaaor  Palmer  and  Party, 

173, 173,  U27 
Rebellion  id  the  Sondaa,  680 
Re-organizatton  —  Budget  and  Control, 
U23 

Sale  of  the  Egyptian  Domain  Landi,  090  ; 

India — Questions 

Behar  and  Assam,  1168 
Cooliea  at  La  Rftonion,  815 
Uoroeoo — Ill-treatment  of  Jewesses,  1434 
Kfatire  States — Mohurbhunj,S35 ; — Mysore, 
8S5 

Nowspnper  Press  —  Gorernment  Adver- 
tisiDg.  173,  313 
India  (Madras) — Questions 

Gold  Mining  Companies  aud  Oorernnient 

Officials,  691 
Members  of  Gouneil,  1161 
Tenure  of  Land  by  RelaUTei  of  Civil 
Servants,  1430 
Ireland — Questions 

Law  and  Jastice— Vcrdiots  of  Coroners' 

jMriea.  838,839 
Magistraey— Mr.  Fergoion,  889 
I'ravontioD  of  Crime  Act,  1S82— Mr.  T. 

Harrington,  713,  713 
Pnblio  Health—Water  Supply  to  Cardonagh, 

DoMgal,  593 
Stat*  of— Apprehended  Distrosa,  17fiO 
Naty  (Sopplemeatary  Eatlmate),  1883-3— Mili- 
tary Opemttonf  in  Bgypt,  1<66,  1476; 
Amendt.  1477,  1503,  IffOS,  1808 
Parliament — Questions 

Committeo  of  Selection,  988,  1013 
Election  of  Mr.  T.  Barrington  for  Weat- 

meath,  1031 
PrtrileM— Member  ImprisoMd  (Mr.  Bculy), 
75 

Parllauent — Qyeen*a  Speech,  Addreu  in  An- 
•werto,  Iftt,  207,  »89,  618,631,639,  1073, 
1190 

Post  Offlee  (Contracts)— Mail  Service  between 
London  and  Dublin,  1603 
Savings  Bank  Department,  1600 
Scotland — Sliyo  CroflerB,  170 
Sapply— Supplementary  Estimates,  1883-3— 
Chief  Secretary  to  tbe  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Ac.  1830 
Criminal   Prosecutions,  &c.,   in  Ireland, 

1868,  1872.  1970,  3005 
Embaiaiea  and  Missions  Abroad,  3016 
Fishery  Board.  Scotland^  1797 
,  West  Indies    (Jnmaioa)  —  Scianre  of  the 
"Florence,"  ItHb 


O'DoNOGHOT,  The,  I^oIm 
Parliament--Qneen't  Speech,  Addre«  ia  An- 
awer  to.  1108 


O'Haoah,  Lord 
Nationai   Edooaiioa   (IreUal),  HotisH  ht 
Papera,  390, 391 

0'Keij.t,  Ur.  J*.,  RoteommoH 
India — Gold  Mining  Companies,  1163 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  611,616,017.613,628 

Onsiow,  Mr.  I).  B.,  OuHd/ord 

Egypt— Charges  of  Expedition,  390,  891, 1165, 
1171 

Payment  of  Indian  Troou  fai  EsTpt,  I3C3, 

1741 

India— Law  and  Jotticc— TVial  of  EanpesM 
by  Native  Jndgea,  304 
Newspaper  Preu  —  Govemnent  Adver- 
tising, 178 

Navy  (SupplemeAts^y  Estimate),  1863-3 — 
Military  Operations  in  Egypt,  1 465 

Parliament — Queen's  Speeob,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  030  :  Report,  1244 

Parfiamentary  Oaths  Aet  (1866)  Amendment, 
Motion  for  Leave,  265 

Supply— Egyptian  Expedition  (Gmntin  Aid), 
1883-3.  1333 

Supply— Supplementary  Estimates,  188S-3— 
Embasaiea  and  Missions  Abroad,  3008, 9914 


Obahxobk  asj>  Bbowne,  Lord 

National    Ednoation   (Ireland),  Molioa  for 
Leave,  387,  391 

O'flJOAiTavKusT,  Ur.  B.,  Zimmriei 

Compalsory  Sdacation  (Irdand),  Rea.  1163 

O'Shba,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Clare 
Irelan^Crimc— Alleged  Posting  of  a  Letter 
eontaininr  Dynamite  to  tbe  Lord  Lien- 
tenant  of  Ireland,  854 
State  of— Distress  in  Co.  Clare,  315 
Parliament — Queen's  Sppecb,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  722,  726,  1142 
Tost  Office— Dublin  Mail  Facketa,  411 
Transvaal  Loan — Payment  of  Interest,  818 


O'SumvAN,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Ltmariek  Co. 
Ireland,  State  of— Extra  Police  at  Eilmallo^, 
709 

Parliament — Queen's  Speeob,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  893, 1118 

OxwAT,  Sir  A.  J.  (Chairman  of  Oom- 
mittees  of  'Ways  and  Meana),  Ro- 
chester 

Navy  (Supplementary  Estimate),  186S-S— MiU- 

tary  Operations  in  Exrpt,  1457 
Private  Bills  (Referees),  1895 
Supply — Supplementary  Estimatei,  1S83-3— 
Chief  Secretary  to  tbe  Lord  Lleateoaat 
of  Ireland,  Ac.  1808.  1838,  1841 
Criminal  I'rosccotions,  Ac,  in  IreUndi,  1871 
Fishery  Board,  Seotk^d,  1799 
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Oatlawries  Bill 

Oxforiy    Ayhtihury,    and  ISilropolitan 

Junetum  RaiUoay  BiU  (iy  Order) 
«.  Moved,  •<That  tha  BiU  b*  now  re^d  2«" 
{Jfr.  Z)oddt)  Feb  37,  071 ;  Hoved, "  That 
th«  Debate  be  now  adjourned  "  (Mr.  J.  R. 
Yorke) ;  Motion  agreed  to 
Debate  reromed  Jfar  4, 1099 ;  Debate  farther 
a^jOBmed 

OTster  and  Hnasel  Fisheriea  Orders  Con- 
firmation BiU 

{Mr.  John  Sotm$,  Mr.  Chambtrlain) 
c.  Ordered :  read  1"  •  Feb  IS  [Bill  871 

ItnA  3* •Feb  37 

Faobt,  Mr.  B.  H.,  Somertetshire,  Mid 
Alloa,  DnDfermline,  and  Eirkcnld)'  Raitwar, 

Supply — Supplementarj  Ealimatea,  t8S2-3— 
SUtionerjr,  Frtotliif,  Ae.  1770 

Pariah  Chorches  BUI 

IMr.  Aliert  Ore}/,  Mr.  Buxton^  Mr.  Cturtwld, 
Mr,  Cropper,  Mr.  Slaaletf  ZeifkiMt  Mr. 
JFtHiam  Smry  Oladttone) 

«.  Ordered ;  read      Feb  18  [Bill  64] 

LORDS— 
MuTiira  or  tbs  PAaLtAi»5i  Feb  IS 
The  SetaioD  of  Parlianwit  was  opened  hj 
Commisaion 

deiiTered  bj  The  Loed  Obaiicbllob  Fm  16, 3 
Th«  (taeea'a  Speech  baring  been  reported  by 
The  LoBD  Cbanoiuob;  An  Addreu  to 
IIsR  Majxstt  thereon  moved  hj  The  Earl 
of  DvBHAM  (the  Motion  being  seconded  b; 
The  Lord  Rbat)  Feb  IS,  7;  after  long 
debate.  Address  agreed  to,  iMmtne  die- 
ientietUe 

Personal  Explanation,  The  Marquess  of  Salis* 
bury ;  Observations,  Earl  UrRDTille,  Tho 
Lord  Chanoellor  FA  10,  Iffff 

Hn  Mmbsii's  Auswik  to  thb  Addbbss 

reported  Feb  IS,  280 
Chttirmeai  of  CommitUei—'1\M  Earl  of  Redoe- 

dale  appointed,  nemine  diuentUrUe,  to  take 

the  Chair  in  all  Committees  of  thU  IIodso 

for  this  Sesaioo  F^  Iff 
Committee  Ji»  Priviteget — appointed \5 
Sttb-Ctmmmee  for  ike  /oumaf*— appointed 

Feb  Iff 

AmteeU  CommiUee—AppoiaitdP^'j  15 

Office  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments  and 
OMee  of  the  Oentleman  Ueher  of  the  Black 
Red — Select  Committee  appointed  and  nomi- 
Dated  ;  List  of  the  Committee  Fdt  32,  56ff 

Standing  Orders  Committee — Committco  ap- 
pointed and  nominated ;  List  of  the  Committee 
Feb  22, SOS 

Comniltee  of  Selection — Committco  appointed 
ami  nominated ;  List  of  tlio  Conimitteo 
Feb  23,  fiSe 

[eoKt, 


Pabuahbrt— L0BI>»— «»lt. 
PrwaUBiilt 

All  Petitions  relating  to  Standing  Orders  which 
dial)  bo  pnsented  daring  tho  present  Seirion 
refcrred  to  the  Standing  Orders  Gommittee 
unless  otherwise  ordered  Feb  93 

Ordered,  That  no  Prirate  Bill  brought  from  the 
House  of  Commons  shall  be  read  a  second 
time  after  Tharsdsy  the  31st  day  of  Jane 
next  {and  other  Orders]  Mar  3,  I2ff0 

BuMnen  of  the  Boiue—Legitlaiion,  Questions, 
The  Earl  of  Redeedale,  Earl  Slanbopo ; 
Answers,  Earl  GranTille  Feb  10.  S80 

Tie  Adjownment  for  the  Boater  Rteett,  Ques- 
tion, The  Marquess  of  Salisbury;  Answer, 
Ear]  Granrille  Mar  3,  1201 

COMMONS- 
THE  QUEEN'S  SPEECH 

The  Qdbin's  SpBtCH  having  heea  reported  hj 
Mr.  Speaker ;  An  bumble  Address  thereon 
moved  b;  Mr.  Aoland  (the  Motion  being 
seconded  hj  Mr.  Bdcuaiuh)  Feb  15,  90 

After  debate,  Amendt.  at  end  of  the  third 
paragraph,  insert  "bat  this  House  bomblj 
expresses  Us  opinioa  that  no  snffloient  reason 
has  been  shown  for  the  employment  of 
British  Forces  in  reconstituting  the  Govern- 
ment of  Egypt  and  reorganising  its  afhirs 
nnder  the  authority  of  the  Khedive"  (Sir 
Wilfrid  Lawion) ;  Question  proposed,  *'  That 
thosewordslwthereiniierted;"  alter  farther 
debate.  Debate  adjourned 

Debate  resumed  [Seoond  Night]  Feb  16, 178  ; 
Question  again  proposed,  "That  those  woHs 
be  there  inserted  " 

Amend,  to  tbo  proposed  Amendt.  To  leave  out 
from  bat,"  add  "  whilst  aasuriag  Her 
Majesty  of  onr  support  la  suoh  Measures  as 
may  be  necessary  for  a  satisfactory  settle- 
nwDt  of  tbo  athlra  of  Egyp^  bambly  to 
express  oar  regret  tbtt  stepa  were  not  taken 
at  an  earlter  period  vhiefa  might  have  secured 
such  objects  as  are  of  imporianoe  to  this 
Country,  without  involving  the  necessity  for 
military  operations "  (Mr.  Artltur  BtUfmtr) 
v.;  Question  proposed,  "That  the  words, 
Ac. ; "  after  long  dobate,  QoeitHMi  pat,  and 
negatived 

Question  put,  "  That  the  words  '  whilst  assuring 
Her  Majesty,  Ae.,*  be  tboro  added  t"  A.  144. 
N.  179:  M.9S(D.  L.  3) 

Mnin  Queitioo  again  pn^osed ;  Debate  ad- 
journed 

The  Addreu  —  Mr.  PamtU'a  A»undment, 
QuMtioR.  Mr.  Stuart- Wortley;  Answer,  Mr. 
PamellFefrlO,  316 

Debate  resumed  [Third  Night]  Feb  19,  317; 
main  Question  again  proposed;  after  long 
debat«,  Debate  further  adjourned 

Debate  resumed  [Fourth  Night]  Feb  20,  4U  ; 
main  Question  again  proposed 

Amendt.  in  paragrnph  10,  line  4,  to  leave  oat 
from  "  oinield,^*  to  the  end  of  the  paragraph, 
insert  "and  wo  ventnn  to  express  our 
earnest  hope  that  the  change  of  poUoy  wbieh 
has  produced  these  resulti  irill  be  main* 
(.liLrrt,  nnd  thnt  no  further  attempts  will  bo 
tiiiiJu  to  p-jrchiisQ  tho  support  of  persons 
diwiffectcd  to  Her  Majett/'s  Rule^by  con- 
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Pammawmt— CMMom— 

oewioDB  to  lawleaa  agitation ;  ODd  tbat  the 
eiUteooe  of  daai^roua  secret  ■ocietiea  ia 
Dublin  and  other  pxrta  of  Iho  Counli7  will 
eontinae  to  bfl  met  anrcmiiting  cnergj 
and  vidlanoe  on  the  paj-t  of  tlu  k'xccutive" 
{Mr.  Gmt)  v. ;  <^cctioa  promMed,  "  That 
the  words,  Ae. ; "  aFter  loDf  debate,  Debate 
further  adjourned 
Debate  rcenmed  [Fifth  Niglit]  Feb  21,  60i  ; 
Question  ngam  propoaed,  "  That  the  worda, 
&ts. ; "  after  long  debate,  Debate  further 
adjourned 

Debate  returned  [Sixth  Night]  Feb  23,  597 ; 
Questioa  ugaio  propoMd,  "  That  the  words, 
4e.  ; "  after  dubate,  Mowd«  •*  That  Mr. 
O'Kellj  be  suspended  from  tha  aervtoo  of  the 
Ilonse "  ( The  Marquett  of  Beartitufton) ; 
Question  pat;  A.  805,  N.  30;  M.  380 
(D.  L.8) 

Qoflstfon  again  proposed,  '*  That  the  words, 
At."  039  ;  afler  long  debate,  Debate  further 
adjourned 

Debate  resumed  [Seronth  ^ighf]  Feb  23,  719 ; 
Question  again  proposed,  "That  the  words, 
Ao. after  long  debate,  Question  put; 
A.  300,  N.  176;  M.  83 

Dir.  List,  A.  and  N.,  808 

Main  Question  again  proposed  ;  after  short 
debate,  Debate  further  adjourned 

Debate  resumed  [Eighth  Night]  F€b  3S,  854  ; 
main  Question  again  proposed 

Amendt.  to  tnsert,  at  end  of  10th  paragraph,  after 
"  Exeontive,"  "  And  humbly  to  assure  Her 
Majesty  that  the  manner  in  which  the  excep- 
tional legialation  known  as  the  Crimes  Act  has 
been  and  is  exercised  itf  the  offleials  of  the 
CrowQ  in  Ireland  is  tyrannical  and  unjust. 
That  grosa  licence  of  oppression  is  granted 
to  persons  and  classes  bitterly  hostile  to  the 
mass  of  the  Irish  people.  That  Constitu- 
tional agitation  is  despotioally  impeded  and 
perseented.  That  justice  is  administered  in 
■  most  partial  and  prejudiced  spirit,  and  that 
the  conlldenoe  of  the  people  in  the  applioa- 
tion  of  the  Law  Is  destroyed  by  a  system  of 
jarr  packing  which  has  already,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  vast  majority  of  the  Irish 
people,  led  to  many  iniquitous  sentences  and 
the  execution  of  innocent  persons,  while  it 
is  practically  impossible  to  obtain  justice  or 
protection  for  the  masses  of  the  people  from 
the  present  administrators  of  the  Law.  And 
that,  unless  the  Irish  Executive  abandon 
nnconstliutional  and  tyrannical  courses,  and 
depend  upon  the  Constitutional  administra- 
tion  of  the  ordinary  Law,  tlio  result  may  be 
prejudicial  in  an  extreme  degree  to  the  cause 
of  peace  and  order  la  Ireland "  (Mr.  Par- 
fMO  ;  Question  proposed, "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted ; "  after  long  debate, 
Question  put ;  A.  15,  N.  133  ;  M.  118 
DiT.  List,  A.  and  N.,  931 

Main  Question  again  proposed ;  after  long 
delmte,  Debate  further  .idjourned 

Debate  resumed  [Ninth  Nightj  Ftb  27,  1038 ; 
main  Question  again  proposed 

Amendt.  to  insert,  at  end  of  10th  paragraph, 
after  "Executive." "Humbly  to  usun  Her 
Majesty,  that  the  state  of  distress  nnong  the 
population  of  mnnr  pirts  of  Irdand;  the 

[o»rf. 


PuLLUMSSX—  Ceunm — oemt. 

inadequate  marhinery  of  tbe  Ijwd  Aoi,  and 
its  partial  and  imperfeet  eharaoter,  espet^ly 
with  regard  to  leaeebolders,  the  light  •f 
tenants  to  their  improremente,  t^  purchase 
eystem,  and  the  eoadition  of  ttw  agrieaUnnil 
labourers ;  th*  nnsatiafiMtUT  oparatbm  of 
the  Arrenrs  Act ;  Hm  stal*  of  tike  I^w  of 
Parliamentary  ami  Hanieipal  FVaaehfses  in 
Ireland  :  and  the  eondiUon  of  Loeal  Gorera- 
ment  in  thai  Conotry.  are  all  qwestions 
demanding  the  argent  attention  of  the  Legis- 
lature and  the  Gorernment ;  and  thai  the 
absence  of  any  undertaking  to  legijito  oa 
any  of  these  questions,  or  oa  any  ^lestioa 
aOscting  the  welfare  of  the  Irish  People, 
must  tend  to  promote  dieoentent  and  intensi^ 
disaffection  in  Ireland  "  {Mr.  Artkmr  0'C<m- 
nor)  i  Question  proposed,  "  That  tbeaBwords 
be  there  inserted;"  after  long  dd»ate. 
Debate  further  adjourned 
Debate  resumed  [Tenth  Night]  jNt6  28.  1088; 
Question  again  proposed,"  That  tJhoM  watia 
be  there  inserted ;  Debate  a^joarood  at  •  «f 
the  clock 

Debate  resumed [Elerenth  Nightjiitar  1. 1173 ; 
Question  again  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
he  there  Inserted  ; "  after  long  debate,  Qaes- 
tion  put;  A.  32,  N.  103;  M.  ISI  (D.  L 
14) 

Main  Question  again  proposed,  and,  after  short 

debate,  pnt,  and  agreed  to,  1223 
Committee  appointed,  "  to  draw  op  an  Address 

to  be  presented  to  Her  Hajee^  upon  tlM 

said  Resolntion;"  List  of  the  Oomsaittee, 

1237 

Report  of  Address  brought  up,  and  read  Jfor  1, 
1337 

Mered.  "That  the  said  Address  be  read 

(The  MartptetMo/BartitufUn) ;  altfrdabate. 
Question  put,  and  agtaed  to 
Her  Majesty's  Answer  to  the  Address  r^orted 

Mar  6,  1137 

Privile^,  Ordered,  That  a  Committee  of 

Pririleges  be  appointed  Feb  IS 
Public  Pelitiont,  Select  Committee  appoioted 

and  nominated  ;  List  of  tbe  Consasittee 

Fab  19,  301 

Kitchen  and  He/rethmnt  Boom  (Amim  ef 
Cemfflons),  Standing  Committee  appolntac 
and  nominated ;  List  of  the  C<»BQitl«e 
Feb  ID,  393 

Standing  Orders  CemmiU.ee,  Nominatiea  de> 
ferred  Feb  30,  808  ;  Seleol  Oonmittoe 
nominated  ;  List  of  tbe  OommlttM  Peb  S7, 
071 

PuHie  AeeouiUi  Cwmaittee,  Select  Committee 
nominated  ;  List  of  the  Committee  FA  33, 
688 

Printing,  Select  Committee  appcnoted  aad 
nominated ;  List  of  the  Comxittoe  PA  33, 
688 

PRIVATE  BILLS 
New  Standing  Order,  Moved.  "Where  a  Dill 
haf  ing  been  brought  in  on  Motion  (not  being 
a  Bill  to  conflnu  a  Proriaional  Order  or 
Certifteale)  is  read  the  Ant  time,  and  ordered 
to  be  read  a  seeeod  time,  on  a  day  appointed, 
and  it  appears  thfit  tb»  Standing  Orden 
^       relative  to  Prlmto  Bills  may  b*  appliesUe 
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PuLUMBin— Ooimoira — Private  BiUt—Mnt. 
to  the  Bill,  the  BuBioen  of  Petition*  for 
Pnrftta  BilU  shall,  on  an  Ord«r  of  the 
HooM,  Muaine  tin  Bill  with  respect  to 
oompliaBO*  wHh  the  Standings  Orden,  and 
shall  prooMd  and  report  rortbwith,  and  the 
Order  for  tbe  Seeond  Reading  of  the  Bill 
shall  not  be  afRnted  thereby ;  but,  if  the 
Eiaminer  report  that  any  Standing  Order 
spplioabl*  to  tbe  Bill  hat  not  been  complied 
vith,  and  the  Selaat  Commfttea  on  Standing 
Orders  report  that  sooh  Standing  Order 
engbt  not  to  bo  dispensed  with,  the  Order  for 
the  Sooond  Reading  of  tbe  Bill  or  the  Order 
for  Gomnitoient  thereof,  as  the  oaso  maj  be, 
shall  b«  diaoharged"  (The  Chairman  of 
Wayt  €atd  Matme)  Feb  19,  998  :  ReMlntion 
agreed  to,  and  (Hnlerod  to  bo  a  Standing 
CMer  of  the  Hoasa 

Ordered,  That  this  House  will  not  receive 
any  Petition  for  a  Private  Bill  alter  Friday 
tbe  9th  day  of  Uaroh  next,  unless  such 
PrfTRte  Bin  shall  bare  been  approred  by  the 
Chancery  DiTision  of  the  High  Court  of 
Justioe ;  nor  any  petition  for  a  Prirate  Bill 
approTed  by  tbe  Chanoery  Difision  of  the 
High  Court  of  Juitiee  after  Tneaday  the  8th 
day  of  May  next : 

That  this  House  will  not  receire  any  report 
from  the  Judges  upon  petitions  presented  to 
this  HoiiBO  for  Prirats  BilU  sfler  Tuesday 
the  8th  day  of  May  next : 

OrdM«d»  That  the  said  orders  be  printed  and 
pablisbod,  and  afflxed  on  the  doors  of  this 
Honso  and  Westminster  Hall  (No.  4)  Feb  26 

Private  Bueintii—RaUway  BilU — Inereate  ^ 

Rate*,  Questions,  Mr.   J.  '  W.  Barelay; 

Answers,  Mr.  Cbamberiain  Feb  26,  831 
Private  BilU  {Refereee),  Rules  for  the  Practice 

and  Proeedore  of  the  Raforees  on  Private 

Bills  Mar  9,  1895 

JtVLES  OF  DEBATE-QUESTIONS  Am) 
ANSWERS 

AUmttim  of  (2»e>tiont~'The  Kilmainham 
"  A^/reement,"  Question,  Mr.  Keanard ; 
Insww,  Mr.  Mondalk  Feb  19,  806 

PRIVILEGE 
Inttrferenee  of  a  Peer  in  Eleetioiu—Lord 
CarrinfftMi,  QneHion,  Mr.  J.  R.  Torke; 
Antwar,  The  Attomay  Genwia  Mar  8, 1T9T 
CmUnmerted  EUetiom  —  Satiebnry  Seetien, 
Jndgea'  CertiAoate  and  Report  reoeired  by 
Ifr.  Speaker;  and  ordered  to  be  entered  in 
the  Jonmalt  of  thia  Uoaee  Feb  S7,  lOlfl 


^USIXESS  OF  TBS  SOUSE 

Setwnalion  of  ihe  Right  Sea.  Lj/on  Plagfair 
(Chairman  of  Wage  and  JAont),  Statement, 
Mr.  Iqoa  Playfair  Mar  I,  1217;  Obserta* 
tions.  Sir  Stafford  Nortbeote  Jfar  9, 1260 

EUetion  of  Chairman  tf  Wmye  and  Meant, 
Moved,  "That  Sir  Arthur  Otway  do  take 
tbe  Chair  of  the  Chmmittee  "  ( The  Marquee* 
ef  Barlington)  Mar  2,  1891 ;  after  short 
debate,  QnestioB  pat,  and  agreed  to 

TOXi.  OOLXXTI.  [thibd  sxries.]  \eonU 


PaauAusNT— CouMOin — cent, 
Bueineei  of  the  BMea-~T%i  Jftw  Ride*  if 

Procedure 

The  Standing  Committee*,  Questions,  Mr- 
Raikes,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor:  Answersi 
The  Uarquosa  of  Hartbgton,  Mr.  Speaker 
Feb  20,  112;  Question,  Mr.  Baihes;  An- 
swer, The  Mkrqaess  of  Hartington  Feb  22, 
691;— JA«  Old  Law  (7ourU,  Qaestioo.  Sir 
George  Campbell ;  Answer,  Mr.  Shaw 
Ufovre  Feb  16.  170 

Reference  of  Bill*  to  the  Grand  Ctmmitteee, 
Question,  Mr.  Raikes;  Answer,  The  Mar> 
quesBof  Hartington  SUir  I,  1179 

Qaestion,  Mr.  Arthor  O'Connor ;  Answer,  Hr. 
Speaker  Mar  2, 1261 

Btieinett  of  Vte  Bouie — Order  of  Btieine** 

MoTod,  "  That  the  Notices  of  Motion  and  the 
1st  Order  of  the  Day  be  postponed  until  after 
the  Order  of  the  Day  for  resonaing  the  Ad< 
journed  Debate  on  tbe  Address  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty "{Tht  Marqvett  of  Hartington)  Feb  90, 
398  ;  after  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to 

Mored,  "  That  tbe  Brat  four  Orders  of  the  Day 
be  postponed  until  after  the  Order  of  the 
Day  for  resamtng  the  Adjourned  Debate 
on  an  Amendment  to  the  Address  to  Her 
Majesty"  {The  Marquee*  of  Barlington) 
Aft  91,  60S  :  Motion  agreed  to 

Moved,  That  the  Notices  of  Motions  and  the 
flrst  six  Orders  of  tbe  Day  be  postponed 
until  after  the  Order  of  the  My  for  resamlng 
the  Adjourned  Debate  on  Motion  for  an 
Address  to  Her  Majesty  "  ( The  Marque**  of 
Hartington)  Feb  97,  1026 ;  after  debate. 
Motion  agreed  to 

Moved,  "  That  the  other  Orders  of  the  Day  be 
postponed  until  after  the  Order  of  the  Day 
for  reauming  the  Adjourned  Debate  on  the 
Motion  for  an  Address  to  Her  Majesty,  and 
fiirther  proceedings  thereon  "  (  The  Marquee* 
of  Bartington)  Feb  28, 1097  ;  Motion  agreed 
to 

BnamsB  or  thk  Hosss  iin>  Pdbuo  Busiinss 

Order  of  Pttblie  Buaineu,  Ministerial  8ute- 
ment,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington  Feb  28, 
1148  Questions,  Sir  SUfford  Northeole, 
Mr.  Raikes;  Answers,  The  Marquess  of 
Hartington  Mar  1,  1166 :  Qaatfona,  Sir 
Stafford  Northcote,  Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot ; 
Answers,  The  Marquess  of  UarUngton,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Har  9. 1260  ; 
Qui-stions,  Mr.  J,  Lowther,  Lord  Randolph 
Churchill,  Colonel  Makins,  Sir  Walter  B. 
Barttelot,  Mr.  Gorat,  Mr.  W.  II.  Smith  ; 
Answers,  Tbe  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Hr.  Ghtdstone  Mar  9,  1908  ;^Th*  Gwem- 
ment  Meaturet,  Qaestion,  Lord  John  Man- 
ners :  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Harting- 
ton Feb  19,  308  ■.—PaTliamerUari/  Oath*  AtX 
(1866)  Amendment  BUI,  QueUion,  Mr. 
Schrelber;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of 
Hartington  Feb  98,  714;  Question,  Mr. 
Sohretber:  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  Mar  6, 
1486;  Qaestion,  Hr.  Hioks;  Answer,  Mr. 
Gladstone  Mar  9,  1903; — Seed  Advanee* 
{Seotland)  A'i/, Qaestion,  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  Jfiir  6,  1767  ;— 
Sitting*  in  Supply,  Qaestion,  Lord  Ran- 
dolph Cbarcfaill;  Answer,  Mr,  Gladstone 
Mar  8,  1T6S 
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pARtuHiin— Coiaio>s— wiri* 

Adiimmmeta-The  Bw/er  a»IWo|M.  QoesUoj, 
Mr.  MmiUgae  GoMt ;  Answer,  Mr.  GUd- 
atone  J&r  8.  1759 
IHttribHtion  Pmiimamtarn  P^p^*,  Qow- 
tioD,  Mr.  Bnzton :  Answer,  Mr.  Conrtner 
ifiw  8, 1730  ^    _  ^ 

Ottiion  •/ Jfr.  Ttmadd  BarrtmgUmM  W-ut. 
wuuUi,  QoeBtioni,  Mr.T.  D.  SuUiv8n.Ur.  Par- 
iMli ;  Antwen,  Mr.  TitTelyan  Feb  37, 1020 

7%t  Mid  Clu$hir«  EUction,  Quoetiong,  Mr. 
Brokdhnret,  Mr.  Guj  Dawnar,  Lord  Claud 
Hamilton,  Lord  Raado^tb  CborahiW ;  An- 
twara,  The  Attoroer  General  Jtfar  8, 1795 

PviUe  BxUm— Memorandum  of  Purpo*e$  and 
SnaOmn';  (loeation.  Hr.  Jouph  Cowen : 
Answer,  Mr.  Speaker  Jfor  5.1437 

Tft«  Jdinittry—EKtra'Parliamenteuy  SpeeeKei 
— Speech  of  Mr.  Herbert  QladttoM  at  Letdi, 
QueslIoD,  Mr.  Aehmead-Btttlelt ;  Answer, 
The  Mar^ucu  of  Uartington  Feb  33,  704 ; 
Qneation,  Mr.  Asbmead-Bartlett ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Goartoey,  116 

This  EouM—Tele^nio  ConMuntMboti  vnth 
(iU  Exehange,  4u«"Uoi>>  Mr.  Ritchie ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  SW  Ubm  Mar  3.  1361 

ParUamnttiry  Oath  (Mr.  Sradiattgh) 
Letter  rwielTed  if  Mr.  Speaker  fnm  Mr. 
Bradlaugfa,  one  of  the  Members  for  North- 
amptOD 

Qaestion.  Mr.  Labooebere;  Answer,  The 
Mareaeis  of  Hartington  MfHS.tS:  Qaes- 
tiona,  Mr.  Newdegate;  AMwers,  Mr.  Speaker. 
The  Harqneai  «f  BartiBCton  At  l^i  178 

Parliament — Vommitiee  of  Selection 

Sundiag  Order  No.  98  read,  as  followelh  !— 
"There  shall  be  a  Committee,  to  be  desig- 
nated '  The  Committee  of  Selection,'  to 
oonsist  of  the  Chairman  of  the  Seleol 
Committee  on  Sunding  Orders,  who  shall 
be  AS  t^lkio  Obairman  thereof,  and  Fire 
other  Members,  who  shall  be  nominatod  at 
tba  oommenoemeot  of  everf  Session,  of 
whieb  Committee  Tbtae  shall  be  a  qnorum  " 
37. 978 

Amaodt.  to  lesTt  out  '*  Fite,"  insert  "  SoTen 
{Sir  /o&»  Mnobray)  v.  i  Question  proposed, 
••  xbat  '  Fire,'  Ao. ; "  after  long  debate, 
Quastion  put,  and  negatired 

(^•stioa  ^posed,  "  That '  Seven,'  Ao." 

Amendt.  to  the  said  proposed  Amendt.  to  leaf  e 
«nt  "Seren,"  insert  "  Ten**  (Jfr.  Rylattdi] 
V.  i Queslien  proposed. "  That  'Se*n^  *o-! 
after  short  debate,  Question  put;  A.  313, 
N.  64  :  M.  169  (D.  L.  13) 

Moved, "  That  Mr.  Cubitt  be  one  other  Member 
of  the  Committao"  <^  John  Mowirajf), 
1007  :  after  short  debate,  <^uBtioa  pnt,  aad 
agreed  to 

Moved, "  That  Sir  Charles  Forster  be  one  other 
Member  of  the  Committee"  (Sir  J<A» 
Mowbray) ;  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

MoTed,  "That  Mr.  Mitoball  Henrr  be  one 
otbff  Member  of  the  CommUtee  "  (Str/oAn 
ifoMt&n^) 

Aveaat.  to  leave  oat  tba  nam*  of  *'Hr. 
Mltehell  Henrr/'  loMt "  Mr.  Jnetia  H'Car. 
thj"  {Mr.  ramelt)  v. ;  Question  proposed, 


PariiaMMat—atmmiUee  of  rStiutum  fm\ 

"That  'Mr.  MitoheU  Henn,'  ♦e.t"  »ft«r 
abort  debate.  Questieo  pat ;  A.  187,     tt ; 
M.  136  (D.  L.  18) 
Other  Members  nominated 
CommiUee  of  Selection  (Special  R4port)-Tu 
ChaiffMn'a  Panelt  Mar  8, 14S8 

ParUament—PrkaU  Bill  Legiehttit* 
Moved,  *'  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Haese, 
the  system  of  I'rlvsto  Bni  I^gislstfoa  eJli 
for  the  attention  of  Pariuraeot.  and  ef  Her 
Biajett7'sGov«mment.and  requires  i^ona" 
(Jfr.  Craig  SeUar)  Mar  6.  161 1 
After  debate,  Amendt.  to  leave  out  **  That," 
add  **  this  Honae  adheres  to  the  Resoletioa 
upon  Frinto  Bill  Legislation,  agreed  to  ea 
the  22nd  of  Mawh  1878  "  (Jfr.  Dodnn)  s-j 
Question  proposed,  "  That  the  wwdi,  *«- 
after  lortber  abort  dabato,  [Homo  oetatsl 
eat] 

Pm^iammi^PriviUge—Uomher  I^ri- 

toned  (Mr.  Seals) 
Question,  Mr.  Parnell :  Answer,  Mr.  Speak* 
Pfft  16,66;  Question. Mr. Sexton  ;  Asavsr, 
Mr.  Treveljan  Mar  9,  1898 
Letter  received  by  Mr.  Speator  from  tte  Ri^ 
Honourable  the  Chief  Jostiea  of  the  Conn  <f 
Queen's  Bench  in  Ireland  FA  16,  67 
Moved,  "  That  the  Letter  do  lie  on  the  TsKs" 

{The  Mcanpuii  of  RarUnglon) 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  do  lie  00  the  Tabls, 
add  "  Informing  the  Ilotue  of  the  w, 
arrest,  and  imprisonment  of  Mr.  Hasly,  a 
Member  of  this  House,  bo  referred  to  « 
Seleot  Committee,  for  the  porpose  ef 
qniringinto  all  the  mattort  connected  wm 
the  proceedings  referred  to  therein,  and  of 
reporting  whether  they  demand  the  fatfcsr 
attention  of  this  House"  {Mr.  ForwiO"-; 
Question  proposed,  "That  the  words, 
after  debato.  Question  put ;  A.  363,  a.  ill 
M.  306  (D.  t.  1)  ,  ^ 

Main  Question  pot ;  Ordered,  That  the  UUtr 
of  the  Chief  Justice  of  the  Court  of  ^M«« 
Bench  la  Ireland  do  lie  opcQ  the  Table 

Fablxaiczitt — HoirsB  or  Lobds 

Feb  16~Tbe  Lord  Eeane,  after  the  dsatb  « 
his  brother 

^  a— The  Lord  MinatM^  (the  HarsMSS  el 
Coayngham),  after  the  dntb  of  w 

&ther 

New  Peen  _  . 

Fei  18— The  Lor*  Ob»ioenor-The  B» 
GraoTiUe,  one  of  Her 
Pripoip^  SecaUries  of  SMs. 
acquainted  the  House  that  Hsr 
Majesty  had  been  pleased  to  erssU 
Boondell,  Uri  SelberM.  ,Lort 
Cbaaoellor  of  Great  SniUB.^ 
Viscount  and  Eari  of  the  UBitst 
SlngdoB,  by  the  style  aaJ  «•  <f 
VisManl  Wolme»  of  Blaekwor,  is 
the  oeaaty  of  SeBthM«P*«"'  *Z 
Eacl  of  Soibonie  in  ths.»» 
ooanty 
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pAiauwR-*L<un>« — New  Ptmn—vmi. 

Sir  Garnet  Joieph  Wolseler,  G.C.B., 
G.C.M.G.,  General  nnd  Adjutant- 
General  of  Her  Majesty's  Foroes, 
and  late  General  Commaoding-iD- 
CbUf  the  Expeditionary  Force  in 
£g7pt,  created  Baron  Wolwle^  of 
Cairo,  and  of  Wolnley  in  th» 
wnmtr  of  Sti^brd 

Pabliajosht— Ho0SB  or  Ooimoira 

Jir«0  WriU  Iiwed 
During  Beee$t~For    Cbelaea   Boron8:h,  v. 

Right  ilon.  Sir  Charles  17entwortIi 
Dilke,  baronet,  President  of  the 
Local  Oovemmebt  Board 
For  Haddington  County,  v.  Hon. 
Francis  Charteria,  commonly  called 
Lord  Elcho,  sailed  vp  to  the  Ilouse 
of  Peers 

Fm"  Mallow  Boroagh,  v.  Right  Hon. 
William  Moor©  Johnson,  one  of 
HkB  Jti^  of  the  Oonrt  of 

Jnatice  in  Ireland 
JWl  V^For  the  County  of  Dublin,  v.  Right 
Hon.   Thomas    Edward  Taylor, 
deceased 

Fti  l^^Fer  NewcMtie  npon  TynSi «.  Aabton 
Wentworth  Dilke,  esquirei  Manor 
of  Northatead 
F<n-  WeitmeaUi  Ooantr,  v.  Hugh 
-  Joaepb  GilU  atquirv^  CliUtero  Hun- 
dreds 

Feb  19— For  Portarliaglon,  v.  Hon, 
Bernard  Edward  l&maby  FitsB 
Patrick,  new  Lord  Caatleton,  called 
up  to  the  Honae  of  Peers 

Mar  1—For  Wyoombe  Borough,  v.  Lieutenant 
Colonel  William  Uenry  Peregrine 
Garington,  commonly  called  the 
Hon.  William  Henry  Peregrine 
Caringtoo,  Manor  of  Nortbstead 
For  Chester  County  (Mid  Division), 
V.  Hon.  Wilbraham  Egerton,  called 
up  to  the  Ilouse  of  Peers 

Mar  7— For  the  Coonty  of  Tipperary,  v.  John 
Dillon*  esquire,  GhiUeiu  Hnadreds 

J^Mff  ^mhtrt  Sworn 

FA  Itf— Bight  Hon.  Sir  Oharlea  W«Dtwortii 
Dilke,  baronet,  Cheltea 
Hon.  Algernon  Fulke  Egerton;  Wigan 
Samuel  Smith,  esquire,  Liverpool 
Lord  Elcho,  Sadainglm  County 
William  O'Brien,  esquire,  MaUiow 
FA  97— John  Morley,  escinire,  CUff  vf  NtW' 
cattle  upon 

Mfar  I — Edvard  Robert  King-Harroan,  esquire, 

County  of  DuHiu 
JfivJ^ Robert  Abraham  Brewster  French 

Brewster,  esqnin,  JBtfnnyA  of  Port' 

arUngtom 

FarHaatentary  Election!  (Closuiji;  of 
Pahlic  Houses)  Bill 

(4fr.  Caritttt,  Mr.  Arthur  PMtf#,  Ifr.  lUingwortht 
Mr.  Jacob  Bright,  Mr,  AiUhnon,  Mr.  Burtf 
J(r.  (yOHmor  Fitter) 
'  e.  Ordcnd ;  nad  1***  Feb  39.        [Bill  103] 


Parliamentary  ElectioiiB  (Cnmpt  and 

Illegal  Practices)  Bill 
{Mr.  Attomt^  Ottmal,  Secniarjf  Sir  WiUiam 
Mareourtf  Mr.  Chamberlain,  Sir  CharJte 
DiVu,  Mr.  SoUeit^  ffenerali 
9.  Ordmd ;  read      AS  16  [BHl  7] 

Parliamentary  Oatba  Act  (1866)  Amend- 
ment Bill 

(Mr.  Attorney  Oeueral,  The  Margueee  ef  Bart, 
infiton,  SeerUarf  Sir  William  Afvourf,  Mr. 
SoHeitor  Oeneral) 
e.  Moved,  *'  That  Hr.  Speaker  do  now  lean  the 
Chair  (for  Committee  to  consider  of  amend- 
ing tho  Ltiyr  relating  to  ParliamenUry 
Oaths)"  JV6  16.  251;  Question  pat;  A. 
160,  N.  70  ;  M.  dO  (D.  L.  S);  Matter  oon- 
aide  red  in  Committee 
Moved,  "That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
move  the  House,  that  leare  be  giten  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to 
ParliamenUry  Oaths  "  (Mr.  Attorney  Oene^ 
ral);  after  short  debate.  Moved,  "  That  tho 
Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave 
to  ait  again  "  (Mr.  dtaptin)  ;  after  further 
short  debate,  Question  put;  A.  69,  N.  150; 
M.  87  (D.  L.  4) 
Original  Qoettion  again  proposed,  368 ;  Moved, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  now  leave  the 
Chair"  {Lord  Benry  Lennoa);  Question 
pat ;  A.  69,  N.  Ml ;  U.  83  (D.  L.  fi) 
Original  Question  agun  proposed ;  after  short 
debate,  Moved,  "That  (he  Cbairmaa  do 
report  Progreei,  and  aak  lean  to  lit  again  " 
{Mr.  MoUoy) ;  after  further  abort  debate, 
Question  put ;  A.  61,  li.  Uff ;  M.  81  (D. 
L.  6) 

Original  Question  again  proposed,  966  ;  after 
short  debate,  Moved,  "That  the  Cbairmaa 
do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  ait 
again"  {Mr.  Bereiford  Hope);  Qoeetiou 
put.  and  agreed  to ;  Committee— a.r. 

Matter  again  eonsidered  in  Comrnittee  FA  19, 
884 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  the  Chairman 
be  directed  to  move  the  House,  that  leave 
be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  amend  the  I<aw 
relating  to  Parliamentary  Oaths''  (ifi-. 
Attorney  GenenU) ;  after  abort  debate,  Qnet> 
tien  pat ;  A.  184,  N.  08  ;  M.  181  (D.  L.  Y)  : 
Buolntion  roported;   BUI  ordered;  road 

[BUI  89] 

Pahkkll,  Mr.  O.  S.,  Cork  City 
Address,  The — ^Mr.  Pamell's  Amendment,  318 
Bwongh  Franohiie  (Ireland),  3B.  1700, 1880 
bdiina— Questiona 
Distresi  in  Sligo,  1484 
Extra  PoUee  Tax  in  Kerry,  1424 
Prevention  of  Grime  Act,  I8S3— Harring- 
ton, Mr.T.  713 
SUte  o^Deatha  by  Starvation,  810 
Paribmuk—GonuniUeo  of  Soleettonf  996 ; 

Amendt.  1008 
Parliament— Election  of  Mr,  T.  Han^gton 
for  Westmeatb,  1022 
Privilege— Member  Impriieqed  (Mi'.Henly), 
60 ;  Amettdt.  70, 78 


3  T  2 


Digitized  by 


Goo 


PAB 


PAT 


.j6. 


PAT 


PXiA 


PAEintx,  Mr.  C.  S.— «oaf: 

Partianent— Qoem't  Speeob,  Addren  in  An- 
fwer  to,  449,  401,  40S,  018.  639.  034,  087, 
638,  666,  668;  Motion  for  A^oardmeiit, 
68S,  716,  732,  743,  743,  804,  936,  1084, 
1196.  1204,  1210,  1211 
Po«t  OlBoe  (  Con tracta)— Mall  Serrioe  bvtwoen 

London  and  Dublin,  1603 
Supply— SnppUmantary  EstlmatM,  1882-3 — 
Chief  Saentarr  to  tfaa  Lord  Ltaatenant 
of  Ireland,  Ao.  1808,  1816,  1840. 1841 
Criminal  ProMonttona,  Ao.  in  Ireland,  Mo- 
tion for  reporting  FrofreM,  1868, 1876, 
19S0,  1989,  2004 
Irish  Land  CommifsioD,  Motion  for  report- 
ing ProgreM,  3006 
Royal  TJntreriity  (Ireland)  Buildingt,  1044 

FarochiAl  Boards  (Scotland)  BUI 

{Dr.  Catiuron,  Mr.  BaxUr,  Mr.  BareUy,  Mr. 
MMiintMh) 
«.  Ordmd;  nad  1*«  JM  10  [BiU  13] 

Parochial  Charitiei  (London)  Bill 

{Mr.  Bryee,  Mr.  Pril,  Sir  Etnry  Fe$Jt,  Mr. 
WiUttr  Jtrnm^  Mr.  Cttttn,  Mr.  Da^') 
«.  Ordanii  Madl**  Aft  10  [BiU  98] 

Partnerslupi  BiU  {Mr.  SerjHmt 

SimoH,  Mr.  Ortgwry,  Mr.  Atmn,  Jfr.  Uwi* 
Mr.  jr«rM0H() 
e.  Considered  la  OommUtae ;  Resolatloo  agreed 
to,  and  reported ;  BiU  ordered ;  read  1*  * 
F4b  16  [BiU  40] 

Pat0»i*  and  3Vai»  Mmrha—ConMlidatiim 

Qnestloni,  Mr.  8tmrt.Wemey,  Mr.  W.  B. 
Smitb;  Aniwere,  Mr.  Cbamberlaio  JMor  1, 
1163 

PstoBts  for  InToiitioiia  BiU 

(Jfi\  CkamUriain,  Mr.  Sttieitor  fftntrat,  Mr. 
Jdin  B^mi) 
t.  Ordend  ;  read  1»*  Feb  16  [Bill  3] 

Patents  for  InTOntions  (No>  2)  BiU 

(Sir  Jthn  tuibod,  Mr.  WUtiam  Bmry  Smith, 

Mr.  J.  Zawranet) 
$.  Ordered  ;  road  1»»  Ftb  16  [Bill  83] 

Bead  2*,  after  abort  debate  JVi  27,  1090 

Patents  for  InventioBS  OXo-  3)  BiU 
{Mi:  AudtrtM,  J&.  Brcwn,  Mr.  Srtadhuntt 
Mr.  JtuJtton,  Mr.  Hin4»  FiUmei^ 

«.  Orderwl :  read  1'*  Ftb  91  [BUI  90] 

JUad  2*  F*i  37,  1080 

KiXBiat,  Mr.  B.  W.  OooHBAV-,  Jfnhir*, 

Faetonr  and  Education  Aet  (Scotland).  Rn. 
MIO,  1935 


Papnent  of  Wages  in  PaUSo-bmsN 

Prohibition  BUI  [B  L.] 

k  Pnaaated ;  nad      Fat  16  fKo.  1) 

Mored,  "Tbtt  tbo  BUI  be  sow  read  S-" 

Mar  6,  1066 
Amendt.  to  leave  oat  ("no*,")  add  ("tfait 
day  three  raontbs*')  (TV  Lord  BramweU); 
after  debate,  on  Qneation,  Tbat  ("now,") 
A«.f  Cent.  M,  Not-Oent.  tO;  M.  38; 
reaolved  in  the  afflnnatiT* ;  BUI  read 
Liat  of  Cont  and  Not-Coot,  1689 

Pbase,  Sir  J.  "W.,  Durham,  8. 
Alloa,  Dunrermline,  and  Kirkcaldy  Railway,  ?R. 

007,  966.  1090 
Parliament — Private  BUI  Legislation'— Keeirti* 

tlona,  1637 
Seed  Advaneea  (Seotland),  1907 
Snpply— Supplementary  Ealimatea,  1889-S— 

Criininal  Proeeootiona,  Ao.  in  IreUnd,  1981 
Treaty  of  Tien-Tain— Opian  Dalies,  079 

Fkabe.  Hr.  A.,  WlUiig 
Opinm  Snugglint  (Hong  Kong),  1018 
Spain— Slawy  in  Cuba,  626 

Pbsk,  Sir  H.  W..  5wtw,  Mid 
General  Poet  Ottee— Extannen  of  BuUdings, 
167 

Bletropolitan  and  Uetropolitao  Diitriot  Bail- 
ways,  1106 

PttOT,  Bight  Hon.  Eari,  JPjrM— ilip 

land, 

Army — Armoared  Train  at  Alexandria.  1731 
ABXillary  Forces  —  Volunteer  tTniformi^ 
1161 

Cmeliy  to  Aaimal*  Aeti  AaoDdesent,  SR. 
1664 

Supply— Supplemontarr  EaUmataa,  1882-^ 
Foreign  Offioe,  1500 
HnaaM  oT  PaiUamoat,  IMt,  1640 

pEBOT,  Lord  A.,  JfMtmituUr 

Army   (Supplementary  Gatimato),  18624— 

Expeditionary  Poroe  to  £gyp(,  1867 
Craetty  to  Aaiowls  Acu  Ameodmenl,  >R.  1687 
Uetropolitan  Diatrist  Rattnay  —  Tinitilatiiv 
Shaft*  on  the  Thamea  Embuiknioot,  1411 

Perpetoal  Leases  Wl         («*■.  B^rtiar, 

Mr.  Swarif  Dr.  Far^t^wrton) 
«.  Ordered  ;  read  1«*  F^  31  [BUI  97] 

PuTTAUt,  Eight  Hon.  Lyon( f CSiair- 
man  of  Oommitte«s  of  Ways  and 
Heana  and  Deputy  Speaker),  JEfia- 
htrgh  and  8t.  AndtMU  VnivtrtitUt 

fBarry  Dock  and  Railways,  9B.  960 
Compulsory  EdneatioD  (IreUnd),  Ret.  1973 
Factory  and  Ednoatien  Aet  (Seotbnd). 
1626 

fParliainent— Resignation  of  the  Right  Boa. 

Lyon  Playlair  (Chaimaa  ef  CMDmittaes), 

Statement,  1247 
fParlianeatary  Oaths  A«t  (1866)  AnandliMf. 

Motion  for  Leave.  357,  960.  360 
tPrirato  BiUi— New  Standing  Older,  Kei.  399 
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PtmrxET,  BSght  Hon.  D.  E.,  J?«iZift 

Borough  FnneblM  (Ireland),  9R.  17OI 
Parliaoifliit— Qdmb'i  Speeofa,  AddMM  in  Ao' 
.  lvtrto,Ml.S44,890»  1269.  1911 

PtfuaM,  iSfli*  0f—Legitlat%on  —  Patent 
Medieintt 

QaeMioD,  Mr.  Wartoo;  Aanror.Hr.  Maade)I« 

Police  Bill  (Jfr.  Seerttary 

Sir  WilUam  Sareourt,  TA4  Lord  AdvocaU) 
9.  Ordered :  read  1"  *       36         [BiU  108] 

PoUe*  Forct,  The— Sup&rannuation 
UneetioD,  Sir  Boorf  Selwin-Ibbetaon ;  Aniwer, 
Ur.  Hiblwrt  Pei  It,  178 

Poor  Law 

D^wiation  of  Pauptn,  QaoBtlon,  Mr.  Shav  ; 

ADBWor,  Sir  Cbariei  W.  Dlike  Mar  8.  17S0 
Yaceination  of  Fatiptr  CklUtw,  QiMttlon, 

Mr.  Hopwood;  Aniwer,  Sir  Oharlei  W. 

Dilka  Mtr  e,  1607 

Poor  Law  Otuurdians  dreland) 

{Mr.  M'Coan,  Mr.  Gray,  Mr.  O^SuUivm,  Mr. 
Mn^artam) 
tf.  Oriani  i  read  1"*  Fa  IS  tBUl  80} 

Poor  BemoTal  and  Settlement  (Ireland^ 

Bill  {Sir  S*rvep  Bnun,  Mr. 

CMTft  Mr.  Ltwi^i  Mr.  OfSutUvm) 
«.  Oidered ;  read  !»•  Ptb  18  [BUI  30] 

FoBTEB,  Bight  Hon.  A.  M.  (Attornej 
General  for  Ireland),  iMuhndmy 
Co. 

Iraland — Qnutlona 

Crimo  aad  Oatmigfl — Keportod  Mflrder  of 

Lord  ArdilaDQ't  Bailiff.  1809 
Lav  and  Joatiee— Verdieta  of  Oeronnv* 

Joriaa,  8W 
MagiatraoT— Londondeny  Pettj  Seiaioiu 

—Mr.  O'Meill,  707 
Statata  34^  Edward  III.,  eap.  1— Im^wn> 

insnt  of  Meure,  Heal/,  Davitt,  and 

Quinn,  174 

Parliamflot — Queen's  Speech,  Addreu  in  An- 
•wer  to.  S«7.  M»,  87J»,  877,  878,  883 

Suply^nWleiBetitatT  Eetimatw,  188S-S— 
Oriminal  Proeeentien,  *e.  in  Ir^d,  1880, 
1871,  1673,  1088,  1080,  1087,  1088, 1093, 
1994 

Ptrtti^ 

Muetmbiqtit  Tarif,   1877.  QoeetiOD,  Mr. 

Stevenaon ;  Anawer,  Lord  Edmood  Fiti- 

nwnrlee  Fei  30,  848 
7%§  Rivtr  Cmgo,  Qoeatioo.  Mr.  Bourke; 
'  Auwer,  Lord  Edmond  Fitnaanrioe  Mar  ff, 

1439 

{8e«  title  A/Woa  ( Wm  ComQ 


Post  Ofpiok  (Owf^tmi) 

Contraet»~Tke  Mail  Service  hetuteen  London 
and  Dublin,  Questions,  Lord  Claud  Uaniil- 
too  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Courtney  Feh  16,  166  : 
QueitioD,  Mr.  O'Shea  ;  Aasoer.  Mr.  Shair 
Lefefre  30,  41 1  ;  Question,  ].or<{  Claud 
Hamilton  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Courtney  Ffb  3o. 
8£8;  Qnastioaa,  Mr.  Gibson,  Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor,  Mr.  Dawson,  Mr.  Harnetl;  An- 
swers, Mr.  Courtney  Mar  6. 1601 

Qenercd  Pott  Offiee — Externum  of  Suildingt, 
Question,  Sir  Henry  Peek ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Shaw  LefeTre  Ftb  Ifl,  167 

Lettera  for  India,  Question,  Mr.  Keanard ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Shaw  LeftTre  Feb  10. 807 

Mait$  to  tAe  United  Statea,  QneBtioa.  Mr, 
Baxter ;  Answer,  Mr.  Shaw  LefeTre  FA  33. 
673;  Question,  Mr.  Baxter;  Answer,  Hr. 
Fawoett  Mar  5,  1400 

Savtngt  Bank  Department — Re-orgaviiation, 
Qoestions,  Mr.  Kennard ;  Answers,  Mr. 
Fawoett  Feb  37,  1030;  Mmr  0,  1804; 
QneatioDS,  Mr.  Artlrar  (VCouior,  Mr. 
O'Donnell ;  Answers.  Mr.  Fawcett  Mar  8, 
1606;  Question,  Mr.  Kennard;  Anawor. 
Mr.  Faweett  JKirO,  1744 

FoTTXB,  Mr.  T.  B.,  BatihiaU 
Parliament— Qaean'i  Speeeb,  Addren  ia  Ad» 
swer  to,  763 

FowxB,  Mr.  J.  O'Connor,  JA^ro 
Irelaad— (^neetlont 

Irish  Fanina  «f  1847'-PB7nwnt  of  the 

Debt  resulting,  1171, 1173 
Land  Law  Act,  1881— See.  81— Af^liea- 

tions  for  Loans,  588 
Relief  of  Distress  Act— Seed  Loans,  583 
SUte  of— Distreaa  in  the  West— Depnta- 
ItoB  of  CatboUe  Billiopa,  064 
Ireland— Compulsory  EdooaUoD,  Rea.  1304 
Parliament — Queen's  Speeeb,  Addreaa  in  An- 
awer  to,  471,  1008,  1077,  1076, 1061.  1064, 
1067,  1001.  1176 
Supply — Supplementary  Estimates.  I883-S— 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieotenank 
of  IreUod.  Ao.  1838 
Crininal  Proeeeotions,  Ao.  in  Ireland,  1903 
Fiibery  Boards,  Sootlaod,  1701 

PoTBB,  Ifr.  B.,  WaUrford 
Parliament— Queen's  Speeeb,  Addreu  la  An- 
swer to,  630, 1139 

Fowis,  Earl  of 
Army — Promotion — Rojtf  Warrant — Arttolo 

30,  381 

Prtvmtion  of  Crime  (IreUnd)  Aet,  1883 

—840  16 

The  Itvpdriea  in  TMIin  Cattle,  Notiot  of 
QaestioD,  Mr.  O'Brien  Fei  19,  317 

The  Atiattinatiom — M<uitterial  Inqviry  at 
ClmaiiAam,  Notioes,  air  ilerbert  Maxwell, 
Lord  Randolph  ChnrebUI;  QaesUoa,  Sir 
Stafford  Northoote ;  Answer.  Mr.  TrerelyaB 
Feb  19,  395 ;  Questioos,  Sir  Herbert  Max- 
well, Major  Dickson ;  Answers.  Mr.  Tre- 
relyan.  Sir  William  Uaroourt  Feb  20,  408  ; 
Question,  Mr.  O'Brien ;  Antver,  Hr.  Tro* 
veijan  Feb  36,  647 
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PrtvmtionofCrim  ^Ireland)  Aet,  1882— 5«.  1« 
—coot. 

Jnttrviewa  with  Jamet  Carey,  the  Informer, 
QueatioD,  Mr.  Gfior^e  RusMll ;  Antw«r,  Hr. 
TreveljaiJ  Feb  20,  863 

Mr.  7¥mo<A{r  Barrit^toi*^  QueBtions,  Mr.  Jacob 
Bright,  Mr.  O'Donnell,  Mr.  Parnell ;  An- 
swerB,  Mr. TreTelyan/>i 23, 712;  Question, 
ColoDfll  Kinf-H»nnan  ]  Aniwer,  Mr.  Tr«- 
T*l7ttn  ;  QueatioD,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Ino  repl^] 
Mar  d,  1897 

Mmn.  (/Brien,  GVhooly,  and  HodneU, 
'  (toflifctoai,  Mr.  O'Brien,  Colonel  King- 
Hurman;  Anmrt,  Mr.  Trcnrelraa  Mar  9, 
1698 

PreTdntiOB  of  Crime  (Ireland)  Act  (1882) 
(Audience  to  Solicitors)  Bill 

(Jfr.  Undlatir,  Mr.  Doddt,  Mr.  Ortgory,  Mr. 
Given) 

«.  Ordmd ;  md  I**  •  Fei  1«  [BUI  61] 

Priton$  {England  and  WaUi)—  Wardsrt 

in  Convict  Pritont 
Question,  Mi*.  R.  N.  Fowler;  Aniwer,  Sir 
William  Haroourt  Feb  22,  589 

FriTate  Lunatic  Asylums  (Ireland)  Bill 

(Jfr.  William  Corbet,  Mr.  Slake,  Mr.  Dillwyn, 

Mr.  Damon,  Mr.  Riekard  Power) 
t.  Ordrnd  ;  read  1'  •  fVft  19  [BUI  90j 

FuUie  Dtpartmentt^Tke  Emphymeni  of 
Pentvm«r» 
QoMtloD,  Sir  Treror  Lawrence;  Answer.  The 
MtrqneM  of  Qartlaitm  Mar  8, 17«1 

Pvhlic  ffeaUh 

Lead  Poisemng,  Qoeition,  Mr,  Burt ;  Auwer, 

Sir  William  Uaroourt  F^  19,  311 
Vaeeinaiion  Aeta — Cote   of  Mr.  Armfield, 
QveaUoB,  Mr.  P.  A.  Tajlcv  ;  Auweft  Mr. 
Hibbert  Mar  8, 17«7 

Fatdio  Etoaltb  (Scotland)  Provisional 
Order   (Fraserbnr^b  Waterworks) 

Bill  {Tke  Lord  AivoeaU,  Secretary 

Sir  William  Marcourl) 
c.  DidfMred  txwB^V  Ftb  16  [Bai  2] 

Public  Honse  Iiicensin;  Committees  Bill 

(Jfr.  BarraHf  Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler,  Mr. 
Jttctcnm) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  !»•  Jfar  5  [BUt  110] 

Ptiblio  Worship  Begnlatiou  Acrfa  (1674) 
Amendment  Bill  (Jfr-  Jteid^ 

'  JA>.  Albert  Orey,  Mr,  Stuart-  Worthy) 
«.  OrAend ;  read  1«  •      SS         [Sai  109] 

PuLBBToN,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Devtmport 

^^pt— Earl  of  DaArln's  Letter,  1170 
-  £ngtand  and  Heiioo—DiptomatiD  Oooimnlea* 

tlun,  307 

[Mmf. 


PpLSSTOH,  Mr.  J.  H. — eoni. 

Ireland— Lnw  and  JuBtioe— Eztradltioa  of  P. 

J.  Shendan,  UI7 
Metropolitan  Distrlot  Railway  —  VentHitft; 

Shafts  on  the  Thames  Embankment,  1747 
Naval  and  MilrtMrf  Euinuiles,  S07 
Navy  (Supplementarr  Eatioiate).  1882-S— 

Military  Operations  in  Egypt,  1475, 147S 
Supply— Amy  and  NaT/  EstitnatMr,  IMS 

Eaikes,  Right  Hon.  H.  0.,  Pruton 
Military  Operatioaa  (Egypt),  Res.  1311 
Parliament— Questions 

BosinesB  of  the  Ilouae,  1167 
CommiUee  of  Selection,  97ff 
Election  of  a  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Meant, 
1331 

New  Rnlee  of  Procednre — Standing  Com 

mittees,  412.  413,  414,  694.  bW,  II72 
Private  Bill  Legislation— Reaololions,  1633 
Pariianent— Queen's  Speecb,  Add*e«  in  An* 
swer  to,  Motion  for  Adjournmont,  803, 807 

Rmkoayt 

Ratee  attd  Farei—Reeammndatina  of  At 
Sektt  Cammitte^,  QuoBtions.  Mr.  Tomlinsoo ; 
Answers.  Mr.  Chamberlain  Feb  10,  398; 
F4b  S3.  593 
Workmen's  2Vat«te,  Questions,  Sir.  Broadhnrst, 
Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross ;  Answen,  Hr. 
Chamberlaia  Feb  SB,  837 

Eailways  (Ireland)  Bill  (Jft"- 

Mr.  Joeeph  Oowm,  Mr.  iWy,  J^.  Tkemei 

Dieieen,  Mr.  0*Bulliva»,  Colonel  ITetan,  Sit 
Jomph  MKenna,  Mr.  Berteford) 
c  Ordered  ;  read  l"  •  FOt  16  [BUI  53] 

Bathboitb,  Mr.  W.,  Camarvonthirt 
Parliament— Queen's  Speeeb,  Address  lo  An- 
swer (o,  1091 

Eeay,  Lord 

Parliament— QnMli*!  8pBMh,  AMnN  iB  A» 
■wer  to,  15 

Bbdssdale,  Earl  of  (Ohainuan  of  Com- 
mittees) 
Braithwnite  and  Buttermere  Bailwitf. 
1365 

Channel  Tunnel  Scheme,  816 

Charity  Commitsionera— Scheme  fiv  St  Sn- 

stan's-in-tbfl-East,  1893 
Laud  Uw  {frehutd)  Aet.  1881,  fiei.  811,  tM  ' 
Metropolitan     ImprovemMts  ^  Wdlln^ 

SUtae,  386 
Parliament— Badness  of  th«  Bonio,  380 

Reed,  Sir  E.  J.,  Cardiff 
Cona— TimUes  with  Great  arttaia  sad  m 
United  Statea,  684 

Begifltratlon  of  Slrau  BQl 

(Jfr.  Barron,  Mr.  JTcnrwrf,  Jfr.  Jfaa^ 
«.  Ordered  ;nadl**A»  18  [BOIM] 
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Bagistration  of  Voters  (IreUnd)  Bill 

{Mr.  William  Corbet,  Mr.  Callan,  Mr.  Damon, 

Mr.  JTiUiam  O'Britn^  Mr.  Oraj/) 
«.  Oidmd ;  iwd  1"  •  Aft  IB  [BUI  Si] 

Begristratioii  of  Totere  (Ireland)  (Ho.  3) 

JSSi  {Mr.  Meldon,  Mr.  Shau,  Mr. 

MiUhtUBenry.Mr.BnOUiUr,  Colonel Nblati) 
t.  Ordwed  ;  read  1«  *  Feb  16  [BUI  86] 

Ebid,  Mr.  B.  T.,  Btrtford 

Crneltr  to  Animals  A«M  AnHndmeiit,  SR. 
1676 

BeUflf  of  DiBtresB  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr.  Bym$,  Mr.  FartuU,  Mr.  0'X$Ify,  Mr. 
WiOtrnm  CbrM) 
«.  Ordand ;  rwd  16  [Bill  M] 

BeprMOLtatiTe  Feeft  (Scotla&d)  BiB 

{Th*  Lord  ChmeOUr) 
t.  PrMentfld ;  nad  l\  after  ahort  dalnUa  FA  se, 
816  (No.  5) 

Qnestion,  ObMrraUoni,  The  Kari  of  Qallowar ; 
Rvfij,  The  Lord  CliaiMwUor  Jfor  S.  1685 

B^roMDtatlTO  Feen  (Scotland)  Election 
Proeedvn  Bill  [>.■»] 

{Tht  Bart  ^  0«MMn^) 
/.  FrvMHitad ;  road  1-.  aftar  ihort  delwta  Fth  37, 
9ii  (No.  8) 

EiOHABD,  Mr.  H.,  Sferthyr  7)fdnl 

Paiiiamanfe— Qnnn'i  Spetoli,  AddreM  In  Ad- 
•war  to,  188, 109 

BiOHAnnsov,  Mr.  J.  N.,  Armagh  Co. 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Addreu  in  An- 
■war  to,  640, 1116 

BiTOHiE,  Mr.  0.  T.,  Tower  Samk($ 
Csatoma  Re-organisation— New  Warehonung 

Sobeme— Snrrejore,  841,  843 
Booaeof  Commons— Telephonic  Communica- 
tion with  the  Eiohange,  1361,  1363 
Nav7  (Supplementary    Eetimate),  1883-3— 
MUiUrj  Operation!  in  Egypt.  USS,  1457 

BiTers  (^nserrancy  and  Floods  FreTm- 
tion  Bill 

{Mr.  DoAfm,  Sir  Chmrln  DUkt,  Mr.  Sibbtrt) 
«.  OrdBNd :  r«ad  1«  •  ifor  7  [Bill  1 18] 

BoBBBTSoiT,  Mr.  H.,  Shrewaburtf 

Parliament— Privata  BUI  Legislatioo— RoioId* 
^>Bi»  1640 

BoBBBEBT,  Earl  of  (Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  tiie  Home  Department) 
P^mairt  of  Wagaa  in  PnUio-hooaea  Prdiibi- 
tion,  SR.  1578, 1S7T 

Boss,  Mr.  0.,  St  Ivm 
Cmdti  to  Animals  Acts  Amendment,  SR. 
1808 


BojbI  Bnblin  Society  (Htlseam  of  Soience 

and  Art)  Bill 

{Mr.  Courtney,  Mr.  Eerbtrt  Oladstont) 
e.  Ordered;  read  l«»i!V*  16  [Bill  lO]  ~- 

RusBELL,  Mr.  0.,  Dundalk 
Parliament — Queen's  Speed),  Address  fai  An- 
swer to,  1086, 1061 

BnasEU,.  Mr.  G.  W.  E.,  JyUthtry 

Ireland,  SUte  oF— Asaaaslnatioas— Intnrriews 
with  James  Carey,  the  Informer,  803 

Pariiunont— Qoeen'i  Speeoh*  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  087, 080,  040 

BTi.Ain)B,  Mr.  P.,  SurnUy 

CenstH  RetomS  (England  and  Seetlaad),  TH 
Diplomatic  SetTlce— Sir  Angastua  Pa^t,  310 
Navy    (SuppIemwiUry   Estimate),  1883-8— 

Military  Operations  in  Egypt.  U53 
ParliameDt— Committee  of  Seleetioo,  978; 

Amendt.  1003 
Parliament — Queen's  Speoob,  Address  tn  An-  . 

awer  to,  190 
Sapply— Supplementary  Estimates,  1883-8— 
IMplomatio  and  Consular  Buildings*  dte.* 

Amendt.  1546 
nouses  of  Parliament,  1041 
Stotionery,  Printing.  Ac.  1768 
TransTsal,  188S-8.  1810 

Sale  of  Intozioatiiig  LiqiiorB  drdaad) 
BiU 

{Mr.  Meldon,  Mr.  Whitworth,  Mr.  Blake) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  1«*  Feb  16  [BUI  49] 

Sale  of  IntozicatiBg  Idqaori  on  Sunday 
Bin 

{Sir  JoMfh  Pm««,  TiaeomU  OitflfrwvA) 
«.  Ordered :  road  !*•  Fab  10  [BOl  «T] 

Bale  of  Intozicatinff  Licinors  on  Sunday 
(No-  2)  Bill 

(Mr.  Suventen,  Mr.  Birlfy,  Sir  William  M* Arthur^ 
Mr.  Charles  Wikon,  Mr.  Wklltr  JMHff  Jfr. 
Charlei  jBon) 
9.  Ordered  ;  read  !«•  ^<ft  18  [BiB  81] 

Sale  of  IntozioaUng  LiqnoM  on  Snndl^ 
(Cornwall)  BiU 

{Mr.  Vivian,  Sir  John  St.  Aviyn^  Mr.  Bort»a«t 

Mr.  AetamTl 
c.  Ordered ;  road  1»  •  Feb  16  [BIU  60] 

Sale  of  Intozicatins  Utnors  on  Sunday 
(Durham)  Bill 

{Mr.  Thtodor*  Fr^f  Mr.  Walter  Jamta,  Mr* 
XomMsh.  Mr.  OMm,  Mr.  Thommi  Bitkar^ 
ton,  Mr.  Oata-Uf,  Mr.  Jamu  Thompmm) 

0.  Motion  fat  Leave  A(  16,  367  :  after  short  Atr 
bate,  QuestiOQ  put,  a&d  i^rood  to  ;  Bill  w 
d>nd;xMtdl'*  ' 
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Sale  of  Intoxicating  Xiqaon  on  Soaday 
(Isle  of  Wight)  BiU 

(Jfr.  AMkUp,  Mr.  Clifford) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1*»  Feb  16  [Bill  84] 

Qucitlon,  Sir  K.  Asiheton  Creis  ;  Answer,  Sir 
WiUiam  Harconrt  Feb  19,  318 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liqnoii  on  Sunday 
(Hoomonth)  Bill 

(Mr.  Carbtttt,  Sir  Siaaey  Vivian,  Mr.  Siehard) 
«.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Feb  IS  [Bill  36] 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday 
(TorltBldre)  Bill 

(Mr.  CharU*  WiUon,  Mr.  Sarran,  Mr.  CaitU' 
Mr.  lllingworth,  Mr.  Iiaae  Witmm,  Sir 
MattAme  mUoUt  Mr.  Pmw) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1*  •  Feb  16  [Bill  ff6] 

Sale  of  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ir«land)  Act 
(1878)  Amendment  Bill 

(Jfr.  JtitUntton.  Mr.  Carry,  Mr.  Blake,  Lord 
Arthur  HiU,  Mr.  Thomat  Ditkton,  Mr. 
Maiden,  Mr.  Ztwie,  Mr.  Swart,  Mr.  Arthur 
<y  Conner,  Mr.  Seibnohd) 

c.  Ordmd ;  nafl  1*  •  Aft  1«  [BiU  69] 

Sale  of  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ireland)  BiU 

[hx.]       {The  Lord  Carlinp/ord) 
I.  PreHBted  ;  read  1*  *  Mar  9  (No.  17) 

SALiSBUitT,  SCaTqoeu  of 

Ohanoel  Tunnel  Soheme,  814 

Indii^l^l  GoreniMnCi^^Orimbwl  Pnwt- 
ian  Amendment  Bill,  8B4,  1864 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Aot,  1881,  Re*.  701 

Parliament— Eaiter  Reoen,  1361 

Parliaaant — Queen'i  Bpeteh,  AddreM  in  An- 
swer to,  35,  38  ;  Fereonal  ExplanatioD,  156. 
160,  161. 163 

PaymeDt  of  Wajcei  in  Pnblio-honws  Frdiibi- 
tien,  SR.  1677,  IAT8 

BepreMDtatiT*  Peen  (Soothuid),  IB.  816 

Salt,  Mr.  T.,  Stafford 

Na*7  (SapplemeDtarjr  Ettimate),  I8S3-3 — 

Milltarj  Operations  in  Egypt,  1470 
Supply— Supplomentarj  Estimates,  1882-8— 
Oonies  of  Parliament,  ]539 
Stationery,  Printing,  &,o.  1769 
Transvaal,  lOifS 
Ways  and  Means— Finaneial  Statoment,  1168 
Weak  Indies  (Janwiea)- Seizure  of  tlie  "  Fto- 
reDoe,**  196T 


Saicuelson,  Mr.  B.,  Baahtry 
India— Cooper's  Hill  College,  673 

SoHaaiBEB,  Mr.  0.,  PooU 

■   N»?y   (Supplementary  Estinat»),  1883-3— 
Military  Uptratlooa  in  Kgypt,  USd 
ParUsnaBt-^Busteesa  of  the  llonse,  714,  J43fl 
Parliamcnt-^uoeu'a  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
«wer  to,  763 

[eoiit, 


SonRKiBXB,  Mr.  0. — unt. 

Supply — Supplementary  Estimatea,  18SS-S— 

Stationei;,  Printiog,  4w.  1773 
Ways  ud  Mwuis- Estimalaa  ^  Bmow, 
1439 

Science  and  Art 

The  ifational  QcdUry — Iiuvfieieney  of  Spat*, 
Question,  Mr.  Coope  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Shaw 
Lefevre  Feb  22.  677 
7  A<  Moj/td  Commieeiou  on  Teelt  meal  JSdueatum 
~Ths  Seportt  (^ueetion,  Mr.  Lea;  Anawar, 
Sir  William  Harcourt  Feb  S3.  711 
[See  title  EdvcatioH,  Setsnee,  and  Art} 

SoLATER-BoorB.BightHon.a.f^Tm^.jr. 
Alloa,  Dunfermline,  and  Kirltnaldy  Railway, 

2K.  958.  9(15.  1590 
Nary  (SappkmenUry   Estimate),  1683-3 — 

Military  Operations  is  Egypt,  1446 
Parliament — Committee  of  Seleotioa,  987 
Resignation   of  tlie  Right   Uou.  Lyon 
I'layfair    (Chairman   of  CsBOiHtMa)* 
Statement.  1249 
Supply— Supplementary  Estimates,  1883-3 — 
Shannon  Navigation,  1643 
aVansraal,  1509 

SOOTLAKD  (Qtettioiu) 

Z>epepulati»n  »/  Land  ta  taaia  Dter  Ftmh— 

EttMsion  0/  the  F^aeUae,  Qaestion,  Mr.  J. 

W.  Barclay ;  Anawer,  Tlie  Lord  Advoeata 

Feb  22, 576 
Vettitulion    in  ihg   Wettem   Bighlandt  — 

Seed  Advan^M  {Seotlandi  BiU,  Questions, 

Mr.   D.   Cameron ;    Anawer%   1  he  Lord 

Advooate  Mar  9,  1903 
DitturboMcet  at  FroMrbwrgk,  (^neetieo.  Sir 

George   Campbell  ;   Answer,   Tlw  Lard 

Advooate  JTor  8,  1730;  (^eatioM,  Dr. 

Cameron;  Answers,  Tbe  Lord  AdT»»t«w 

1745 

Main  Road$—The  Grant  in  Aid,  (liaeatiM, 
Lord  Colin  Oampbell ;  Answer,  The  Lord 
AdTocate  Mar  5,  1433 

Tk4  Highland  Croftert—TU  Rmfol  Cammi§. 
sion,  Question,  Mr.  MaeCulane  ;  Answer, 
Sir  William  Hametwt  Feb  37,  1033  ;  Qa«a- 
tioni,  Mr.  Maofarlane,  Mr.  J.  W,  Banlay, 
Sir  Qeorge  Campbell ;  Answer^  Sir  WlUiam 
Uaroourt  Jfar  9, 1901 

The  Skye  Croftere,  Questions,  Sir  Georya 
Campbell.  Mr.  MaofarUna  ;  Answers,  Tha 
Lord  Advocate  /V6  16,  169 ;  Question,  Mr. 
Maofarlane;  Answer,  The  Lord  Adveeata 
Feb  19.316;  Questions.  Dr.  Cameron.  Mr. 
Fraser- Mackintosh ;  Answvra,  The  Lotd 
Adrooate  Feb  20,  405 ;  Questtooa,  Mr. 
Stewart,  Mr,  Maciariaoe,  Sir  George  Camp- 
bell ;  Answers,  Sir  William  Haroourt  FA  26, 
863  :  Questions,  Mr.  Mao&rlans,  Lord  Colin 
Oampbell,  Dr.  Cameron ;  Answeta.  The  Locd 
Adrooate  Mar  8, 1730 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Mar  9,  To 
leave  out  irera  "  That,"  add  ia  the  tqrinfan 
of  this  House,  it  Is  desirable  that  the  want  of 
harmony  which  practically  exists  betwe^  tbe 
Factory  and  Kdueation  Aeta  in  Scotland  ba 
remediod     la^alatiait  at  tba  eatlioat  opyor. 
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SetOland—FaeUny  and  EAteaHon  Aelt — coot, 
tsnitj"   {Jfr.  Coehrait-Fariek)  v.,  1910; 
Qnestion  propowd,  "  That  tha  words,  Ae. ;" 
ftft«r  d«bate,  QneBlion  put,  and  agreed  to 

Stafyld  Dock  and  Railway  Bill  {hy  Order) 
«.  MoTed,    That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3*  "  (Mr. 

Dodda)  Feb  27,  971  ;   Moved,  "That  the 

l>ebate  he  now  kt^onrned  "  (  Vitcmnt  TolJtt- 

itone) ;  Motion  agreed  to 
Debate  muraed  Mar  6,  1099 :  Debats  Airtber 

adjoarned 

8m  Fitheri08  B%ll 
(Question,  Mr.  Wbitlejr ;  Anfwer.  Mr.  Cham* 
berlAiD  FOt  19,  818 

Sea  Fiaheriet  Committee — The  Report 
QtMBtioD.  Mr.  Ueneage:  Aoawer,  Mr.  Cham- 
berUa  FA  19, 177 

Sea  F»heri68  (Ireland)  Bill 

(Jfr.   (/EeUy,   Mr.   Slake,   Mr.   Leamy,  Mr- 

O'Connor  Power,  Mr.  O'Donntll) 
e.  Onlered  ;  read  1°  •  feft  16  [BUI  81] 

Sea  FiBheries  (Ireland)  (No-  2}  Bill 

{Lmt  Arthur  SUI,  Sir  Herv$y  Brute,  Mr.  Oerry) 
9.  Ordered  ;  read  I"*  Feb  16  [Bill  62] 

Seed  AdTances  (Scotland)  Bill 
{Dr.(kmenn,Mr.C<Khraii-Fatntk,Mr,M*Zafm^ 

Mr.  Maekintotk) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read       Feb  1«  [Bill  76] 

ObMrrationi,  Dr.  Cameron  ;  Replj,  The  Har- 

qaeu  of  HarttnKton  Feb  31,  fi08 
Bill  witiidrawn  •  F^  26 
Notiee  of  QaeitioD,  Mr.  A.  7.  Balfoar ;  Qaei- 
tioD,  Sir  Joeeph  W.  Peaae ;  Anewer.  Mr. 
Speaker  ifar  9, 1907 

Seel  AdTanoes  (Scotland)  (Ko-  2)  BiU 

{Dr.  OmeroHtMr.  Coehnm-Ftttrick,  Mr.  M'Lagam 

Mr.  Maotintinh) 
c.  Ordered;  read  I"*  Fa>  26  [BiU  108] 

2R.,  after  short  debate,  Debate  adjoarned 
Mar  S,  1559 
.  QneatioB,  Lord  Colin  Oampbell ;  Aniwer,  The 
ChaaeeUor  of  the  Ezoheqner  Mar  6,  ISIO 

Seleet  Vestries 

I.  BiU,  j»v  /onnd,  read  1*  Feb  16 

SxKXAS,  Ur.  A.  0.,  Baddinff ton,  ^e. 
ParifatneDt— Private  BUI  Lefielation— Reai^a- 
IkiiiR,  leU.  1645 

SxLirnr-lBBjrraov,  Sir  H.  J.,  JEkiw,  JT. 
Poliee  Toree— St^eraaaMtioii,  17B 

Settled  Land  Act  a882)  Amendment 

BUI      {Mr.  Sorlaie,  Mr.  Willimn  Fowler, 
Mr.  James  Moward,  Mr.  M^pteoU^ 
e,  OrdefMl ;  no4 1**  A»  19  (BHI 88] 


Sbxtojt,  Mr.  T.,  5/^- 
Ireland — Qaeationi 

Prereottoo  of  Crliae  Aet.  1881— Mr.  T. 

Barringtoo,  1896 
State  of— IMitreu  In  the  Vest  and  Kwtli. 

Weft,  1903 
Statute  34,  Edward  III.,  eap.  1— Impri* 
•onment  of  Heurs.  Hntlj,  Davitt*  and 
Qainn,  174, 176 
Parliamefit— Privilnge — Hennber  ImpriMned 

{Mr.  Healf),  83,  85,  1898 
Snpplj — Supplementarj  Estlmatei,  1863-8— 
Chief  Secretarj  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  &e.  1611,  1812,  1814,  1815, 
1816 

Criminal  Proseoationa,  dw.  ia  Ireland, 
1878»  1090,  3000 

SHATTBaBITBT,  Earl  of 
Paraent  of  Wages  in  PDblie-boneea  ProblbiUoD, 
SR.  1569 

Shat,  Mr.  W.,  Cori  Co. 
Ireland— Poor  Law— Wodchoaiet  la  Donegal, 
1726 

Poor  Lav— DepMti^ioa  of  raapen,  17Se 

SiDHOUTH,  Viswimt 
Malta  (OoaetitotiMi  and  Adminiitration).  Mo- 
tion Tor  an  Addreu,  1884 
MaTjr— Dock  Aooommodatlon  at  Malta,  170T 
Pa;  of  Naral  Oflioers,  1372 

Sncoir,  ]k£r.  Serjeant  J.,  Bewshury 
Jamaioa — LegisUtire  CoanoU,  801 

Seiinre  of  the  "Flomoe,"  1900,  1001, 
1963 

Tarker  in  Aria-Jewa  U  Paleitiw,  683 

Sites  for  Flaoes  of  Worship,  Ac-  (Ireland) 

Bill  {Colonel  Mian,  Mr.  "Gray,  Sir 

Servey  Bruee,  Mr.  Thonaa  J>ieitom,  Mr, 
Fatrieh  Martin,  Mr.  (TShm,  Mr.  Bigyur, 
Mr.  Meldcn) 
c.  Ordered  *  Feb  20 

R«adl*»A£2I  [BIU  96] 

Slave  Trade,  The— The  Comoro  Island* 
QaeattoD,  Sir  John  Haj ;  Anawer,Lord  Edmnd 
Fttimaurice  Feb  26,  83S 

SiOTB,  Mr.  S.,  Liverpool 
Supply— SupplemenUrj  Estimates,  1883-8— 
Chief  Seoretarj  to  Uie  Lord  LUateoant  of 
IraUnd,  Ae.  1821 

Smith,  Eight  Hon.  W.  H.,  Weatmintter 
Army   (Sapplementary  Estimate),  1883-8— 
Expeditionary  Foroe  to  Egypt,  1355, 1860, 
1863. 1868 

Bankmptey  BUI — Memoraadnin  of  Aonod- 

ments,  1787 
Ireland— Fisberr  Piera  Mid  Harbours,  710 
Nar; — Armament — Breeoh-Ioadtng  Guns,  390 
Narj  (Supplementary   Estimate),  1883-^ 

MlliUry  Operations  in  Egypt,  1474 
Parliainent— <lueen*t  Spwob,  AddrsM  in  An- 
swer to,  813, 1330 
PatenU  and  Trade  Marks— CooaoHdatlon  of 
(be  Law,  1163 
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Bum,  Right  Hod.  W.  H.^  »ouL 

SmylT— <STil  StrviM  and  Vtcn  BitinM^ 
1«10 

E^ptian   Expedition   (Grub   la  Aid), 
1883-8,  1339 
Snpplj — Supplementarr  Eitlmatei,  1882-3 — 
Boam  of  Trade,  ms,  1SS6. 10ST 
dT'd  Serrioe  CommlMioo,  15SS 
Orimiiial  ProMratloa^  Ae.  in  Irdand, 
18«T 

Rata*  on  Govaminant  Pnqtortjr,  IMS 
SUtionery,  Prtntlng,  Ju.  1774 
Tranavaal,  1533.  IfiSff 
ThauM  ya^lioo,  SR.  1110 

801101TOB  GsNKRiL,  The  {Bli  Fabbbb 
HsBSCBBZx],  Durham 
Sml7— Sapplementary  EitlmatM,  iB8M— 
MiieoUADOOW  ExpomM,  SOSS 

Ifyam  (OmtUom) 
Emniitim  of  Oakan  Refugee$  frm  dibraitar, 
Quutlon,  Sir  Staflbra  Nortneota;  Annrar, 
Lord  Edmond  Pltmuarioe  Fei  23,  SM; 
(latMion,  Sir  R.  Aubeton  Oroai ;  Aniwar, 
Lord  Rdmond  Fitamaarioa  Feb  20,  843; 
QimtloD,  Sir  H.  Drommond  Wolff;  An- 
■war.  Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurioe  Mar  1, 
1166  i  Qfiwtioan,  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff; 
Anawara,  Mr.  iSrelrn  Aihlef  Sfar  3,  135A  ; 
Obaervationt,  Sir  R.  AHheton  Orota  Mar  8, 
1009;  Qn«sti(»,8ir  H.  DnianDoad  Wolff: 
Anomr.  Mr.  Evalyo  Aihlay  Mitr  8,  IT88 
SUverjf  in  Cuba,  Qoaetioa,  Mr.  A.  PeaM; 
Aniver,  Lord  Bdmond  Fitniaorioa  Feb  36, 
8M 

TU  Spmrntk  Suamer  itom  Xill,"  iimtinn. 

Dr.  Cameron  ;  Anaww,  Lord  EdmOBd  Fits- 

araoriee  Mar  8, 1786 
ITtt   JSieamthip   "  Tangttr^  Qoeatlon,  Dr. 

Cameron ;   Antwer,  Lora  Edmond  Fiti- 

maarioe  ATor  8, 1T38 

Speaksx.  The  (Bight  Hoa.  6ii>  H.  B. 
W.  BRAim),  Camhridff0iMrt 
Arrioa  (South)— TraniTaal—Craeltiei  of  the 

Boera.  1905 
Alloai  I>unrermlina,  and  Kirkaaldr  Railway, 

.  sa.  96<,  1593. 1596, 1598 
Borough  Franehlw  (Iraland),  2R.  1896. 168O 
Ezetar.  Teifa  Valley,  and  Chagford  Railway, 
3R.  068 

Ireland — Kilmainham  *'  Negotiation!,"  1031 
Military  Operation!  (Egypt),  Ree.  1309 
Miniitry,  Ttie— Extra- Parliamentary  Spotohaa 

—Mr.  Herbert  Oladatono  at  Loadi,  715 
Pariiamant— Qnettiona 

Election  of  Chairman  of  Wayi  and  Means. 
1331, 1335 

New  Rnlea  of  Prooedttre,  1361 SUndiog 

Committeei,  418 
Pririlega  —  Member    Imnriioned  (Mr. 

Healy),87 

Pnblio  Billa— Memorandum  of  Porpoaaa 
and  Eoaotmanti,  1437 
Parliament— ComndUoo   of  Salaotlon,  879, 

1008,  1010 

Parliament— (luean'l  Speeoh,  00  ;— Addreae 
in  Anewer  to,  232,  611.  617,  «88,  829,  880, 
666,  687.  755.  803.  886. 889. 928,  934,  040, 
•43,  1078,  1005,  1130 

[ma. 


Snaxn,  Tbo— 

Parilanwntary  Oath  (ilr.  ftradUngh),  88, 178  - 
Seed  Adnnoea  (Sootland)  (No.  9),  1811,  19M 
Woat  Indiea  {Janiaiea)^diBra  of  (ha  "Fto- 
nnea."  1981,  198S 

Spirits  ia  Bond  Bill 

{Mr.  (ySuUiwm,  Gobmet  Hebm,  Mr.  ItieioH 
Powr,  Mr.  I>algt  Mr.  Jamee  MUhMritm) 

e.  Considered  in  Ooaimittoa  i  Boaolntioo  a^ead 
to.  and  reported;  Bill  orderad;  road  I** 
Feb  16  [BUI  ST} 

SUga  PIqr8  (Oxford  and  Camlnidge)  KB 

{Mr.  SAiddi  Mr.  JFiUiam  FevUr,  Mr.  iZtnb. 
«.  Ordered  t  nndl«*  At  18  [30185] 

Stahhopb,  Earl 

Eddystone  Ligbthoaie,  835 
Parliament— Bndneie  Of  tbe  Hoooe,  380 
PaymentofWageein  Publio-boveea  PivUbttioa, 
3R.  1565 

Staithopk,  Hon.  E.,  latuohukirs.  Mid 
Alloa,  Danfermline,  and  KIrfcoaldy  Kailwaiy, 

2R.  Motion  for  AdjoarnmMt.  981 
East   India— Code   of   Crimital  Praoodaro 

Satin  JniiadiotioD  ofor  Britiah  SnbjaeC^r 
8, 1488 

HotropoUtan  ImproraaWDti— CNd  T^M|loBar, 
1781 

Btaxlet,  Bight  Hon.  MtmA  F.  A., 
LMMuhir0,  if. 

Army  (Supplementary  EstimateX  lMt>8  — 

Expeditionary  Foree  to  Egypt,  1853,  IMt 
MiliUry  Operatiooa  (Egypt),  Elei.  1317 

Staklst,  Hon.  B.  L.,  OWum 
Parliament — (^eoi'a  Spaoob,  Addraaa  ia  Aa- 
awer  to,  470 

Staklet  07  Aldkslxt,  Lord 

Africa  (Sooth)— Trantnal—Uaa  of  Dynaidla 

by  tbe  Boera,  1714 
Channel  Tunnel  Scbenw,  818 
Naty— Pay  of  Naral  OHoere,  1868 
Pajmeat  of  Wagea  In  PaUlo-haMW  PiaMH. 

tieo,tR.18T8 

Steam  Boibn  (Penona  in  Chatga)  Bill 

{Mr.  JtrtOkmralf  Mr.  Bmt,  Mr.  Ormg) 
e.Orderod:  nad  1«*  AftlO  [BiU«7} 

SiBTBiraair,  BCr.  J.  O.,  iSrafft  AAMA 
Portoial— Uoiambiqna— Tarfff  of  1817.  MB 

Stxwabt,  Ur.  J.,  Avmauft 
High  Coort  of  Jnattaa  »aw  Baka  aT  U|b1 
-  Prooednra,  1085 
Saotland— Skya  Croftan»  8M 

StTDBLXT,  Lord 

Eddyetone  Ughthooee^  889,  895 
Uatrepolitao    Iwftawmwti  —  WaHia^ia 
Sutne,  384 
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Sum  Canal  Report,  JVb.  41 

Qanllon,  Mr.  And-ermn;  ABifrfff  Mr.  OlMni- 
berlaiB  Mar  2,  I2&8 

SuLUVAK,  Mr.  T.  D.,  W«»tm«ath 

Irelind  —  Engliib  Policy  —  "  Eeho  "  Nevi- 
pnper,  843 

*  Prftons— MulRngar  Oabl— Pollation  of  the 

BnariHt.  i?30 
Ptriifttnent— Eleotlon  oi  Mr.  T.  Huringtoa 

*  for  Wntmutti.  193»,  1021 
Frlvil«gfl— Member  Impriioned  (Mr.  Uealf), 

90 

Pfirii»cneD^^een'i  Speeeli,  Ad4reM  ia.An- 
«wer  to,  449,  457,011,  647.  030,  028, 1187 
Sopplf— Supplemenliir}  EgtilnaM,  l88S-d— 
Chier  Seoret«>7  to  tbe  Lord  Lienteoant 
of  Ireland,  4feo.  liBSl 
Crimioiil  Proseontiona,  Ao.  in  Ireland.  1089, 
3001 

SUPPLY  {QuMiiom) 
Th»  2fafjf  and  Army  EeHmaU4,  Qoeetioo,  Mr. 

Fuleaton  ;  Aniwer,  Mr.  Courtney  tit  10, 

S07  ;  Qaettion,  Mr.  Foleiitoii  :  Anawer,  The 

UaB^uew  of  Uarttngton  Feb  87, 103S 
Avv  A'ifuiKGBM— MUitia  VoU,  ^eUon, 

Earl   Peror;   Aaawer,  Tbe   Marquess  of 

Uartington  iltw  6,  1610 
The  Civil  Strviet  and  iV'tny  EMtiviaUt,  Qnee- 

tioB,  Mr.  W.  II.  Smith ;  Anawer,  Mr. 

<linirtaMr  1610 
Th0  SuppUmtntary  Ettimttiti,  Qocation.  Mr. 

Gorst ;  Answer,  The  Cbaneellor  ot  the  Ex- 

ebeqirar  Mar  0«  1811 

SVFPLT 

Cooaidered  in  Committee  Mar  2, 1327 — Eott- 
TUK  Ezraniiioif  (Gsamt  at  Aio},  1882-3— 
Arht  (SuTFLKiiixtABr  EaTDun),  188S-3 

Rasolatiooa  reported  Mar  5 

Contidcred  in  Committee  Mecr  ff«  1438— Natt 
(SumtKiKf  JlBT  BmiUTs).  1883-8— Tbaim- 
TUL,  1883-8  (ExFiMsuP- Civil  SiKTKsa 
AMD  RaTKMtm  DiriRTifKNTa  (Sufflhuvtart 
EsTiUATtB).  1883-3  —  Clam  I,  —  J'oiuc 
.WoBEe*ilo  BviLDUSAT-Cuaa  II. — Salasub 
ARB  £xpaNSBa  or  Ctnu  DBPA&iUEMia 

Keaointiona  reported  Mar  6 

Oonaidered  iq  Conunlttce  Mar  6,  1759—  Cirib 
SMmmAiD  RKTBim  DirAKTMBiin(SDrri.i- 
HBXTART  Estimatbb).  1883-3— Clasx  il.— 
Salasixs  and  ExpKMaEx  or  Civil  DxrABT' 

UBMTS — OjLAea  III. — tAW  AKD  JmiClt^ 

Resotntions  reported  Mar  0 

Considered  In  Committee  Mar  0,  1067 — OrriL 
Sbbviobb  ARB  RBVBXOBl>BrAimnBTs(S«rraB- 
maTABT  EanuATBa),  1883-8 — Ci.ua  III.— 
Law  Ait9  JmtioK— Clabs  IV^Bdooatior, 

3CUN0B,  ABS  AbT— Cuss  V.  — FoBBlOIt  AH» 

Colonial  Sbrtiob8 — Class  VI. — NoH-Errto- 

TITB  AMD  ChaRITABU  SXBVIOBS — QUSS  VII. 
—  MlBCELLANXODfl  —  RXTBROB  DiPAItTlRICtS 

-^CiriL  Sbkvicv  ExonsBS,  1681-3— Abut 
ExoneiBB,  1881-3 
ReeolutionB  reported  Jfitr  10 

BvTttif  (Trial  of  CaoBflB)  BiH 

(J^.  IFarton,  Captain  Ai/hur) 
t.  Ordered  j  vuA       m  U  {Bilt  «3} 


Bttrvgyort,  Inatituifef 
^9Mm,  Mr.  BroaAorat;  AnMren  Ifr.  Ak».' 

della  Feb  22,  581 

8ti)ia»  Itepuhlie,  Th«-^Th»  SahafiM  Amp, 
Question,  Sir  John  ll^y  ;  Answer,  Lord  Ed- 
mond  Fitimaurice  Mar  \,  lldQ 

Stdhbt,  Earl  (Lord  Steward) 
Parliament— Queen's  Speeeh— Her  Mi^efly*! 
Aoswer  to  the  Addfesa,  380 

.^AYLOB,  Mr.  P.  A.,  Leimitr 
AnajH^VBoeiiMtim  of  Recrniti,  1006 
VaccinRtlon  Aets— Case  of  Hr.  Armfield,  178T 

Tkamet  Navigation  Bill  (ly  Order) 
e.  EUmI  3",  sfler  short  debate  Mar  1,  IIAO 

Theatres  Begnlation  BUI 

{Mr.  Dixon-Sartlan4,  Mr.  /.  Zaufranet, 
Mr.  Matifarlane) 
e.  Onletvd;  nmi  16  [BiU  81J 

TnoMFaoN,  Mr.  T.  0..  IMrham 
Supply — 'Supplementary  Eultutea,  18St-8— 
Criminal  Proaeeutlons,  ho.  In  Ireland.  1089 

Tithe  Bent  Charge  (Extraordinary)  Bill 

{Mr.  Indeneiek,  Mr.  Bmkhom,  Sir  BdtD*rd 
Fittmr,  Mr.  Bdward'  Leatham,  Sir  John 
Lubboek,  Mr.  Arthur  Vivian,  Mr.  Walttr) 

e.  OtdcMd  t  read  1«  •  Fib  16  [BiU  62] 

Toij,BifAOHE.  Mr.  H.  T.,  ChaahirOt  ^> 
CoDtaj;ioasI>i9eaaes(AninuiJa)  Acta — F6ot-aad- 
Mouth  Disease,  71 1 

Ibsomsoif.  Mr.  W.  £]<  K.,  Pfitkn 

Alloa,  Duiremline,  and  Kickoaldy  fiailmy, 

SR.  963,  96S,  1607.  1593 
Army  (Supplementary  Estimate),  16S2-3— 

Expeditionary  FovcAto  E^ypU  1363 
Parliament — Busineia  of  tbe  House — Notiees 

of  UotMos,  Ao.»  Sfotioa  tor  Postpooemeo^ 

400 

Parliament— Qoeen'a  Speeeb.  Addreaa  in  An- 
swer to,  456,  463 

Railway  Cempanies,  Charges  of— Recommtn« 
.  datiooa  of  the  Seleot  Committee,  898 

RailwayB(^tea«id  Faiv*)(  SftlMt  Committee, 
693 

ToTTEiTHAu,  Mr.  A.  L.,  Lntrim 
Iteland-^Irbb  Land  €oaBmIaalen>>4id»«0l>ni* 
missionera— Co.  Kerry,  1MB 
FItspBtrfok,  Hr.  Peter,  SKS 

7)^ad«  and  Comm0rc$ 
CoBvaereial  Nefotiaiiona  with  Spain,  Qaestioilt 
Mr.  Monk ;  Answer,  Lord  Edmond  Fltx. 
maurico  Mar  6,  1413 
Ovatiziag  of  Cotton  Cloth,  Q/atttion,  Mr. 
Broadhurst ;  Answer,  Sir  WllUam  Baroomt 
Mar  9. 1899 
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Trftde  Harlu  nil     (Met.  Jftkm-  ArmUk 
.  Mr.  Jrmt0f0,  JKr.  ArntU  Jforlv*  Mr. 

OiT'Emng) 

«.  Mend ;  r«*d  1»*  Ftb  10  [BiU  ?•} 

8R^  after  ihort  debate,  [Iloaw  eonnted  oat] 

Feb  30,  000 

Trt^  &f  Strlm,  AriieU  61 — R$fomuin 
Armenia 

<|ae«tiM,  Mr.  Baiter;  Anwer,  Lord  Edmond 
Fitimaarioo  FA  19. 398 

Ire«8  Plaating  (Irelaad)  BSl 

(JTr.  Oorry,  VUwmt  Crieiton,  Sir  StrviyBrm*, 

Captain  Aylmtr) 
«.  Ordered;  readlo*F«&16  [BiU  17] 

Trees  Flaatinff  (Iralud)  (Ho.  2)  Bill 
{Mr.  Jfarnmt  Mr.  Aruf^  Sir  Omft  OmpMl, 

Mr.  Patrick  Martin,  Mr.  Richard  Poxotr) 
«.  Ordered  ;  read  1"  *  Fel  IS  {Bill  59] 

TftBTBLYAZT,  Bt.  HoD.  O.  0.  (Chief  8e- 
cretaiy  to  the  Lord  lieatenant  of 
^«land),  Smoiekf 
Borouth  FraoohiM  (Ireland),  3R.  1898 
Irelana— Qoeitloni 

Arreara  of  Rent  Act,  1883,  Ull 
Crime— Alleged  Poitinc  of  a  Letter  dod* 

talohig  Dyaamite  to  we  Lord  Ueatenant 

of  Ireland,  854 
DlitMM  i«  SIlM.  143S 
Extra  Polioe  Tax— Groan  and  Balllaa- 

eloaeh,  e<fl,  817 
Extra  Polioe  Tax  in  Kmtjt,  1434 
Fliherr  Pien  and  Harboun,  411 
Iriah  Ctiareh   Aot,    1869— Pnnhaeers— 

■'FairKenta,"  574,  1495 
Iriah  FamliM  of  1847— Fkymeot  of  Debt 

roraltine,  U72 
Nitional  Bdncatlon— Salarlee  of  National 

Sobool  Teacfaera,  1356 
Polioe  Proteetion  —  Earl  of  Kenmare'a 

Kerry  Eetate,  1740 
Publie  Uealtb  — Water  Snppir  to  Car- 

donagl^  DonenI,  593  ;— Wakei,  169ft 
Resiatratioo  of  Votera,  405 
Relief  of  Diitreea  Aot— Seed  Lonni,  583 
Royal  Conimiaelon  on  Irtrii  Indiistrivi,  290 
Royal  Iriah  Conatabulapj — Return*  low- 
ing EataUiehment,  Nnmber,  and  Strength, 

818 

Seed*  Aot — Supply  of  Seeda,  1754 
SUtnteSi  Edward  III.,eap.  I— Impriwn- 
moat  at  Meeare.  Heaty,  Darit*,  and 
Qnlon,  17ff 
Ireland — Oompalaory  Edooation,  Ret.  1388 
Ireland — Iriah  Land  Oommiaaioa — l^aettioni. 
Appeala  at  Ennlskillen,  1257 
Payment  of  Arreart,  594 
Peter  Fitzpathok,  Mr.,  Sub-Commiiriooer, 
833 

SBb-Conainlonera  In  Oo.  Kerry,  1749 
Ireland — Land  Law  Aet,  1881— Qoeatiooi 
Antrim  Co.  Sab-CommliaiOD,  804 
Ap|>lieatione,  1430 
AHiatant  Land  Oomroiationera,  401 
PrOTtaiona  aa  to  Labonren'  Cottagea— 

Miftuea  of  Hie  Oommlaaionen,  849 
Snb-Commissiona,  1800 


TiBTiLTair,  Right  Hon.  G.  O.  ewrf. 
frelaad— Lav  and  Jaatiee  Heeailene 

Bolton,  Mr.,  Crown  Solieiter  tar  Ttppeiaij 

Go.  588 
Examination  of  Witaoaae*.  583 
ImprUonment  ot  Nr.  M'Pbilpia,  1743 
Wiokloff  Aaaitea,  1428,  1420 
Inlwd— Law  and  P<diflo— lU-tfeatiDrai  ^the 

Polioe— Miehael  Banlean,  1439, 1744 
TeroDoe  Grealieb,  1733 

Irehutd— Magiatraey  ■ftaeetioni 

Fergoaoo,  Mr.,  840 
Jnatioea  of  Ballymabon,  1417 
Qneen'e  Co.  714 

Stoneyford  Petty  Saaaioni— Caae  of  JaoMa 
Waleh,  1355 
Ireland— Poor  Law — Qaeationi 
Cavan  Union,  1114 
Loaghrca  Board  of  Goardians,  1783 
Outdoor  Relief,  1418 
Union  Bating,  318 
Workhonaea  m  Donegal,  178S 

Ireland — PrerenUon  of  Crime  Aet,  1883— 
Harrington,  ICr.Tlmothr,  719,  713,1898 
O'Brien,  Oilhoely,  and  HodBOtC,  Mean, 
1807 

Ireland— Friaoni— Harrington,  Mr.  TtaMt^, 
1150 

Molliogar  Gaol— PoUatlon  of  Uh  BMe«w 

1730 

Ireland,  State  of— Queatiooa 

Apprehended  Diatreai,  1751 

Aaiaaainationa  —  Interriews  with  Jamea 
Carey  the  Informer,  858  ; — Magiatarmt 
In^niry  at  Kilmainham,  390, 407,  MT 

Deatba  by  Starratioa,  810 

IKaUoae  in  Go.  Clare,  815 

Diatreaa  in  the  Woat— The  l>e|Wt*llon  «( 
Catbelio  Bialiopa,  5S4 

Diatreaa  in  the  West  and  North- Wnt,  190S 

Extra  Poliee  at  Kilmallock,  709 

Intimidation,  1019 

Migration  of  Agrienltaral  Labonren.  308 
Iriah   and   Soeteh    Bfigratoij  AgrioaUant 

Uboar,  1433 
Hiniatry,  Tbe— Bxtra-PariiaaieBtai7  Speaabai 

— Speeoh  of  Mr.  Herbert  GhHtaloaa  at 

Leeds,  ?I5 

Pariiament— Eleotioa  of  Mr.  T.  HanhigtaB 
for  Weatmeath,  1021,  1023 
Privilege— Member  Impriaoned  (Ur.Baaij]^ 

77,  1898 

Parliament — Qaeen'e  Speeob,  Addreaa  in  An* 
iwer  to,  735,  731,  780.  738,  743,  743; 
Anendt.  655,  877,  678.  669,  lOOt,  I9«8t 
1070,  1081,  1084, 1087,  1304 
Supply — Supplementary  Eatimatea,  1883>3 — 
Chief  Secretary  to  tfoe  Lord  Liaotoaaat 
of  Ireland,  &o.  1807,  1808.  1810, 1813, 
1813,  1811.  1839,  1811,  1613 
(Mminal  ProMonliooa,  Ae.  in  IrolaiMi,  1911* 
1970, 108T,  3000 


Tttnit 

MoTod,  "That  an  hnmble  Addreaa  he  preaoatcd 
to  Her  M^Jeaty  for  papers  and  oorreapoa. 
dtnoe  reapecting  the  righta  of  Britiah  anbjeetg 
in  the  Regeuey  of  Tanie  nnder  the  oapitBla. 
tioaa,  1b  ooaneiin  with  the  propoeed  n«nif 
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1899}  '     WAS  WES 


7\m»*— «ont. 

b«tweea  FnoM  ud  tbe  Bay  of  Tania  "  (Tht 

dabato,  UoUoa  vithdnwn 

QoMtlOD.  Sir  WillUm  H'Arthnr;  Annrw, 
Lord  BdmoBd  FHimuirlM  Jfrr  5, 14M 

l\irlt*s  w  Mia 

JSnti  in  Pedettitu,  QnuHon,  Mr.  Serjesnt 
Simon  ;  Answer,  Lord  Edmond  Fitin»ario« 
JFU  20,  883 

yavigation  of  the  Tigrit,  QnwUon,  Mr.  Arthor 
Arnold  ;  Antirar,  Lord  Edmond  ntgmaiiri«e 
F9i  19,  800 

ZTniUd  Stain— 2%»  Kew  Tmrijf 
(liiMttoB,  Hr.  U'Laron  ;  Answer,  Hr.  Cbun- 
berlala  Mar  «,  ISO? 

VniTenities  Committee  of  friTy  Council 

BUI        (ifr.  CfMtiM  Soundtlh  Mr.  Bryet^ 
Mr.  SkiMt  Mr.  TkortU  Jbtgtn) 
9.  Ordmd :  rMHl       Feb  It  [BiU  15] 

VniTeTsity  Edncatioa  (Ireland)  BiU 

{Sir  Jiueph  M^Ktfma,  Mr.  Oray,  Mr.  Dawmm> 

Mr.  O'BonneU,  Mr,  WiUiam  Corbet) 
e.  Ordsred ;  road  I*  *  Feb  16  [Bill  32] 

Vtudnaiion  AeU — Gate  of  Mr,  ArmJUU 
QnoMion.  Mr.  P.  A.  Tajlor;  Amwot,  Hr. 
Bibbort  Jfar  8, 1757 

Vice-Royalty  (Irelaitd)  Bill 

{Mr,  /wfifl  MCarthtf^  Mr..Riehari  F9VB»ri  Mr- 

O'KeUv,  Mr.  Zmny) 
«.  Ordmd :  read      Feb  IC  [BiU  47] 

VmAw,  Mr.  A.  P.,  Cornwall,  W. 

Board  of  Trade — Trinitj  Boum — Coouniutiea- 
Moi  bflCwaen  Ufhthwm  and  the  Shnw, 
1SB9 

TMsection  AlMlition  Bill 

{Mr.  Seid,  Sir  JBardley  Wtlmot,  Mr.  Samml 
MorUy,  Mr.  Firth) 
«.  Ordered ;  read  1*  •  F«»  16  LBill  40] 

WiLaoxs,  Colonel  W.  H.,  Sevon,  S. 
Miniiter  of  Afrieoltnre  and  Conmeree,  170 

Waktow,  Mr,  O,  N.,  Bridpttri 

IKplomatie  Serriee— HJff.  Miidon  In  Fer^ 
088 

Iile  of  Man  (HazVmrt),  Motion  for  Lear*,  087 
Patiiament— ftuoBo'a  Speeoh,  Addreu  in  An- 

mr  to,  308,  454,913 
Farliameotat7  Oathi  Aot  (1886)  Amendment, 

Motion  for  Lean,  353 
Snpplj — Sapplementary  Eatimatoi,  1883-8 — 

Friendlr  Sooietiei  Rtgistrj,  1759 
Salt  of  ZntoxieatlDg  liqaon  on  Sandaj  (Dnr- 

buo),  I^aTe,  367 


Waste  Laada  (Inland)  Bill 
{(kiptaim  AyUmr,  Mr.  TMenhem^  Mr.  Amy 
X^omeon) 

*.0rd«rad;r«adl**A»19  CBIUM] 
Watxsfobd,  Harqnesa  of 

Xrehnd-^Peasaot  Proprietary,  MottoB  for  an 

Addreu,  1398. 1399 
Farliameat— QttMn'e  ^eedi,  Addreu  in  Aa- 

iwer  to,  00, 07 

Wateelot,  Sir  S.  H.,  Oraveund 
Tliamei  NaTigalion,  3R.  1100 

Watehzt,  Loid 

Ireland— Land  Lam  898 

Ireland— Peaunt  Propriatar]',  Motion  for  as 

Addreu.  U05 
Und  Law  (Ireland)  Aot,  1881,  Ret.  689,  691, 

693.  702 

Parliament— Qneen'a  Speech,  Addreu  in  An*., 
■war  to,  61 

WA  T8  Am  MEANS 

RoBoWed,  That  thli  Bon»  will,  To-morrow, 
reaoln  itulf  into  a  Committee  to  consider 
of  the  Wajs  and  Means  for  raiiinfr  tbe 
Snpplf  to  be  granted  to  Her  Miyeaty  Jntr  1 

WATS  ANJD  MEANS  {(hutthiu) 

Kxeiee 

Brewing  Lietnees.  Qnaatton,  Mr.  Blddell* 

Answer,  Tbe  CbaDoeUor  of  the  Kxoheqner 

Mar  6,  1729 
DietiUere  and  their  Bau^evk.  QoMtien,  Mr. 

Meldon  1  Ancwer,  Mr.  Courtney  Feb  SO, 

403 

Baeiee  I>eparU>tent—SeiirtwieiU  of  i^eert, 

Question,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor  I  Answer, 

Mr.  Oonrtney  Jfor  3,  1300 
EetimaUt  of  Revenue,  Qaestion,  Mr.  Sohreiber ; 

Answer,  The  Ohane^lor  of  the  EzolH^aer 

Jto-0,14St 

MmdBevenne 

Board  ^  iMontt  JZamnw,  <lD8stioii«  Mr. 

tiorat;  Answer,  Tbe  Chaneelliw  ef  the 

Exobeqner  5.  1439 
Emalieh  and  ScaiA  Jneome  Ta»,  QnesUoo,  Mr. 

Blddell:  Answer,  The  Chaoeeller  ef  the 

Exebeaaer  Jifar8, 1738 
Incem  tim  AeeeetmetOt,  jro.,  (^eetioo,  Mr. 

Arthor  O'Connor ;  Answer,  Mr.  Coortney 

Feb  SO,  403 

The  FijutneitU  Statement,  Quution,  Mr.  Salt ; 
Answer,  Tbe  Gbanoallor  of  the  Eidwqner 

Jtfor  1,  1168 

Weei  Indiet  (Jamaiea) — 7%#  Setiureo/the 
"  Fhrenoe  " 
Qoaations,  Lord  Randolph  Chorehill,  Baron 
Henry  De  Worms ;  Answers,  Mr.  Erelyn 
Ashley  Mar  8,  1703;  Obserratiooa,  Mr. 
Gorst ;  Reply,  Mr.  ETolyii  Aihley ;  debate 
tkereonifnr  0,1930 
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Whitbmad,  Ur.  8.,  Bedford 

FsrUament — Committw  of  Selection,  983 

Wiaanj,  Mr.  H.,  8t»fford$hir9,  E. 

OineUjr  to  Anlmalf  AeU  Ammdment,  SR. 

Snpi^— Sn^IuneDtai?  EiUnuUi,  1883-3— 
Stationery,  Priatinj[,  *o.  1781 

'\7xLLiAK80H,  Ut.  S.,  8L  Andtwif  ^e. 

Snppir— SnppUinontarj  EstinutM,  1883-3— 
Fiiberjr  Board!,  SeoUud,  1788, 1790,  1798, 
179fi 

"WnjM,  Mr.  W.,  ColehuUr 
^rlUtnent— QaMn't  Spoeeb,  Addrvu  Id  Aa- 
■irwto,T48 

WiucoT,  Sir  H.,  Jhrhy$limt  S. 
EgrptUn  Expoditkifr— Gnvei  of  Sotdim  aad 
SallOTf,lld7 

WiLHOT,  Sir  J.  £.r  WarwieJuhire,  8. 
Omelt/  to  Aninuli  A^  AmandmeDt,  3R. 
1679 

Harbonn  of  Bohn  (Eut  Coast)— Hatlwiir  at 

FUojr.  708 
Fuka  (M«eropolii)-n7do  Park,  13M 
PulUmont— Queen'i  Spoeob,  Addr«tt  1q  An. 

Kwor  to,  1180 

Wilson,  Ur.  0.  H.,  Kittgtton-upon-SuU 
XiogttoB-apon.Hntl  Dooki,  SR.  1719 

Windsor,  Ascot,  and  Aldtrthei  JUHwajf 

BiU  {hy  Ord»r) 
c  Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  30" 
{Mr.  Doddt)  Feb  27,  971;  Mo»ed,  "  That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned"  {Yiteemt 
fotluitone) ;  Motion  agreed  to 
Debata  renimed  Mar  6, 1600 ;  Bebata  flirtber 
adjonnied 

WoDSBOiraB,  Ifr.  E.  £.»  JBath 
Wait  IndlflB  (JanwioaHSainn     *^  " 


Wolff,  Sir  H.  D.,  PorUnumth 
Arabi  Puha  —  Condition!  of  Detention  at 

Ceflon,  308,  706,  1737 
Diplomatic  Serrioa— ^  Aagoatoi  Paget,  309, 

831 

Egypt— Earl  of  Dufferia'a  Letter,  1168 

Ke^rganlntion— Repreaentatifv  Gmrv- 
ment,  579 

NaTT— Siok  Berth  Staff,  831 

Navy  (SopplementarT   Eitimate),  188S<^ 

Military  Operations  in  Egypt,  1464 
Parliament — Qaeco's  Speech,  Addraai  in  Aa- 

■ver  to,  498,  ff06,  744.  745,  800 ;  Report. 

1840 

ParUameotary  Oathi  Act  (1866)  Amtodment, 
Lean,  884 

Spain— IntemiUional  Law— Snrmidar  orCabaa 
Refbgeea, :  1S56»  1367,  17S0;  ^.GaDini 
Maoeo,  1165, 1 166 
Snpply— Supplementary '[Eatitnatei,'  18S3-S— 
Ciril  Serrice  ComminioD,  1558 
Diplomatic  and  Conaalar  Bnildinga,  At, 

1540,  1546.  1549 
Foreign  Ottoe,  1554 
Hooiea  of  PuUamoBt,  1540 

WOETLKT,  Mr.  0.  B.  8TOA31T-,  ShtfiM 
Irish  Manoeeripta,  Fac^milea  of,  1603 
Municipal  lUform  (Metropolis),  1419 
Parliament— Qneen'a  Speech.  Address  in  Aa- 

swer  to.  464 
Fateata  and  Trade  ICarki— Contolidatiaa  sf 

tlia  Uw,  1168 

kr.  J. 

Ireland— Eilnatoham  "  Negotiations."  1030 
1031 

Metropolitan  Distriot  Railway  —  Ventilatiag 

Shafts  on  the  Thames  Embankment,  1411 
Nary— Egyptian  War  Medal,  845 
Oxrord,  Aylesbury,  and  Metropolitan  Janetlaa 
Railway.  SR.  Motion  for  A<yoarDmeat.071 
Parliament— PriTilege — Interforenee  ofaPev 

in  EleeMona— Lord  CarriDgton,  1737 
Parliament— Qaaeo'i  SpMeh,  Addnaa  in  in- 
nNrte,68i 


END  OF  TOLtTMB  OGLXXTI.,  AND  FIBSI  TOLUMB  OF 
8BSSI0N  1888. 
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